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The Agenda

Board of Commissioners
October 22, 2009
7:00 P.M.

Call to Order, Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance.

Acceptance of Agenda.

PRESENTATION/RECOGNITION:

A

Presentation of Proclamation designating November 1, 2009 as “Retired
Educators Day in Fayette County”.

PUBLIC HEARING:

B.

Consideration of Petition No. 1216-09 and Petition No. RP-046-09, John
Alan Bell, Owner/Agent, request to rezone Lot 18 of Lakeview Estates
consisting of 1.03 acres from R-40 to O-I; and request to Change the Use
of Lot 18 from single-family residential to office-institutional. This property
is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5" District and fronts on SR 54 West. DUE
TO THE LACK OF A FULL BOARD AT THE OCTOBER 1% PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING, THE APPLICANT REQUESTED HIS PETITIONS BE
TABLED UNTIL THE NOVEMBER 5" PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING. THE
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS SHOULD TABLE ITS HEARING OF THESE
PETITIONS UNTIL ITS DECEMBER 10™ MEETING.

Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning
Ordinance regarding: Article VII. Conditional Uses, Exceptions, and
Modifications, Section 7-6. Transportation Corridor Overlay, A. SR 54 West
Overlay Zone, 4. Architectural Standards, Gasoline Canopy, and C.
General State Route Overlay Zone, 4. Architectural Standards, Gasoline

Canopy. THE PLANNING COMMISSION UNANIMOUSLY RECOMMENDED
APPROVAL 3-0.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

CONSENT AGENDA:

1.

Approval of Sheriff's Department request for authorization to dispose of a
vehicle seized through the County’s participation in the State asset forfeiture
program and authorization for the Chairman to execute title paperwork
allowing disposal of the vehicle.

Approval of Sheriffs Department request to amend revenue and
expenditure funds in the Technical Services Budget Account for the Criminal
Investigations Division by $5,000.00 to cover anticipated overages in the
cost of providing subpoenaed information. The funds would come from the
CID Investigative Services Account.
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3. Approval of Sheriff's Department request to amend the Overtime Budget for the Fayette County Sheriff's Office
Criminal Investigations Division by $2,163.86 for reimbursement for employees assigned to work with various
Federal Agencies.

4, Approval of Sheriff's Department request to allow Fayette County to be the recipient of a grant from the Wal-
Mart Foundation Community Grant Program in an amount up to $5,000 and to amend the FY 2010 Budget in
Grant Revenue and Public Relations Services Accounts to recognize the grant upon receipt.

5. Approval of recommendations by the Tax Assessor’s Office regarding requests for tax refunds.

6. Approval of staff's request for permission to dispose of firefighter uniforms and turnout gear that are no longer
serviceable.

7. Approval of minutes for Board of Commissioners’ meetings held on September 24, 2009 and October 7, 2009.

OLD BUSINESS:

D. Consideration of a request from the City of Peachtree City concerning an annexation application from Southern

Pines Plantation Commercial Group, LLC for an 18 acre tract located in Land Lot 18 of the 6™ District which
fronts on S.R. 74 South near Rockaway Road.

E. Consideration of a request from the City of Peachtree City concerning an application from Brent West Village,
LLC for the de-annexation of a 1.17 acre tract located in Land Lots 166, 167, 182, 183 and 184 of the 7"
District. This property is generally located west of Senoia Road near the boundary between Tyrone and
Peachtree City.
F. Consideration of a request from staff for authorization to issue requests for proposals for the replacement of
three ambulances.
G. Consideration of Ordinance 2009-05 regarding the use of alcoholic beverages on specified county property.
NEW BUSINESS:
H. Consideration of a request for the Chairman to execute a “Qualified Energy Conservation Bond Notice of Intent
to Issue.”
ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
ATTORNEY’S REPORT
STAFF REPORTS
BOARD REPORTS
EXECUTIVE SESSION

ADJOURNMENT






COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: County Commissioners Presenter(s): Scott Bennett
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Old Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of Ordinance No. 2009-05 regarding the use of alcoholic beverages on specified County property.

Background/History/Details:

The County prohibits the use of alcohol on all county-owned properties. However, there are two sites which house agencies which on
occasion host special events where alcohol may be served. The Fayette County Development Authority and the Chamber of Commerce
lease the Old Historic Courthouse. Fayette Senior Services operates in a facility owned by the County.

The ordinance under consideration would allow these agencies to serve alcohol as a part of special events, under very rigid conditions.
The ordinance would continue to prohibit the use of alcohol on all other properties, including parks, ballfields, and other sites. If the
ordinance amendment is approved, changes would only apply to the two sites mentioned above. There would be strict conditions and
limitations which would need to be met in order to comply with the new ordinance amendments.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Vote on Ordinance 2009-05 which includes amendments to the Fayette County Code of Ordinances which would allow the use of alcohol
on specified county-owned property under specified conditions.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  |Wednesday, October 7, 2009

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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ATTORNEY’S REPORT

Draft Ordinance for Use of Alcoholic Beverages for Special Events held at the Fayette County Chamber of
Commerce, Fayette County Economic Development Authority, and Fayette Senior Services: County Attorney Scott
Bennett reminded the Board that Fayette Senior Services would be having an Oktober Fest event and they had requested
the possible use of alcohol at this event. He said a draft ordinance would be brought to the Board at the October 22, 2009
meeting. He explained the County would continue to ban the use of alcoholic beverages on all County property except those
properties leased by the either the Fayette County Chamber of Commerce, the Economic Development Authority, or the
Fayette Senior Services. He stated those organizations would be allowed to serve alcohol under special conditions, and
explained the restrictions placed on the use of alcohol at those locations as outlined in the draft ordinance. Mr. Bennett
informed the Board that he would e-mail the draft ordinance to the Board for their review and it would be placed on the
October 22, 2009 Agenda for approval. Commissioner Frady mentioned that although he would not be present at the October
22, 2009 Board of Commissioners meeting he would be in favor of the discussed changes to the ordinance.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Finance Presenter(s): Mary S. Holland / Ted Burgess
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: [New Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a request for the Chairman to execute a "Qualified Energy Conservation Bond Notice of Intent to Issue."

Background/History/Details:
Qualified Energy Conservation Bonds (QECB's) are a category of bonds that were created by federal legislation. They are intended to
provide low-costs loans to state and local governments for qualified energy-conservation projects. These include:

- Reducing energy consumption in publicly-owned buildings by at least 20%

- Implementing "green community programs"

- Rural facilities to generate electricity from certain renewable sources

- Research facilities or research grants

- Mass commuting facilities that reduce the consumption of energy

- Demonstration projects to promote commercialization of qualified (green) technologies

- Public education campaigns to promote energy efficiency
The Georgia Environmental Facilities Authority (GEFA) has set aside an allocation of $1,117,449 for Fayette County. The county will
have an opportunity to issue bonds up to this amount, or share the allocation with municipalities within the county. GEFA has asked that
counties return a signed "Notice of Intent to Issue" by November 2, 2009 if they want GEFA to reserve their allocations in the event the
County or a municipality has a program eligible and suitable for this type of funding instrument. Allocations not used will be returned to
the state for re-allocation to other local governments.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Authorization for the Chairman to sign a "Qualified Energy Conservation Bond Notice of Intent to Issue" in order to reserve the county's
allocation authority for issuing tax-credit bonds. This action would protect the County's allocation and is not intended to imply an issuance
of bonds at this time.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
There could potentially be debt-service costs (estimated interest payments of 1% - 3% of the bond amounts) to be paid over the life of the
bonds, depending on the final terms of the sale.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?  |No If so, when?

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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To: Mary S. Holland

From: Ted L. Burgess

Date: October 14, 2009

Subject: Qualified Energy Conservation Bonds

Congress passed the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) in response to the
current economic crisis. The President signed it on February 17, 2009. The ARRA created several
types of bonds, and expanded the scope of others, to assist local government financing. This was
seen as important because the recession made it difficult for local governments to find buyers for
traditional tax-exempt bonds.

Qualified Energy Conservation Bonds (QECB'’s) were not created, but were expanded, by the
ARRA. They were designed to provide the investor a tax credit from the IRS instead of interest
from the bond issuer.

Authorization to issue this type of bond has no expiration date at present, but the federal law sets a
maximum national “bond volume cap” for issuance of this type of bond. At this point, the national
QECB cap is $3,200,000,000. The federal government has allocated a cap of $100,484,000 to
Georgia. The state has allocated $1,117,449 of this cap for Fayette County.

The county can issue QECB'’s for financing for “qualified conservation purposes.” Qualified
purposes include expenditures for:

a) Reducing energy consumption in publicly-owned buildings by at least 20%

b) Implementing “green community programs”

¢) Rural facilities to generate electricity from certain renewable sources

d) Research facilities or research grants

e) Mass commuting facilities that reduce the consumption of energy

f) Demonstration projects to promote commercialization of qualified (green) technologies
g) Public education campaigns to promote energy efficiency

The county may allocate all or part of its QECB allocation to the cities within the county. Also, the
county may authorize an eligible public entity such as the Fayette County Development Authority to
issue QECB's from its allocation.

Up to 30% of proceeds from issued QECB’s may be used for private activity. If private activity
bonds are issued, the proceeds can only be used for capital expenditures, even for purposes such
as public education campaigns.

Mailing Address: 140 Stonewall Avenue West, Fayetteville GA 30214 Main Phone: 770-460-5730 Web Site: www.fayettecountyga.gov





It should be noted that the county must follow federal Davis-Bacon wage and benefit requirements
for any projects using QECB funds. Simply stated, the Davis-Bacon Act requires, when applicable,
that various classes of workers must be paid wages and fringe benefits that are no less than the
locally prevailing wages and fringe benefits paid on projects of a similar character. The Act directs
the Secretary of Labor to determine the local prevailing wage and benefit rates that will apply.

Some federal regulations to implement the QECB program have not yet been released (e.g. the
definition of “green community programs,” and some of the IRS rules regarding bond tax credits).
At present, stipulations regarding the tax credits, interest rates and associated components are as
follows:

e Each day, the federal government estimates the yields on outstanding bonds with an
investment grade rating between A and BBB. This calculation is posted on the
TreasuryDirect.gov web site by 10:00 each morning. The IRS will give investors in QECB’s
a tax credit equal to 70% of this estimated vyield.

e Conceptually, the bond issuer (the county) would not have to pay interest on the bonds
since the investor gets a tax credit. In reality, however, the state has advised that bond
issuers should probably expect to pay 1% - 3% in the form of interest coupons, or discount
the selling price by an equivalent amount. Also, any costs of issuance would need to be
considered when looking at the costs vs. benefits of these bonds.

e The state advises that QECB’s will probably be treated as general obligation bonds. A bond
referendum would therefore be needed unless they are sold through a development
authority.

If the county intends to use its allocation to issue QECB'’s — or wishes to retain its option to do so —
the Georgia Environmental Facilities Authority has asked for a signed “Qualified Energy
Conservation Bond Notice of Intent to Issue” (attached) by November 2, 2009. Submission of the
signed document would not commit the county to issuing any of the bonds, it would simply preserve
the allocation until decisions are made.

Attachment





State of Georgia
Qualified Energy Conservation Bond Notice of Intent to Issue
DUE NOVEMBER 2, 2009

Date: October 22, 2009 City or County: Fayette County
Telephone:770-305-5393 email of contact person: tburgess@fayettecountyga.gov

Name of Chief Elected Official: Jack R. Smith

Name of Authorized Representative (if applicable):
Original Allocation of Qualified Energy Conservation Bonds (QECBs): $1,117,449
Amount of QECBs to be Issued by the Allocation Designee: $1,117,449

If QECBs will be issued by another jurisdiction within the jurisdiction of the allocation designee, please
identify the issuing entity or entities and amounts to be issued:

$
Entity
$
Entity
Total Amount of QECBs to be Issued as Private Activity Bonds: $
Estimated Date of Bond Closing (s): To be determined
Amount of QECB Allocation Waived (attach waiver resolution): $
Remaining Amount of Qualified Energy Conservation Bond Allocation: $-0-

Name of Bond Attorney: To be determined email:

Allocation designees are not required to have specific projects or financing by November 2, 2009 in order to
retain their allocation but should have plans and capacity to issue QECB debt within 18 months.

