City Council of Peachtree City
Agenda
October 18, 2001
7:00 p.m.

l. Pledge of Allegiance
Il. Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Present Award of Recognition to James Finney (Planning Commission)
Present Award of Recognition to Jim Fulton (Development Authority)
Present Awards of Recognition to Cecilia Eifert, Chuck Lehman, & Janis Kraft (CCY)
Present 10-year service pin to Jim Kretchman of the Fire Department
Present Award of Recognition to Wray Russell, outgoing Youth Basketball President
Recognize Chris Campbell as Employee of the Month for September

and Jill Prouty as Supervisor of the Quarter for the Third Quarter

Il Minutes
Tabled until 11/01/01 meeting.

IV.  Consent Agenda Approved 4-0

1. Award Stormwater Management Program Contract
2. Request for Use of City Logo

V. Old Agenda Items

VI. New Agenda ltems

10-01-04 Public Hearing — Variance — 124 Masters Drive North Approved 4-0
10-01-05 Public Hearing — Variance — 406 Holly Brook Lane
Denied 4-1 (Tennant)
10-01-06 Consider alcohol license for Publix #799 (NEW) Approved 5-0
10-01-07 Consider alcohol license for Thai Spice (NEW) Approved 5-0
10-01-08 Award Bid for Employee Health/Dental Insurance Approved 5-0
10-01-09 Assumption of Deed Covenants from Pathway Communities
Approved 5-0
10-01-10 Budget Reduction Plan Approved 5-0
10-01-11 Consider Contract for Tennis Center Expansion Approved 5-0
10-01-12 Consider Funds Increase for Design/Engineering of  Approved 5-0
TDK Boulevard Extension

VIl.  Council/Staff Topics
Amendment to Southern Conservation Trust Lease Agreement

VIIl. Executive Session

Members present: Mayor Bob Lenox, Carol Fritz Annie McMenamin, Dan Tennant,
Steve Rapson arrived late




ANNOUNCEMENTS

1. Present Award of Recognition to Jim Finney for service on the
Planning Commission

2.  Present Award of Recognition to Jim Fulton for service on the
Development Authority

3.  Present Award of Recognition to Cecilia Eifert and Chuck Lehman
for service on the CCY. Janis Kraft will not attend the meeting.

4.  Present 10-year service pin to Jim Kretchman of the Fire
Department

5.  Present Award of Recognition to Wray Russell, Outgoing Youth
Basketball President

Sherry McHugh provided some information which is behind the agenda in
meeting book

6. Recognize Chris Campbell as Employee of the Month for

September and Jill Prouty as Supervisor of the Quarter for
the Third Quarter

NEW ALCOHOL LICENSES

1. Publix #799 Bryant McClenaghan, Licensee and License Representative,
will attend the meeting.

2. Thai Spice  Steven Chan, Licensee and License Representative, should
be present at the meeting.




City Council of Peachtree City
Minutes of Meeting
October 4, 2001
7 p.m.

The City Council of Peachtree City met Thursday, October 4, 2001, in the City Hall Council
Chambers. Mayor Lenox called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. Other Councilmembers
present were: Carol Fritz, Annie McMenamin, Steve Rapson, and Dan Tennant.

Announcements, Awards, Special Recognition

Mayor Lenox proclaimed October as Golf Cart Safety Month in Peachtree City. He presented the
proclamation to Tennant, who suggested the emphasis on golf cart safety education and
insurance. Lenox proclaimed October 6 as Alzheimer’s Recognition Day and presented the
proclamation to former Mayor Fred Brown, one of the organizers of the Memory Walk
fundraiser. Gary Craig, outgoing Little League president, was recognized for his contribution to
the program. Lenox recognized Art Swahlen of Public Services as the Employee of the Month
for August.

Approval of Minutes

McMenamin moved to approve the September 20 9 a.m. Special Called Meeting Minutes as
written. Fritz seconded. The motion carried unanimously. McMenamin moved to approve the
September 20 6:30 p.m. Special Called Meeting Minutes as written. Fritz seconded. The motion
carried unanimously. McMenamin moved to approve the September 20 Regular Meeting
Minutes as written. Fritz seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Consent Agenda
1. Consider Appointment to the Development Authority — Belinda Sward
2. Resolution of Reimbursement for GMA Bricks & Mortar Lease/Purchasing Financing
3. Change in License Representative for the Village Store, Chevron #18
4. City Manager Contract
McMenamin moved to approve the consent agenda. Fritz seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

Old Agenda Items

04-01-01 Consider Livable Centers Initiative

David Rast gave a presentation on the Livable Centers Initiative (a copy of the report is included
in the official meeting file). Peachtree City was one of 12 communities awarded the funding for
the study a little over a year ago, Rast said. The study began, and then got off track a little as the
Advisory Committee looked at some intensive commuter rail station scenarios and other things.
He commended the Advisory Committee for their work. The work was done over the past
several months, without a consultant, with input from City staff. Rast added there was also a lot
of public involvement in the plan.

Rast gave a brief overview of the area included in the study. Most components required in a
Livable Center already existed in the area, he said. As the puzzle was put together, the Advisory
Committee found it was disjointed and the Advisory Committee focused on how to tie the area
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together and meet the criteria established by the Livable Centers objectives. The Advisory
Committee established several goals. The first was to look at alternate transportation.
Commuter rail was not an alternative desired by most residents in the City. Rast said if it were to
come to the City, it would be looked at then. Instead, the Advisory Committee looked more at
the multi-use path system already in place. A lot of the path system was developer driven, but
there were some obvious gaps that have kept the area disjointed from the rest of the City, Rast
continued.

Another goal was establishing a transportation system in the area to get people from Point A to
Point B without having to get on Highway 54. Several alternatives were considered, including a
secondary road system.

The next goal was to look at the current zoning of the undeveloped property, most of which was
zoned General Commercial, Rast said. He said there was a pretty intensive retail corridor north
and south of Highway 54 that was undeveloped. There were a lot of unknowns about the
undeveloped property and many concerns about how the smaller parcels would be developed.
One of the options considered was whether or not the retail corridor could be combined to get a
larger footprint and to look at the parameters for development. The Advisory Committee also
looked at re-development of some properties, such as the Line Creek Baptist Church property
and some of the Line Creek Office Park property, and parameters for re-development.

The Advisory Committee also set a goal to implement architectural and aesthetic covenants and
restrictions for development in the area. The way the ordinances were set up now, there weren’t
many restrictions. Rast commented that it might be difficult to get something other than the
standard boxes.

Rast said the Advisory Committee took the goals and objectives, looked at all the scenarios, and
ultimately came up with a Master Plan for the 54 West Corridor. Rast said that the Georgia
Department of Transportation (DOT) planned to widen Highway 54 with two travel lanes
eastbound and two travel lanes westbound with a 40-foot median so a third lane could be added
if necessary in the future. The road parameters determined how the rest of the area would be
developed. Rast pointed out that DOT was designing the highway to move traffic, whereas the
City would like to see the area more pedestrian-friendly. Rast pointed out the present traffic
signals and the signals planned for the future which included the intersections of MacDuff and
Highway 54, Planterra and the Home Depot entrance and Highway 54, Huddleston and Highway
54, Marketplace and Highway 54, and Highways 74 and 54. The committee suggested adding
another signal at Line Creek and Highway 54, which allowed a signaled intersection to the
secondary road as well as access to the office park.

Rast said they were proposing two roads. One was a secondary road north of Highway 54 that
started at MacDuff Parkway, continued between the outparcels and Summit apartments,
continued to Home Depot/Wal-Mart, and ultimately through the church property and connecting
to Huddleston Road at the intersection. A continuous retail/commercial development was seen
along the properties to the west of MacDuff Parkway Rast said there were presently 12 to 13
curb cuts along Highway 54 and no one knew what DOT would do, either keeping the cuts or
buying some from the property owners. The Advisory Committee would like to see curb cuts on
Highway 54 limited and suggested access to outparcels on the highway be accessible from the
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secondary road rather than a series of curb cuts on Highway 54 or limit the curb cuts to one
right-in, right-out between each traffic signal. The property owner was not willing to commit to
the plan now, but the Advisory Committee felt it was something that could be encouraged when
site plans were reviewed. The secondary road system south of Highway 54 would come in by
the Days Inn property, and included two traffic circles, one of which would be along Planterra
Way. This secondary road would be pulled back from Highway 54 to have a similar retail
development to the north side of the highway, to maintain a 60-foot buffer, to allow properties to
develop, and to prohibit a large tract. Rast emphasized this was a recommendation and the
property owners had not been contacted. The Advisory Committee recommended the use of
roundabouts to discourage cut-through traffic in Planterra Ridge and to make the traffic move
more slowly. The Advisory Committee would also like to see another roundabout added near the
Planterra amenities center to make traffic through that area very slow moving to discourage cut
through traffic. The committee would also like to a second Planterra subdivision entrance at the
roundabout to give the area more identity.

The Advisory Committee looked at extending the multi-use path system, what developers were
proposing, what DOT was proposing, and what gaps would be left. One of the main components
was a multi-use bridge over Highway 54 to provide access from the north to the south side of the
highway. The committee felt that would provide an opportunity for a gateway to the City and
the west corridor. The committee envisioned a tunnel from Westpark to Marketplace when
Highway 74 would eventually be widened. With the widening of Highway 54, tunnels would be
placed underneath the highway to allow golf cart access to both sides of the area. Rast said it
was an exciting plan for the multi-use path system, much of which was being done by
developers. He added that when Highway 54 was widened DOT had committed funds to put in
two tunnels by the railroad bridge. The DOT engineer was designing the tunnels and the bridge,
Rast said.

There would be intensive landscaping and street lighting along the corridor. Rast continued that
the pedestrian crossings at the intersections might be done in stamped asphalt or concrete pavers
to make them more pedestrian friendly.

Rast continued that Council support had allowed the Advisory Committee to submit the plan to
the ARC. To be included, the plan must be approved by Council and the projects must be
included in the City’s PIP. Rast added that just because the projects were included in the PIP did
not mean the City had to do them. Inclusion in the PIP made the projects eligible for funding
from the ARC, he explained. The information needed to be submitted by mid-November and
each project needed to be a separate submittal. He added that projects for FY 2002 had already
been submitted, but Rast felt the City had a good chance of being included in FY 2003 TIP
funding. Rast pointed out that they were dealing with a variety of property owners. He added
that RAM Development, the developer for Wal-Mart and Home Depot, was willing to work on
architectural standards on their property. The committee would like to develop review criteria
for projects in the area and would like to see cohesive development along Highways 54 and 74.
The results of the study should be included in the update of the City’s Land Use Plan, Rast said.

Tennant asked Rast for clarification on the funding and whether it would come from the ARC or
DOT. Rast explained that the ARC managed the DOT funding, including projects it felt was
viable in the TIP. He said projects that weren’t eligible for the Livable Centers Initiative could
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still be eligible under the TIP program. Tennant enquired if 20% of the funding still fell to the
City, and Rast said yes. Steve Brown, a member of the Advisory Committee, asked Rast if there
were federal grants available for some of the projects. Rast said there were several pots of
money available, including grant money for this type of development. Those would be pursued
first, then others, Rast added. Lenox added that money for the projects was available, but DOT’s
policy was that if the City wasn’t ready to help itself, they wouldn’t help them. Fayette County
was the only county in metro Atlanta without a 1% LOST for transportation, Lenox added.

Rapson asked Rast about the 40 acres in the area that had not been identified for specific
development. Rast replied that it was the only property within the approximately 1,500-acre area
that was not spoken for and was not developed. Rapson referred to pages 14 and 15 of the study
that said the cost of Phase Two of the northern secondary road from the Home Depot/Wal-Mart
entrance drive to Huddleston Road should be shared by the developer and the City. Rast stated
that was one of the points debated by the advisory group. Rapson commented that the reason
people would use the road was to get to the commercial sites to spend money. Lenox stated that
the developers didn’t have to do any of this. To achieve what was best for the City, there had to
be a certain amount of give and take. He agreed that he wanted the developers to pay for it, but
didn’t want to tie the City’s hands.

Rast said there was a fine line and he was hoping the plan would be a win-win situation for
everybody. If the city was willing to participate, the developers’ feet would be held to the fire,
he said. Rapson said it was a great plan, but he was concerned about putting $2.5 million in the
PIP over the next two years. He said he realized that the plan was conceptual right now and the
numbers weren’t etched in stone unless the City got the grants. He commented that he was
opposed to raising taxes now, and he was certainly opposed to overlaying $2.5 million over the
next two years. Rast said it was required for communities to have the projects in the PIP to get
funding. Once the dollars were committed, no one else could get them. If projects did not move
forward, the money went back into the pot. Rast added that some projects were never built.
Rapson said that with DOT, DCA, and ARC falling under the GRTA umbrella now, GRTA
needed conceptual approvals, adopted plans, and for Council to have taken action and put the
funding in place before the projects even got to the table for the TIP. Lenox said what Council
was doing at this meeting represented a conceptual approval and commitment that it was a
worthwhile project, but was not a final authorization for money. Rast added that the City would
begin applying for grants in November for the projects. When the grants were awarded, they
would come back to Council. If the money wasn’t there, the project would be delayed. He
added a lot of the projects were dependent on the road widening.

Tennant commented that he would be willing to pay a portion of the secondary road costs if it
limited curb cuts on Highway 54. Rapson agreed that Council needed to be flexible enough to
work out what was best for the City. Council commended the Advisory Committee on the work
they had done to prepare the study. Tennant moved to approve the transmittal resolution to the
ARC. McMenamin seconded. The motion was carried unanimously.

09-01-01 Public Hearing — Consider the 2001 Millage Rate

Lenox read the procedure for the public hearing. Basinger told Council this was the final public
hearing of three required by the State to consider the millage rate. He stated that Council was
required to set the millage rate tonight after the final public discussion. Financial Services
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Director Paul Salvatore gave a brief presentation on the 2001 millage rate. (A copy of the
presentation is included in the official meeting file.)

McMenamin read a prepared statement on her thoughts about the budget and millage rate. She
pointed out that the City Manager had directed only essential department purchases be made
until the full impact of the economic slowdown was known. McMenamin felt Council needed to
direct staff to develop a plan that would compensate for a 5-20% decrease in revenues expected
to be affected by the events of September 11. She asked the directors and chiefs to take another
look at their operating budgets and identify any equipment or cuts that could be made without
affecting service delivery. She added that if it was determined prior to the end of the fiscal year
that all the cuts weren’t necessary, then funds should be released back to the departments and
projects and equipment returned to the PIP.

Ben Bauman asked if the City had a long-term contract for natural gas and gasoline. Salvatore
said he had looked at that and had gone with the low bid. Bauman added that it would be a good
time to lock in the price since natural gas prices were lower. Lenox pointed out that the City
purchased natural gas with the County and the Board of Education to keep costs down, but didn’t
know if anyone had looked at other options to drive down costs. Rapson commented that even
though the prices had dropped, the savings hadn’t been passed on to consumers. Basinger said
staff would look at it.

Rapson said he agreed with a lot of McMenamin’s comments. It was common sense for the City
to attempt to live within its means, he said. Rapson added that was hard, especially since the
City had been growth-oriented for so long and was now feeling the effects of growth slowing
down. McMenamin stated that the Council had also always tried to meet the demands of the
citizens and was a city of recreation. In other cities, private interests provided those facilities and
programs.

Sales tax was the City’s biggest revenue source, Lenox stated. If that revenue were to drop 20%
it meant that purchases in the community had dropped 20% and represented an 8% reduction in
overall revenue. The other vulnerable area was the hotel/motel tax. If the hotel/motel tax was
cut in half] it represented a 3% overall budget shortfall. Both areas represented a 10% drop in
revenues and shouldn’t be taken lightly, Lenox said. Salvatore said he had looked at the major
revenue sources that might be affected which totaled over $7 million. A 20% cut in the $7
million collected from those areas would be $1.4 million, Salvatore said.

Staff was working on a contingency plan, Lenox said. He explained that the output was pretty
well fixed and most of the cost was salaries and benefits. He said the economy was pretty
resilient and Peachtree City was a resilient community. The City needed to be prepared. Staff
had gone back through every line item and found an additional $75,000 to cut, Basinger said.
The City did not produce a product, but it provided a service. Basinger said the City couldn’t cut
people and provide the services. Staff would look at the budget again and come up with a plan
to take care of a 5% to 20% deficit in revenues, including the cash reserves. Basinger said staff
had hoped to improve cash reserves, but might have to dip into them. He added it would be a
combination of all the sources, expenses and revenues and cash reserves that would be looked at.
The recommended millage rate would make a tremendous improvement in the cash reserves, but
unfortunately, the City might have to dip into them right away depending upon how bad the
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situation got. McMenamin replied President Bush had said he would take care of national
defense and that the public needed to keep the economy going. Basinger added that it was
important to the morale of the citizens for the city to continue to provide services.

