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Jack Smith, Chairman
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Lee Hean
Robert Horgan
Eric Maxwell

*

STAFF
Jack Krakeel, County Administrator
Scott Bennett, County Attorney
Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant
Karen Morley, Chief Deputy Clerk
Floyd Jones, Deputy Clerk

*

MEETING LOCATION
Public Meeting Room
Administrative Complex
140 Stonewall Avenue
Fayetteville, GA 30214

*

MEETING TIMES
2" and 4th™ Thursday each month at 7:00
p.m.

*

COMMISSION OFFICE
Administrative Complex
Suite 100
140 Stonewall Avenue
Fayetteville, GA 30214
Phone: 770.305.5200
Fax: 770.305.5210

*

WEB SITE
www.fayettecountyga.gov

*

E-MAIL
administration@fayettecountyga.gov

Board of Commissioners
June 25, 2009
7:00 P.M.
Call to Order, Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance.

Acceptance of Agenda.

PRESENTATION/RECOGNITION:

A Recognition of Mr. Derk Meuller and Mr. Mike Shaffan for their efforts in a
boating rescue on Lake Horton.

PUBLIC HEARING:

B. Public Hearing on the County’s proposed annual budget for the fiscal year
beginning July 1, 2009 and ending June 30, 2010.

C. Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Subdivision
Regulations Section 3 General; Section 4 Approval of Subdivisions; Section
5 The Subdivision Plat; Section 9 Acceptance and Guarantee of Completed
Improvements; and Section 10 Violations and Penalties. This item was
deferred from the May 28, 2009 Board of Commissioners Meeting.

D. Consideration of a Beer, Wine, and Distilled Spirits Pouring Permit for
Frank’s at The OId Mill, 1095 SR 54 West, Fayetteville, Georgia. Frank
Psomas, Owner/Applicant. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the
5" district, fronts on SR 54 West, and is zoned C-C Conditional. This
permit is for a New Location.

E. Consideration of a Packaged Beer and Wine License for SSN Highway 85,
Inc., d/b/a Chevron Food Mart, 1488 SR 92 North, Fayetteville, Georgia,
Shirin Nathani, Owner/Applicant. This property is located in Land Lot 256
of the 13" District, fronts on SR 92 North, and is zoned C-H. This is for a
Change of Ownership only.

F. Consideration of Petition Nos. 1215-09 and RP-045-05, Kenneth J. Lazarus
of Southern Crescent Neurological Clinic, PC, Owner and Randy Boyd,
Agent, request to rezone Land Lots 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Ledgewood
Subdivision consisting of 3.74 acres from R-40 to O-I to develop office-
institutional uses; and to revise the Final Plat of Ledgewood Subdivision to
change the use of said lots from Single-Family Residential to Office Uses
and to combine the four (4) lots into one (1) lot. This property is located in
Land Lot 127 of the 5" District and fronts on 54 West. STAFF
RECOMMENDED APPROVAL WITH THREE (3) CONDITIONS. THE
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDED APPROVAL 3-5 WITH
THREE (3) CONDITIONS.
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PUBLIC COMMENT:

CONSENT AGENDA:

1. Approval of request to reappoint Ken Schall to another three-year term on the McIntosh Trail Community
Service Board, commencing July 1, 2009 and expiring June 30, 2012.

2. Approval of staff's recommended changes to the Benefits section of the Policies and Procedures Manual to
concur with changes to the County’s defined contribution and deferred compensation plans, along with the
implementation of a defined benefit plan.

3. Approval of staff's request to replace Medic Unit 2 which was totaled in an accident in May.

4, Approval of request from the Sheriff's Department to dispose of a vehicle, by sale or trade, that was seized by
the Tactical Narcotics Team.

5. Approval of the request from the Sheriff's Department to amend the Overtime Budget for the Fayette County
Sheriff's Office Criminal Investigations Division by $2,305.84 for reimbursement for employees assigned to work
with various federal agencies.

6. Approval of staffs recommendation for the disposition of tax refund requests submitted by taxpayers in
accordance with O.C.G.A. 48-5-380.