1 hereby certify that the county of Fayette intends to issue qualified energy conservation bonds , as specified above.

Signature Date

Chief Elected Official or Authorized Representative

Submit original form to: Georgia Environmental Facilities Authority
Bond Allocation Manager
233 Peachtree Street NE
Harris Tower, Suite 900
Atlanta, GA 30303
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Fire and Emergency Services Presenter(s): Allen McCullough/Thomas Bartlett
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Old Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a request from staff for authorization to issue requests for proposals for the replacement of three ambulances.

Background/History/Details:

Over the past two years, the acquisition of "big ticket" capital items has been delayed as a part of the County's response to the economic
downturn. Those cutbacks also included the purchase of ambulances which had been scheduled for replacement in accordance with the
county's vehicle replacement program.

At the Board's Workshop meeting on October 7, Director McCullough presented information about the mileage and overall condition of
Medic Units 2, 3, and 5. He would like to further discuss with the Board the possibility of issuing requests for proposals to determine costs
for replacing these ambulances. If RFP's are issued, and quotes are received from vendors and evaluated, the Board can decide at that
time whether or not to make the purchases. Having definitive costs in hand will aid in making that decision.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Discuss authorizing staff to issue requests for proposals for the replacement of three ambulances.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  |Wednesday, October 7, 2009

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Fire and Emergency Services Presenter(s): Allen McCullough
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Background/History/Details:

Approval of staff's request for permission to dispose of firefighter uniforms and turnout gear that are no longer serviceable.

The items to be disposed of are:

Station uniform shirts: 60
Station uniformpants - 65
Uniform belts - 12
Pullover jackets -7
Nomex hoods - 2
Turnout gloves (pairs) - 8
Uniform shoes (pairs) - 25
Exercise shorts - 5

These items will be incinerated.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Vote to allow the disposal of items that are no longer usable by the County.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?

Back-up Material Submitted? No

Approved by Finance
Approved by Purchasing

Administrator's Approval

Staff Notes:

Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

No If so, when?
No
STAFF USE ONLY
Yes
Yes
Yes







Board of Commissioners
September 24, 2009
7:00 P.M.

Notice: A complete audio recording of this meeting can be heard by accessing Fayette
County’s Website at www.fayettecountyga.gov. Click on “Board of Commissioners”, then
“County Commission Meetings”, and follow the instructions. The entire meeting or a single
topic can be heard.

The Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, met in Official Session on Thursday, September 24, 2009,
at 7:00 p.m. in the Public Meeting Room of the Fayette County Administrative Complex, 140 Stonewall Avenue,
Fayetteville, Georgia.

Commissioners Present: Jack Smith, Chairman
Herb Frady, Vice Chairman
Lee Hearn
Robert Horgan
Eric Maxwell

Staff Present: Jack Krakeel, County Administrator
Scott Bennett, County Attorney
Karen Morley, Chief Deputy Clerk
Floyd Jones, Deputy Clerk

Staff Absent: Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant

Chairman Smith called the meeting to order.
Commissioner Hearn offered the Invocation.
Pledge of Allegiance.

ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA: Commissioner Horgan made a motion to accept the agenda as presented. Commissioner
Hearn seconded the motion. Chairman Smith requested item F under new business be removed from the agenda
Commissioners Horgan and Hearn accepted the amendment to the motion to accept the agenda as presented with the
exception of item F under new business that was removed. The motion carried 5-0.

PRESENTATION/RECOGNITION:
A RECOGNITION OF FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES PERSONNEL IN SAVING THE LIFE OF A HEART
ATTACK VICTIM:

Director of Public Safety Allen McCullough introduced the crews of Medic 42 and Squad 4 which included Battalion
Commander Larry Patrick, Captain Douglas Morris, FF/Paramedic Joseph Barnett, FF/EMT William Boemanns, FF/EMT
Ronald Redman, and the City of Fayetteville Fire Department’s crew of Engine 91. The Board recognized them for saving
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the life of heart attack victim Todd Hellams on August 28" at the Wings and Things Restaurant in Fayetteville. Todd
Hellams thanked all of the emergency personnel who were involved in saving his life and commended them for their
professionalism, training and compassion.

PUBLIC HEARING:

B. CONSIDERATION OF A PACKAGED BEER AND WINE LICENSE FOR SANIL ENTERPRISES, LLC D/B/A
DAVIS COUNTRY STORE, 1619 SR 92 SOUTH, FAYETTEVILLE, GEORGIA, AMIR ALI SOMANI,
OWNER/APPLICANT. THIS PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN LAND LOT 247 OF THE 4™ DISTRICT, FRONTS
ON SR 92 SOUTH, AND IS ZONED A-R. THIS IS A CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP ONLY:

Chairman Smith asked if the applicant was present. Amir Ali Somani said he was the owner/applicant and this request
was for a change of ownership only. Mr. Somani asked for the Board’s consideration to grant his request.

Chairman Smith asked if anyone wished to speak in favor of the application. Hearing none, he asked if anyone wished
to speak in opposition. Hearing none, he asked for the Board’s pleasure in this matter.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to approve the packaged beer and wine license for Sanil Enterprises, LLC d/b/a
Davis Country Store, 1619 SR 92 South, Fayetteville, Georgia. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. The motion
carried 5-0. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment No. 1", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof.

C. CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION 2009-15 WHICH APPROVES THE FAYETTE
COUNTY 2009 ANNUAL REPORT ON FIRE SERVICES IMPACT FEES FOR FY2009 , INCLUDING THE
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENTS FOR UPDATES TO THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ELEMENT
AND SHORT-TERM WORK PROGRAM FOR FY2010-FY2014:

Assistant Director of Planning Tom Williams remarked that this was an annual process. He asked for the Board’s
consideration to approve the Resolution which would approve the Fayette County 2009 Annual Report on Fire Services
Impact Fees for FY2009, including the Comprehensive Plan Amendments for updates to the Capital Improvements
Element and Short-Term Work Program for FY2010-FY2014. He also asked for consideration for the Chairman to
execute the Resolution as well as to transmit this to the Atlanta Regional Commission for coordination of regional and
State review. He noted that the impact fees collected for FY2009 in the County amounted to $24,184. He said this was
a considerable drop from the high that the County had in 2005 but was reflective of the current economic climate.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to approve Resolution 2009-15 regarding the 2009 annual report on fire services
impactfees for FY2009 including the comprehensive plan amendments for updates to the capital improvements element
and short-term work program for FY2010-FY2014 and to authorize transmittal of the Resolution to the Atlanta Regional
Commission for regional and State review. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0. A copy
of Resolution No. 2009-15 as well as the request, identified as “Attachment No. 2", follow these minutes and are made
an official part hereof.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

GORDON FURR: Gordon Furr of Tyrone commented on the West Fayetteville Bypass. He felt the Bypass would have
a huge impact on the County’s water supply as a result of the drain pipes that would be installed in the County’s
greenspace areas. He also pointed out that there would be increased traffic on Sandy Creek Road that would impact
citizens who lived in that area. He commented on the fire station in Tyrone and felt the septic tank for that station was
repairable. He further remarked that Commissioner Horgan should resign as a member of the Fayette County Board of
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Health and felt he was not doing his job since he was not upset over the intrusion of the bypass on the County’s
wetlands.

TOM HALPIN: Tom Halpin commented on Phase Il of the Bypass and the close proximity of it to his subdivision Surrey
Park. He questioned when signs would be posted that would let the citizens know exactly where Phase Il was being
proposed for construction. He said it was his understanding from County personnel that there were three or four plans
being considered and after the County decided which plan would be the best for the County, signs would be posted and
citizens would be notified. He urged the Board to let citizens know what was happening on Phase Il before things
started happening.

CONSENT AGENDA: Commissioner Horgan made a motion to approve consent agenda items 1 - 5 as presented.
Commissioner Hearn seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

FIRE & EMERGENCY SERVICES - BID AWARD #717 CREW CAB & CHASSIS:

1. Approval of staff's request to replace chassis for Squad 4 and recommendation to award Bid No. 717 Crew Cab
& Chassis in the amount of $29,099 to Jacky Jones Ford Lincoln Mercury, Inc. A copy of the request, identified
as “Attachment No. 3", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY:

2. Approval of Emergency Management Agency’s request for authorization for the Chairman to execute the FY'09
Performance Partnership Agreement and the FY’09 Performance Partnership Agreement Award from Georgia
Management Agency. A copy of the request and the Agreements, identified as “Attachment No. 4", follow these
minutes and are made an official part hereof.

SHERIFF’'S DEPARTMENT:

3. Approval of request from the Sheriff's Department to authorize the Chairman to execute documents for the
acquisition of two vehicles to be purchased with Federal Seizure Funds. A copy of the request, identified as
“Attachment No. 5", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT:

4, Approval of Sheriff's Office request to amend the Overtime Budget for the Fayette County Sheriff's Office
Criminal Investigations Division by $500 for reimbursement for employees assigned to work with various
Federal Agencies. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment No. 6", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

MINUTES:
5. Approval of minutes for Board of Commissioners’ meetings held on September 2, 2009 and September 10,
2009.

OLD BUSINESS:

D. FURTHER DISCUSSION BY ELECTIONS SUPERVISOR TOM SAWYER CONCERNING FUNDING THE
COST OF THE ONE-PERCENT SPECIAL PURPOSE LOCAL OPTION SALES TAX REFERENDUM
SCHEDULED FOR NOVEMBER 3, 2009:

Elections Supervisor Tom Sawyer that he had discussed this with the Board under Staff Reports at the last Commission
meeting. A copy of his request, identified as “Attachment No. 7", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof. He said he had estimated the cost of conducting the Special County-wide Election on November 3 not to
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exceed $35,000. He stated there had also been discussion at the last Commission meeting regarding a proposal to
notify the citizens who would be required to vote in two precincts with one being for the municipal election and one for
the County’s S.P.L.O.S.T. question. He said he had proposed that the Elections Office send out an informational
postcard to those affected citizens in order to notify them of the two locations where they would need to vote.

Chairman Smith clarified that the issues involved included appropriating the money from contingency to fund the election
for the S.P.L.0.S.T. and whether or not to incur the cost of sending an additional mailer out, which was not required, to
properly inform the voters of the situation that some would have to vote in two separate locations.

Chairman Smith asked the Board if they wished to send out the mailer to notify the affected citizens of polling locations
and it was the consensus of the Board to proceed with this. Chairman Smith remarked that the wording on the notice
must be addressed and whether or not this Board would be accused of promoting or not promoting the S.P.L.O.S.T.
based upon the wording in the notice. He asked County Attorney Scott Bennett to address that issue.

County Attorney Scott Bennett said he had reviewed the proposed notice and he found it to be neutral as to the issue
of whether or nota S.P.L.0.S.T. should be imposed. He said the notice was purely informational and would only go to
the affected voters.

Commissioner Hearn asked for the anticipated time for the mailing of the notice and Mr. Sawyer replied that it would
probably be during the middle of October. Commissioner Hearn felt the notice should go out just before the election and
not too far in advance.

Chairman Smith respectfully disagreed and felt the notice should go out as soon as possible to give the voters enough
time. Mr. Sawyer said he would estimate that the Elections Office could accomplish this within two weeks. Chairman
Smith said he would like this to proceed as quickly as possible.