Recreation Commissioner Earl Spell told Council that the City’s Little League Association had
been approached to use the City’s baseball/soccer complex for a regional tournament, which
would benefit the hotel/motel tax.

McMenamin commented that it was important to maintain continuity for the City’s families as
she recalled her husband putting in three tours in Vietnam in five years. She said she looked to
the community to help provide a stable, safe environment.

Phyllis Aquayo stated that everyone moved to Peachtree City for a certain quality. The residents
expected the City to spend money wisely and provide quality services. Most residents would
rather see the millage rate go up than lose the quality of the services, she said.

New Agenda Items

10-01-01 Public Hearing — Adopt the 2001 Millage Rate

Lenox stated that the purpose of the three previous public hearings were for information and
didn’t call for any action. The purpose of this hearing was to adopt the millage rate. Staff
recommended a gross millage rate of 8.697 and LOST rollback rate of 4.382, which left a net
millage rate of 4.315 mills, the rate used in preparation of the budget for the next fiscal year.

Tennant commented that everyone had come to expect a certain level of service from the City
and that the City Manager saw to it that there was a heck of a bang for the buck. These were
difficult times for some families and a lot of businesses were walking on pins and needles. The
bottom line was he didn’t feel it was the time to increase people’s taxes. Tennant suggested that
the Public Safety budgets be left alone and that the other departments cut their budgets 10%
across the board. That would mean cutting people, but Tennant added that the private sector was
doing that.

Aquayo asked how much the millage rate increase would be for a $100,000 home. Salvatore
said a mill was 47.5 cents per thousand on the assessed value of a home, or about $40 per year
for a $200,000 home. He added there was a tax credit increase of about the same amount.
Lenox said the City was talking about % mill, so the cost would be about $20 for a $100,000
home. Agqayo stated that if a millage rate increase allowed the City to provide services and kept
the unemployment rate from going up, she didn’t feel it was big sacrifice. Lawrence DeMarino
said it was still a tax increase versus a tax cut. Lenox pointed out that the difference between the
City and federal governments was that the City wasn’t allowed to operate on a deficit budget.

Kathy Cheney commented that the millage rate increase hit home with her. Her husband retired
from the military so they could stay in Peachtree City. Their home was their single largest
investment, she said. The City needed to make sure the kids were taken care of and as well as
the things that make Peachtree City the place it was. She said she didn’t mind spending a little
money now to protect their investment.

Ben Bauman, a small business owner in the City, stated if the City took more money from
businesses, they would lay people off to make budget. He asked if a few people should be laid
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off in the City, or 50 in the community. If government services were cut, those people might
remain employed. Lenox said the average value of a home in Peachtree City was $200,000,
which was just under $28 a month in ad valorem property taxes at 4.315 mills. He pointed out
that was less than people paid per month for cable or cell phones. He added that the City had
had a lower tax rate and provided services way above other cities. Staff provided those services
cheaply and he didn’t want to cripple that ability for a very small amount of money per
household, Lenox said. McMenamin asked whom the City would lay off, whether it would be
the people who pick up trash and keep the City looking good, or someone else.

Tennant said he wasn’t talking about doing away with departments or necessarily doing away
with people, although it could come to that. He added that $30 or $40 wouldn’t change people’s
lifestyles, but it would affect people’s attitudes about government.

Rapson stated he was opposed to the tax increase, to laying people off, and to a 10% cut across
the board. He felt the tax increase wasn’t warranted because of the cash reserves the City had.
He said he didn’t want to see employees laid off, but that could happen when talking about 10%
cuts. Larger departments could handle the cuts, but smaller departments couldn’t absorb them.
There were other ways to pick up the extra 10%, such as not hiring people right away to fill
vacancies. Rapson added that he was talking short-term solutions since he believed the economy
would turn around.

John Mrosek said it was a matter of principal and that the nation elected a president and
Congress who chose to cut taxes. The City was experiencing a decline in revenue and expenses
had to be cut. The City’s tax increase followed the County Commission’s tax increase. Nobody
wanted to cut important things in the City, but Mrosek said the City had to live within its means.
Lenox asked Mrosek what services he would have him cut and said he refused to cut services.
Mrosek said there should be citywide cost accounting audits and that everything in the City
should be subject to competitive bidding. Mrosek said the examination of the budgets was a
necessary discipline and was not a 24-hour process. He added that the LOST revenue had to go
down because of September 11.

Lenox moved that the millage rate of 8.697 gross millage and LOST rollback of 4.382 resulting
in a net millage of 4.315, as recommended by City staff and reviewed during the budget process,
be approved. McMenamin seconded. The motion carried 3-2 with Rapson and Tennant voting
against it.

10-01-02 Discussion on the Commission on Children and Youth

Cele Eifert, chairman of the Commission on Children and Youth (CCY), asked Council to
dissolve the CCY. Eifert told Council the CCY was one of the few city-based CCYs in a field of
county-based CCYs. The CCY also represented a city that had no children/youth-related social
services. Nonetheless accomplishments had been made and programs had been implemented by
the commission. It was time to pass the baton to Fayette FACTOR, which came into the
forefront last October and was a collaborative of countywide services and resources. The CCY
recommended Council dissolve the CCY immediately, that Council appoint a Councilmember or
City representative with decision-making authority to the Fayette FACTOR Board of Directors,
and that Council support the Youth Advisory Board as a stand-alone entity under the Recreation
Department.
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McMenamin asked Eifert to explain Fayette FACTOR. McMenamin added that her point was
that dissolving the CCY was not taking anything away from the City.

Jill Holmes-Long, the chair of the Fayette FACTOR (Family Alliance for Teamwork, Outreach
and Resources), explained that FACTOR was granted by state money last October and was
created to be a networking group for all services and service providers in the county, and to look
at what was there or not and plug in the holes. She continued that children and youth from
throughout the county crossed municipal lines for schools and other activities, and that would
continue to grow. She pointed out there had been more suicides in the 15-20 age range in the last
five years than ever before in Fayette County. Fayette FACTOR made sure there were services
in place and there was not duplication. The organization’s board was growing and had
representatives from the municipalities, faith-based organizations, business, and service
providers.

Lenox asked about the option recommended by staff which included appointing a
councilmember or city representative to Fayette FACTOR. Eifert stated that CCY preferred that
the representative should be someone with decision-making authority and that making a
Councilmember the representative showed the level of importance and value that children and
youth held. McMenamin said she would rather the representative be a member of the Recreation
Commission. Rapson, who had teen-age children, agreed with Eifert and felt it was more
appropriate for a Councilmember to serve on the FACTOR board. He said he would be willing
to serve. CCY Commissioner Chuck Lehman pointed out that when FACTOR was formed
Mayor Steele from Fayetteville was involved. CCY Coordinator Bernice Wassell added that
Cheryl Lee, mayor of Tyrone, had also been involved.

Lenox said since it was the consensus that someone from Council, who had the time and the
willingness to do it, could serve until the consensus changed. McMenamin said she didn’t want
to downplay the Recreation Commission since the CCY came out of it and did do some things
about mental health, date rape, and branched out into other areas. Lehman pointed out that
Wassell was already in the FACTOR as a director. McMenamin said she felt more comfortable
with Wassell in the FACTOR since she worked with the YAB and had that input. Tennant and
Fritz said they were also willing to do it. Fritz said people often came wanting assistance and
having something like FACTOR as a source would be very helpful.

Holmes-Long said the steering committee for the FACTOR had been in place for two and a half
years. There was an active working collaborative of which Wassell was an active member. The
collaborative was divided into task committees, with the Research and Development Committee
looking at what the best practices were to address issues with kids. She added there had been a
1% increase in juvenile crime and the committee was looking at the reasons behind it and what
the crimes were. The Outreach Communication Committee had put together a website,
www.fayettefactor.org. A countywide assessment looked at the strengths kids needed to be
productive citizens in the future. Fayette FACTOR wanted good healthy families and parents
that parented well with children that would grow into good citizens.

Lenox moved to adopt the action recommended by Cele Eifert as chairman of the CCY utilizing
Option 3 (Option 3 recommended Council dissolve the CCY immediately, that Council appoint a
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Councilmember or City representative with decision-making authority to the Fayette FACTOR
Board of Directors, and that Council support the Youth Advisory Board as a stand-alone entity
under the Recreation Department). Tennant seconded. Fritz asked if CCY objected to having
two councilmembers on the FACTOR board. Eifert and Holmes-Long said no. The motion
carried unanimously.

Tennant moved that Steve Rapson be appointed as Council representative to the FACTOR. Fritz
seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

10-01-03 Consider Exceptions to Water Restrictions — Fundraisers for the 9/11 victims
Basinger said the City had received a request from Chick-fil-A to hold a car wash in conjunction
with a community yard sale on Sunday, October 7. All proceeds from both events would be
donated to the September 11 Disaster Relief Fund. Basinger continued that Peachtree City was a
member of the Department of Natural Resources Environmental Protection Division 15-County
Metro Atlanta Outdoor Water Ban, which prohibited outdoor water usage between 10 a.m. and
10 p.m. Council had the authority to grant an exception to the ban and Basinger asked that
Council authorize the Chick-fil-A exception as well as any other requests for fundraisers in
which all proceeds would benefit the September 11 Disaster Relief Fund. Rapson moved to
approve the request. Tennant seconded. The motion carried unanimously.

Council/Staff Topics
There were no Council/Staff Topics.

There were two personnel matters, one legal matter, and one real estate matter for executive
session. Lenox moved to go into executive session after a short break. Fritz seconded. The
motion carried unanimously.

McMenamin moved to adjourn the executive session. Fritz seconded. The motion carried
unanimously.

There being no further business to discuss, McMenamin moved to adjourn the meeting. Fritz
seconded. The motion carried unanimously. The meeting adjourned at 9:35 p.m.

Jane Miller, City Clerk Robert L. Lenox, Mayor




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
VIA: City Manager. % -
Director of Financial Services QS
FROM: Director of Developmental Services 'A/\}\;,
City Engineer (J&) i{
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Stormwater Management Program Assessment and Action Plan — Contract

In July of this year, staff updated you on the status of the stormwater management program. At
that time Council authorized staff to pursue a course of action, which would examine current
programs, stream quality, and budget while involving the public in preparation of a plan to meet
NPDES permitting requirements.

Staff then requested statements of qualifications (SOQ’s) from metro-area consulting firms with
known stormwater interest. The SOQ’s were examined and evaluated according to the following
criteria: '

1. Project understanding. 4. Availability of personnel.
2. Technical approach. 5. Organization.
3. Qualifications of personnel. 6. Related experience.

7. Proposed schedule.

After much review and subsequent clarification on the scope of services, staff determined that a
re-advertisement would best serve the interests of the City. Five firms responded to our second
advertisement. Each firm’s package was evaluated according to the criteria above, with all five
firms demonstrating acceptable aptitude in stormwater management. Therefore, all five price
proposals were subsequently opened. The results are as follows:

e AMEC Earth & Environmental of Marietta (AMEC) $153,300
e Ewing Engineering Company (EEC) $143,167
e Camp, Dresser, & McKee of Atlanta (CDM) $127,689
e Rochester & Associates $ 86,028
e Integrated Science & Engineering of Fayetteville (ISE) $ 75,000




Page 2 of 2
Storm Water Management Program Assessment and Action Plan - Contract
October 11, 2001

Each firm demonstrated a complete understanding of the scope and commitment to provide the
following:

1. A COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM ASSESSMENT. (Ordinances, plan review procedures, current
spending, infrastructure needs, regulatory status, etc.)

2. A CoMPLETE WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT. (Examining existing data; collecting new data
from 34 different sites, under 4 different stream-flow conditions, examining 20 different quality
characteristics.)

3. A PRACTICAL STORMWATER ACTION PLAN. (Lead a stakeholder group toward
recommendations for the future stormwater program in compliance with NPDES phase II requirements
and community expectations.)

4. DELIVERABLES. (Interim report of the Program Assessment, Interim report of the Water Quality
Assessment, Water Quality baseline database (GIS-ready), Draft & Final Action Plans, and a complete
Notice of Intent for compliance with NPDES phase 1I)

Integrated Science & Engineering (ISE) has proposed to complete this work for the lump sum of
$75,000. ISE has indicated in their proposal that they have been coordinating with and gathering
support from local and regional environmental groups to complete the water quality sampling
effort at a substantial savings over the other firms.

Funding of the project was set aside during staff’s previous presentation on this matter, at which
time Council authorized $75,000 to be budgeted for the assessment and action plan. The action
plan is a necessary component in meeting the requirements of EPA’s new stormwater regulations
under the second phase of the NPDES program. Staff believes that delaying this work would
jeopardize the City’s ability to come into compliance with the phase II regulations and would be a
setback difficult to overcome.

Therefore, given the value of the labor, organization, and management of the sampling and testing
program, the assurance of their project understanding, and the firm’s familiarity and association
with our community, city staff recommends that Council award the Stormwater Management
Program Assessment and Action Plan Services Contract to Integrated Science & Engineering of
Fayetteville for $75,000.

Attachments
Proposal Tabulation Sheet
Scope of Design Services
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’Peachtree City

Georgia

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM ASSESSMENT & ACTION PLAN
REVISED SCOPE OF SERVICES

Letters of Interest, Statements of Qualification, and price proposals are solicited for services
associated with the planning and preparation of a Stormwater Management Program
Assessment and Action Plan.

Background.

Peachtree City has been identified as most likely having to comply with the phase I NPDES
requirements proposed by the EPA. While the determination is uncertain, it is the City’s
desire to pursue a stormwater program that would meet the regulatory requirements on the
horizon as well as improve the environmental conditions in the community. Toward that end,
the City is seeking a qualified consultant to provide the following services.

Scope of Services.

1. PROGRAM ASSESSMENT. The consultant will be expected to provide:
a. An evaluation of ordinances, plan review procedures, program goals, and public opinion.
b.  An evaluation of flood control issues through the review of flood complaint records,
review of FEMA flood study and maps, interviews with affected citizens, and research
into possible map updates.

c. An evaluation of drainage infrastructure by review of construction plans and spot review
of the older neighborhoods (an assessment of their overall condition would be provided).
An evaluation of current storm water spending and capital improvement plans.

A clear and objective definition of our current level of service and extent of service.
An evaluation of our regulatory status with EPD, EPA, and other storm water agencies,
both state & federal.

8 A summary of the assessment in the form of an interim report.

2. WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENT
a. Compile and review existing data to be provided by the City. Data has been collected by
different agencies at different locations during different flow conditions. The data needs
to be pulled together to examine where more detailed sampling is to occur.
b.  Conduct a sampling and testing program that would create a baseline for future work.
The consultant is to assume the responsibility for the collection, testing and transport of
samples and compile those results into a format (Access database) suitable for inclusion
into the city’s ArcView based GIS.
i. 34 Sample Locations; Four sample events.
ii. In-situ parameters to be measured: DO, turbidity, specific
conductivity, salinity, pH, and temperature.
iii. Lab parameters: Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Carbonaceous BOD:,
Jecal coliform, and e-coli.

e R
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iv. pH, Phosphorus, Potassium, Calcium Magnesium, Manganese,
Iron, Aluminum, Boron, Copper, Zinc, Sodium, Chromium,
Cadmium, Nickel, Molybdenum, and hardness will also be
measured.
c. Integrate existing and new data.
d. Provide a summary of the water quality assessment in the form of an interim report
detailing the conclusions and interpretation of the data.
3. STORMWATER ACTION PLAN
Assist City staff to identify stakeholders in the process.
Prepare and present recommendation to stakeholders on possible ordinance changes.
Research feasibility of and discuss need for new flood mapping.
Conduct at least two stakeholders meetings.
Review step 1 & 2 results with stakeholders.
Lead stakeholders in discussion of regulatory issues.
Lead stakeholders in establishing level and extent of service of the program.
Lead stakeholders in a discussion of flooding and quality issues.
Lead stakeholders in establishing a draft action plan.
Lead stakeholders in a discussion of the advantages and disadvantages of a local
stormwater design manual.
Lead stakeholders in an overview of NPDES phase-II including six minimum control
measures, application process, proposed compliance schedule, and estimated cost of
compliance.
Record and submit to the City minutes of all stakeholder meetings.
m. Prepare and submit a final Stormwater Action Plan suitable for submission to EPD for
phase 1I compliance.
n.  Prepare NOI and all documentation required by EPD for phase I1.