7. Approval of staff's recommendation that the fee for fingerprinting applicants for Beer, Wine, Alcohol, and
Canvassers/Solicitors’ business licenses be increased to $50 per person due to an increase to the County by
the Georgia Crime Information Center for processing fingerprints.

8. Approval of staff's request to award Proposal #P707 to Mike Wright & Co., d/b/a Wright's Hydro Seeding, for
the purpose of having an annual county-wide contractor available for erosion control installation on public works
projects.

9. Approval of request to allow Mallett Consulting Inc. to proceed with engineering and design for the following
three SPLOST projects: FC-2, I-10, and B-3. The terms and conditions associated with this Notice-To-Proceed
are set in County’s Agreement for Professional Services dated August 1, 2005.

OLD BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:

G. David and Sandra Rosa have requested a hearing before the Board of Commissioners concerning a request
for tax refunds.

H. Mr. Vincent Williams has requested a hearing before the Board of Commissioners concerning a request for tax
refunds.

Consideration of a request that Mask Road be designated as an authorized street for motorized cart travel.
Based on an evaluation of applied criteria, staff recommends denial of this request.

J. Consideration of a request that McBride Road be designated as an authorized street for motorized cart travel.
Based on an evaluation of applied criteria, staff recommends denial of this request.
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K. Approval of staff's recommendation to award a bid in the amount of $2,048,595.70 to The Miller Group Inc. for
Asphalt Resurfacing with Full Depth Reclamation (FDR) of nine County roads, totaling 10.06 miles. The work
shall be funded with transportation Special Purpose Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) funds.

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
ATTORNEY’S REPORT
STAFF REPORT

BOARD REPORT
EXECUTIVE SESSION
ADJOURNMENT






COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Board of Commissioners Presenter(s): Carol Chandler
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of request to reappoint Ken Schall to another three-year term on the Mclntosh Trail Community Service Board, commencing
July 1, 2009, and expiring June 30, 2012.

Background/History/Details:

Counties in Georgia are divided into regions for the delivery of mental health services. Inside those regions, there are a number of local
community service boards that determine service providers and work more closely on the local level. Until now, these CSB's have
operated under the jurisdiction of the Georgia Department of Human Resources. New legislation has restructured the DHR. However,
the provision of services for mental heath, substance abuse, and developmental disabilities will remain under the same "umbrella” of a
newly formed state-level agency, although changes are still unfolding. According to officials at the McIntosh Trail CSB, the CSB Board
will remain in tact and will continue to function as it has in the past, at least at this time.

Fayette County has two seats on the CSB. Mr. Schall has represented Fayette County since 2004 and is willing to continue to do so.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Reappoint Mr. Terry Schall to the Mcintosh Trail Community Service Board for an additional three-year term commencing July 1, 2009
and expiring June 30, 2012.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable.

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 Not Applicable Reviewed by Legal Yes

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

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






Mclntosh Trail

Mental Health 4 Develapmental Disabilities ¢ Addictive Diseases Serving Counties: Butts, Fayette, Henry, Lamar, Pike, Spalding, Upson
Community Care for Individual Needs 1501-A Kalamazoo Drive
P 0. Box 1320

Administrative Office Griffin, GA 30224
phone 770-358-5252

March 13, 2009 fax 770-229-3223

Mr. Jack Smith, Chair

Fayette County Commissioners
140 Stonewall Avenue, Suite 100
Fayetteville, Georgia 30224

Dear Mr. Smith:

Mcintosh Trail Community Service Board has two Fayette County representatives participating
in the governance of our public behavioral health services for a seven county area.

Ken Schall's appointment will expire on June 30, 2009. Mr. Schall has stated that he is
available to serve another term (three year term), if reappointed by the Fayette County Board of
Commissioners.

Mr. Schall has served on the board since 2004. He is a valued member of this board, is an
active advocate for McIntosh Trail CSB consumers, and is dedicated to the citizens of Fayette
County. The board would benefit from the continuity he would provide by remaining Fayette
County's representative and would appreciate your making a recommendation to reappoint him.