County Administrator Jack Krakeel reminded the Board thatin the S.P.L.0.S.T. agreement with the municipalities there
was a provision that was agreed to by the municipalities for the reimbursement of expenses associated with the
S.P.L.O.S.T. election and the $35,000 that was being allocated would not end up being the full cost to the County and
there would actually be a reimbursement of approximately 51% from the municipalities back to the County.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to approve the Elections Department’s request to transfer up to $35,000 from
contingency to the Elections Department’s budget to fund the cost of conducting the special county-wide election on
November 3, 2009 for a referendum for a Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax which also includes mailing out the
postcard notices as soon as possible to municipal voters regarding their polling location. Commissioner Frady seconded
the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

E. UPDATE FROM CONSULTING ENGINEER DAVID JAEGER OF MALLETT CONSULTING, INC. CONCERNING
AREQUEST FROM COWETA COUNTY IN REGARD TO INDIVIDUAL CERTIFICATES OF ELEVATION FOR
PROPERTIES THAT ABUT LAKE MCINTOSH WHICH LIE WITHIN COWETA COUNTY:

Consulting Engineer David Jaeger of Mallett Consulting, Inc. remarked that he was the Project Manager for the Lake
Mcintosh project. He said when the Lake was completed and full FEMA would revise the flood plain maps changing the
flood elevations around the lake and therefore changing the flood elevations that currently were on the properties
abutting the lake. He said as a result the Coweta County Board of Commissioners has asked Fayette County to provide
elevation certificates to these property owners. He said the intent of that would be that these property owners would be
susceptible to anincrease in theirinsurance premiums due to mandatory flood insurance required by a mortgage lender.
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He said there were approximately 60 parcels on the Coweta County side of the reservoir and approximately half of those
have structures on them. He said there was approximately the same number on the Fayette County side. He remarked
that the cost to provide these elevation certificates would be approximately $500 each provided that they could be done
in groups that would make it more efficient for a surveyor to do the work. He said each elevation certificate would require
a surveyor to enter the property, take some elevation readings of the lowest finished floor, make assessments of the
property and compare it to the new revised flood elevation.

County Attorney Scott Bennett said it was his recommendation to Mr. Jaeger that Fayette County provide Coweta County
copies of what Fayette had sent to FEMA and these documents could be made available to homeowners to determine
the potential floodplain area. He said so far as purchasing a certificate or paying for the homeowner to have a certificate,
he did not feel that this was within the County’s authority to do this. He said the County had already bought the right to
flood this land. He said the County owned this land and the property owners have been on notice well before any of this
occurred. He said any property damage or property issues that come with this potential flooding was compensated for
when the County purchased the land. He said he would find it hard to justify spending more money for this potential
flooding when the County had already bought the right to do it. He said the actual problem was with the County spending
the money and the obligation for the County to do this.

County Administrator Jack Krakeel remarked that there had been a hearing approximately six to eight months ago that
Water System Director Tony Parrott and David Jaeger attended. He said at that time homeowners were notified and
discussions took place. He said he would be glad to contact the Coweta County Administrator and make sure that they
understand the request.

Chairman Smith remarked that since Mr. Jaeger’s discussion had not been with a Coweta Commissioner or the Chair
of that Commission that this item be tabled until clarification could be obtained as to the intent of their request.

Commissioner Frady made a motion to table this item until further information could be obtained. Commissioner Horgan
seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

NEW BUSINESS:

F. CONSIDERATION OF WATER COMMITTEE’S RECOMMENDATION THAT THE CITY OF STOCKBRIDGE
BE ALLOWED TO DEVELOP A PLAN THAT MEETS CORPS OF ENGINEERS APPROVAL FOR USE OF
THE TWOWELLS AT THE REEVES CREEK MITIGATION SITE WHICH IS OWNED BY FAYETTE COUNTY:

Chairman Smith interjected that this item was removed from the agenda.

ADMINISTRATOR'’S REPORT:
No reports.

ATTORNEY’S REPORT:

REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT BETWEEN FAYETTE COUNTY AND THE PEACHTREE CITY AIRPORT
AUTHORITY: County Attorney Scott Bennett asked for the Board’s consideration to authorize the Chairman to execute
the Reimbursement Agreement in the amount of $30,000 between Fayette County and the Peachtree City Airport
Authority regarding the construction of an access drive to the Lake McIntosh Dam.

Commissioner Frady made a motion to authorize the Chairman to execute the reimbursement agreement between
Fayette County and the Peachtree City Airport Authority regarding the construction of an access drive to the Lake
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Mclntosh Dam. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0. A copy of the Reimbursement
Agreement, identified as “Attachment No. 8", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

STAFF REPORTS:
No reports.

BOARD REPORTS:
No reports.

EXECUTIVE SESSION: County Attorney Scott Bennett requested an Executive Session to discuss real estate
acquisition.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to adjourn to Executive Session to discuss real estate acquisition. Commissioner
Hearn seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

REAL ESTATE ACQUISITION: County Attorney Scott Bennett and Consulting Engineer David Jaeger updated the
Board on a matter of real estate acquisition.

Chairman Smith reconvened the meeting at this time and stated that a matter of real estate acquisition was discussed
in Executive Session.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to authorize the Chairman to execute an Executive Session Affidavit affirming that
real estate acquisition was discussed in Executive Session. Commissioner Hearn seconded the motion. The motion
carried 5-0. A copy of the Executive Session Affidavit, identified as “Attachment No. 9", follows these minutes and is
made an official part hereof.

ADJOURNMENT: Hearing no further business to come before the Board, Chairman Smith adjourned the
meeting at 8:25 p.m.

Karen Morley, Chief Deputy Clerk Jack R. Smith, Chairman

The foregoing minutes were duly approved at an official meeting of the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County,
Georgia, held on the 22 day of October, 2009.

Karen Morley, Chief Deputy Clerk






Board of Commissioners
October 7, 2009
3:30 P.M.

Notice: A complete audio recording of this meeting can be heard by accessing Fayette County’s
Website at www.fayettecountyga.gov. Click on “Board of Commissioners”, then “County Commission
Meetings”, and follow the instructions. The entire meeting or a single topic can be heard.

The Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, met in Official Session on Wednesday, October 7, 2009, at 3:30
p.m. in the Commissioners’ Conference Room in the Fayette County Administrative Complex, 140 Stonewall Avenue,
Fayetteville, Georgia.

Commissioners Present: Jack Smith, Chairman
Herb Frady, Vice Chairman
Robert Horgan
Eric Maxwell
Commissioner Absent: Lee Hearn
Staff Present: Jack Krakeel, County Administrator

Scott Bennett, County Attorney
Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant
Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk

Call to Order by Chairman.
Chairman Smith called the October 7, 2009 Board of Commissioners Workshop Meeting to order at 3:33 p.m.

Commissioners Lee Hearn and Eric Maxwell were absent from the Workshop Meeting when it was called to order since they
were attending educational classes in Atlanta, Georgia. Commissioner Maxwell arrived at the meeting at 4:43 p.m.

Acceptance of Agenda.

Commissioner Frady moved to accept the agenda as published. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion
followed and the motion passed 3-0 with Commissioners Hearn and Maxwell absent from the vote.
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NEW BUSINESS:

A

Approval of staff's recommendation for supplemental budget adjustments for the fiscal year ending June
30, 2009.

Assistant Finance Director Toni Jo Howard made a brief presentation and answered questions from the Board. She
explained that these final budget adjustments were required in order to finalize the closure of the Fiscal Year 2009
budget and to facilitate the upcoming work of the County’s auditors.

Commissioner Frady moved to approve staff's recommendation for supplemental budget adjustments for the close-
out of the Fiscal Year 2009 Budget which ended on June 30, 2009. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion.
Discussion followed and the motion passed 3-0 with Commissioners Hearn and Maxwell absent from the vote. A
copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 1", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

Approval of staff’'s recommendation to award construction services for Special Purpose Local Option Sales
Tax (SPLOST) intersection improvements at McBride and Antioch Roads (Project No. I-12) to Southeaster
Site Development for the amount of $301,052.85.

Public Works Director Phil Mallon explained the recommendation and answered the Board’s questions.

Commissioner Horgan moved to approve staff's recommendation to award construction services for Special
Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) intersection improvements at McBride and Antioch Roads (Project No.
-12) to Southeastern Site Development utilizing SPLOST funds in the amount of $301,052.85. Commissioner Frady
seconded the motion. No discussion followed and the motion passed 3-0 with Commissioners Hearn and Maxwell
absent from the vote. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 2", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof.

Approval of staff’'s recommendation to award construction services for Special Purpose Local Option Sales
Tax (SPLOST) intersection improvements at Kenwood and New Hope Roads (Project No. R-6) to B&J Paving
for the amount of $177,309.15.

Public Works Director Phil Mallon explained the recommendation and answered the Board’s questions.

Commissioner Horgan moved to approve staff's recommendation to award construction services for Special
Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) intersection improvements at Kenwood and New Hope Roads (Project
No. R-6) to B&J Paving utilizing SPLOST funds in the amount of $117,309.15. Commissioner Frady seconded the
motion. No discussion followed and the motion passed 3-0 with Commissioners Hearn and Maxwell absent from
the vote. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 3", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof.

Discussion of a proposed Driveway Easement Policy as presented by Public Works.

Public Works Director Phil Mallon presented a draft of a proposed Driveway Easement Policy to the Board for
discussion and direction.

The Board discussed the proposed policy and directed Mr. Mallon to informally present the proposed policy to the
Planning Commission and to discuss the proposal with Planning and Zoning staff and County Attorney Scott
Bennett. A copy of the request and the updated proposed Driveway Easement Policy, identified as “Attachment 4",
follow these minutes and are made an official part hereof.
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ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

Update on Lake Mcintosh Dam: County Administrator Jack Krakeel remarked that Consulting Engineer David Jaeger of
Mallet Consulting had indicated to him that the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) was currently aprpoving the plans
for the Lake McIntosh Dam project. He said approval of the plans should be confirmed to him by e-mail shortly, and if the
plans are approved then they should be provided to the County on the morning of October 12, 2009.

Update on G.D.O.T. Gateway Grants for Enhancement of Medians and Right-of-Ways: County Administrator Jack
Krakeel remarked that at the July 23, 2009 Board of Commissioners meeting staff presented the Board with a summary of
cost estimates and funding that was available for the installation of right-of-way landscaping on S.R. 85 near the Clayton
County line and S.R. 74 near the Fulton County line. He reminded the Board that it directed staff to try to find a way to “trim
the cost” and staff has followed that directive. The Board discussed the funding for these projects and took no action.

ATTORNEY’S REPORT

Contract for Proposal #P713 to Curb Specialist, Inc.: County Attorney Scott Bennett asked for the Board’s consideration
to authorize the Chairman to execute the contract for Proposal #P713 with Curb Specialist, Inc. in the amount of $183,182.75
for the installation of curbing, catch basins and other concrete works for the West Fayetteville Bypass Project. He noted Bid
#P713 was awarded by the Board during its August 13, 2009 meeting.

Commissioner Frady moved to authorize the Chairman to sign a contact for Proposal #P713 with Curb Specialists, Inc. For
the commencement and completion of curbing, catch basins, and other concrete work associated with the West Fayetteville
Bypass in the amount of $183,182.75. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion followed and the motion
passed 3-0 with Commissioners Hearn and Maxwell absent from the vote. A copy of the contract, identified as “Attachment
5", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

Draft Ordinance for Use of Alcoholic Beverages for Special Events held at the Fayette County Chamber of
Commerce, Fayette County Economic Development Authority, and Fayette Senior Services: County Attorney Scott
Bennett reminded the Board that Fayette Senior Services would be having an Oktober Fest event and they had requested
the possible use of alcohol at this event. He said a draft ordinance would be brought to the Board at the October 22, 2009
meeting. He explained the County would continue to ban the use of alcoholic beverages on all County property except those
properties leased by the either the Fayette County Chamber of Commerce, the Economic Development Authority, or the
Fayette Senior Services. He stated those organizations would be allowed to serve alcohol under special conditions, and
explained the restrictions placed on the use of alcohol at those locations as outlined in the draft ordinance. Mr. Bennett
informed the Board that he would e-mail the draft ordinance to the Board for their review and it would be placed on the
October 22, 2009 Agenda for approval. Commissioner Frady mentioned that although he would not be present at the October
22, 2009 Board of Commissioners meeting he would be in favor of the discussed changes to the ordinance.