SN 0TS AN TR
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Deliverables.
= Interim report — Program Assessment
= Interim report — Water Quality Assessment
=  Stakeholder Meeting Minutes
=  Draft Action Plan
=  Final Action Plan
= Completed NOI ready for submittal to EPD

Work Schedule.
The City anticipates completing all work associated with these services by the end of March
2002 for presentation to City Council.

Proposal Submission Standards:

Five (5) copies of the entire package as outlined below shall be submitted not
later than 3:00 PM, Wednesday, October 10, 2001, addressed to:

Mr. Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, GA 30269

Page 2 of 2
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Letter of Interest. A brief letter of interest shall be included.

Statement of Qualifications. Statements of qualifications shall not be more than
25 pages in length. Only resumes of persons actively working on this project
shall be included. If work is to be sub-consulted, then a joint submittal of
qualifications is required. A proposed schedule for completion of this work shall
be included.

Price Proposal. A Price Proposal shall be submitted according to the above
deadline in a separately sealed envelope and shall present the breakdown of costs
according to the steps spelled out in this scope of services.

Furthermore, be reminded that because of recent changes to Georgia’s Open
Records Act that any file history related to this project is subject to the provisions
of public review. All records, documents, drawings, plans, or maps created under
this scope of work will become the property of the City upon final payment. The
contact for questions regarding this project is Mr. Jim Williams, Director of
Developmental Services, at 770-487-5731.

Proposal Evaluation Standards:

Selection will be based upon professional qualifications, experience in performing
similar work and the firm’s ability to complete the work in a timely manner. Price
proposals will be considered after the qualifications have been properly evaluated

according to the following measures:

Understanding of project objectives.

Technical approach.

Qualifications of personnel.

Availability of personnel.

Organization.

Related experience of the firm and key personnel.
Proposed schedule.

> ONA ol R e
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Councilmembers

VIA: City Manager {Q««%‘

FROM: Administrative Services Director / City Clerk
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: “Shop Peachtree City” Event and Logo Use Approval

Councilmembers McMenamin and Fritz and I met today with representatives from several of the
local shopping centers to discuss a “Shop Peachtree City” Day, to be proclaimed by Mayor
Lenox. As you may know, some of our local merchants are somewhat concerned about the
potential effects of the economy on local businesses. Councilmember McMenamin, with the
support of Mayor Lenox, suggested this city-endorsed event to demonstrate the city’s support of
local business and to encourage our residents to learn about the wide array of commercial
establishments available here in town.

The merchants and property managers in attendance were very enthusiastic about the event, and
decided that the first weekend in December (Friday, November 30 through Sunday, December 2)
would be the most appropriate time prior to the holidays. Suggestions to unify the event
included a city proclamation, press releases, and a common logo/slogan to be used promoting the
event. The merchants and centers will bear the financial costs and determine their individual
participation with events and sales, and all retail stores and restaurants in the city will be given
the opportunity to participate. Betsy Tyler and I will provide assistance as needed.

The group asked if the promotional items could include the city logo for this particular event,
which will require Council approval. Staff supports use of the logo for this specific, city-initiated
event. Some promotional activities may require additional requests for Council approval at a
later date.




POSITION PAPER

Proposed Variance: Lot 43, Fairways Subdivision
\

Pearson Residence g\
Director of Developmental Services L}\/\,
October 10, 2001 \ :
Situation:
Mr. Herman E. Pearson owns the house at 124 Masters Drive North. The original owner
of the house constructed a deck that encroaches into the rear setback. In 1999, Mr.
Pearson was granted a variance for the deck encroachment and was given permission to
enclose the underside with screen wire; but it was stipulated in the approval of the
variance that the upper area of the deck would not be enclosed and no permanent all-

weather enclosure would be added to the lower area (Attachment “A”).

Mr. Pearson is now applying for another variance to roof and screen the upper area of the
deck (Attachment “B”).

Facts:

1. The deck encroaches 9.1 feet into the rear setback, which is 20 feet (Attachment “C”).
2. The area to the rear of Mr. Pearson’s property is city-owned greenbelt.

3. To date, the City has received no complaints about the deck encroachment from other

homeowners in the area.

Recommendation:

The staff recommends the proposed enclosure be approved even though it would
contribute to the existing encroachment problem. The adjoining greenbelt mitigates the
impact of the encroachment, and it does not appear to have created an adverse impact on
the adjacent and nearby homeowners.

IBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “C”




Georgia

, Peachtree City

May 7, 1999

Mr. Herman E. Pearson
124 Masters Drive North
Peachtree City, GA 30269

RE: Variance Request - The Fairways, Lot 43, 124 Masters Drive North

Dear Mr. Pearson:

During a public hearing on May 6, the Mayor and Council of Peachtree City granted
your request for a variance to the setback ordinance. The variance was granted to allow
your existing deck to encroach into the rear setback 9.1 feet. They also approved
enclosing the underside of the deck with screen wire with the condition that there be no
enclosure to the upper area of the deck and no permanent all-weather enclosure to the
lower area.

Please retain this official notification for your records and advise any future homeowner
of the situation. If you have any questions, you may call me at (770) 487-7657.

Gollbor

Nancy Faulkner
City Clerk

Sincerely,

cc:  Zoning Administrator
Building Official

151 Willowbend Road ® Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 *® (770) 487-7657
Attachment "A"
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City Council Meeting
May 6, 1999
Page 2

positions. Therefore, Basinger recommended that the City Clerk report to the Assistant
City Manager. He submitted a revised job description, which was reviewed by the City
Attorney. McMenamin made a motion to accept the City Manager’s recommendation
and to adopt the revised job description. Pace seconded the motion. Motion carried

unanimously.

NEW AGENDA ITEMS

oot 43, The Fairways

05-99-01  Public Hearing - Consider Variance -%

Mayor Lenox read the rules for conducting a public hearing and asked to hear from the
applicant and those supporting the variance. Mr. Pearson addressed Council and
explained that he discovered his deck was in violation of the setback ordinance when
he applied for a permit to enclose the bottom portion of the deck with screen wire.

Jim Williams, Director of Developmental Services, recommended Council approve the
variance because Mr. Pearson was not responsible for the violation. Williams did not
feel it would impact Pearson’s neighbors because the deck was adjacent to a greenbelt.

Hearing no one else speak in favor of the variance, Lenox asked to hear from those in
opposition. Hearing none, Lenox called the hearing to a close and asked if there were
any questions. Hearing none, Lenox opened the floor for Council debate.

Brooks made a motion to grant the variance to allow the existing deck to remain in the
setback and to approve enclosing the underside of the deck with screen wire. Brooks
made the motion with the condition that there would be no enclosure to the upper area
of the deck and no permanent all-weather enclosure to the lower area. Pace seconded
the motion. Motion carried unanimously.

05-99-02  Consider Funding for Playground Equipment

Anne Myers, representative from the Playground Committee of Braelinn Elementary
School, addressed Council and requested funding for new playground equipment. She
said the existing equipment was installed in 1990, but it did not comply with safety or
ADA standards. She said parents had become increasingly concerned due to the
number of injuries caused by the equipment. Children had experienced broken bones,

sprained ankles, cuts, abrasions and splinters.

Meyers said the committee proposed new play structures, which were virtually

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 2




REQUEST FOR VARIANCE
ZONTING ORDINANCE, CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

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

Ordinance for the property located at: —124 Masters Drive North. Peachtree
Citv., GA 30269-2789

The reason this variance is being request is as follows: —To screen in the
W&mwwwmum@am
eutlined in the attachment dated September 16, 2001

Along with this form, the spplicant should submit a detailed report Justifying the
granting of the requested variance. 1In preparing the report, please consider the
following:

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

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

a. Whether or not the special circumstances ccntributing to the request are peculiar
to the particular property involved;

L. Whether or not the situation ror which the reguest i» being made poses an
unnecessary hardship for the applicant; and

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

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

Name: (Please type or Print) ___Herman E. Pearson
Address: 124 Masters Drive North, Peachtree City. GA 30263-2783

Phone: 770/487-6044

Signature:

HhP R ANNN P A A AN NN AR AARNAN TS A AR A NN T bbb

This request, along with the required fee and all necessary supplemental documents, has
been properly submitted and is hereby accepted for consideration by the City Council at a
public hearing in th¢ City Council Chambers at 7:00 PM on the date shown below:

Signature: L s 74ﬂ755§;/2%?£22%¥?

Title: Zo e )4‘0/14/4/:57%/(7&//(
Date of Acceptance: ELTEMBER 19, 722/
Date of Public Hearing: beDﬁﬁﬁLﬁé,Z&0/

7/01/01

Attachment "B"
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ATTACHMENT ~ 9-16-01

On May 6, 1999, the Mayor and Council approved my request for
variance to allow my existing deck to encroach into the rear set
back 9.1 feet and also approved “screening in” the underside of
the deck with the condition that there be no enclosure to the
upper area of the deck.

When I requested the variance (see the attached dated 4-16~99), I
stated, “There will not be any additipnal structure on top of the
deck.” 1 should have added “at this time.” I humbly admit that
statement was short-sighted on my part and may have had an impact
on the conditional approval rendered by the Mayor and Council.

1 respectfully ask that they reconsider the conditional approval
and grant approval for me to screen in the upper area of the deck
for mosquito abatement, health reasons, comfort and energy
conservation.

Thank you again for your consideration in this matter.

Eg%%rm;? E. Pearson

124 Masters Drive North
Peachtree City, GA 30269-2789

Attachment "B"
Page 2 of 3
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POSITION PAPER
Proposed Variance: Dingivan Property; 406 Holly Brook Lane
Director of Developmental Services X\ J
October 11, 2001 W
\

~

Situation:

Mr. and Mrs. Dingivan own the house at 406 Holly Brook Lane, Lot 166, of the Wilshire Estates
Subdivision. They would like to install a 6-foot high privacy fence along their rear property line.
The Building Department would not issue a permit for the fence because it was within a required
fence setback area. Consequently, Mr. and Mrs. Dingivan have applied for a variance (Attach-
ment “A”).

Facts:

1. The rear yard of Lot 166 is adjacent to Holly Grove Road, which is classified as a Village
Collector Road (Attachment “B”).

2. Between the right-of-way line of Holly Grove Road and the property line for Lot 166 is a 25-
foot wide, City-owned greenbelt (Attachment “B”).

3. The Fence Ordinance, Section 18-340(c), prohibits fences in excess of 4 feet high within 35
feet of a collector road (Attachment “C”).

4. 1In order to install a 6-foot high fence across the rear yard, it would have to be set at least 10
feet inside the rear property line.

5. Mr. and Mrs. Dingivan are requesting a 10-foot variance to this setback requirement so they
can install the proposed 6-foot high fence on their property line.

6. A number of other property owners on the Dingivan’s street have indicated support of the
variance request and have also indicated a desire for a similar variance for their lots.

Recommendation:

The staff recommends against granting the variance. The whole purpose of the setback
requirement was to discourage the “stockade” look that was allowed to develop along some of
our collector roads prior to the adoption of our current Fence Ordinance. Similar variance
requests were denied in the past, and many fences throughout the City have been installed in
conformance with the current ordinance.

JBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “C”




Attachment “A”
The reason(s) this variance is being requested is as follows:

Due to the design/layout and size of the lots that are adjacent to Holly Grove road any
property owner wishing to install a 6 fence would essentially be deprived of
approximately 15% to 50 % of their backyard. I my opinion, loosing 15% to 50% of
what little yard we have would be an unnecessary hardship.

My family and I currently have what appears to be one of the larger lots on this side
of Holly Grove road and it is only 64 feet from the back wall of the house to the
buffer area. As the current city ordinance would require a 40’ distance from the city -
‘right-of-way’ to the fence, we would baswally be forfeltlng 15% of our yard to be in
compliance. ;

Our family includes two children, 7 and 14 years old. We would vary much like them
to have a safe and private place to play. We also have a pet dog that could easily jump
a 4 fence p0531bly causing harm to others and 1tself

Our home is SItuated on a small hill that overlooks Holly Grove road. Currently Holly
Grove road has not been completed, but when it is, we w111 have one of the busiest
roads in the south end of Peachtree City directly behind our home. The buffer area, as
it is now, is not adequate for providing a safe environment for our children or our pet.

The current 35" buffer area or a 4’ fence will not abate the increased traffic noise.
Only a 6’ privacy fence, with additional plantings will reduce the noise to a
reasonable level.

We believe that, with the assistance of the city planners; ‘a laﬂdscaping plan could be
developed that would assist in offsetting the ‘tunnel’ effect that a long length of 6’
fence may create.

The following homeowners have indicated that they would either support or not-
support of this variance:

S 1t Not S 1t
oo Noswor
Address ..??....ﬂ@//.y..Z%maL Ln.  Rachtree Crhy, 64 30269

Phone CT9 Tl =028

\/S rt Not S

Name T Tk b soned Feftares
Address ‘4lDW||¥6f®merC Q)AE’OQU‘] ...........
Phone ... 110 03 BT
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Name
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Posts will be on 8’ centers, ‘French Gothic’.

The height will be 6.
Posts & pickets will be .04 pressure treated pine.
The fence will be stained a ‘Cedar’ color after approx. 1 yr.

Installation should commence sometime around the second week of Oct. and be
completed in approx. two weeks.

Materials and installation are being supplied by:
American Landmark Group, Inc.

1501 Canton Road.

Marietta, GA 30066

Voice: 770-795-9100

American Landmark Group, Inc. has installed many fences in and around the Peachtree
City area for several years.

Special Note:

There will be four homes, in a row, that are having this fence put in at the same time.

Attachment "A"
Page 3 of 3




R

CURVE _TABLE _ [ CUF

T e RVE TABLE CON | \
_ _ SOUNDARY LINE CURVE [LENGTH]| RADIUS JCHORD BEARINGL CHORD CURVE | LENGTH | RADIUS JCHORD BEARNG] CHORD | | CURVE LENGTH | RADIUS [CHORD BEARING
—_———— _ 20 | 78.46 | 48362 | sog31'03E | 78.38 Cas 7760 43362 SS20935EF  77.49 Ce1 | 38.73 | 22500 S7830°21"W
o — — — — SETBACK UNE () EXISTING LOT NUMBER C30 | 102.35 | 570.00 S0B26'34°E_| 102.21 C46 _ 40.99 50.00 mmu.ﬁu_m.s 39.85 Coz | 3025 [ 2000 | s323318°W 27.45
\\\\\\\\\\ EASEMENT LINE - ~7 C31 | 78.46 | 483.62 | S17'48'46°E 78.37 C47 4266 S50.00 z&.mc.oq”t 41.38 C65 | 8155 5166 | N334049°E 7334 |
TR LAND LOT NUMBER C32 | 70223 | 570.00 | S18'4329°€ | 102.09 | 453281 5000 NOSOS4SW 3222 | | C64 14155 [ 5166 II»\lmnm.um&w,m o124 |
MFF MEAN FINISHED FLOOR \ 28 C33 [ 78.45 | #8362 | s270627°€ | 7836 Cag 3764 5000 N3GAS'S0 36.76 Ces Ti36.76 [275:00 |_see1r'zyw | 135.36
7 00 g C50 4470 50.00 NB2726"17E 43
B C34 | 101.86 | 570 S2858'56°E 101.73 25 1T .22 T66 | 144.39 847.00 | S132147°E 144.21
MsL MEAN SEA LEVEL CART PATH EASEMENT (20° TYPICAL) ©35 | 78.45 | 48362 | s3624'05°€ | 78.36 C51 5726 65500 N6143187W  57.24 oo T 820 [847.:00 | s2050°47°E 8126 |
G35 |i01.26 | 570.00 | s3gir2e’e | 10113 C52 __25.40 146483 NOZ4S4IW 2540 4385 3590 e 2382 |
RON PIN FOUND [283.62 | Cs3 9543 797.00 05" 85 32590 | N713417°E
° 3" REBAR UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) SANITARY SEWER EASEMENT C37 | 7817 | #8352 | sasasnsTE | 79.08 . : SO4°01'05E 9543 Geo | s2.01 | 5000 | 723823 W 29.70
0/ C38 | ea70 | 57000 | sS4074'29°€ | 9858 [ c54 7905 69278 SOSIVSEE  79.01 Go 4235 [ 5000 | ss3vg3tw | 41.07
o 1/2" REBAR SET STORM DRAIN EASEMENT 39 | s0.07 | 483-62 S$5359'08°E 60.03 C55 94.6 7.00 mS.m_..I.m 94.63 [5%) 35.01 | 50.00 | s08'59'50°W 34.30
C40 | 5296 | 50-00 | S3552'40°E 58.88 C56 _ 78.1 2.78  S12°02°01°E 78.12 72 | 3501 | 60-00 | S310720°E 34.30
Q LOT NUMBER WILSHIRE_ESTATES PHASE 1A Ca | ga72 |570.00 | S501251° | 99.60 C57__93.49 797.00 SITITOST 8344 A S X 34.30_|
REFERENCE SURVEY BY o4z | 98 _\UHH.EN | sia14'067 | 9849 Css _ 77.01 69278 SI8Z7O00E  76.97 c74 58.45
LOWU>Z JONES & C43 | 100.86 | 435.62 | S27725'09°E 100.63 S24727°03°E 96.54 Cc75 2214
i Cas | oa.01 | 43362 | 5403329 | 97.80 S24B4'45°E  79.23 c76 11,46
@ GOULDING, INC.
APPROXIMATE LAND LOT UNE DATED 10-02-2000
Y~ W W B D R _ e D PR PO U R IR
REFERENCE SURVEY BY @ ALY ro7mr o 1_:.||____|||_:|||:_1||:_|\|:_"ﬂnj_:\\\:_.ln_:nnu_:u1|_
R NG NG s — =D W Lo il foa |1 Gost 11708 1|1 Go7 ! o haee il et i ih e 1 e 114
: Y J Wy U/ % % o e o N by Nt &
ToP OF —15-2000 P N/ </ N/ N4 N/ \/ N
sl iy DATER 9 L A IO N o= ik - el Ble il die B L b I B T R BHIGEI g
s BUFFE 15 L70 \ x N . i ' '
ks T3 AT NS pal-aa \LHH om— e S -..-|\+-\l. ---..Tle.-- -.l,'*-nll--u—H.--H_.--ll, \\-H_”-- :;I!.TI
) b Y 7 \ /w\ V_.,\ -- - - - S T T T == ———— " ——te—-
- ASTER RIDGE TRAIL (s0' R/
- — ___\(