Attached is a copy of the Official Appointment Form to be completed and forwarded to Gwen
Skinner, Director of the Division of MHDDAD. Also, please send copy of this form to us.

We would appreciate your attention to this matter as soon as possible. Please call Pam
McCollum, 770-358-8250, or me at 770-288-6971, if you have any questions.

Respgetfully, ﬁ ,
M/ (Lt

san Craig, Chair Rl O
Mclintosh Trail Communi ervice Board

7170. 35§ §A80
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Finance Department Presenter(s): Mary Holland/Jack Krakeel
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Public Hearing on the County's proposed annual budget for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2009 and ending June 30, 2010.

Background/History/Details:

State law requires two public hearings prior to the adoption of the County's annual budget. The first public hearing was held on Jule 11.
At the conclusion of the second hearing on June 25, the Board should adopt Resolution No. 2009-10, establishing the annual operating,
capital and CIP budgets for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2009, and ending June 30, 2010.

The total of the annual budget for FY 2010 is $ 78,791,315.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

The first required public hearing for the FY 2010 annual county budget was held on June 11. At the conclusion of the second required
hearing, the Board should adopt the Budget Resolution No. 20090-010.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  [Thursday, June 11, 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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






FAYETTE COUNTY, GEORGIA
BUDGET SUMMARY INFORMATION

FISCAL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2010
PROPOSED FUNDING AND APPROPRIATIONS @ 6/11/09

REVENUES AND OTHER SOURCES EXPENDITURES AND OTHER USES
TRANSFERS TRANSFERS TOTAL
FROM TOTAL TO EXPENDITURES
PROJECTED CASH FUNDING RECOMMENDED CASH AND
BUDGETED FUNDS REVENUES RESERVES SOURCES EXPENDITURES  RESERVES OTHER USES
Governmental Funds:

General Fund $ 46,316,937 $ 185,676 $ 46,502,613 $ 46,502,613 $ 46,502,613

Special Revenue Funds:
EMS 3,234,700 3,234,700 3,027,298 207,402 3,234,700
Fire Services 7,589,800 7,589,800 7,555,321 34,479 7,589,800
Street Lights 285,000 285,000 282,000 3,000 285,000
State Confiscated Property 20,000 39,700 59,700 59,700 59,700
Jail Construction 503,000 503,000 480,495 22,505 503,000
Juvenile Supervision 25,000 3,800 28,800 28,800 28,800
Victims Assistance 183,000 183,000 182,851 149 183,000
Drug Abuse and Treatment 55,000 19,002 74,002 74,002 74,002
Law Library 57,000 50,077 107,077 107,077 107,077
S.P.L.O.S.T. (Library) - 240,000 240,000 240,000 240,000
Emergency Phone E-911 2,539,194 87,192 2,626,386 2,626,386 2,626,386
Total Special Revenue Funds $ 14491694 $ 439,771  $ 14,931,465 $ 14663930 $ 267,535 $ 14,931,465

CIP Projects
General Fund 151,307 151,307 151,307 151,307
Fire Fund 3,275,000 3,275,000 3,275,000 3,275,000
Library-SPLOST 1,019,768 1,019,768 1,019,768 1,019,768
Total Capital/CIP Funds $ - $ 4,446,075 $ 4,446,075 $ 4,446,075 $ - $ 4,446,075
Total Governmental Funds $ 60,808,631 $ 5071522 $ 65,880,153 $ 65,612,618 $ 267535 $ 65,880,153
Enterprise Funds

Solid Waste (Landfill) 92,000 69,368 161,368 161,368 161,368
Water System 13,580,282 13,580,282 13,017,329 562,953 13,580,282
Total Enterprise Funds $ 13,672,282 $ 69,368 $ 13,741,650 $ 13,178,697 $ 562,953 $ 13,741,650

Internal Service Funds
Vehicle Replacement - - -

Total of All Budgeted Funds $ 74480913 $ 5140,890 $ 79,621,803 $ 78791315 $ 830,488 $ 79,621,803