Update on the Ethics Complaint: County Attorney Scott Bennett updated the Board on the Ethics Panel hearing which was
held on September 28, 2009 during which time the panel determined Commissioner Horgan’s actions constituted two counts
of ethics ordinance violations. He said to date the County has not received a written decision from the panel stating exactly
what the decision was and any reasoning or findings that the panel made with respect to its decision. He said once the order
was received a thirty (30) day period would commence during which Commissioner Horgan would have an opportunity to
appeal the decision to the Fayette County Superior Court. He said if no appeal was filed within 30 days after the County
received the order, the decision would become final and would no longer be appealable. He said at that point it would be
appropriate for the Board to move forward in making a decision on what should be done in dealing with the panel’s decision.
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STAFF REPORTS

Update on the Construction of Lake Mclntosh Dam and Reservoir: Water System Director Tony Parrott presented
information to the Board concerning general contractors who had been prequalified by Mallet Consulting, Inc. to bid on the
construction of the Lake Mclntosh Dam, in order to save time after bids had been submitted. Discussion followed during
which time Commissioner Maxwell entered the meeting.

Commissioner Frady moved to approve the list of the five qualified general contractors who had responded to an RFQ dated
May 12, 2009, as presented by Mr. Parrott, who would be eligible to bid when the County solicits bids in the near future for
the construction of the Lake Mclntosh Dam Project. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion followed
and the motion passed 3-0-1 with Commissioner Maxwell abstaining from the vote due to his late arrival during the
discussion. A copy of the list of the five qualified general contractors, identified as “Attachment 6", follows these minutes and
is made an official part hereof.

Update on the H1N1 Influenza Virus (Swine Flu): Director of Public Safety Allen McCullough updated the Board on the
H1N1 mitigation, preparedness, response, and recovery activities that the Fire and Emergency Services Department had
initiated or partnered with Public Health in anticipation of the H1N1 virus in Fayette County. A copy of a memo describing
activities taken with respect to the HIN1Influenza Virus, identified as “Attachment 7", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof.

Replacement of Medic Units for Emergency Services: Director of Public Safety Allen McCullough briefed the Board on
the possible replacement of three medic units, or ambulances, for Emergency Services and stated that this request would
come before the Board at its October 22, 2009 meeting for consideration. A copy of the a memo regarding the replacement
of medical units, identified as “Attachment 8", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

Report on Requests from the City of Peachtree City concerning Reaffirmation of Annexation for 800 Acres,
Deannexation of 1.17 Acres, and Annexation of 18 Acres : Director of Zoning Dennis Dutton reported that the County
has once again received a request for reaffirmation of annexation for two properties in Peachtree City that total over 800
acres. He stated staff's recommendation is that the County does not need to take any action based on the last time the same
request was submitted by Peachtree City and discussed by the Board of Commissioners as reflected in the February 4, 2009
Minutes. He further concluded no action was required from the Board since the annexation and rezoning had already
occurred as of May 3, 2007.

Mr. Dutton informed the Board a second request was submitted by Peachtree City which would need to be addressed at the
October 22, 2009 Board of Commissioners meeting, and he explained the request was for deannexation of 1.17 acres, or
a ten-foot strip, which extends from Peachtree City to the Coweta County line. He said the request was apparently prompted
as a response from Peachtree City due to litigation from Peachtree City citizens. Discussion followed regarding the
deannexation request during which Commissioner Maxwell asked for a copy of the request from Peachtree City. Chairman
Smith asked Mr. Dutton to send the requests, maps, and other relevant information to the Board prior to the October 22, 2009
Board of Commissioners meeting.

In conclusion, Mr. Dutton reported the county had received notification from Peachtree City that Southern Pines Plantation
has applied for the annexation of an 18 acre tract located on S.R. 74 near Redwine and Rockaway Roads. He anticipated
staff's reports regarding the annexation request would be provided to the Board by Friday, October 9, 2009 along with
comments from other departments. Discussion followed. The Board directed the request to be placed on the October 22,
2009 Agenda. The Board took no action on any of the requests which were presented.
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BOARD REPORTS

There were no Board Reports.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

There was no Executive Session.

ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Frady informed the Board he would not be present for the October 22, 2009 Board of Commissioners meeting.

No further business came before the Board, and Chairman Smith adjourned the October 7, 2009 Board of Commissioners
Workshop Meeting at 5: 24 p.m. with no objection from the Board.

Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk Jack R. Smith, Chairman

The foregoing minutes were duly approved at an official meeting of the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia,
held on the 22nd day of October, 2009.

Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk






COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina/Dennis Dutton
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Old Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a request from Peachtree City concerning an annexation application from Southern Pines Plantation Commercial Group,
LLC for an 18 acre tract located in Land Lot 18 of the 6th District shich fronts on SR 74 South near Rockaway Road.

Background/History/Details:

Peachtree City has been asked to annex this property to enable the installation of a city sewer line as a part of a regional pumping station
and to add property to Meade Field Sports Complex. Also, the applicant requests that the City rezone 3.86 acres for retail and/or office
use and the remaining 14.14 acres as open space, which will be donated to the City of Peachtree City for the future expansion of the
Meade Field Sports Complex. A Public Hearing before the Peachtree City Planning Commission will be held on October 12, 2009. The
Mayor and Council will vote on the rezoning and annexation on November 5, 2009.

Georgia Law requires that counties be notified when municipalities receive or initiate annexation requests and provides counties with an
opportunity to comment. Because the law specifies a rigid time frame for this process, the Board of Commissioners needs to determine
whether or not it has any opposition the the request or not at this meeting.

Staff notified the Board of Commissioners of this issue on October 7 at its Workshop and has evaluated the request. Information for the

Board's consideration has been provided. No public input to the County is required. Public hearings by the City of Peachtree City will be
held as indicated above.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

The Board needs to determine if they wish to object or not object to the annexation request.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  |Wednesday, October 7, 2009

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






MEMORANDUM

To: Jack Smith, Chairman Board of County Commissioners
Through: Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant to County Commissioners
| N
From: Dennis Dutton, Zoning Administrator 4/
Date: October 9, 2009
Re: Staff Comments on Annexation Notification — City of Peachtree City

Requested by Southern Pines Plantation Commercial Group, LLC
Located at SR 74 South
Portion of Property Tax ID#: 06-03-006 (18.00 acres)

The City of Peachtree City has received a request for annexation for the above-referenced property
located on SR 74 South. The purpose of the annexation is to enable the installation of a sanitary
sewer line as a part of a regional pumping station and to add property to Meade Field Sports
Complex. The subject property is currently vacant. The Public Hearing will be held on October 12,
2009, before the City of Peachtree City Planning Commission and on November 5, 2009, before the
City of Peachtree City Council.

The annexation notice from the City of Peachtree City also indicates intent to rezone a 3.86 acre tract
from A-R and C-C to General Commercial to develop Retail and/or Office Uses consisting of two
(2) 10,000 square feet office buildings and to rezone a 14.14 acre tract from A-R and C-C to Open
Space for the future expansion of the Meade Field Sports Complex. The Public Hearing will be held
on October 12, 2009, before the City of Peachtree City Planning Commission and on November 5,
2009, before the City of Peachtree City Council.





General Description:

The subject property is located on the south side of SR 74 South
not create an island. The subject property abuts the following:

. The proposed annexation would

Direction Acreage Zoning Use Comprehensive Plan

North 6.00 O-1 Medical Office Office

(across SR City of Peachtree City

74 South) 7.00 0O-1 Vacant Office
City of Peachtree City

South and 26.28 A-R Vacant Conservation Areas

Bast Unincorporated County

East 26,78 c-C Vacant Commercial and Conservation
Unincorporated County Areas

West 56.00 0OS Meade Field Sports Open Space
Complex
City of Peachtree City

Current County Land Use

The subject property is designated as Conservation Areas and Commercial on the Fayette County
Land Use Map and is within the General State Route Overlay District.

Proposed City Land Use

The City of Peachtree City proposes to designate this area as Commercial (3.86 acres) and Open
Space (14.14 acres) on the City of Peachtree City Future Land Use Map.

Departmental Comments

Planning and Zoning — No objections.

Fire/EMS — No comment.

Loss of Fire Impact Fees — No comment.

Water System — The water service will remain with the Fayette County Water System.

Public Works/Engineering — No Public Works comments. All curb cuts would be onto State
Routes or City streets (i.e. Rockaway Road).






Stormwater — Per FEMA FIRM panel 13113C0134E, the property does contain floodplain. The
property does not contain wetlands per the U.S. Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service
1994 National Wetland Inventory Map. Per USGS Fayetteville Quadrangle, there are water bodies
subject to watershed protection buffers and setbacks. The property is within the groundwater
recharge area, per the Georgia Department of Natural Resources” 1992 Ground-Water Pollution
Susceptibility Map of Georgia (Hydrologic Atlas 20).

Environmental Health — Sewer would be made available upon annexation of the property.

Loss of Environmental Health Fees — There would be a lose of revenue generated from permitting
fees for individual sewage disposal system construction permit applications to serve the two (2)
proposed office buildings. Current information would appear to indicate no potential loss of revenue
from the expansion of Meade Field Sports Complex.

Sheriff’s Office — No comments.

Technical Review Committee — The TRC have no major objections.

State Law

Georgia Code O.C.G.A4. § 36-36-113 (2008), Title 36. Local Government Provisions Applicable To
Municipal Corporations Only, Chapter 36. Annexation Of Territory, Article 7. Procedure For
Resolving Annexation Disputes which states;

Objection to annexation; grounds and procedures

(a) The county governing authority may by majority vote object to the annexation because of a
material increase in burden upon the county directly related to any one or more of the
following:

(N The proposed change in zoning or land use;
(2) Proposed increase in density; and
(3) Infrastructure demands related to the proposed change in zoning or land use.

(b) Delivery of services may not be a basis for a valid objection but may be used in support of a
valid objection if directly related to one or more of the subjects enumerated in paragraphs (1),
(2), and (3) of subsection (a) of this Code section.

(c) The objection provided for in subsection (a) of this Code section shall document the nature
of the objection specifically providing evidence of any financial impact forming the basis of
the objection and shall be delivered to the municipal governing authority by certified mail or
statutory overnight delivery to be received not later than the end of the thirtieth calendar day
following receipt of the notice provided for in Code Section 36-36-111.





(d) In order for an objection pursuant to this Code section to be valid, the proposed change in
zoning or land use must:

(1) Result in:

(A) A substantial change in the intensity of the allowable use of the property or a
change to a significantly different allowable use; or

(B) A use which significantly increases the net cost of infrastructure or
significantly diminishes the value or useful life of a capital outlay project, as
such term is defined in Code Section 48-8-110, which is furnished by the
county to the area to be annexed; and

(2) Differ substantially from the existing uses suggested for the property by the county’s
comprehensive land use or permitted for the property pursuant to the county's zoning
ordinance or its land use ordinances.

Conclusion — In conclusion, Staff has no objections to the annexation request.
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STAFF REPORTS

Report on Requests from the City of Peachtree City concerning Reaffirmation of Annexation for 800 Acres,
Deannexation of 1.17 Acres, and Annexation of 18 Acres : Director of Zoning Dennis Dutton reported that the County
has once again received a request for reaffirmation of annexation for two properties in Peachtree City that total over 800
acres. He stated staff's recommendation is that the County does not need to take any action based on the last time the same
request was submitted by Peachtree City and discussed by the Board of Commissioners as reflected in the February 4, 2009
Minutes. He further concluded no action was required from the Board since the annexation and rezoning had already
occurred as of May 3, 2007.

Mr. Dutton informed the Board a second request was submitted by Peachtree City which would need to be addressed at the
October 22, 2009 Board of Commissioners meeting, and he explained the request was for deannexation of 1.17 acres, or
aten-foot strip, which extends from Peachtree City to the Coweta County line. He said the request was apparently prompted
as a response from Peachtree City due to litigation from Peachtree City citizens. Discussion followed regarding the
deannexation request during which Commissioner Maxwell asked for a copy of the request from Peachtree City. Chairman
Smith asked Mr. Dutton to send the requests, maps, and other relevant information to the Board prior to the October 22, 2009
Board of Commissioners meeting.