10' PUBLIC UTILITY
EASEMENT (TYPICAL
BOTH SIDES)

j —~+——— WILSHIRE ESTATES PHASE 1A

10’ PUBLIC UTILITY
EASEMENT (TYPICAL)

N/F

66.09 _ Y
<\\\Azms= CENTEX_HOMES 528
, (FUTURE DEVELOPMENT) ygks

o o
. wu.b.a
.& L/ zuoﬂ.ﬂﬁo.t 8 M mm
i
3P
LE
£33°
BELF
&g »

/ﬂu.N_ “347E

\
~\ WILSHIR
\

(50' RV~
£ ESTATES PHASE 1A \|\\

\ 73.48
NO7'5730°W . ) : ..
i \ AR 7

ee
/l APPROXMATE LOCATION OF S100923°€

100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN LINE ¥
(ELEVATION 753.00 MSL) . , 4 Ah\
ST ; s o
54" S
z_%w%wu.s > /\2.0
38.35
547729'03°E PP\\V
N/F i
CENTEX HOMES 10 P YPICAL)
(FUTURE DEVELOPMENT)
. \ »mmm;,_ I GRAPHIC SCALE
\Wﬂwa* i \wm o rr/ 100 ° 0 100 200

( IV FEET )
pE&nSoF

WILSHIRE ESTATES PHASE 1B

£7THO1v86.2VIC
1.12.200%

. REVISIONS WC_N<mJ\
. ‘ _ -—Q—.n_ﬂ—— |z|‘o.l_ DATE COMMENTS FoR FINAL PLAT
: Jones & e — —— mmaa Wﬁm b and LYING WITHIN LAND LOT 29, 6th LAND DISTRICT
H i === evada General Partnership NTY, GE IA
F §imnmow__=_=u Centex Real Estate Corporation FAYETTE Ccou i ORG
m qawm_x.msmms m,aﬂmﬂnomwm: : 100 Governor's Trace, Suite 110 DESIGNED: CHECKED: RPC pATE: Fesr o %, 2001 0 3/3
wA vaMnnn%wa,umwmmwwmo ﬁm%ngﬂxw:o‘ QOOHmwm— 30215 JOB NO. 6884.001.0! SCALE: 17 = 100’ REV SHEET
M [+] 1-12—-2001 TNIMAL ISSUE \l\\l\l\\\l\\l\l l

R

Attachment "B"




BUILDINGS AND CONSTRUCTION § 18-340

Sec. 18-340. General standards.

(a) All fences built or erected within the city shall conform to the standards specified in this
article, the standards in this article shall apply to all fences within the city.

(b) No fence in excess of four feet in height shall be installed within 40 feet of the
right-of-way of an arterial street or a major collector street.

(c) For any zoning lot adjacent to a greenbelt that is required along a collector street, no
fence in excess of four feet in height shall be installed within 35 feet of the right-of-way of that
collector street.

(d) No privately owned fence shall be installed within any public street right-of-way or
within any city-owned greenbelt area.

(e) No fence shall be installed so that, in the opinion of the city engineer, it obstructs vision
at any street intersection, or in any way creates a hazard to traffic.

(f) No fence shall be installed so that, in the opinion of the fire chief, it prevents or unduly

restricts access to property for emergency purposes.

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

must always be toward the interior of the property.

(h) Wire fencing may be attached to the interior of or made a part of any wooden, stone,
brick, wrought iron, or other such non-wire-type fencing, where the other type fencing would
not provide an adequate barrier to contain pets or animals. When so applied, the wire shall be
vinyl coated or painted in a standard dark brown, dark green or black color. When used under

these conditions, it shall not be considered a wire fence.

(i) If a fence is required by any governmental authority to provide for the safety and
security of the residents of the city, that fence shall not be removed or otherwise left in an
unsafe condition for any reason without the approval of the building official, and without
proper precautions being taken to provide for continuous protection.

() It shall be the responsibility of the owner of the property on which a fence 1s located to
maintain that fence in good and proper repair so that at all times it presents a neat and orderly
appearance to surrounding property owners and to the general public.

(k) Any fence damaged by accident or an act of God shall be properly repaired within 90
days of occurrence. Fencing required for public safety purposes shall be repaired immediately.

(1) Swimming pool fences shall be constructed in accordance with the provisions of section
18-300.

(m) In those instances where fence height is limited to four feet, other than in a front yard
or within the required setback area that adjoins a street right-of-way, fences with decorative
features such as newels, finials and scallops may exceed four feet in height but in no case more

than five feet in height.
(Code 1980, § 5-174(1))

Supp. No. 1 CD18:33
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

FROM: City Clerk “,——
[

DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Alcohol License — New — Publix #799

Publix Super Markets Inc. #799 located at 1200 Highway 74 South has
submitted an application to sell alcoholic beverages.  Mr. Bryant
McClenaghan has asked to be appointed as the Licensee and the License
Representative. Mr. McClenaghan will be present at the meeting on
Thursday, October 18, to answer any questions you may have.

:pd

Attachment




Peachtree City

Georgia

State of Georgia

City of Peachtree City:

I, Major of Police Mike DuPree, for the City of Peachtree
City, do hereby certify that:

Bryant McClenaghan
Name

230 Applewood Circle Newnan, GA 30263
Address

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

application for this license.

Signature
/‘O/Oi/él
Datle

el il

“Witness

151 Willowbend Road ¢ Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 ¢ (404) 487-7657
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

oo

city

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD

PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269

(770) 487-7657

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE

Business Name: N \aa
Rue\y Duger Markeks Tac

Business Location:

\xco Ny W Dou\,

V\ié’u flf‘ H
2 IYS

Nature of Business:

R eka'i\ e o¢<,.\l<¢ Qg Lr~

Mmuare:

Mailing Address:
Core Lhc enses PoBoy\ON

LaNKe\and ,FL3zxo2-0MoN0

Business Phone
Number:

Name of Licensee:

%"‘\C\‘« MC e\ ewn «a\‘\gn

Home Address: Nelonan \C,R
230 NoP\e o) Cig TO3S

Home Phone Number:

N0 -255 .00\

Name of License Representative:

Sevyank MCeC\ewa a\nan

Newwnan, G
Doxb

Home Address:

ABo QQ?\Q wood L,

Home Phone Number:

N\No . sy, ooy

Please indicate type of licenses apply

g fo r e

Retail Consumption Dealer

Retail Package Dealer

Wholesale Dealer

Malt Beverage

Malt Beverage

Malt Beverage

Wine

Wine

Wine

Distilled Spirits

Distilled Spirits

Distilled Spirits

NAME

Individual Owner's Name, Partners’
Names, Corporation Name and the name of
the name of a Contact Person regarding
License Changes, Taxes, etc.

ADDRESS

Please provide Home Addresses for the
individuals listed:

PHONE
NUMBERS

Please provide Home
and Business Phone
Numbers for
individuals listed:

Q\L\D\‘\\l %\thr (Y\a;?\&&& ::ﬁt

\a3\, Geocae SeXins D\vd

B - LAK -0

Lm\(c\q“A\ - 33%N\g

eN 359\

Qo QO_*

QocrgoraNe Vicenses

A3 LRR "oy

%\f\.\ c\ < 5} %"Y& r\.\%

€y 350\

Is any person who owns an interest in the license an employee of the City of Peachtree City? No




LICENSE NO. 65
CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY
151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, GA 30269
LICENSE FOR SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE

This certifies that: Publix Super Markets Inc. #799

1200 Highway 74 South

Peachtree City, GA 30269
is hereby authorized to sell:

Malt Beverage and Wine as a Retail Consumption Dealer

Type of business: Grocery Store
Licensee: Mr. Bryant McClenaghan

230 Applewood Circle

Newnan, GA 30263
License Representative: Mr. Bryant McClenaghan

230 Applewood Circle

Newnan, GA 30263

Mailing Address: 1200 Highway 74 South
Peachtree City, GA 30269

Business Phone Number: 770-486-0133
Date License Effective: October 18, 2001

Date License Expires: December 31, 2001

Rl 2 s o

Mayor Robert L. Lenox” J{ajfe Miller, City Clerk

(City Seal)

This license must be displayed in a prominent location on premises. This license is
a mere privilege and is subject to being revoked by the Mayor and Council of
Peachtree City and is subject to laws, ordinances and regulations presently in effect
and hereafter adopted. This license is not transferable without approval of Council.
A new application must be submitted for any change in ownership, licensee or
license representative.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Clerk ™~ x—"
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Alcohol License — New — Thai Peachtree City, Inc., DBA/Thai Spice

Thai Peachtree City, Inc., DBA/Thai Spice located at 238 City Circle has
submitted an application to sell alcoholic beverages. Mr. Steven Chan has
asked to be appointed as the Licensee and the License Representative.
Mr. Chan will be present at the meeting on Thursday, October 18, to
answer any questions you may have.

:pd

Attachment




Peachtree City

Georgia

State of Georgia
City of Peachtree City:
I, Major of Police Mike DuPree, for the City of Peachtree

City, do hereby certify that:

Steven Chan

Name !

1008 Bay Tree Lane Duluth, GA 30097
Address

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

{

ik,

Signaturgd

09/24/p1

Date' /

Witness

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




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

pooe

city

151 WILLOWBEND ROAD

PEACHTREE CITY, GA 30269

(770) 487-7657

175

APPLICATION FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE LICENSE

Business Name:

‘P‘%/ THAd §{s. (e

Business Location:

éA

T BescdiesE CJT*‘f( 1de .

Nature of Business:

233 (’rr\{‘ Qe Pt Cﬂ\{ 30269
Mailing Address:
rA2>EN 18 GO

Business Phone
Number:

AWJEO Tu -

Respu ere]

Name of Licensee:

‘L = bl
AR Cﬂ\{. GA 7026“!
Home Address:

(208 B Taee U DU, EA 3009

Home Phone Number:

72) Y18-9999 -

Name of License Representative:

Qe Chag)

Home Address:

[o8 BA Toee (AIE DIVSTu GA 3o

Home Phone Number:

07489595

Please indicate type‘of licenses 'applying for:

Retail Consumption Dealer

Retail Package Dealer

Wholesale Dealer

Malt Beverage

Malt Beverage

Malt Beverage

Wine

Wine

Wine

Distilled Spirits

Distilled Spirits

Distilled Spirits

Please complete information below (use separate sheet if necessary):

NAME

Individual Owner’'s Name, Partners’
Names, Corporation Name and the name of
the name of a Contact Person regarding
License Changes, Taxes, etc.

ADDRESS

Please provide Home Addresses for the
individuals listed:

PHONE
NUMBERS

Please provide Home
and Business Phone
Numbers for
individuals listed:

Seved fMAJ

" Foc
1o0 5 %A\( Teee. WANE, TOLSTE GA

(19)730-3868 .

Is any person who owns an interest in the license an employee of the City of Peachtree City? N 0 -




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Councilmembers
VIA: Jim Basinger,&‘w\
FROM: Jane Miller jﬂN

DATE: October 12, 2‘001

SUBJECT: Employee Medical/Dental Insurance Bids

As you know, at Retreat staff was directed to bid the employee medical insurance program. A
request for proposal was prepared and forwarded to all requesting companies. The RFP
requested quotes for both a self-insured program and a fully-insured program as well as a
number of enhancements which had been identified in an employee survey. These enhancements
included vision, well-baby care, prescription drug card, routine adult physicals and increasing the
lifetime maximum from $1,000,000 to $3,000,000. A total of ten companies responded. Our
insurance consultant, Joe Byrd, has analyzed the responses and forwarded his recommendation to
us (attachment 1). He recommends that the city remain self-insured and renew with American
Medical Security (AMS), our current provider. While two other providers would cost slightly
less, they do not offer as good a provider network. Additionally, after some initial problems with
AMS, we now have a very good working relationship and a person assigned to pay all of our
claims. This has made claims payment more efficient and problem resolution much easier. Staff
concurs with Joe Byrd’s recommendation that AMS continue to provide medical insurance
coverage for our employees.

The FY2002 budget includes $1,059,500 funding for employee medical, dental, LTD and life
insurance (attachment 2). As detailed on attachment 2, costs were determined to add all
enhancements (option 1), some enhancements which include well baby care, routine adult
physicals and increasing the lifetime maximum from $1,000,000 to $3,000,000 (option 2) and no
enhancements (option 3) to our self-insured program. Costs for a fully-insured program were
also determined for comparison purposes and are also indicated on attachment 2. Staff
recommends option 2 at a cost of $1,237,784 which creates a budget shortfall of $178,284.

Staff initially planned to propose that Council pay half of the shortfall ($89,142) with the
employees paying the other half. That would have required a monthly payment of $19.26 for
employee coverage and $48.90 for full family coverage. Currently, employees do not pay
anything for employee coverage and pay $21.67 for family coverage. Since those numbers were
run, Councilmember Rapson has suggested that Council pay $136,132 of the shortfall with
employees paying the balance which would require a $16.00 per month payment for employee




coverage and a $40.00 per month payment for full family coverage (attachment 3). Staff
supports this recommendation but does recognize, from discussions with councilmembers, the
need for continuing evaluation of the levels of employee participation in paying for medical
coverage and the likelihood of future increases in employee payments. This will be evaluated
prior to each budget year with any increases to be effective October 1. Staff recommends that
Council fund $136,132 of the shortfall from the unreserved self insurance fund which currently
has a balance of $1,100,000 with the remaining shortfall to be funded by employees as described
above.

The City also bid the dental insurance program. Fourteen companies responded. Currently the
program is with The Guardian. The cost for employee coverage is $22.46 per month which is
paid by the city and the cost for family coverage is $47.58 per month which is paid by the
employee. The company recommended by Joe Byrd is G.E. Financial with a bid of $21.66 for
employee coverage and $33.88 for family coverage (attachment 4). This will save the city $.80
per employee per month and save the employee $14.20 per month for family coverage. The plan
offers the same level of benefits currently offered by The Guardian. Staff concurs with Joe
Byrd’s recommendation to award the bid to G.E. Financial.

One of the enhancements requested by employees was vision care. A bid from Spectra for vision
care was received that can be an optional plan paid for by employees who desire the coverage.
The cost for employee coverage is $6.50 per month. Full family coverage is $18.00 per month.
Staff recommends that this program be offered as an option but be fully funded by employees.
All of the medical costs reviewed in this memo that will be paid by employees can be paid
through the city’s Section 125 plan which allows for pre-tax payment of premiums. This
effectively reduces the actual cost to the employee because no taxes are paid on this money.

Finally, I have attached the results of a survey on employee participation in paying for
medical/dental coverage (attachment 5).

Joe Byrd will attend the council meeting to answer any questions you may have.