STATE OF GEORGIA

COUNTY OF FAYETTE

RESOLUTION NO. 2009-10

BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2009 - 2010

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia is authorized by
Georgia law to establish and adopt a budget for the purpose of providing appropriations for the

proper and orderly operation of government in Fayette County, Georgia.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AND IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of
Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, that the Fayette County budget for the 2009-2010 fiscal
year be adopted for the purpose of providing appropriations in the following amounts for the proper

and orderly operation of government in Fayette County:

TOTAL GENERAL FUND $ 46,502,613
TOTAL SPECIAL REVENUE FUNDS 14,663,930
TOTAL CAPITAL/CIP PROJECTS FUNDS 4,446,075
TOTAL SOLID WASTE FUND 161,368
TOTAL WATER SYSTEM FUND 13,017,329

TOTAL ALL BUDGETED FUNDS $ 78,791,315

DULY ADOPTED by the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia this 25th day
of June, 2009.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF FAYETTE COUNTY

Jack R. Smith, Chairman

ATTEST:

Carol Chandler, County Clerk
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Division of Public Safety Presenter(s): M. Allen McCullough
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Presentation/Recognition
Wording for the Agenda:

Background/History/Details:

Recognition of Mr. Derk Meuller and Mr. Mike Shaffan for their efforts in a boating rescue on Lake Horton.

safety.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

On April 29, 2009, a fishing boat on the water at the Lake Horton began to take on water. The boat had three occupants, William Waters,
Jim Carp and Robert Cohran. The boat ultimately sank and 911 was called, the Department of Fire and Emergency Services and the
County Marshal's were dispatched to the scene. Prior to the arrival of the Fire Department and the Marshal's unit, Derk Mueller and
Mike Shaffan witnessed the event and came to the aid of the sinking boat, assisted in the rescue of occupants, and helped pull them to

The Division of Public Safety would like to take this opportunity to award Mr. Derk Mueller and Mr. Mike Shaffan a public safety award
and publicly recognize their heroic efforts during this incident.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Recognition of Mr. Derk Mueller and Mr. Mike Shaffan for their efforts in a boating rescue on Lake Horton.

Not Applicable.

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? No

Approved by Finance
Approved by Purchasing

Administrator's Approval

Staff Notes:

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Yes

STAFF USE ONLY

Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by County Clerk  |Yes







COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Fire and Emergency Services Presenter(s): Allen McCullough/Thomas Bartlett
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's request to replace Medic Unit 2 which was totaled in an accident in May.

Background/History/Details:
On May 2, 2009, Medic 2, which is stationed at Fire Station on Highway 92 North was transporting a patient to Atlanta Medical Center
when it was involved in an accident during a heavy downpour. No other vehicle was involved.

Based on information from the Marshal's Office, Traveler's Insurance, the County's carrier, assessed the damage and repair estimate at
$28,000. Since the pre-crash value of Medic 2 was $9,000, and since the insurance deductible is $25,000, it is recommended that Medic
2 be replaced, using the vehicle replacement schedule. This particular vehicle was originally scheduled to be replaced in the FY 09
budget, but due to a desire to delay major expenditures because of our uncertain economy, purchase of a new Medic 2 was delayed. The
cost of a new ambulance is $150,000 - $200,000. Bids will need to be solicited, so this item will come back to the Board for a bid award at
a future meeting.

The existing unit consists of a 20-year old "box" remounted onto a 10-year old chassis and meets the requirements for replacement
through the vehicle replacement program, although staff had hoped to get another year or two of service from this vehicle.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?
Approval of staff's request to replace Medic Unit 2 through the vehicle replacement schedule, to grant immediate authorization to proceed
with the bid process, and to authorize a claim to be filed with insurance.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
Funds in the amount of $200,000. are in the vehicle replacement program for the replacement of an ambulance.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






To: Fire Chief M. Allen McCullough
From: Deputy Fire Chief Thomas F. Bartlett
Date: May 27, 2009

Subject: Vehicle Accident Damage
Fleet Number 93109 (Medic 2), VIN Number 1GBGG6H1C3XJ108903

Medic 2 was transporting to Atlanta Medical Center on May 2, 2009 when
damage occurred from a vehicle crash. The vehicle sustained front-end damage,
damage to the hood, and extensive damage to the patient module.