In conclusion, Mr. Dutton reported the county had received notification from Peachtree City that Southern Pines Plantation
has applied for the annexation of an 18 acre tract located on S.R. 74 near Redwine and Rockaway Roads. He anticipated
staff’s reports regarding the annexation request would be provided to the Board by Friday, October 9, 2009 along with
comments from other departments. Discussion followed. The Board directed the request to be placed on the October 22,
2009 Agenda. The Board took no action on any of the requests which were presented.





		Planning & Zoning Annex18AcresPTCAgendaRequestFile.pdf

		Planning & Zoning Annex18AcresPTCBackup1

		Planning & Zoning Annex18AcresPTCBackup2








COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina/Dennis Dutton
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Old Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a Request for de-annexation from Brent West Village, LLC for a 1.17 acre tract currently located within the city limits of
Peachtree City. This property is located in Land Lots 166, 167, 182, 183, and 184 of the 7th District.

Background/History/Details:

The subject property is located at the extreme northern boundary of Wilksmoor Village. It was a part of the original annexation consisting
of 403.093 acres, which was annexed into the city limits of Peachtree City on May 3, 2007, and rezoned to LUR-14 Limited-Use
Residential by the City. The Public Hearing will be held on October 12, 2009, before the City of Peachtree City Planning Commission
and on November 5, 2009, before the City of Peachtree City Council. This site is generally off Senoia Road near the boundary between
Tyrone and Peachtree City.

On October 7, 2009, the County's Technical Review Committee reviewed the proposal and stated no objections.

On October 7, 2009, at the Board of Commissioners Workshop, Staff advised that the de-annexation request would be presented at the
October 22 meeting for the Board's consideration.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

The Board needs to determine if they wish to object or not object to the Request for de-annexation. State Law requires the adoption of a
Resolution by the governing authority of the County in which such property is located, consenting to such de-annexation.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  |Wednesday, October 7, 2009

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






MEMORANDUM

To: Jack Smith, Chairman Board of County Commissioners

Through: Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant to Counl&ommlsswners

From: Dennis Dutton, Zoning Admlmstrator( A

Date: October 9, 2009

Re: Staff Comments on Request to De-Annexation Notification — City of Peachtree City

Requested by Brent West Village, LLC
Land Lots 166, 167, 182, 183, and 184 of the 7th District

The City of Peachtree City has received a Request for De-annexation for the above-referenced
property. The subject property consists of a ten (10) foot wide strip located at the extreme northern
boundary of Wilksmoor Village, consisting of 403.093 acres, which was annexed into the city limits
of Peachtree City from unincorporated Fayette County on May 3, 2007. The property is currently
zoned LUR-14 Limited-Use Residential.

The applicant applies pursuant to State Law (O.C.G.A. 36-36-22) which states:

Authority is granted to the governing bodies of the several municipal corporations of this state to de-
annex an area or areas of the existing corporate limits thereof, in accordance with the procedures
provided in this article and in Article 1 of this chapter, upon the written and signed applications of all
of the owners of all of the land, except the owners of any public street, road, highway, or right-of-
way, proposed to be de-annexed, containing a complete description of the lands to be de-annexed
and the adoption of a Resolution by the governing authority of the county in which such property is
Jocated consenting to such de-annexation. Lands to be de-annexed at any one time shall be treated as
one body, regardless of the number of owners, and all parts shall be considered as adjoining the
limits of the municipal corporation when any one part of the entire body abuts such limits. When
such application is acted upon by the municipal authorities and the land is, by ordinance, de-annexed
from the municipal corporation, an identification of the property so de-annexed shall be filed with
the Department of Community Affairs and with the governing authority of the county in which the
property is located in accordance with Code Section 36-36-3. When so de- annexed, such lands shall
cease to constitute a part of the lands within the corporate limits of the municipal corporation as
completely and fully as if the limits had been marked and defined by local Act of the General
Assembly.





On October 7, 2009, the Technical Review Committee (TRC) held a meeting and reviewed the
proposed de-annexation request. The TRC had no major objections.

On October 7, 2009, the Planning & Zoning Staff presented the proposed request at the Board of
Commissioners” Workshop and explained that the de-annexation of the ten (10) foot strip would
assist the City of Peachtree City with pending litigation concerning the aforementioned annexation.
The Board of Commissioners expressed concerns about public safety in regards to accessing the
subject property and requested a map indicating the location of the ten (10) foot strip, adjacent
properties, streets, and public access.

The Public Hearing will be held on October 12, 2009, before the City of Peachtree City Planning
Commission and on November 5, 2009, before the City of Peachtree City Council.

The Request for De-Annexation will be heard by the Board of Commissioners on October 22, 2009.
Tn order for the City of Peachtree City to de-annex the subject property per State Law, the Board of
Commissioners must adopt a Resolution consenting to the de-annexation. Should the Board of
Commissioners consent to the de-annexation and the subject property be de-annexed, the property
will have no zoning district and be indicated as Unclassified. The Board of Commissioners will
need to determine whether to initiate rezoning the property back to its original zoning district (A-R)
or leave the property as Unclassified.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance regarding Article VII. Conditional Uses, Exceptions, and
Modifications, Section 7-6. Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone, A. SR 54 West Overlay Zone, 4. Architectural Standards, Gasoline
Canopy, and C. General State Route Overlay Zone, 4. Architectural Standards, Gasoline Canopy.

Background/History/Details:

On July 1, 2009, Attorney Jason Thompson on behalf of RaceTrac Petroleum, Inc., appeared before the Board of Commissioners
requesting consideration be given to amending the Section 7-6. Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone, Architectural Standards of the
Zoning Ordinance that regulates pitch of gasoline canopy roofs. In a letter dated June 17, 2009, Attorney Thompson stated that the
proposed gasoline canopy for the RaceTrac would "dwarf" the proposed convenience store, to be located at the intersection of SR 85
South and Ramah Road. The Board of Commissioners directed Staff to review the regulations, present their recommendation to the
Planning Commission, and report back to the Board of Commissioners at the Workshop scheduled for September 2, 2009. The Planning
Commission discussed the regulations at the Workshop held on July 16, 2009, and requested drawings be submitted indicating the
height of the convenience store and the gasoline canopy under the current ordinance and under the proposed amendments. The
Planning Commission held a Workshop on August, 6, 2009, and discussed the proposed amendments. On September 2, 2009, the
Board of Commissioners instructed Staff to advertise the proposed amendments for public hearings in October.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Consideration of proposed amendments to the Zoning Ordinance. The Board can reject or approve the proposed amendments or can
make changes in what is recommended.
The Planning Commission recommended APPROVAL.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not applicable.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  |Wednesday, September 2, 2009

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






07/01/09 —- BOC Workshop
07/16/09 — PC Workshop
08/06/09 — PC Workshop
09/02/09 — BOC Workshop

10/01/09 — PC Public Hearing
10/22/09 — BOC Public Hearing

7-6.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE
FAYETTE COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE

Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone

A.

S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone.

4,

Architectural Standards.

A pitched peaked (gable or hip) roof with a minimum pitch
of four and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot, including
gasoline canopies and accessory structures and shall be of a
type and construction complimentary to the facade. A
pitched mansard roof facade with a minimum pitch of four
and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot and a minimum
height of eight (8) feet around the entire perimeter of the
structure can be used if the structure is two (2) stories or
more or the use of a pitched peaked roof would cause the
structure to mnot meet the applicable height limit
requirements. The mansard roof facade must be of a
residential character with the appearance of shingles, slate
or terra cotta; (Amended 06/07/06)

Gasoline Canopy. Gasoline canopies shall also comply
with the following requirements:

(1)  Gasoline canopies, _in_conjunction _with _a
convenience store, may reduce the pitch to a
minimum _of 3” to 12” to permit the height of the
peak of the roof to be equal to or no more than five
(5) feet above the peak of the roof of the
convenience store.

2) The vertical clearance under the gasoline canopy
shall not exceed a maximum of 18 feet in height.

3) The support _columns for the gasoline canopies
shall match the facade of the convenience store.






“) The gasoline canopy roof shall match the
architectural character, materials, and color of the
convenience store.

C. General State Route Overlay Zone.

4, Architectural Standards.

a. A pitched peaked (gable or hip) roof with a minimum pitch
of four and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot including
gasoline canopies and accessory structures and shall be of a
type and construction complimentary to the facade. A
pitched mansard roof facade with a minimum pitch of four
and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot and a minimum
height of eight (8) feet around the entire perimeter of the
structure can be used if the structure is two (2) stories or
more or the use of a pitched peaked roof would cause the
structure to not meet the applicable height limit
requirements, The mansard roof facade must be of a
residential character with the appearance of shingles, slate
or terra cotta. (Amended 06/07/06)

Gasoline Canopy. Gasoline canopies shall also comply
with the following requirements:

a Gasoline  canoples, in conjunction with a
convenience store, may reduce the pitch to a
minimum of 3” to 12” to permit the height of the
peak of the roof to be equal to or no more than five
(5) feet above the peak of the roof of the
convenience store.

2) The vertical clearance under the gasoline canopy
shall not exceed a maximum of 18 feet in height.

3) The support columns for the gasoline canopies
shall match the facade of the convenience store.

“) The gasoline canopy roof shall match the
architectural character, materials, and color of the
convenience store.
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5. Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance
regarding: Article VII. Conditional Uses, Exceptions, and Modifications, Section 7-6.
Transportation Corridor Overlay, A. SR 54 West Overlay Zone, 4. Architectural
Standards, Gasoline Canopy, and C. General State Route Overlay Zone, 4.
Architectural Standards, Gasoline Canopy.

Dennis Dutton advised that the proposed amendments had been discussed at previous Workshops.
He pointed out that the proposed amendments addressed the SR 54 West Overlay and the General
State Route Overlay. He presented the proposed amendments as follows:

07/01/09 — BOC Workshop
07/16/09 — PC Workshop
08/06/09 — PC Workshop
09/02/09 — BOC Workshop
10/01/09 — PC Public Hearing

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE
FAYETTE COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE

7-6.  Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone

A. S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone.

4. Architectural Standards.

a. A pitched peaked (gable or hip) roof with a minimum pitch of four
and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot, including gasoline canopies
and accessory structures and shall be of a type and construction
complimentary to the facade. A pitched mansard roof facade with a
minimum pitch of four and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot and a
minimum height of eight (8) feet around the entire perimeter of the
structure can be used if the structure is two (2) stories or more or the
use of a pitched peaked roof would cause the structure to not meet the
applicable height limit requirements. The mansard roof facade must
be of a residential character with the appearance of shingles, slate or
terra cotta; (Amended 06/07/06)
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Gasoline Canopy. Gasoline canopies shall also comply with the
following requirements:

(1)  Gasoline canopies, in conjunction with a convenience store,
may reduce the pitch to a minimum of 3” to 12” to permit
the height of the peak of the roof to be equal to or no more
than five (5) feet above the peak of the roof of the
convenience store.

2) The vertical clearance under the gasoline canopy shall not
exceed a maximum of 18 feet in height.

3) The support columns for the gasoline canopies shall match
the facade of the convenience store.

“) The gasoline canopy roof shall match the architectural
character, materials, and color of the convenience store.

C. General State Route Overlay Zone.

4.

Architectural Standards.

A pitched peaked (gable or hip) roof with a minimum pitch of four
and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot including gasoline canopies
and accessory structures and shall be of a type and construction
complimentary to the facade. A pitched mansard roof facade with a
minimum pitch of four and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot and a
minimum height of eight (8) feet around the entire perimeter of the
structure can be used if the structure is two (2) stories or more or the
use of a pitched peaked roof would cause the structure to not meet the
applicable height limit requirements, The mansard roof facade must
be of a residential character with the appearance of shingles, slate or
terra cotta. (Amended 06/07/06)
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Gasoline Canopy. Gasoline canopies shall also comply with the
following requirements:

) Gasoline canopies, in conjunction with a convenience store,
may reduce the pitch to a minimum of 3” to 12” to permit
the height of the peak of the roof to be equal to or no more
than five (5) feet above the peak of the roof of the
convenience store.

2) The vertical clearance under the gasoline canopy shall not
exceed a maximum of 18 feet in height.