/jsm

Attachments




Attachment 1

INSURANCE REVIEW & MANAGEMENT

CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

ANALYSIS OF HEALTH INSURANCE PROPOSALS

The City’s current health insurance program expires 11/1/01. The City received notice of a significant rate
increase from the current insurer and also wants to consider plan improvements as a result of the employee
survey. The City currently has a structured self-insurance program with the City responsible for the first $40,000
of each claim. Excess insurance is purchased with a limit of $960,000 excess of the $40,000 providing a total
lifetime limit of $1,000,000. The City also purchases claims administration from an outside vendor.

Because of the rate increase and the changes being considered, the City decided to seek proposals from other
providers. A Reauest for Proposals was prepared and distributed to interested parties in accordance with the City
purchasing policy. Proposals were received at 2:00 P.M. on August 7, 2001. Some of the proposals were for a
self-insured plan and others offered a fully insured plan. We have analyzed all bids and computed the cost based
on 81 employees with single coverage and 120 with family coverage.

The quality of the administration of the plan, whether self-insured or fully insured is of utmost importance.
Therefore, this process was handled as a request for proposals rather than a closed bid. The vendors that provided
the best proposals were requested to make oral presentations and answer questions on 9/11/01. The presentations
were made to a committee comprised of Jane Miller and Brenda Rogers of Peachtree City and Joe Byrd and Al
Sherling of Insurance Review & Management, Inc. A total of ten (10) proposals were received and are ranked
based on cost:

Annual Cost
Rank Provider Type of Plan City Employee | Run-Out Total
Expense
(One Time
Charge to
City)
1 |Humana Healthcare Self-Insured $1,122,412 $31,200 $12,180|$1,165,792
12/15 - $50,000 Ded.
2 |Employers Reinsurance/  [Self-Insured $1,123,344 $31,200 $12,180|$1,166,724
J. Smith Lanier Admin. 12/12
3 |United Wisconsin/ Self-Insured $1,154,332 $31,200 $0($1,185,532
AMS (Current) 12/12
4 |Legion Ins. Co./ Self-Insured $1,179,892 $31,200 $12,180(%$1,223,272
J. Smith Lanier Admin. 12/15
5 |United Healthcare Fully Insured $1,027,864 $31,200] $185,180($1,244,244
(MM4) PPO 90/70
6 |United Healthcare Fully Insured $1,081,852 $31,200] $185,180($1,298,232
(MM3) PPO 90/70 - No Ded. PPO
7 |Aetna U.S. Healthcare Fully Insured $1,113,884 $31,200| $185,180($1,330,264
HMO/PPO
8 [New England Life Fully Insured $1,216,668 $31,200f $185,180($1,433,048
Variable Cost
9  |Blue Cross & Blue Shield/ |Fully Insured $1,319,434 $31,200| $185,180|$1,535,814
Spectera
10 |Humana/Spectera Fully Insured $1,442,566 $31,200| $185,180($1,658,946




INSURANCE REVIEW & MANAGEMENT

Based on presentation, answers to questions, provider network, design of plan, and cost, the committee believes
the self-insurance proposal submitted by J. Smith Lanier & Company for United Wisconsin/American Medical
Security (AMS) best fits the needs of the City. This is not the lowest cost proposal, but does have the best
provider network and is a continuation of the current plan.

Also, as a result of the employee survey conducted earlier this year, enhancements were added to the program.
Vision care, well baby care, prescription drug card, and routine adult physicals have been added.

The City’s cost in the exhibit reflects the current employee’s contribution of $5.00 per week for dependent
coverage. If this contribution is changed, it will change the City’s cost. Also, the cost includes the added
benefits. If the City elects not to add all of these enhancements, we have estimated the cost of each to be:

Vision Care $32,238
Well-Baby Care $5,170

Prescription Drug Card $36,538
Routine Adult Physicals $13,788

Increased Lifetime Maximum ($1M to $3M)  $6,229

[t is our opinion that the proposals received are the lowest that could be expected based on the past claims history
of the City and current conditions of the insurance market.

Thank you for the opportunity to work with you on this important project.

| Submitted by:

~
N\
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Attachment 4

INSOURANCE REVIEW & MANAGEMENT
4 CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY .

DENTAL INSURANCE BID ANALYSIS

The City’s dental insurance had a renewal date of 07/01/01. Prior to the renewal date, the insurer advised the City
that the rates would be increased by 15%. The rates had remained unchanged for three years, but the increase
seemed excessive based on the claims history.

To determine if the increase in rates was in order, the City decided to check the market. A request for proposals
was prepared and distributed to interested parties in accordance with purchasing practices. Proposals were
received at 2:00 P.M. on August 30, 2001.

A total of fourteen (14) proposals were received and are ranked as follows based on cost. For cost projections,
226 employees and 103 dependent units were used:

Annual Cost

Rank Provider City | Employee | Total
1 |Aetna US Healthcare #1 $49.847 $44.904| $94,751
2 |Jefferson Pilot Financial $63,840 $32,532| $96,372
3 |Ameritas Life #1 $58.,200 $39,156| $97,356
4 |GE Financial Assurance $58,742 $41,876/$100,618
5 Reliance Standard Life $54,891 $49,489| $104,380
6  |United of Omaha Life $70,376 $35,881(%$106,257
7  |Aetna US Healthcare #2 $52,938 $53,741($106,679
8 [Canada Life $56,328 $52,666] $108,994
9 Standard Insurance $55,867 $53,9141$109,781
10 |HumanaDental $57,332 $55,336/$112,668
11 [Metropolitan Life $57,766 $55,781| $113,547

12 (tie) |[Ameritas Life #2 $60,912 $58,809| $119,721

12 (tie) |Guardian (current) $60,912 $58,809($119,721
13 |Comp Benefits $63,352 $61,157|$124,509

The Aetna proposal with the lowest cost does not include orthodontia. The Aetna proposal ranked No. 7 includes
orthodontia.

The Jefferson-Pilot proposal ranked No. 2 has the following limitations compared to the current plan:
1. Orthodontia — limited to children. The current plan covers both children and adults.

2. Late Entrants Penalty — limited to Type I services (preventative) for the first 12 months. The current plan
has a 6-month waiting period for Type II services.

3. Fluoride Treatment — one per year. The current plan provides one every six months.




INSURANCE REVIEW & MANAGEMENT

\

/4. X-Rays — limited to one panoramic every five years. The current plan allows one every three years.

5y Dependent Children — covers to age 18 unless full-time student who is covered to age 23. The current
plan covers to age 23 unless full-time student, who is covered to age 25.

The Ameritas Life proposal ranked No. 3 also has the following limitations:

i Late Entrants Penalty — limited to Type I services (preventative) for the first 12 months. The current plan
has a 6-month waiting period for Type II services.

2, Fluoride Treatment — one per year. The current plan provides one every six months.

3. Dependent Children — covers to age 19 unless full-time student who is covered to age 25. The current
plan covers to age 23 unless full-time student, who is covered to age 25.

The proposal ranked No. 4 offered by G.E. Financial Assurance provides benefits identical to the current plan in
our opinion, and the rates are guaranteed for 15 months.

Therefore, based on cost and coverage, we recommend that the City accept the proposal offered by G.E. Financial
Assurance.

It is our opinion that all of the major dental insurers offered proposals and that the cost is as low as could be
expected based on the current insurance market conditions.

Submitted by:

T. Joe Byyd, C.P.C.




¢ Jo | abed
L0/2LI0L
1500 ,9|Buls, 99kojdwa
apnjoul sjunowe  Ajiwey, (v
‘Alyluow ale sjunowe ||y

d 9Seq 10D - ‘dd
P ooz cs o] LbTLS £z'e$ e/ e/ e/ e/ 8v'z9l$ 82'sv$ o 153
ue|d
uo paseq }s0) - J9oUED ‘[EJIPBN|  9E'8$ 80'L$ £1°G9$ 9¢'8$ | 68°0LL$ 20128 e/u B/u uning
‘ddng ‘(syuspuadap) sy ‘ddng
ueid : : . s
UO PBSEq }SO7 - JUSPIOOY § B)T 00°'L2$ 00°0$ e/u g/u e/u e/u 80'S0}$ 00°0% a||ise|bnog
Mw_u% %M.Mmmw Mw_m,_m_w Hw.%urw 28928 19218 | e e 1£'8813 v€08$ 00 qIeyeq
UiuowyLz'91$ - dueINSU| [e6 . (veld ) .
ued uo paseq 109 - ALS ‘AL 1S00 [Edlpaw ul pspnjou| e/u e/u 8€'8ZL$ ANuwepu]  69'€GS$ e/u e/u 00 Bjamo)
‘lapell)
ueld
[¢] ab %
wo*mwwmnuwﬂwmm%acwmwm\.,_.ﬂo,mwm }S00 |edlpaw ul papnjoul QNG [ewuaQ 10°291$ 000$ | 96'€6L$ 000$ /U e/u yied e69]j00
‘ue|d uo paseq o) - aj
2SeL$ 16§ 68°GLL$ £€9'8G% e/ e/u £¥'60C$ £0'69% "0Q uojke|n
(‘papnjoul os|e uoIsip) . s . .
1500 [EOIpaW Ul PapNIoU| 6€°G8$ 00°0% e/ e/u 6£'68$ 00°0% epaseydly
Y [=E] 3[bUIS Afey 3pbuS | Awes JpuUS Auey
710} d JUNouwy 710} Junowy 710} SABd S3A0[dWT JUNowy | T
33Ao[dWT Aq pred
SOUEINSUT IO SSAAT 13UIG INT OWH 50d 0dd KIIINT

Asnung asueinsuj
G uoljedioijied aakojdwg
JuauyoellIy




¢ jo Z abed

L0/ZL/0L
1500 ,9|6buls, @9kojdwa
apnjoul syunowe Ajiwey, |y
"Alyluow aJe syunowe |y

psyoeny e9s Ilemsoy
ue|d

uo paseq 3so) - Juswade|day 108L$ 000$ Y.'GG1$ 00°0% e/u e/u Y.'GGL$ 00°0$ S|epJaAly
awoou| ‘|eoipayy ‘ddng

00°96$ 00°0% 00'68% 00°0$ e/ e/u e/u e/u ueumaN

00Z8L$ 0€°'Sv$
ueid uo paseq (‘Papnioul osje uoisiA) ; ) 96/1 1/¥0 Joye paiH 96/ 1/40 Joye paiH
150D - 9y 'ddng ‘a1l ‘als "}SOO |eDIpaW Ul papnjou| €0'28$ 00'0$ B e 0L'eL$ 00°0$ SHEN
‘96/1 1/¥0 8J0jeq pallH ‘96/1 1/¥0 8J04eq pallH
(ueid
00°0$ 00°0% e/u e/u 00°0$ Apuwspu;  00°0$ e/u e/u 9jInedouaIme]
‘lipelL)

sbuiuies
40001 $ Jod yuowy//1°L$ - Al

uerd I AWARS 29°0L$ e/u e/ e/ e/u GZ'89% €L°.2% abueioe
uo paseq 3soQ - g1 S ‘e "ddng
(05$) uuow/g6'9$ - 841

00°0% 00°0$ haquiaw Jad 09'¢1$ 09vL$ e/u e/u (sjuedionied oN) a||Inepakey

ue|d uo paseq }soQ - &) "ddng 68°CL$ 00°0$ e/u e/u e/u e/u 06'6v2$ 00°0$ "0 8jakey

Aeg 3PUIS Anueg 3puUs | Anwes 3[OUIS A 3[ouIS
T U TI0] SABd 95A0[dWg JUnowy 710} SAed 95A0[dWg JUnowy 10} SAed SaA0[dWT JUnowy
ED)

AaAing asueinsuj
uonedioied aakojdwg




¢ Jo ¢ abed
L0/ZLI0L
‘1500 ,,916uls, 9akojdwa
apnjoul syunowe ,AjIwey, |V
*Ajyjuow aJe syunowe ||y

00°0v$ 00°0% e/u B/u B/u e/u 00°0$ 00°0$ auoikL

ue|d eusja)ed

ybnoiyy passyo Buipusds xe|4 "JSOO |e2IPAW Ul papnoU| 00°062$ 00°0$ e/ e/u 9.°0ve$ 91'69% "0Q Buipjeds
‘a1e) aAIsualu| ‘ay11 ‘LS ‘Jeoue)

Aure 3[ouIS ] S[PuIS _ 3[ouIS Aoeg 3purs
udnﬂdws%mw.m»ﬂ.ﬁuwﬁd VIR S Sod OH ._.zm

AaAing aduelinsu)
uonedioiued aakojdwg




AETNA US ACCESS EMPLOYEE DEDUCTIONS
October 1, 2001 to September 30, 2002

EMPLOYEE ONLY
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $217.80 $108.90 $108.90 $25.13 $50.26
over 7 months $217.80 $217.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
EMPLOYEE + SPOUSE
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $435.60 $163.35 $272.25 $62.83 $125.65
7 months / 3 years $435.60 $326.70 $108.90 $25.13 $50.26
3 years / 5 years $435.60 $381.15 $54.45 $12.56 $25.13
Over 5 years $435.60 $435.60 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
EMPLOYEE + CHILD(REN)
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $430.70 $162.13 $268.57 $61.98 $123.96
7 months / 3 years $430.70 $324.25 $106.45 $24.57 $49.13
3 years / 5 years $430.70 $377.48 $53.22 $12.28 $24.56
Over 5 years $430.70 $430.70 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

_ @ @ @ O

FAMILY
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $660.30 $219.53 $440.77 $101.72 $203.43
7 months / 3 years $660.30 $439.05 $221.25 $51.06 $102.02
3 years / 5 years $660.30 $549.67 $110.63 $25.53 $51.06
Over 5 years $660.30 $660.30 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
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AETNA HMO EMPLOYEE DEDUCTIONS
October 1, 2001 to September 30, 2002

EMPLOYEE ONLY

Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $193.50 $96.75 $96.75 $22.33 $44.65
over 7 months $193.50 $193.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

e

EMPLOYEE + SPOUSE
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $425.80 $154.82 $270.98 $62.53 $125.07
7 months / 3 years $425.80 $309.65 $116.15 $26.80 $53.61
3 years / 5 years $425.80 $367.72 $58.08 $13.40 $26.81
Over 5 years $425.80 $425.80 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

_—

EMPLOYEE + CHILD(REN)
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $406.60 $150.02 $256.58 $59.21 $118.42
7 months / 3 years $406.60 $300.05 $106.55 $24.59 $49.18
3 years / 5 years $406.60 $353.32 $53.28 $12.30 $24.59
Over 5 years $406.60 $406.60 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

%ﬁ_

FAMILY
Employment Premium City Pays Employee Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months & under $650.50 $211.00 $439.50 $101.42 $202.85
7 months / 3 years $650.50 $422.00 $228.50 $52.73 $105.46
3 years / 5 years $650.50 $536.25 $114.25 $26.37 $52.73
Over 5 years $650.50 $650.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

HRF07




GUARDIAN - LIFE / ADD & DENTAL
INSURANCE DEDUCTIONS
October 1, 2001 to September 20, 2002

GUARDIAN DENTAL INSURANCE
EMPLOYEE COVERAGE
Employee Cost Employee Cost
Employment Premium City Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
Under 1 year $21.36 $10.68 $2.47 $4.93
1 year and over $21.36 $21.36 $0.00 $0.00
FAMILY COVERAGE
Employment Premium City Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
Under 1 year $59.64 $10.68 $11.30 $22.60
1 year and over $59.64 $21.36 $8.83 $17.67
GUARDIAN LIFE / ADD INSURANCE
EMPLOYEE COVERAGE
Employee Cost Employee Cost
Employment Premium City Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
Under 6 months $12.00 $6.00 $1.39 $2.77
6 months and over $12.00 $12.00 $0.00 $0.00
FAMILY COVERAGE
Employment Premium City Pays Weekly Bi-Weekly
6 months / under $12.50 $6.00 $1.50 $3.00
6 months and over $12.50 $12.50 $0.00 $0.00

HRF09




CITY OF ROSWELL
VOLUNTARY GROUP TERM-LIFE INSURANCE
October 1, 2001 to September 20, 2002

EMPLOYEE’S BI-WEEKLY PREMIIUM

*To age 25 in full-time student

* Portability option is included in the Optional Life Rates.