Through communications with the Marshal's Department, Traveler's Insurance
was contacted to assess the damage. The following information was provided.

Value Pre Crash - $9,000

Repair Estimate - $28,000
Peach State Ambulance

Insurance Deductible - $25,000

Based on this information | recommend we request this unit be replaced through
the replacement schedule, that immediate authorization to proceed with the bid
process be granted, and a claim filed with insurance, or the unit be sold via
internet or auction.

Specifications for a replacement are ready to send to the Purchasing
Department. The specifications are written to request information on units that
are demonstrators or currently in production that meet our needs. At this time we
are without a reserve unit to provide coverage should any unit have extended
down time.

TFB:cf

Mailing Address: 140 Stonewall Avenue West, Fayetteville, GA 30214 « Main Phone; 770-460-5730 « Website: www.fayettecountyga.gov
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Human Resources Presenter(s): Connie Boehnke
Meeting Date: June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Background/History/Details:

Approval of staff's recommended changes to the Benefits section of the Policies and Procedures Manual to concur with changes to the
County's defined contribution and deferred compensation plans, along with the implementation of a defined benefit plan.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Section 400 of the County's Policies and Procedures Manual contains policies pertaining to Human Resources, also known as the
County's Personnel Policy. There are sections that pertain to retirement provisions. Because the County has recently implemented a
defined benefit retirement plan, changes to the existing policies need to be made to conform with the new retirement benefits.

These changes to the policy document simply concur with new retirement plan provisions and documents.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Approval of recommended changes to the Benefits section of the Policies and Procedures Manual.

Not Applicable.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






HR - CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT
Status of Employment
405.05
PURPOSE
To provide guidelines when establishing the employment status of an employee.

POLICY

There shall be a consistent and uniform process for the establishment of Fayette County employee status
based on the requirements of the position.

PROCEDURE

Regular Full-Time Employees

Those employees who are hired for an indefinite period of time without a stated limitation as to length of
service and who are employed to work [a minimum oﬁifio[ty (40) hours per week or its equivalency. An
employee in this status is eligible for County benefits.

Regular Part-Time Employees

Those part-time employees who are hired for an indefinite period of time, in excess of one (1) year,
without a stated limitation as to length of service (other than continuation of program, position need
and/or funding) and who are employed to work less than a regular full-time employee. Only those
employees in a regular part-time position which (1) the County designates as benefit eligible; and (2)
who work more than (30) hours per week may enroll in the County’s benefit program.

Temporary Part-Time Employees

Those employees who are hired for a stated length of service, season or project, and who are employed to
work forty (40) hours per week or its equivalency. An employee in this status is ineligible for County
benefits.

Temporary Part-Time Employees

Those part-time employees who are hired for less than one year with a stated length of service, season or
project, and who are employed to work fewer hours than a regular full-time employee in a comparable
position. This category also includes employees who are employed to work less than thirty (30) hours per
week. An employee in this status is ineligible for County benefits.

Exempt Full-Time Employees

Those employees who are hired for an indefinite period of time without a stated limitation as to length of
service and who are exempted from the minimum wage and overtime provisions of the Fair Labor
Standards Act (FLSA). An employee in this status is eligible for County benefits.

- [ Comment [A1]: Add “a minimum of” ]






HR - BENEFITS
Deferred Compensation
424.03

PURPOSE

It is the purpose of the Benefit Plan to help provide County employees with a current, competitive, and
comprehensive compensation package by supplementing the County pay plan and thereby broadening the
compensation base of County employees.

The plan shall be uniformly administered in accordance with the applicable provisions of these Rules and
Regulations which shall govern all mattes relative to the benefits to be received by covered County

employees.