3) The support columns for the gasoline canopies shall match
the facade of the convenience store.

“) The gasoline canopy roof shall match the architectural
character, materials, and color of the convenience store.

Chairman Powell asked if there were any public comments.

Attorney Rick Lindsey, representing RaceTrac, stated the proposed amendments will resolve
problems having a gasoline canopy which would have dwarfed the convenience store. He said the
proposed amendments will provide for an aesthetically pleasing addition to the county. He pointed
out the proposed amendments allows for some flexibility. He added that he was in support of the
proposed amendments.

Hearing no further comments, Chairman Powell closed the floor from public comments.
Tim Thoms asked Staff to clarify the maximum height requirement for a gasoline canopy.

Mr. Dutton replied the maximum building height requirement is 35 feet. He added that the proposed
amendments would not override the maximum building height requirement of 35 feet.

Tim Thoms made a motion to approve the proposed amendments as submitted. Bill Beckwith
seconded the motion. The motion unanimously passed 3-0. Jim Graw and Al Gilbert were absent.





Board of Commissioners

September 2, 2009
3:30 P.M.

OLD BUSINESS:

A. DISCUSSION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE FAYETTE COUNTY ZONING
ORDINANCE REGARDING ARTICLE VIl. CONDITIONAL USES, EXCEPTIONS, AND
MODIFICATIONS, SECTION 7-6. TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR OVERLAY ZONE,
A. SR 54 WEST OVERLAY ZONE, 4. ARCHITECTURAL STANDARDS, GASOLINE
CANOPY, AND C. GENERAL STATE ROUTE OVERLAY ZONE, 4. ARCHITECTURAL
STANDARDS, GASOLINE CANOPY:

Director of Community Development Pete Frisina discussed this item with the Board and
remarked that this related to an aesthetic issue regarding gasoline canopies . A copy of the
presentation, identified as “Attachment No. 2", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof. After a brief discussion, he asked for the Board’s consideration to advertise the
proposed amendments to be heard by the Planning Commission on October 1, 2009 and by
the Board of Commissioners on October 22, 2009. There was a consensus by the Board that
this item move forward and the process could begin.
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2. Consideration of Petition No. A-572-09, RaceTrac Petroleum, Inc., Owner, and
Richard P. Lindsey and Jason B. Thompson, Agents, request two (2) Variances from
the General State Route Overlay Zone requirements: 1) to eliminate the requirement
for mullions on the windows; and 2) to construct a mansard roof instead of a pitched
peak roof for the development of a RaceTrac Fuel Center. This property consists of
2.269 acres, is located in Land Lot 70 of the Sth District, fronts on SR 85 South and
Ramah Road, and is zoned C-H.

Attorney Rick Lindsey stated that he was representing RaceTrac who was requesting two (2)
variances; however, they are trying to go where the County wants them to go by making the gasoline
canopy residential in character. He said one (1) request was due to safety, both for watching for
possible drive-offs, for the workers and patrons inside the store, He remarked RaceTrac wanted to
provide clear vision from inside and outside the store. He asked to modify the request for
elimination of the mullions and requested to decrease the number of grids for the various windows.
He reiterated the main concern was a clear view from inside and outside the store, especially for law
enforcement. He commented that he had reviewed the Minutes from a previous request regarding
the elimination of the mullions. He pointed out that there were not a minimum number of grids
required by the Ordinance. He read Section 7-6.,4.,c. regarding the appearance of smaller individual
panes. He said that there is no requirement in the Ordinance regarding the size or number of the
grids. Heread 7-7,A.,5.,a,,1. regarding the division of the windows into more than two (2) smaller
panes. He added that his client wanted to minimize the number of grids but maintain a residential
appearance. He noted that the store was going to have a fagade of brick and stucco with architectural
features such as shutters. He said his client was proposing to have grids closer to the top of the
window to allow a clearer view and referenced the windows in the Public Meeting Room. He
commented his client preferred two (2) grids. He stated that the request was called a variance;
however, it is more a definition and feel from the ZBA to decrease the number of grids.

Chairman Blanks advised Attorney Lindsey that the number of grids is not an item which the Zoning
Board of Appeals (ZBA) would address; however, the Zoning Administrator would address the

number required. He stated the ZBA would be considering whether to allow the elimination of
mullions or not.

Attorney Lindsey presented a drawing showing the grids which give the appearance of a prison. He
advised that he would discuss the mullions with the County staff. He requested to withdraw the

variance request regarding the elimination of the mullions. He asked Dennis Dutton if this was
acceptable.

Mr. Dutton replied, “Yes sir”,
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Chairman Blanks asked if the variance request regarding the mullions could be withdrawn.

Mr. Dutton replied, “Yes sir”.

Attorney Lindsey referenced the second variance request regarding the required pitched peak roof
for the gasoline canopy. He said the only reason for this request was because the size and height of
the canopy would eat the site. He commented a mansard roof was preferred. He noted that the
canopy ceiling would be 18 to 19 feet in height to accommodate trucks. He added that the pitched
peak roof would be an addition of 14.5 feet which would be close to the maximum height allowed of
35 feet. He said the roof top should be approximately 31 or 32.5 feet. He pointed out that a mansard
roof is allowed for a two-story or more building. He remarked that the canopy, in effect, would be
about two-stories high since the ceiling height would be 18 to 19 feet. He confirmed that the
Ordinance did contain a definition of ““story”. He reiterated thal he was requesting the ZBA to make
a determination that the canopy is a two-story structure and allow a mansard roof. He also reiterated
that his client was trying to achieve the same goal as the County. He further reiterated that his client
did not want an overwhelming roof of 32 to 33 feet in height while the store was only going to be 24
to 24.5 feet in height, depending on the grade of the site. He said that everyone driving down the
highway would see this overwhelming roof. He reiterated his request for the canopy to be
considered a two-story building and allow construction of a mansard roof which would lower the
roof by approximately six (6) to seven (7) feet. He presented a drawing of a RaceTrac building to
show the exterior facade; however, it did not comply with the overlay requirements. He said he
would be happy to answer any questions.

Chairman Blanks asked if there was anyone to speak in favor of the petition.

Mike Mudd said he had a lease for the adjacent property from a company to come in immediately
behind RaceTrac and develop an Express Oil Change which had been approved by the County. He
stated that he owned a total of five (5) acres and hoped to develop the remaining two (2) acres when
the market improves. He expressed concern about the overall streetscape by having a structure
which is almost three (3) stories in height, 33 or 34 feet from the ground, which will dominate the
entire intersection and take away from the overall appeal of what else is planned.

Chairman Blanks asked if there was anyone to speak in opposition of the petition. Hearing none and
with no rebuttal required, he closed the floor from public comments.

Bill Beckwith remarked that he had driven by numerous gas stations and almost 100% of all the
stations have signs in the window and safety doesn’t seem to be an issue. He asked if RaceTrac had
any policies regarding the obstruction ot the view.
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Attorney Lindsey replied that usually the entire front of the store is glass. He said that the signs and
the stacking up of display items, while in front of the windows, are not usually placed in front of the
sight line of the cashier looking outside. He stated that the store can control where the signs go, but
there still needs to be a view into where the cashiers are located.

Mr. Beckwith remarked that law enforcement would want to see inside the entire store and it seems
that a company would not allow the signage and display.

Chairman Blanks clarified that the responsibility of the ZBA was to rule either in favor or in
opposition of the variance requests based on the Ordinance as written. He said that any unclear
requirements should be worked out with the Zoning Administrator.

Mr. Beckwith asked if the ZBA needed to vote on the acceptance of the withdrawal request regarding
the mullions.

Robyn Wilson advised the ZBA that they could vote on the withdrawal request.

Bill Beckwith made a motion to accept the withdrawal request regarding the mullions. Chairman
Blanks seconded the motion.

Mr. Beckwith asked if it was an administrative duty of the Zoning Administrator to determine the
requirernents for the mullions.

Mr. Dutton replied that while the Ordinance does not address the number or size of the mullions, the
Ordinance does address the residential appearance. He said that the number of grids would be
discussed when the elevations are submitted for his review. He remarked that he should be able to

discuss the plans and come to an agreement.

Vic Bolton asked if a motion is needed before discussion.

Mrs. Wilson advised that a motion and second could be made to allow further discussion; however,
when the vote is called, a member may vote either in favor or in opposition.

Mr. Dutton replied that requiring a motion and second prior to discussion was a requirement of the
previous counsel.

Chairman Blanks called for the vote on the current motion. The motion to accept the withdrawal
regarding the mullions was unanimously approved 5-0.
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Mr. Bolton asked is there were roof pitch requirements for the store and the gasoline canopy.
Mr. Dutton replied that the roof pitch is included for the gasoline canopy also.

Scott Gilbert asked if there were any drawings of the actual building to be constructed.

Attorney Lindsey presented a drawing indicating the elevations.

Brian Haren asked what would be the height of the gasoline canopy and store with compliance to the
overlay.

Attorney Lindsey replied 25.4 feet for the store and 31 to 32.5 feet for the gasoline canopy.
Mr. Haren asked if the grade for each structure would be equal.

Attomney Lindsey replied that the site is fairly level. He presented a drawing indicating the height of

the store and the canopy. He stated his client would like to reduce the canopy height by six (6) to
seven (7) feet.

Mr. Bolton asked if there were any guidelines for the height of a gasoline canopy.

Attormey Lindsey replied that 18 to 19 feet is fairly standard in the industry to accommodate trucks to
keep larger vehicles from tearing down the canopy.

Mr. Gilbert asked Attorney Lindsey to place the proposed and required drawing side by side for the
ZBA to study.

Chairman Blanks questioned the comments that RaceTrac has constructed buildings similar to the
requirements of Fayette County.

Attorney Lindsey replied that RaceTrac has constructed a store with a pitched roof but it just doesn’t
look as good. He presented pictures where a canopy is higher than the store and dominates the site,
He said there could be balance in the site by using the right type of mansard roof with the same
degree of pitch but not go all the way to the peak.

Mr. Bolton asked if there were other locations in the County with a pitched peak roof for a gasoline
canopy.

Mr. Dutton replied there was a pitched peak roof for the gasoline canopy at SR 54 West and Huiet
Road and Corinth Road and SR 54 East.
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Chairman Blanks asked about SR 85 North and SR 279.

Mr. Dutton replied that this location fell under the SR 85 North Overlay, which did not require a

pitched peak roof. He pointed out that there are three (3) overlays: SR 54 West, SR &5 North, and
the General State Overlay.

Mr. Haren asked if there were engineering or industry standards for clearance of a gasoline canopy.
He said a tanker truck would easily clear a structure lower than 18 to 19 feet.

Attorney Lindsey replied that he did not know; however, his client did not want to have someone run

into the gasoline canopy. He added that his client did not want to build the canopy any higher than
he had to because of the costs,

Mr. Haren stated that there appeared to be some room to play with because a tanker truck does not
fuel under the canopy. He reiterated that the ceiling could be dropped which would reduce the
overall height of the canopy. He added that there could be signage stating low clearance.

Chairman Blanks said he understood the canopy height may detract from the store; however, six (6)
to seven (7) feet is not that much of a distraction. He commented that the request was a convenience
especially since this type roof has been utilized before but is the not the type roof preferred by
RaceTrac, He added that other gasoline canopies have complied with the requirement.

Attorney Lindsey remarked that the gasoline canopy would probably not be a deal killer; however, all
of this is about aesthetics to make the store and canopy look as nice as possible, He confirmed that
RaceTrac had constructed a pitched peak roof when required in the past but it does not look as good
as the mansard roof. He said that if this request is denied that he highly recommended that the
County review the Ordinance requirements. He stated that companies do not spend money just
because they want to spend it. He noted that approval of the request would help everyone get to
where they wanted to get by having a beautiful structure.

Mr. Bolton advised that the ZBA is challenged to interpret the Ordinance as written. He suggested
that Attorney Lindsey address the Board of Commissioners (BOC) regarding the amendment of the

Ordinance. He pointed out that a precedent has already been established by other gasoline canopies
complying with the Ordinance.