Employee’s Age 50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000 250,000

Less Than 30 $1.38 $2.77 $4.15 $5.54 $6.92
30-34 $1.62 $3.23 $4.85 $6.46 $8.08
35-39 $2.08 $4.15 $6.23 $8.31 $10.38
40 - 44 $3.69 $7.38 $11.08 $14.77 $18.46
45-49 $6.92 $13.85 $20.77 $27.69 $34.62
50-54 $10.85 $21.69 $32.54 $43.38 $54.23
55-59 $17.77 $35.54 $53.31 $71.08 $88.85
60 — 64 $25.38 $50.77 $76.15 $101.54 $126.92

SPOUSE’S BI-WEEKLY PREMIITUM
Employee’s Age 25,000 50,000 75,000 100,000 125,000

Less Than 30 $0.69 $1.38 $2.08 $2.77 $3.46
30-34 $0.81 $1.62 $2.42 $3.23 $4.04
35-39 $1.04 $2.08 $3.12 $4.15 $5.19
40 — 44 $1.85 $3.69 $5.54 $7.38 $9.23
45 -49 $3.46 $6.92 $10.38 $13.85 $17.31
50— 54 $5.42 $10.85 $16.27 $21.69 $27.12
55-59 $8.88 $17.77 $26.65 $35.54 $44.42
60 — 64 $12.69 $25.38 $38.08 $50.77 $63.46

CHILD(REN) BI-WEEKLY PREMIUM
Child’s Age 5,000 10,000
6 months — Age 23" $0.35 $0.69

* Eligible employees may choose the amount they desire. A spouse may be insured for 50% of the employee’s amount.

* Child(ren) may be insured for 10% of the employee’s amount to a maximum of $10,000.

* Guaranteed Issue Amounts for 20-34% participation: $50,000 EE; $25,000 spouse; $5,000 child(ren).

* Guaranteed Issue Amounts for 35-49% participation: $100,000 EE; $50,000 spouse; $10,000 child(ren).

* Guaranteed Issue Amounts for 50-64% participation: $150,000 EE; $75,000 spouse; $10,000 child(ren).

* All amounts that are not guaranteed issued are subject to evidence of insurability (health statement)

* Depending on amount chosen, blood and urine specimen may be required.

* Includes suicide exclusion and seatbelt and airbag provision.

* Includes waiver of premium to age 60 for the employee.

* Please see The Guardian Service Representative for rates and age reductions for employees and spouses age 65 and older.

* All normal underwriting guidelines apply.

The Guardian Life Insurance Company of America, New York, NY

RATES BASED ON BI-WEEKLY PAY PERIOD

HRF10




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council

VIA: City Manager %‘«\,\

FROM: Director of Developmental Services/ 4;\\;/
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Deed Covenants

At a Council retreat several years ago, Pathway Communities informed us they intended to
discontinue their architectural review activities as they got closer to building out their residential
properties in Peachtree City. Consequently, Council directed staff to investigate possibly assum-
ing the responsibility for architectural review at the appropriate time. After researching the matter,
staff informed Pathway Communities that the best way to handle this transfer of responsibility
would be for them to assign the City the right to administer and enforce their restrictive
covenants.

Recently, Pathway Communities gave us notice that they will no longer enforce their residential
deed covenants after November 1, 2001. Along with this notice, they provided a draft of a
proposed assignment and a list of the subdivisions that would be affected (Attachment “A”). Also
attached is a copy of a typical deed restriction document (Attachment “B”).

Staff recommends that we ask Pathway Communities to have this assignment executed and that
we accept the architectural review responsibility as soon as possible. It is vital that we continue
the excellent job the developer has done over the years in maintaining the architectural standards
within our various neighborhoods. A letter from the City Attorney concerning this matter is
included as Attachment “C.”

Following assignment of the responsibility for architectural review, staff will prepare an Archi-
tectural Review Ordinance that will apply to all property in the City and will supplement the
authority granted in the deed covenants. We are not at this time proposing any increase in staff to
handle this new responsibility. Our approach will be to get some experience with the workload
before we give any thought to additional staff.

TBW/jir

Attachments “A” — “C”




ASSIGNMENT OF ENFORCEMENT RIGHTS

This instrument is given this day of , 2001 by Peachtree City Holdings,
LLC, a Georgia limited liability company (hereinafter "Holdings") to The City of Peachtree
City, a political subdivision of the State of Georgia (hereinafter "City").

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Holdings as the original developer, or as successor to the interests of The
Equitable Life Assurance Society of the United States, is the "Declarant", "Owner", "Grantor"
or otherwise the party which has certain rights of approval and enforcement for the various
restrictive covenants (hereinafter "Covenants") regarding the use, design and maintenance of
certain residential subdivisions lying within the municipal boundaries of City which are
specifically identified on Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by this reference; and

WHEREAS, Holdings desires to permanently assign and transfer such rights of
approval and enforcement to City.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of Ten Dollars in hand paid to
Holdings, and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which
are acknowledged by both parties, Holdings hereby assigns, conveys and transfers unto City
any and all rights and privileges of approval and enforcement which now are held by
Holdings pursuant to the Covenants, and City shall hold and enjoy such rights and privileges
to the extent and full use as previously enjoyed by Holdings.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned has executed this instrument as of the day
and year given above. _

WITNESS:
PEACHTREE CITY HOLDINGS, LLC

Sworn to me and subscribed before
this day of , 2001 BY:

Joseph S. Black, Chief Executive Officer

Notary Public
My Commission Expires

Attachment "A"
Page 1 of 5




PATHWAY COMMUNITIES CC&R

Residential neighborhoods of Peachtree City
Final Plat dates as of 10/2001, for 20 year term

NEIGHBORHOOD FINAL PLAT COMMENTS
The Arbors 11/81
Sawmill Trace 9/82
Sandown I 9/82
Sandown II 11/82
Section 14 Bkl.L 12/82
MclIntosh Corner II 5/82
Greensway 9/82
MclIntosh Corner I11 10/82

Lake Forest Glen I 5/83

Center Green I 5/83

Burham Woods 6/83
Wedgwood 6/83
Peachtree Walk I 7/83

Everhill 8/83

The Terraces 9/83
Peachtree Walk II 10/83
Covertry I, 11, III 4/84 to 10/85
The Highlands 4/84

St. Andrews Square 4/84
Tapestry 5/84

Lake Forest Glen II 5/84
Chestnut Field 6/84

The Treillage 6/84
Wickerhill 6/84
Jennings Yard 8/84

Center Green II 12/84

Center Green III 5/85
Rosemont 5/85

The Summit ' 6/85 HOA Wieland
Rockspray 6/85 HOA
North Pinegate I 6/85

Summer Brook 8/85
Timberlay 8/85
Meadow Run 8/85

Center Green IV 10/85
Braelinn Courts 10/85

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 5




North Pinegate I1 to IV
Retreat

Marks South

Marks North
Hamptons Corner

Crescent Oak
Eastwind Estates
Foreston Place
Tamerlsne
Calgary Place
Morallion Hills
Evian

Braelinn Green
The Colonnade

Bedford Park
Country Club Court
Waterford Green
“Kenton Place

The Rubicon
Sweetwater Oaks
Lakewood
Pleasance grove
Huntington Place

Oakdale

Creekside Crossing
Bradford Estates
Kimmeridge
Ashford Park

The Estates
Spooner Ridge II
Stoney Brook IV
Parkgate
Capstone
Shirewood Park

Emerling Grove
Bellenden
Windalier Ridge
Bridgewater

5/86 to 10/90
5/86

3/86

9/86

12/86

5/87

8/87

8/87

8/87

9/87

9/87

10/87
11/87
11/87 to 89

3/88
4/88
7/88
8/88
8/88
11/88
11/88
10/88
12/88
12/88

5/89
7/89
7/89
7/89

4/90 to 93
9/90

8/90
11/90
10/90
11/90

6/91
7/91
8/91
11/91

Wieland

HOA ?

HOA  Wieland

HOA

HOA Wieland

HOA

Attachment "A"
Page 3 of 5




Fairways
Cypress Point
Masters Square
Village on Green
Village Park
Brookfield

Southern Shore I to IV
Mellington Lane
Muirfield

Interlochen I to I
Santolina

Honeysuckle

Stoneacre
Fielding Ridge
Planterra Ridge

.Glen Clarin
Sagamore
Belvedere

Ardenlee

Kedron Hills Ito V

Cottage Grove

The Point on Kedron
Crabapple Woods
St. Simons Cove

The Oaks
Larkins Landing
Sutton’s Cove
Blueberry Hill
Albermarle

2/91
2/94
92
90
89
8/95

7/92 to 6/95
5/92

9/92

10/92 to 6/94
11/92

11/92

6/93
6/93
8/93 to 95

11/94
12/94
12/94

11/95 to 4/97
12/96 to 4/99

4/97

8/97 to 7/98
9/97

94

3/98
6/98
6/98
9/98
11/98

HOA Adams

HOA Hayes/ Johnson

HOA Adams
HOA Adams
HOA Adams

HOA Hayes/ Johnson

HOA

HOA
HOA

HOA
HOA
HOA
HOA Adams

HOA Timberlake

HOA
HOA
HOA
HOA

Attachment
Page 4 of 5
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Preston Chase
Stillwater
Fairfield
Prestwick
Central Park
Willow Road

Woodsmill: - -~~~ -

Wisdom Woods
Ridgeiake

Ridgefield

Harmony

Amli I Ga. Park
Amli I Hwy 74
Georgian Park Condo

89
83
90
10/90
94
97

~-83

83
85
86
93
95
95
98

Hayes/Johnson
Jordan Duplex
Sherrell/ Halligan
Bartlett

Adams HOA?
Adams HOA?

' "AptS'. D

Apts. L. Seals

Ridgeway Dev. Condo. HOA
Ridgeway Dev. Condo. HOA

~ Apts.

Apts. AMLI - Edee
Apts. AMLI - Edee
Condo Halligan

HOA?

Attachment "A"
Page 5 of 5




DECLARATION OF COVENANTS
AND RESTRICTIONS FOR
SUMMER BROOKE

THIS DECLARATION is made as of the 30th day of August, 1985,
by THE EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES, a
New York Corporation (hereinafter called "Developer").

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Developer owns certain lots and blocks of lots and
surrounding properties located in Land Lots 36, 37, 40, and 41 of
the 6th District of Fayette County, Georgia which property is
more particularly shown on that certain plat of survey of Summer
Brooke Subdivision, recorded in Plat Book 16 at pages 80 and 81,
Fayette County, Georgia records (hereinafter referred to as the
"Property") and

WHEREAS, Developer desires to establish certain convenants
and restrictions pertaining to the use and enjoyment of the
Property;

NOW THEREFORE, for and during the term hereof, as hereinafter
stated, be it hereby declared that the Property is subjected to
the covenants, conditions and restrictions as follows:

1. Without specific written approval from Developer no
portion of the Property shall be used except for residential
purposes.

2. No alterations shall be made to any lot until site plans
are approved by Developer, who shall have the right to establish
and amend procedures and standards to quide its review of site
plans. In particular, no clearing or grading shall take place
until Developer has approved site plans.

3. No building, structure, alteration, addition, or
improvement of any character other than interior alterations not
affecting the external appearance of a building or structure
shall be constructed upon any lot unless and until a plan of such
construction shall have been approved by Developer. Developer
shall have the right, but not the obligation, to establish and
amend design review procedures and standards to guide the
enforcement of these provisions. Plans shall be judged as to
quality of design and materials, harmony of external design with
surrounding structures or with the planned character of the
neighborhood, location with respect to topography and finished
grade elevation, the effect of the construction on the view from
surrounding property and all other factors which will in
Developer's opinion affect the desirability or suitability of the
construction. As a minimum, final plans and specifications shall
show the nature, kind, shape, height, materials, basic exterior
finishes and colors, location, floor plans, and elevations of the
proposed structure.

4. No house shall be constructed on any lot having an
enclosed heated area, exclusive of the garages, porches and
basements of not less than 1,000 square feet.
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5. The exterior of all structures must be completed within
one (1) year after the construction of same shall have commenced
(building permit date), except where such completion 'is
impossible or would result in great hardship to the owner or
builder due to strikes, fire, national emergency, or natural
calamities.

6. No fence or wall of any kind shall be erected, begun, or
permitted to remain upon any portion of any lot unless and until
plans are submitted to and approved by Developer, its agents,
successors, or assigns.

7. Without specific written approval from Developer no sign
may be displayed to the public view on any lot except for
temporary signs not exceeding four square feet advertising the
property for sale or rent. All signs must be professionally
prepared.

8. No lot shall be subdivided in any way for sale, resale,
gift, transfer, or other purposes, except with the written
approval of Developer.

9. No boat trailer, house trailer, trailer, or any similar
items shall be stored or parked on any lot except within an
approved enclosed garage or carport. In addition, no

automobiles, trucks, or other motorized vehicles may be kept
outside a garage unless such vehicles have up-to-date 1licenses.
Boats and recreational vehicles must be stored in enclosed
garages or carports.

10. No trees having a circumference of six inches (6") or
greater (measured at a point 12" above ground level) shall be
removed from any lot without written authorization from
Developer, who may adopt and promulgate rules and regulations for
the preservation of trees and other natural resources upon the
lot. Developer may also designate certain trees, regardless of
size, as not removable without written authorization.

11. During the course of construction on any lot, no
temporary building, trailer, garage, or structure shall be used,
temporarily or permanently, as residence.

12. No 1lumber, metals, bulk materials, refuse, trash, or
other similar materials shall be kept, stored, or allowed to
accumulate outside the buildings on any lot except during the
one-year any construction period (during actual construction).
In addition, during construction the building materials on any
lot shall be placed and kept in an orderly fashion.
Specifically, any lot on which construction is in progress shall
be policed prior to each weekend; during the weekend, all
materials shall be neatly stacked or placed, and any trash or
waste materials shall be removed.

13. Prior to the occupancy of a residence on the lot, proper
and suitable provision shall be made for the disposal of sewage
by connection with the sewer mains of Georgia Utilities Company,
or any other company providing such services.

14. No fuel tanks or similar storage receptacles may be
exposed to view; such receptacles must be installed within the
main dwelling, an accessory buiding, a screened area, or buried
underground. Any exterior installation is subject to Developer's
approval. No auxiliary devices (such as TV antennas) shall be
mounted upon any elevation of the dwelling (including roof) which
faces a public street.

(2)

Attachment "B"
Page 2 of 4

B o b e B e B 2 S e e e




15. Landscaping shall be installed by the successor to
Developer in title to any lot in accordance with the approved
landscaping plan within sixty (60) days of the issuance of the
Occupancy Permit by Peachtree City, in default of which Developer
shall have the right, but not the obligation, to enter upon the
site and install said landscaping, any and all costs incurred
thereby becoming due and payable by such successor in title
within five (5) days after receipt of written notice therefor.

16. Each lot shall at all times be kept in a clean and well
maintained condition. All landscaped areas shall be well groomed
and maintained at all times. No building or structure shall be
permitted to fall in disrepair, and each such building and
Structure shall at all times be kept in good condition and repair
and adequately painted or otherwise finished. In the event of
damage or destruction to any such building or structure, such
building or structure may be repaired or reconstructed in
accordance with previously approved plans and specifications. 1In
the event the owner of any 1lot elects not to repair or
reconstruct, then such owner shall within ninety (90) days of
such damage or destruction remove the structure, grade the
property, and return same to a clean and well maintained
condition. Should such owner fail to begin reconstruction or
removal within such ninety day period, Developer shall have the
right, privilege and license, but not the obligation, to enter
upon the site, remove such damage or destroyed structure, and
grade the site at the owner' expense. Any such expense incurred
by Developer shall be paid in full by such owner within five (5)
days after written demand therefor.

17. Nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent
the erection or maintenance by Developer, or its duly authorized
agents, of such signs as may be necessary or convenient to the
development, sale, operation, or other disposition of Developer's
property within Peachtree City.

18. The approval of plans or specifications submitted for
approval as  herein specified for use on any lot shall not be
deemed to be a waiver of the right of the Developer to object to
any of the features or elements embodied in such plans or
specifications, if or when the same features or elements are
embodied in any subsequent plans and specifications submitted for
approval as herein provided for use on other lots.

19. Developer shall have the power and authority to approve
or disapprove the plans and specifications and site plan, and the
approval of said plans and specifications and site plan may be
withheld not only because of the non-compliance with any of the
specific conditions, covenants and restrictions contained herein,
but also because of the reasonable dissatisfaction of Developer
with the grading plan, location of the Structure on the site, the
finished ground elevation, the color scheme, finish, design,
proportions, architecture, shape, height, style, and
appropriateness of the proposed structure or altered structures,
materials used therein, the kind, pitch, or type of roof proposed
to be placed thereon, the planing, landscaping, size, height, or
location of trees on the site, or because of its reasonable
dissatisfaction with any or all other matters or things, which,
in the reasonable judgment of Developer, will render the proposed
improvements inharmonious or out of keeping with the general plan
of improvements erected on other lots.