Mr. Beckwith advised that he also serves on the Planning Commission (PC). He reported that many
months of discussion were involved in the development of the overlay zones. He stressed that they

were there for a purpose which is to try to create a specific character of the state routes. He said the
development should comply with the overlay requirements.
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Chairman Blanks concurred that aesthetically, the mansard roof looks better; however, it does not
comply with the Ordinance.

Mr. Bolton commented that the ZBA could not rule on what makes one (1) structure more attractive
or cost effective than others.

Mr. Haren said he was struggling to find a way to satisfy both sides.

Mr. Beckwith concurred with Chairman Blanks; however, the Ordinance is in place for a particular
reason and there is no strong reason to vary the Ordinance.

Attorney Lindsey stated that if his client feels strongly enough about the mansard roof, since the
structure is here pretty much permanently, he would like to talk to the ZBA about making a minor

change to the overlay requirements for the gasoline canopy. He asked if the ZBA would care if he
called them to discuss amending the Ordinance.

Mr. Beckwith replied that this would not be appropriate. He stressed that the ZBA was here to make
a decision based on the Ordinance. He said he did not want to hear any phone calls from anybody.
He noted that if the ZBA wanted to request an amendment that they could; however, it is not the
ZBA’s duty or responsibility to make any changes,

Attorney Lindsey commented that his client and the County were trying to get to the same place and
obviously the BOC would be the level to deal with.

Mr. Bolton confirmed that the BOC would be receiving a copy of the Minutes.
Chairman Blanks asked if there was an appeal process of the ZBA’s decision.
Mr. Dutton replied that the ZBA’s decision could not be appealed to the BOC.
Hearing no further comments, Chairman Blanks called for a motion.

Scott Gilbert made a motion to deny second variance request regarding the construction of a mansard

roof in place of a pitched peak roof. Vic Bolton seconded the motion. The motion for denial
unanimously passed 5-0.

Attomey Lindsey thanked the ZBA for their time. He told Mr. Beckwith that he did not mean to
offend anyone by requesting the BOC to make an amendment to the Ordinance.

Mr. Beckwith replied that he understood.
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NEW BUSINESS:
C. DISCUSSION OF REQUEST FROM ATTORNEY JASON THOMPSON THAT CONSIDERATION BE

GIVEN TO AMENDING THE COUNTY’S ZONING ORDINANCE RELATED TO THE REQUIREMENTS

FOR THE SIZE AND PITCH OF GASOLINE CANOPY ROOFS LOCATED IN THE COUNTY'S OVERLAY
ZONES:

Atforney Rick Lindsey, representing Race Trac Pelroleum, Inc. discussed this matter with the Board. He remarked
that it was Race Trac's intention to build a retail store and gasoline facility on S.R. 85 at the Ramah Road
intersection. He said the issue before the Board today was what would happen to the canopy on the facility. He said
he and Atlorney Jason Thompson had been working with the Zoning Board of Appeals staff regarding the
requirements for the size and pitch of the gasoline canopy roofs located in the County's Overlay Zones. He noted that
they had also spoken with the Zoning Board of Appeals and neither staff nor the Zoning Board could give any
flexibility in the ordinance for the size requirements of the canopy. He said lhe peak of the canopy roof was going fo
be approximately 35 feet in height and the store would be approximately 24 feet to 26 feet in heighl, He remarked
that the canopy would therefore dominate the site. He said Race Trac was looking at some flexibility in the possibly
amending the ordinance to allow them to build a mansard roof with the same pitch or an alternative to build a lower
pitch roof in order to make the facility attractive,

Director of Community Development Pete Frisina remarked that staff had reviewed this request and felt there needed
1o be some control over the clearance under these canopies. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment No. 4",
follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof. He noted that the existing canopies were already much

larger than the store building and cover a much greater area. He said this was something thal staff would need to
review further,

Chairman Smith asked how long this ordinance had been books. Mr. Frisina replied that the Overlay Zones were put
in during the mid 90's and they had been fairly similar with some changes to the architectural characteristics. He said
the only thing staff had done to the roof pitch was if the pitched roof did not meet the requirements of the zoning, then
staff could allow for the mansard roof or if it was two stories or more.

Commissioner Frady said a pitched roof would satisfy the residential feel of an area and Attorney Lindsey said staff
had done a lot of work to make this an attractive store front. Attorney Lindsey said they did not want the building to

be dominated by the canopy roof. He said Race Trac wanted this to be an attraclive sile and this was what they
were asking the County for.

Commissioner Maxwell asked Attorney Lindsey if he was asking the Board to vary from the ordinance or for County
staff to study the ordinance.

County Attorney Scott Bennett intetjected that the County would have to amend the ordinance and this would require
a public hearing.

Atlorney Lindsey said Race Trac would like for Counly staff to start the process of studying this issue for some
llexibility in the ordinance. He noted that the minimum height for a canopy was 18 feet.

Chairman Smith said he would have no objection for staff to study this portion of the ordinance but he would like to

go one step further and have staff study the entire ordinance to see if there might be other areas that need
amending.
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Commissioner Maxwell said he had no problem with that but he would like a date certain for this portion. He said a
review of the entire ordinance might fake six to eight months.

Mr. Frisina remarked that staff would present this to the Planning Commission in July and get their recommendation.
He noted that it usually takes two workshops which would take it to August unless they have an agreement on July
16", He commented in terms of the roof pitch, staff has had success with it but if the Board wanted to look at other
aspecls of that he would need to know exactly what the Board wanted staff to examine in terms of roof pitch. He said
there had been some discussion on fire safety and fire personnel would be included in discussions as to anything
they might require in terms of fighting a fire.

Chairman Smith remarked that the ordinance had an unintended consequence right now and he would like staff to
review the ordinance and not one that would take eight months but certainly he would trust staff's judgment to go
through it and determine if there was anything that needed to be reviewed.

Mr. Frisina said staff would certainly review the roof pitch requirement. He also noted that staff was currently going
through the Zoning Ordinance chapter by chapter, He said for staff lo specifically review the roof pitch, it would take

two workshops and he could probably bring a recommendation to the Board of Commissioners at the workshop in
September,

Commissioner Frady asked if staff had received any other comments from citizens on other issues in the ordinance.
Mr. Frisina replied that the roof pitch was on all of the overlays on the State highways except for the northern portion
of S.R. 85 where the rasidential character was being maintained.

Commissioner Maxwell said lhis item would require a public hearing by the Board of Commissioners which would put
this before the Board at a meeting in September. He said he was not trying to jusl accommodate Race Trac but felt
this ordinance needed to be adjusted now. He said he was not sure if (here needed to be three or four months worth
of study to address something that was already a problem,

Attorney Lindsey said this was the reason he was coming before the Board foday, He said Race Trac had built two
of these facilities and had received comments from local residents and city leaders saying that they did not like them.
He said they were built according to the County ordinance and this as the issue Race Trac was trying to avoid.

Mr. Frisina remarked that staff could begin reviewing the canopy issue right now and get their findings back to the
Board as soon as possible and then continue reviewing the remainder of the ordinance.

Chairman Smith felt staff would need to look at the canopy in relationship to the building roof. He said it could not be
just isolated to the canopy and both aspects would have to be reviewed.

Staff was directed o review the County’s Zoning Ordinance and bring a recommendation specifically regarding the
canopy requirements in the Overlay Zone to the Board of Commissioners at the September Workshop meeting.





STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF FAYETTE

ORDINANCE NO. 2009 - 04

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE FAYETTE COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE
(1980), AS AMENDED, SPECIFICALLY ARTICLE VII. CONDITIONAL USES.
EXCEPTIONS. AND MODIFICATIONS SO AS TO AMEND THE ARCHITECTURAL
STANDARDS OF SECTION 7-6. TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR OVERLAY ZONE,
SECTION A. SR 54 WEST OVERLAY ZONE AND SECTION C. GENERAL STATE ROUTE
OVERLAY ZONE TO ADD CERTAIN ARCHITECTURAL STANDARDS FOR A GASOLINE
CANOPY AS SET FORTH THEREIN; TO PROVIDE FOR SEVERABILITY; TO REPEAL
CONFLICTING LAWS, ORDINANCES, AND RESOLUTIONS; TO PROVIDE AN
EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF FAYETTE COUNTY AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED AS FOLLOWS:

Section I. The Fayette County Zoning Ordinance (1980), as amended, is hereby further
amended by adding provisions for a Gasoline Canopy.

Section II. The Fayette County Zoning Ordinance (1980), as amended, is hereby further
amended by adding provisions for a Gasoline Canopy, in its entirety, to Section 7-6.
Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone, Section A. SR 54 West Overlay Zone, 4. Architectural
Standards, to and enacting the following to read as follows:

7-6.  Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone

A, S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone.

4, Architectural Standards.

a. A pitched peaked (gable or hip) roof with a minimum pitch of four
and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot, including gasoline
canopies and accessory structures and shall be of a type and
construction complimentary to the facade. A pitched mansard roof
facade with a minimum pitch of four and one-half (4.5) inches in
one (1) foot and a minimum height of eight (8) feet around the
entire perimeter of the structure can be used if the structure is two
(2) stories or more or the use of a pitched peaked roof would cause
the structure to not meet the applicable height limit requirements.
The mansard roof facade must be of a residential character with the
appearance of shingles, slate or terra cotta; (Amended 06/07/06)






(asoline Canopy. Gasoline canopies shall also comply with the
following requirements:

(1)  Gasoline canopies, in conjunction with a convenience
store, may reduce the pitch to a minimum of 3” to 12 to
permit the height of the peak of the roof to be equal to or
no more than five (5) feet above the peak of the roof of the
convenience store.

(2)  The vertical clearance under the gasoline canopy shall not
exceed a maximum of 18 feet in height.

(3) The support columns for the gasoline canopies shall match
the fagade of the convenience store.

(4) The gasoline canopy roof shall match the architectural
character, materials, and color of the convenience store.

Section ITI. The Fayette County Zoning Ordinance (1980), as amended, is hereby further
amended by adding provisions for a Gasoline Canopy, in its entirety, to Section 7-6.
Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone, Section C. General State Route Overlay Zone, 4.
Architectural Standards, to and enacting the following to read as follows:

. General State Route QOverlay Zone.

4, Architectural Standards.

a. A pitched peaked (gable or hip) roof with a minimum pitch of four
and one-half (4.5) inches in one (1) foot including gasoline
canopies and accessory structures and shall be of a type and
construction complimentary to the facade. A pitched mansard roof
facade with a minimum pitch of four and one-half (4.5) inches in
one (1) foot and a minimum height of eight (8) feet around the
entire perimeter of the structure can be used if the structure is two
(2) stories or more or the use of a pitched peaked roof would cause
the structure to not meet the applicable height limit requirements.
The mansard roof facade must be of a residential character with the
appearance of shingles, slate or terra cotta. (Amended 06/07/06)

Gasoline Canopy. Gasoline canopies shall also comply with the
following requirements:

(1) Gasoline canopies, in conjunction with a convenience
store, may reduce the pitch to a minimum of 3” to 12” to
permit the height of the peak of the roof to be equal to or
no more than five (5) feet above the peak of the roof of the
convenience store.

(2) The vertical clearance under the gasoline canopy shall not
exceed a maximum of 18 feet in height.






(3)  The support columns for the gasoline canopies shall match
the facade of the convenience store.

(4) The gasoline canopy roof shall match the architectural
character, materials, and color of the convenience store.

Section IV. If any part of this Ordinance shall be declared unconstitutional by the
judgment of any court of competent jurisdiction, such unconstitutionality shall not affect the
remainder of this enactment, and such remainder of this enactment shall remain in full force and
effect.

Section V. All laws, ordinances, and resolutions, or parts thereof, which conflict with the
provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed.

Section VI. This Ordinance shall become effective upon its approval by the Board of
Commissioners.

SO ORDAINED, this 22™ day of October, 2009.

FAYETTE COUNTY BOARD
OF COMMISSIONERS
Jack R. Smith, Chairman
ATTEST:
Carol Chandler, Clerk
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning and Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina/ Dennis S. Dutton
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of Petition No. 1216-09 and Petition No. RP-046-09, John Alan Bell, Owner/Agent, request to rezone Lot 18 of Lakeview
Estates consisting of 1.03 acres from R-40 to O-I to develop Office Institutional Uses and request to Change the Use of Lot 18 from
single-family residential to office-institutional. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts on SR 54 West.

Background/History/Details:

In 2007, the owner of this property filed Petition 1201-07 to rezone Lot 18 of Lakeview Estates Subdivision consisting of 1.03 acres from
R-40 (Single-Family Residential) to O-1 (Office-Institutional) (1201-07) and a Revision to the Final Plat of Lakeview Estates S/D to
Change the Use of Lot 18 from Single-Family Residential to Office Uses (RP-039-06). Lot 18 is located on SR 54 West only. The Board
of Commissioners denied the requests. The applicant has once again filed for the same changes.

When the petitions were filed this year, they were first scheduled to be heard by both the Planning Commission and the Board of
Commissioners in August. Because the petitioner had scheduling conflicts, he asked the Planning Commission to hear his petition at a
later date, thus the Board of Commissioners, having no recommendation from the Planning Commission to consider, voted to hear these
petitions at their October 22 meeting. At their September and October Planning Commission meetings, there was not a full board present,
so the petitioner has asked the Planning Commission to table his petitions to their November 5 meeting. Because there is no County
Commission meeting on the 4th Thursday in November (Thanksgiving), the next appropriate meeting at which the Commissioners can
hear these petitions is December 10, assuming the Planning Commission will have heard them by then and has forwarded its
recommendations to the BOC. Additionally, the petitioner would be able to request his petitions be tabled until a full Board of
Commissioners is present. Commissioner Frady will not be present at the October 22 meeting.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Agree to hear Petitions 1216-09 and RP-046-09 on December 10, following the hearing by the Planning Commission on November 5.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  |Thursday, August 27, 2009

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:

Each time there has been a delay in hearing these petitions, the signs posted on the property have been updated. Neighboring property
owners have stayed up-to-date with the changes in hearing dates.






September 30, 2009

Fayette County Planning Commission
140 Stonewall Avenue West

Suite 202

Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re:  Petition No. 1216-09 and Petition No. RP-046-09
Dear Planning Commission:
[ respectfully request to table the above-referenced petitions until November 5, 2009, to be heard by the

Planning Commission due to the lack of a full board, and until December 10, 2009, to be heard by the Board
of Commissioners due to the lack of a full board.

Sincerely,
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS Presenter(s): Board of Commissioners
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Presentation/Recognition
Wording for the Agenda:

Background/History/Details:

Presentation of a Proclamation for November 1, 2009 as Retired Educators Day in Fayette County.

Members of the Fayette County Retired Educators will be present to receive the Proclamation.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Present proclamation.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?  |Yes If so, when?  |past years

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Not Applicable Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval

Staff Notes:

Yes






WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

T T

PROCLAMATION
Retired Educators Day in Fayette County

More than 82,000 educators who devoted their time, energies and talents to
Georgia’s education system, resulting in the academic, social, and cultural
betterment of millions of Georgians, are now retired; and

During their careers, retired educators touched and influenced the lives of
generations of young people and motivated and inspired them to use their
innate talents and abilities to the fullest and to become responsible and
contributing citizens; and

Retired educators possess valuable knowledge and use their lifetime
experiences and skills to enrich the educational process in a variety of
settings. They often continue to be a major source of influence in our
communities, actively working in civic, religious, and humanitarian endeavors,
or quietly working “behind the scenes” for the benefit of others; and

The Fayette County Retired Educators Association dedicates its efforts to
improving the welfare of retired teachers and others who have spent their
careers engaged in the lives of young people; and

Almost every American owes a debt of gratitude to teachers in their lives,
many having fond memories of perhaps one special teacher who made a life-
changing difference in their lives or who influenced their career or life choices.
Most likely these teachers dedicated most of their lives to their teaching
careers and many continue to help others even now in retirement;

NOW, THEREFORE, WE, THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF FAYETTE COUNTY, do
hereby proclaim November 1, 2009, as "Retired Educators Day in Fayette County”, and in
doing so honor the lives and careers of the educators in our community. We call upon our
citizens to likewise honor these who have had such influence and meaning in our lives and
the lives of past generations. We wish them a fulfilling, rewarding retirement.

So proclaimed this 22™ day of October, 2009, by the

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FAYETTE COUNTY, GEORGIA

Jack R. Smith, Chairman
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Sheriff's Department Presenter(s): Captain Michelle Walker, if needed
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of Sheriff's Department request to amend the Overtime Budget for the Fayette County Sheriff's Office Criminal Investigations
Division by $2,163.86 for reimbursement for employees assigned to work with various Federal Agencies.

Background/History/Details:
The Fayette County Sheriff's Office Criminal Investigations Division receives monies for reimbursement of overtime funds from various
federal programs for personnel assigned to work investigations in cooperation with these agencies.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Authorization from the Board of Commissioners to amend the Overtime Budget Account for the Fayette County Sheriff's Office Criminal
Investigations Divisiorjj | | ) by $2.163.86 which has been received from various federal programs for the 2009-2010
Fiscal Year. This would revise the Overtime Regular Budget Account to $114,663.86.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
No funding is required for this request.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?  |No If so, when?

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? No
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:











COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Sheriff's Department Presenter(s): Captain Michelle Walker, if needed
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of a request from Sheriff's Department to amend revenue and expenditure funds in the Technical Services Budget Account for
the Criminal Investigations Division by $5,000.00 to cover anticipated overages in the cost of providing subpoenaed information. The
funds would come from the CID Investigative Services Account.

Background/History/Details:

The Sheriff's Office Criminal Investigations Division is experiencing a substantial increase in costs paid out during the process of
gathering subpoenaed information from communications and financial companies in the course of performing a variety of types of
investigations. It is anticipated that requests for information will continue to increase, requiring more fees to be paid out during this fiscal
year, therefore staff is attempting to move funds into the appropriate account(s) before the charges are incurred.

The funds would come from CID's Investigative Services Account.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Authorization from the Board of Commissioners to amend the Technical Services Budget Account for the Criminal Investigations Division
by $5,000.00 which has been received/transferred from the Fayette County Sheriff's Office Criminal Investigation

Division Investigative Services Budget Accoun{jjj ). This would revise the estimated revenues and expenditures for the

Technical Services Budget Account to $8,558.00.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
No funding is required for this request.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? No— If so, when?

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No— Back-up Material Submitted? No
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:











COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Sheriff's Department Presenter(s): Captain Michelle Walker, if needed
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Background/History/Details:

Approval of a request from the Sheriff's Department for authorization to dispose of a vehicle seized through the County's participation in
the State asset forfeiture program and authorization for the Chairman to execute title paperwork allowing disposal of the vehicle.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

The Fayette County Sheriff's Tactical Narcotics Team seized a vehicle which was forfeited through civil proceedings as provided by the

state's asset forfeiture program. This vehicle was court ordered to be retained for use by the Fayette County Sheriff's Office but requires
the Chairman's signature on title paperwork so that it may be sold/traded at a later date. Any proceeds will be placed in the State Seizure
Fund for the enhancement of law enforcement efforts in Fayette County.

dispose of it.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Authorization from the Board of Commissioners for the Chairman to execute title paperwork for this seized vehicle and to authorized to

No funding is required for this request.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?  |No

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation?

No

If so, when?

Back-up Material Submitted?

Approved by Finance
Approved by Purchasing

Administrator's Approval

Staff Notes:

Yes

Not Applicable

Yes

STAFF USE ONLY

Reviewed by Legal

Approved by County Clerk

Yes

Yes
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Sheriff's Department Presenter(s): Major Bryan L. Woodie
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of request from the Sheriff's Department to allow Fayette County to be the recipient of a grant from the Wal-Mart Foundation
Community Grant Program in an amount up to $5,000 and to amend the FY 2010 Budget in Grant Revenue and Public Relations
Services Accounts to recognize the grant upon receipt.

Background/History/Details:

The Wal-Mart Foundation provides grant opportunities for local governmental bodies to provide services to the local community. The
Fayette County Sheriff's Office has applied for such a grant, not to exceed $5,000, which will be used to purchase Child Safety Seats for
motor vehicles. Full funding of this grant will allow the Sheriff's Office to provide motor vehicle Child Safety Seats to economically
disadvantaged Fayette County families.

The Sheriff's Office has several Federally Certified Child Safety Seat Technicians and has a long established relationship with the Fayette
County Safe Kids Coalition. This grant will allow that relationship to become more firmly cemented with a goal of reducing injuries to
children involved in motor vehicle crashes.

Administration of grant funds will be handled by the Finance Department. Authorization is needed by the grantor that will ensure the
proper "paper trail" for receipt and disposition of the funds. The budget amendment is also necessary to recognize the grant.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approve the Fayette County Sheriff's Office request to allow receipt of a Wal-Mart Foundation Local Community Grant in an amount not
to exceed $5,000 and amendment of the budget to recognize receipt and disposition of the funds.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
The budget amendment request is for an increase in both revenues and expenditures. Total funding will be provided by the grant.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?  |No If so, when?

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






October 6, 2009

Honorable Jack Smith, Chairman
Fayette County Board of Commissioners
Fayetteville, Georgia 30214

Dear Chairman Smith,

The Fayette County Sheriff's Office has a long established relationship with the Fayette
County Safe Kids Coalition. The primary purpose of the Fayette County Safe Kids Coalition
is the reduction of childhood injuries from various injury producing events. The Fayette
County Sheriff's Office has applied for a Wal-Mart Foundation Local Community Grant in
order to allow us to better maintain that fruitful relationship.

This grant, when awarded, will not exceed $5,000.00. Upon receipt of this grant, the
Fayette County Sheriff's Office will purchase as many as 100 Child Safety Seats. The
Sheriff's Office will provide these Child Safety Seats to economically disadvantaged Fayette
County families.

The Sheriff's Office has several Federally Certified Child Safety Seat Technicians who have
received intensive training on how to install, inspect, and educate end users on proper use
of Child Safety Seats. This training consists of 32 hours of classroom and hands-on
instruction and is generally considered very rigorous training by those who have obtained
this certification—Sheriff Hannah and | included. Our efforts will continue to be coordinated
with and thru the Fayette County safe Kids Coalition.

Thank you for considering this request and we look forward to continuing our community
based initiatives for the benefit of our Citizens. If you have any questions, | look forward to
making myself available to answer them.

Sincerely,

Major Bryan L. Woodie
Director
Field Operations Division

cc: Vice-Chairman Frady
Commissioner Horgan
Commissioner Maxwell
Commissioner Hearn
Sheriff Hannah
Mr. Krakeel

A Community Oriented Law Enforcement Agency

Fayette County Sheriff’s Office Figndal dohrisarLaw

Enforcement Center
155 Johnson Avenue

WAYNE HANNAH Fayetteville, Georgia 30214
SHERIEE cureer S
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Tax Assessors Presenter(s): Joel T. Benton
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 22, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of recommendations by the Tax Assessors' Office regarding requests for tax refunds.

Background/History/Details:

When a taxpayer feels that an error has occurred with respect to taxes paid to Fayette County on Real Estate and Personal Property tax
bills, they have the right to request a refund under O.C.G.A. 48-5-380. This request is given to the Tax Assessor's Office to be reviewed
in detail and the appropriate recommendation(s) are then forwarded to the Board of Commissioners for their final approval of said
requests. The Governing Authority (Board of Commissioners) is the only body empowered to issue tax refunds.

See attached chart describing requests and recommended actions.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Vote to accept or reject the recommendations of the Tax Assessor's Office regarding requests for Tax Refunds.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

The funding required will be for those refund requests where the overpayment of taxes (voluntarily or involuntarily) was a direct result of
property that had previously been erroneously assessed and taxes have already been collected from the taxpayer(s)

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past?  |Yes If so, when?  |Periodically

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? No Back-up Material Submitted? Yes
STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  [Not Applicable Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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