20. The failure of Developer or its successors or assigns to
enforce any covenant, condition, or restriction shall in no
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event be deemed to be a-waiver of the righi to do so thereafter
nor of the right to enforce any other covenant, condition, or
restriction.

21. Every person who now or hereafter owns or acquires any
right, title, estate, or interest in or to the Property or any
portion thereof 1is and shall be conclusively deemed to have
consented and agreed to every limitation, restriction, easement,
condition and covenant contained herein, whether or not any
reference to these restrictions is contained in the instrument by
which such person acquired an interest in said lot or any portion
of the site.

22. Developer may, from time to time, at any reasonable hour
or hours, enter upon and inspect any 1lot in Summer Brooke
Subdivision, for the purpose of ascertaining compliance herewith.

23. For purpose of these restrictions, any written consents
or approvals maybe given by such person or entity as the
Developer may from time to time designate in writing, which
designation will be filed in the public records maintained by the
Clerk of the Superior Court of Fayette County, Georgia and which
will be effective until the same is revoked in like manner.

The Developer is the owner of other properties in the area in
which the property subjected to the within and foregoing
Declaration of Covenants and Restrictions is located and, as
such, has, and will continue to have, a direct and beneficial
interest in the enforcement of the restrictions and covenants set
forth herein and established hereby and may enforce compliance
with such covenants and restrictions notwithstanding that the
Developer may no longer have an ownership 1interest in the
property subjected hereto.

DEVELOPER SHALL NOT BE LIABLE TO ANY PERSON WHOMSOEVER FOR
ANY VIOLATIONS OF THESE RESTRICTIONS AND DEVELOPER DOES NOT
WARRANT TO ANYONE THAT THESE RESTRICTIONS WILL BE ENFORCED AS TO
ANY PROPERTY TO WHICH THIS DECLARATION IS APPLICABLE. THE
INITIATION OF ENFORCEMENT ACTION FROM TIME TO TIME BY DEVELOPER
OF THE ABOVE RESTRICTIONS WILL BE FOR ITS SOLE BENEFIT AND
CONTROL AND DEVELOPER SPECIFICALLY DISAVOWS ANY OBLIGATIONS,
IMPLIED OR OTHERWISE, TO MAINTAIN OR ENFORCE THESE RESTRICTIONS;
HOWEVER, THIS SHALL NOT PRECLUDE OR PREVENT THE OWNER OF ANY
PORTION OF THE PROPERTY FROM BRINGING SUCH ACTION AS IT DEEMS
NECESSARY IN ORDER TO ENFORCE THESE RESTRICTIONS AGAINST ANY
PARTY IN VIOLATION THEREOF OTHER THAN DEVELOPER.

Invalidation of any of the foregoing restrictions, or any
part thereof, by judgment or court order, shall in nowise affect
any of the other restrictions which shall remain in full force
and effect. Said restrictions shall be covenants running with
the land and shall be binding on all owners and occupants of all
or any portion of the Property for a period of twenty (20) years
from the date hereof.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this document has been executed and
sealed as of the day and year first above written.
( .
N v)/
Signed, Sealed and Delivered, a/qﬂ HE EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE
this 30th day of August, 1985 2 (JYOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES,

in our presence: NN ; v
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WEBB, LINDSEY, COLLINS, JONES & WADE,
Attorneys-At-Law

James H. Webb Jr. * 400 Westpark Court
Richard P. Lindsey Suite 220
H. Clay Collins Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

Cariton H. Jones lll
Jonathan J. Wade

Susan M. Brown Telephone: (770) 631-1811
Karen C. Gainey Facsimile: (770) 631-1771
Christy R. Jindra Y?

Martin C. Jones E-mail:

postmaster@webb-firm.com

Web Site:
www.webb-firm.com

October 11, 2001

Mr. Jim Williams

Director of Developmental Services
City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

re: Accepting Assignment from Pathway for Deed Covenants

Dear Jim:

LLC

Other Offices
Atlanta, Georgia
Fairburn, Georgia
McDonough, Georgia

Other licenses:
* Florida
Ylilinois

As we discussed in our telephone conversation, I believe the City has the legal authority to accept the
assignment of Deed Covenants from Pathway. I would like to see the City enact ordinances to mirror many of the
restrictions in the Deed Covenants. Such ordinances would ensure uniform application throughout the City and
provide an easier enforcement mechanism through our Municipal Court as opposed to secking redress through the

civil system in the Superior Court.
If you wish to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to call me.
Best regards.
Sincerely,

WEBB, LINDSEY,
COLLINS, JONES & WADE, LLC

Richard P. Lindsey

RPL:

Attachment "C"




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: City Manager&fq
DATE: October 12, 2001

SUBJECT: Budget Reduction Plan

Council, as directed at the October 4, 2001 meeting, staff has develop a Budget Reduction
Contingency Plan to respond to anticipated reductions in revenues. As reflected on the
spreadsheets attached to the cover letter prepared by Finance Director Paul Salvatore, staff has
calculated revenue shortfalls of 5 %, 10%, 15%, and 20% in four major sources of sales tax
revenues. Paul has also identified recommended reductions and additional revenue sources for
each of these percentage amounts. Please note that in addition to the Operating Budget, the
major cuts include equipment items for the Operating Divisions and delays in a construction of
several facilities. Additional revenue sources include a delay of Bricks and Mortar Debt Service,
FY2001 Excess Revenues, and Cash Reserves.

Staff again went through a line item review of each division Operating Budget. Based on the
direction from Council that staff is to continue to provide the same levels of services to our
citizens, we were able to identify $128,781 in additional reductions. The attached spread- sheets
contain a list of these reductions to include the reason the item was not reduced during previous
reviews. Finally, the review of the Operating Budget did not include consideration of any
reductions in personnel, merit/performance increases, nor in Health and Retirement benefits.

As for the list of proposed cuts, you will note in the spreadsheets that staff further reduced the
Facility Build-out Plan by over $45,000. However, due to counter-productive working
conditions we do plan to continue with the relocation of the Developmental Services Division to
the lower floor of City Hall. Some savings will be realized by having Public Works perform
some of the painting and essential, minor renovations.

Staff recommends that Council approve this plan with immediate implementation.

Staff will give a power-point presentation on this plan at the October 18, Council meeting. Any
constructive comments or suggestions you may have on the plan prior to the meeting are
solicited.




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jim Basinger, City Manager %’h

FROM: Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services V §
DATE: October 12, 2001

SUBJECT: Contingency plan/ Revenue shortfall

At the October 4, 2001 City Council meeting, staff was instructed to prepare a contingency plan
to compensate for an anticipated revenue shortfall in various major revenue categories. The
attached spreadsheet, and supporting schedule, outlines a plan that will compensate for shortfalls
at the levels of 5, 10, 15 & 20 percent. In the event of a 20 percent (maximum) shortfall, we will
need to compensate for the loss of approximately $1.46 million in revenue.

In order to prepare for such a shortfall we have employed a combination of strategies including
the delay, or elimination, of various capital and operating expenses, as well the use of cash
reserves and other savings.

Staff is prepared to discuss this plan at the October 18 Council meeting, and answer any
questions you may have.




Projected Revenue Shortfall
Local Option Sales Tax
Hotel/Motel Tax

Alcoholic Beverage Tax
Mixed Drink Tax

Totals:

Shortfalls

2002 Budget 5%
$5,900,051  $295,003

$939,922 $46,996
$414,382 $20,719
$63.,623 $3,181

10%
$590,005
$93,992
$41,438
$6.362

$7,317,978  $365,899

$731,798

15%
$885,008
$140,988

$62,157

$9,543

$1,097,697

20%
$1,180,010
$187,984
$82,876

$12,725

$1,463,596

Strateqy for 5% Shortfall

Delay Bricks & Mortar Debt Service
(Pay only 3 quarterly payments)
F/Y 2001 Excess Revenues (net)
G. Reed Memorial Park

Cash Reserves

Totals:

Strateqgy for 10% Shortfall
Above strategy, plus:
Bricks & Mortar Project Cuts/Delays (1)

Totals:

Strategy for 15 % Shortfall

Above strategies, plus:

Facility Plan- additional cut/delay
Leased Equipment Cut/Delayed (2)
Add'l PIP (cash item) cuts/delays (3)
Cash Reserves

Totals:

Strateqy for 20 % Shortfall

Above strategies, plus:

Cut/Delay Gathering Place Expansion
Operating Budget Cuts/Delays (4)
Additional Cash Reserves

Totals:

Amount Cumulative
$103,000

$200,000
$17,500
$45,399

$365,899  $365,899

365,899

$365,899  $731,798

$45,476
$41,704
$65,000
$213,719

$365,899 $1,097,697

$232,501
$128,781
$4,617

$365,899 $1,463,596

(1) Maintenance Storage Facility (Kedron), S. 74 Maintenance Building Expansion,
Concessions/Restrooms (Rink), Facility Buildout Plan (reduce by $40,899)

(2) Compost Shredder, Asphalt Roller, Rubber Tire Fork Lift, Telephone System (reduce to $50K).

(3) Playgrounds, Halfpipe Skateramp
(4) See attached schedule
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CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council

VIA: City Manager %«vv\ )
Director of Financial Services . 7

Director of Developmental Services| \I\}
|\

FROM: City Engineer @
DATE: October 10, 2001

SUBJECT: TDK Boulevard Extension — Advanced Design Services for Lake McIntosh

City and Fayette County staffs have been coordinating over the last couple of months to resolve a
design conflict between the road alignment and the spillway for Lake McIntosh. The conflict
surfaced after presentation of the preliminary plans at the public hearing earlier this year. The
following three options were identified over the course of several meetings with the County:

1. The first option is to realign the roadway toward the south to miss the spillway altogether.
This would be practically impossible to do without creating a near 90-degree turn in the
road. This would not be advisable from a traffic control and design speed standpoint.
Another consequence is that it would mean additional survey, geotechnical, and design
costs for the City. Therefore, this option was eliminated.

2. The second option would be to keep the preliminary alignment and design the road
according to one of three scenarios:

a. One scenario would be that the dam could accommodate the 100-year flows
through special concrete culverts over the dam with the rest of the required storms
passing over an earthen emergency spillway. The road could then be designed to
overtop in those extreme events or a smaller series of culverts could be installed to
handle the emergency flows.

b. A second scenario has the dam unable to accommodate the 100-year flows,
requiring a concrete-lined spillway to the east. Obviously, this mandates the road
bridging this area since there would be constant flow through the spillway of a
volume and velocity that could be, in some events, severe.




Page 2
TDK Boulevard Extension — Advanced Design Services for Lake Mclntosh
October 10, 2001

c. A third such scenario has all storm events being run through the dam, releasing the
road to be constructed as originally planned without the additional bridge section.
Each of these scenarios is contingent upon the County consultant’s (Mallett &
Associates) hydraulic calculations demonstrating that they are feasible and the
approval of the State's Safe Dams program.

3. The third option is a stretch, but would be to place the road on the dam, shifting the road
to the north. This would obviously be a step backward in our design process and would
threaten the Lake Mclntosh review process at the State level. The construction schedules
of both projects then become dependent upon one another in this option. Therefore, this
option was also eliminated.

Option 2 seems to be the only viable solution; but in order for us to give further consideration to
any of option 2, some additional design work is going to have to be done. Mr. Mallett estimated
a cost not to exceed $30,000 to proceed into some preliminary design work on the dam and
spillway far enough to check into feasibility and costs for the scenarios in option 2. However,
County Attorney and Lake Mclntosh Project Manager Bill McNally stated that the County was
not able to commit funds to the design effort prior to receiving the permit for the dam but will
reimburse the City up to the entire $30,000 for useful design information.

Therefore, if we want the TDK Extension to proceed as fast as possible, we will have to fund this
advance design to properly investigate scenarios 2.a., 2.b., and 2.c. Considering Mallet &
Associates’ investment in the design of the lake project, City staff would recommend that we
enter a sole source contract with the County’s consultant. I would further recommend that we set
aside funds in the amount of $30,000 out of the PIP contingency fund for Mallett to look into the
dam design with the understanding that any costs for work completed which the County
ultimately used in their project would be reimbursed.

Attachment
- Map of dam, spillway, & road
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October 19, 2001

The Honorable Roy Bames
Governor

203 State Capitol

Atlanta, GA 30334

Dear Governor Bamnes:

As the local elected officials serving 33,000 Georgia residents of Peachtree City, we certainly recognize
that transportation is a critical issue in Metro Atlanta, and is certainly deserving of the $8.3 billion
program to accelerate transportation improvements. However, we would like to express our concern
about the expenditure of $2 billion of these funds on the construction of the “Northern Arc,” while only
$350 million has been allocated to improve arterial roads in existing communities.

The existing residents of Metro Atlanta, including Peachtree City and Fayette County, have suffered
ongoing traffic problems due to our non-compliance with the Federal Clean Air Act. That non-
compliance and the resulting restrictions were a direct result of urban sprawl and its associated traffic
congestion. Solving the ongoing problems in these existing communities that have been hindered by the
Clean Air noncompliance would better serve our existing population than the expansion of our traffic
system into newly developing areas.

Please reconsider your position on this issue. It is difficult to justify expending funds on new projects that
will generate new traffic when we are unable to adequately handle the traffic already in existence.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Tolih L e

Robert L. Lenox
Mayor

(/}JVVVV.\L w N\L MQN\(LMA/\, Annie McMenamin, Mayor Pro Tem

Q___O e
—\L\ - l yd Dan Tennant, Councilmember

% 0/ g %A/'Cé/:, Carol Fritz, Councilmember

4 (Lfepna Steve Rapson, Councilmember

151 Willowbend Road ¢ Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 ¢ (770) 487-7657
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Christy R. Jindra y?
Martin C. Jones

Attorneys-At-Law

400 Westpark Court
Suite 220
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

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

E-mail:

Other Offices
Atlanta, Georgia
Fairburn, Georgia
McDonough, Georgia

Other licenses:
* Florida
Ylllinois

postmaster@webb-firm.com

Web Site:
www.webb-firm.com

October 11, 2001

Mayor and Council

City of Peachtree City

151 Willowbend Road
Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

re: Southern Conservation Trust, Inc. Lease
Dear Mayor and Council:

Following is a copy of the letter I sent to Mr. Jerry Peterson, President of SCT, notifying
him that the lease between the City and SCT would not automatically renew on January 1, 2002.
The letter also informs SCT that the City does not wish for SCT to vacate the old recreation
building, but simply will allow SCT to use the facility on a month-to-month basis while the City,
SCT, and the Development Authority negotiate a new lease for the old recreation building.

There actually will be two new leases; one between the City and SCT, and the other
between the City and the Development Authority. The two new leases will be presented to you
in the future for review and approval.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate to call me.

Best regards.

Sincerely,

WEBB, LINDSEY,
COLLINS, JONES & WADE, LLC

Richard P. Lindsey



WEBB, LIND3EY, COLLINS, JONES & WADE, LLC

Attorneys-At-Law

James H. Webb Jr. * 400 Westpark Court Other Offices
Richard P. Lindsey Suite 220 Atlanta, Georgia
H. Clay Collins Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 Fairburn, Georgia
Carlton H. Jones lll McDonough, Georgia
Jonathan J. Wade

Susan M. Brown Telephone: (770) 631-1811 ’ Other licenses:
Karen C. Gainey Facsimile: (770) 631-1771 * Florida

Christy R. Jindra Y’ Y lllinois

Martin C. Jones E-mail:
postmaster@webb-firm.com

Web Site:
www.webb-firm.com

October 1, 2001

(Via Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested
and First Class Mail)

Southern Conservation Trust, Inc.

P.O. Box 2925

Peachtree City, Georgia 30269

re: Lease between the City of Peachtree City (“City”) and Southern Conservation Trust, Inc. (“SCT”)
(hereinafter “Lease”)

Dear Sir or Madam:

Pursuant to section 1.(g) of the Lease, the City hereby provides notice to the SCT that the term of the Lease shall not
automatically renew on January 1, 2002 and the present Lease shall terminate on December 31, 2001. The City does not wish for the
SCT to vacate the premises but simply wishes to enter into negotiations with it for a new lease so that the Development Authority of
Peachtree City (“Development Authority”) also has use of a portion of the premises. The Development Authority will relocate its
Amphitheater’s business office from the Recreation Building to a portion of the premises which the SCT leases from the City.

Should the SCT have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me. Presently, I am unsure of who will represent the
City in the negotiations with the SCT concerning a revised lease. Until I am told otherwise, please direct all inquiries regarding the

new lease to me.

Best regards.

Sincerely,

WEBB, LINDSEY,
COLLINS, JONES & WADE, LLC

Richard P. Lindsey




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor & Council

VIA: City Manager R
Director of Financial Services [ 7

FROM: City Engineer @7
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Peachtree City Tennis Center Expansion — Construction Contract Award

The Peachtree City Development Authority is proposing several modifications to the existing
Peachtree City Tennis Center on Planterra Way, which will complete the overall master plan for
the facility. At present, a total of eighteen (18) courts, parking, and an office/ locker room
building have been constructed.

Their plans include a new central clubhouse building, six (6) new covered courts, eight (8) new
permanent parking spaces, the creation of overflow parking underneath the existing power line
easement, and the construction of a landscaped berm to screen the tennis center from the
Planterra Ridge subdivision.

The proposed expansion would utilize the existing storm water detention ponds constructed in
earlier phases of development. The architectural design and building material and color selection
would complement the design and colors of the existing buildings. The Authority will also extend
the existing cart path adjacent to the development from Planterra Way to Huddleston Road as a
part of this project. The Planning Commission approved the concept plan for this project on
September 10, 2001.

I have evaluated the procedures followed by the Development Authority in the bidding and
negotiations for the expansion project in light of House Bill 1079, which addresses “Public Works
Construction” projects over $100,000. 1 have determined that in soliciting competitive sealed
proposals, making a selection based on qualifications, and negotiating with the prospective
design/build team, the Development Authority has met the requirements of HB 1079.




Page 2
Peachtree City Tennis Center Expansion — Construction Contract Award
October 11, 2001

The Development Authority Construction Committee, after reviewing qualifications of four
design/build teams, selected Group VI to complete the expansion project. Group VI, acting as
the general contractor, has prepared a negotiated contract to complete the work with the support
of a design team of Foley Design Associates and tennis court specialist, Flat Creek, Inc. The
contract will be broken out as follows:

Group VI Corporation $2,235,397.91
Flat Creek, Inc. $ 127,132.63
Foley Design Associates $ 145,000.00

PROJECT TOTAL $2,507,530.54

This amount is substantially in line with the early cost estimates discussed at the Council retreat
and Council meetings earlier this year. The Director of Financial Services has prepared a memo
providing a more complete analysis of the funding for this project. With the funding in place from
the sources identified therein, staff recommends that Council authorize the Development
Authority to enter into contracts with the design/build team in the amount not to exceed
$2,507,530.54.

Attachments
Letter — Mr. Virgil Christian
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October 9, 2001 PEACHTREE CITY
TENNIS CENTER

STAN SMITH
DESIGN

City Council

Enclosed are the three bids covering the three major components of the Phase III
expansion of the Peachtree City Tennis Center.

The Development Authority elected to use the competitive sealed proposal provisions
permitted under Georgia HB 1079 for public works construction projects.

As required under the law the project was advertised for four weeks in the legal organ of
Peachtree City. Four companies submitted sealed proposals for the projects.

The Development Authority Construction Committee chose to interview representatives
from two of the companies. After evaluating the information obtained during the
interviews the Committee recommended to the Development Authority that a contract be
perused with Group VI. The Development Authority approved at the September 17
meeting a resolution authorizing the Chairman and the Construction Committee to enter
into a contract with Group VI Corporation.

The construction of the tennis court was separated from the land development and
building contract. The Development Authority and Group VI agreed that Flat Creek
Construction would do this work as a sub contractor under the General Contractor/Group
VI. A copy of this contract is enclosed.

The Development Authority entered into a fixed dollar amount for architectural services
from Foley Design Group and this contract is also enclosed.

On a personal note, because of the desire by Group VI to be a part of this project and
through intense negotiations the City has realized substantial savings. It is my belief
based on experience and the negotiation process that the City will realize a capital
improvement to the Tennis Center that will be valued more than $3,100,000. The project
consists of 55,908 square feet, which are six covered courts and an
administration/clubhouse. If we do not already have a “jewel” this will sure make it one.

Thanks for the opportunity and I along with our staff, builders, and designers, architects
will make the City and Council proud of this project

Respectfully,

Virgil B Christian, Jr.
Director of Tennis

Virgil H. Christian, Jr * Director of Tennis
Ten Planterra Way « Peachtree City, Georgia 30269 + 770.486.9474 « fax 770.486.9479
www.tenniscenter.net
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Peachtree City Tennis Center Expansion
Construction Contract Summary

Group VI Corporation $2,235,397.91
Flat Creek, Inc. $ 127,132.63
Foley Design Associates Architects, Inc. $ 145.000.00

Total $2,507,530.54




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and City Council

VIA: Jim Basinger, City Manager%\

FROM: Paul Salvatore, Director of Financial Services P 5-
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Tennis Center Expansion/ Revenue concerns

As I am sure you are aware, a portion of the Hotel/Motel Tax revenue budgeted for this fiscal
year is earmarked to pay debt service installments for the expansion of the Tennis Center, and for
improvements to the Amphitheater. In order to address the concern of a revenue shortfall in
Hotel/Motel Taxes, and to provide some comfort to Council in the matter of approving the
Tennis Center expansion contract, I have prepared the attached spreadsheet for your perusal.

In essence, we have identified more than enough in savings (related to these two projects) to
offset a 20% revenue shortfall in Hotel/Motel Taxes. In the event that the shortfall exceeds 20%,
additional cash reserves will need to be allocated to make up any additional shortfall. A recent
phone survey of local area hotels and conference centers revealed that the full impact on their
industry is very difficult to predict at this time due to uncertainty in the economy, and in the
travel industry in particular.

However, staff also believes that the expansion to the Tennis Center will not only help to boost
future Hotel/Motel Tax revenue, but also future L.O.S.T. revenue. It will also help to provide
jobs, not only during construction, but also after the facility opens. This assertion is based upon
documentation provided by Virgil Christian of the Tennis Center, as well as the discussions with
local area hotels mentioned above. Also, as the Hotel/Motel Tax was recently increased from 3%
to 5% in order to fund the debt service payments on the Tennis Center Expansion project, local
area hotels are still expecting that the tax increase will be used for this purpose.

Therefore staff is in support of moving forward with this project and recommends approval of the
construction contract for Group VI.




City of Peachtree City
Revenue Shortfall Analysis
Tennis Center Expansion & Amphitheater Improvements
F/Y 2001 - 2002

Calculation of revenue shortfall that will impact
Tennis Center & Amphitheter related expenses:

Hotel/Motel Tax Revenue Budgeted: $939,922

Portion of Hotel/Motel Tax needed to
support Tennis Center & Amphitheater:

Tennis Center Supplement $155,000
Amphitheater Supplement $25,000
Existing Debt Service $60,096
New Debt Service $260,124
Total annual expenses: $500,220

Percent of Hotel Motel Tax used to support

Tennis Center & Amphitheater: 53.22%
20% Hotel/Motel Tax Revenue Shortfall = $187,984
x 53.22%

Portion of revenue shortfall that will
impact Tennis Center & Amphitheater: $100,044

Calculation of Tennis Center & Amphitheater related
savings that will offset above revenue shortfall:

3 months of Hotel Motel Tax revenue collected at the 5%
level, prior to incurring new debt for Tennis Center & Amphitheater:
(August, September, October 2001)*
Monthly (new) debt service = $21,677
3 x $21,677 = $65,031

*Note: New debt service is scheduled for November 2001

Delay of new debt service from October to November
will result in only having to make 3 out of the four
quarterly loan installments budgeted for F/Y 2002:
One quarter debt service payment saved = $65,031

Total savinjci;s to offset revenue shortfall: $130,062




CITY OF PEACHTREE CITY

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO: Mayor and Council

VIA: City Manager%wv\

FROM: Director of Developmental Services
DATE: October 11, 2001

SUBJECT: Tennis Center

On September 10, 2001, the Planning Commission approved the conceptual site plan for the final
phase of the Tennis Center. A copy of the minutes of that meeting is included with this memo as
Attachment “A,” and a copy of the staff report to the Commission is included as Attachment “B.”
IBW/jir

Attachments “A” - “B”
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Planning Commission
Regular Meeting
September 10, 2001

5. Prior to approval of the final site plan, a determination must be made as to whether
a traffic impact study will be required for this development. This study will be
required if the proposed development generates more than 100 peak hour trips.

6. A modified final plat of the subject property, which combines Lots 7 and 8, must be
prepared and submitted to City Staff for review, then recorded at the Fayette County
Courthouse.

The Applicant agreed to the conditions. Mr. Payton was designated to be the Planning
Commission representative.

NEW AGENDA ITEMS

09-01-01 Conceptual Site Plan, Peachtree City Tennis Center Expansion,
GA 54 and Planterra Way.

Mr. Brian Palmitessa of the Peachtree City Development Authority and Mr. Virgil
Christian from the Peachtree City Tennis Center were in attendance to present the
conceptual site plan for several modifications to the existing Peachtree City Tennis
Center on Planterra Way. These modifications would complete the overall master plan
for the facility that was approved on June 6, 1994. A total of eighteen (18) clay courts,
parking, and an office/ locker room building had already been constructed.

The site plan indicated this expansion would include a central clubhouse building, six (6)
covered courts, and eight (8) permanent parking spaces. The plan also identified grassed
overflow parking underneath the existing power line easement and berming and land-
scaping to screen the Tennis Center from the Planterra Ridge subdivision.

Mr. Christian stated that all costs associated with the $2.5 million expansion were being
funded by the hotel/motel tax through State Ordinance 48. The proposed expansion
would utilize the existing storm water detention ponds constructed in earlier phases of
development. In addition, the architectural design as well as the building material and
color selection would complement the design and colors of the existing buildings. He
also stated that, as part of this project, the existing cart path adjacent to the Tennis Center
would be extended from Planterra Way to Huddleston Road.

In response to a question from Mr. Payton, Mr. Christian confirmed that this was the final
phase of the Tennis Center’s development. Their function was primarily for the citizens

Attachment "A"

) . Page 1 of 2
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Planning Commission
Regular Meeting
September 10, 2001

and the people who play there throughout the year and not to host tournaments once a
year.

After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Payton, seconded by Mr. Ames, and
unanimously adopted to approve the conceptual site plan for the expansion at the
Peachtree City Tennis Center subject to the following understandings and conditions:

1. The Applicant must provide written documentation from the Planterra Ridge
Homeowner’s Association indicating their approval of the berming and landscaping
on their property.

2. The Applicant must provide written documentation from Oglethorpe Transmission
indicating their approval of the improvements within the power line easement.

3. The Applicant must continue to coordinate with the City’s Fire Marshal to ensure
that all life safety and access issues to the proposed buildings are resolved,

4. The Applicant must provide documentation to the City Engineer indicating this
development complies with the City’s Traffic Impact Ordinance.

5. All exterior mechanical units (air handlers, transformers, gas meters, etc.) and
trash pick-up areas must be fully screened by an architectural feature, masonry wall
and/ or landscaping as appropriate. Material and color selection for all masonry
wall enclosures must be similar to those used for the building. Additionally,
dumpster or trash enclosures must include a heavy-gauge solid gate which must be
kept closed at all times when not in use.

The Applicant agreed to the conditions. Mr. Ames was designated to be the Planning
Commission representative.

09-01-02 Conceptual Site Plan, Holy Trinity Catholic Church Expansion,
GA 54 and Walt Banks Road.

Mr. Payton informed the Commission and the audience that he was a member of Holy
Trinity Catholic Church.

Mr. Don Cobb of Cobb & Associates Architects was in attendance to present the
conceptual site plan for a campus expansion at Holy Trinity Catholic Church on Walt
Banks Road. A similar plan was submitted to and approved by the Planning Commission
several months ago, and the Church was now ready to move forward with this develop-

ment.

Attachment "A"
Page 2 of 2




JPeachtree City

Georgia

Date: August 31, 2001
To: Planning Commission
Applicant
From: David E. Rast, ASLA Do ol /QF‘
City Planner
Re: Peachtree City Tennis Center — 2001 expansion

Conceptual site plan review

The Peachtree City Development Authority is proposing several modifications to the existing
Peachtree City Tennis Center on Planterra Way, which will complete the overall master plan for
the facility that was approved on June 6, 1994. At present, a total of eighteen (18) clay courts,
parking, and an office/ locker room building have been constructed.

The site plan indicates this expansion would include a central clubhouse building, six (6) covered
courts, and eight (8) permanent parking spaces. The plan also identifies overflow parking
underneath the existing power line easement and berming and landscaping to screen the tennis
center from the Planterra Ridge subdivision.

The proposed expansions would utilize the existing storm water detention ponds constructed in
earlier phases of development. The architectural design and building material and color selection
would also complement the design and colors of the existing buildings. As a part of this
development, the Applicant has agreed to extend the existing cart path adjacent to the
development from Planterra Way to Huddleston Road.

City Staff recommends approval of the conceptual site plan for the expansion at the Peachtree
City Tennis Center subject to the following understandings and conditions:

1. The Applicant must provide written documentation from the Planterra Ridge
Homeowner’s Association indicating their approval of the berming and landscaping on
their property. _

2. The Applicant must provide written documentation from Oglethorpe Transmission
indicating their approval of the improvements within the power line easement.

Attachment "B"
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Peachtree City Tennis Center — 2001 expansion
August 31, 2001
Page Two

3. The Applicant must continue to coordinate with the City’s Fire Marshal to ensure that all

life safety and access issues to the proposed buildings are resolved.
4. The Applicant must provide documentation to the City Engineer Indzcalmg this

development complies with the City’s Traffic Impact Ordinance.

Attachments

Attachment "B"
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CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN 2y
PROJECT DATA SHEET Y

NAME OF PROJECT |

DATE OF SUBMITTAL

-1 7- o

Hazardous material on-site (type and methods of storage): N/A

Building Type:

Existing Employees:
Proposed New Employees:
Existing Parking:
Proposed New Parking:

Developed Area:

Landscape Buffers:
Adjacent Property Zoning:
Greenbelts:

Cart Path Connection:
Entrance to Site:
Stormwater Retention:
Nature of Project:

Developer:

Location of Site:

Size of Site:
Zoning Classification:

Setbacks:

Clubhouse: Covered Courts:
Type VI, Unprotected, Unsprinklered Type I, Unsprinklered
30 Part Time

3 Additional

86 spaces

80 spaces plus 40 cart spaces and 54 overflow spaces

Clubhouse / Covered Courts
90,000 SF

N/A

LUC-10

2.29 Acres

Yes

2 Entrances (existing)

2 Existing Detention Ponds (1 to be modified)

Recreation

Name: Peachtree City Development Authority
Address: P.0O.Box 2650

Address: Peachtree City, GA 30269

Contact Person: Virgil Christian @ PTC Tennis Center
Phone: 770-486-9474 ext.300

10 Planterra Way
Peachtree City, Georgia

11.75 Acres
LUC-10

Front. 40
Side: 10’
Rear;: 20’

Attachment "B"
Page 3 of 9




CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN
PROJECT DATA SHEET

Size of Existing Building: Total Square Feet: 1,800
Footprint: 2 (30 x 30)

Seating: N/A
Size of Proposed Building:  Clubhouse: Covered Courts:
Total Square Feet: 10,562 GSF Total Square Feet: 40, 800 GSF
Footprint: 6,784 Footprint: 40, 800
Conditioned Seating: 48 Bleacher Seating: 282

Unconditioned Seating: 32

Attachment '"'B"
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SITE PLAN 3 :
| AUG 17 2001

PROJECT DATA SHEET

Ll

for use by the

. PEACHTREE CITY, CECRGIA

i
]
-
; =
NTCEIYE GV £ B Ao e
| OFFICE OrF CiliTY PLA;
§
i

Peachtree City Fire Department

Contact: Fire Marshal John Dailey
Telephone: (770)631-2526

Fax: (770) 631-2540

Name of project: Peachtree City Tennis Center:

Clubhouse and Covered Courts
Proposed building use: Clubhouse: Mixed Occupancy; Covered Courts:

Assembly
Proposed type of construction: Clubhouse: Covered Courts:

Type VI, unprut., unsprk Type ll, unsprinklered
Structural / roof: WD Trusses/Metal Roof Premanuf, Metal Building
Interior finish: gyp,bd,on wood studs exposed, painted structure
Exterior: eifs on wd, studs metal wall panels & CMU
Number of stories: Clubhouse: (2) Covered Courts: (1)
Proposed special fire protection:

Clubhouse: Covered Courts:
Automatic fire sprinklers: N/A N/A
Automatic fire alarm: Yes N/A
Proposed new fire hydrants: ? ?
Existing fire hydrants: ? ?

Proposed underground/above ground storage tanks: N/A

Brief description of operations and contents of new development (only if industrial or warehouse): N/A

Attachment "B"
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