All actions within the realm of the benefit plan are subject to availability of funds and shall be
appropriately modified and controlled in this regard by the County Commission.

Changes in some of the benefit plans may, as appropriate, be recommended by the Board, and such
changes shall become effective upon approval of the County Commission. Upon adoption and
effectuation, the benefit plan shall constitute the official benefit compensation for positions under the
System. Benefits are a privilege of employment and can be changed or revoked at any time.

As aresult of employment with Fayette County, an employee who meets the eligibility requirements shall
be eligible for all applicable benefits.

Benefits are personal to the employee and cannot be assigned to other employees.
POLICY

There shall be a consistent and uniform process for a County employee to participate in the Deferred
Compensation Plan.

PROCEDURE

Deferred Compensation (457)

Tl"he Board of Commissioners may adopt a retirement plan(s) for employees, appointed officials and
elected officials. The Board of Commissioners may adopt different plans for different classes of
employees. Once adopted by the Board of Commissioners, plan documents will be made available to
employees.‘

Eligibility

Benefits are available to all regular full-time and-regarparttime employees who are actively at work
and receive compensation for a minimum of-38 MOLhours per week unless protected by law.

_ _ - | Comment [A2]: Replace preceeding
paragraph with this language

|

- /[ Comment [A3]: Change to “40”






Enrollment

Regular full-time and-regularpart-time employees are eligible to enroll in Deferred Contribution Plans, }to

the extent made available by the Board of CommissionersL ‘provided-byFayette-County the first of the _ - | Comment [A4]: Insert “to the extent
haafwf month‘ following 3 months of employment. made available by the Board of

*********************************************************** Commissioners”
Effective " { comment [A5]: Change quarter to
- “month”
Benefits become effective the first of the guarter month following 3 months of employment. - /{ Comment [A6]: Change quarter to
“month”

Contributions
Contributions are the responsibility of the Employee.
Termination of coverage upon separation of employment.

Benefits terminate on the last day of employment unless otherwise noted.





HR - BENEFITS
Retirement Plans
424.05

PURPOSE

It is the purpose of the Retirement Plan to help provide County employees with a current, competitive and
comprehensive compensation package by supplementing the County pay plan and thereby broadening the
compensation base of County employees.

The plan shall be uniformly administered in accordance with the applicable provisions of these Rules and
Regulations which shall govern all matters relative to the benefits to be received by covered County
employees.

All actions within the realm of the benefit plan are subject to availability of funds and shall be
appropriately modified and controlled in this regard by the County Commission.

Changes in some of the benefit plans may, as appropriate, be recommended by the Board, and such
changes shall become effective upon approval of the County Commission. Upon adoption and
effectuation, the benefit plan shall constitute the official benefit compensation for positions under the
System. Benefits are a privilege of employment and can be changed or revoked at any time.

As a result of employment with Fayette County, an employee who meets the eligibility requirements shall
be eligible for all applicable benefits.

Benefits are personal to the employee and cannot be assigned to other employees.
POLICY

There shall be a consistent and uniform process for providing County employees with a defined
contribution retirement plan.

PROCEDURE

The Board of Commissioners may adopt a retirement plan(s) for employees, appointed officials and
elected officials. The Board of Commissioners may adopt different plans for different classes of
employees. Once adopted by the Board of Commissioners, plan documents will be made available to
employees.

Eligibility

Benefits are available to all regular full-time and regular part-time employees who are actively at work
and receive compensation for a minimum of 38 MOLhours per week unless protected by law.

- - [ Comment [A7]: Change to “40”






The Board of Commissioners may adopt a plan with mandatory )eﬂfel-lmeﬂ{ participation.l Insuch a case, - {Con-!n)eqt [A8]: Change enrollment to J
every employee who is eligible required to participate shall be enrolled in the plan. B BRI On)
"~ 7 Comment [A9]: Change cligible to
‘required”
Enrollment
Regular full-time and—+egular—parttime employees whq are eligible/required to enroll in the official - {Comment [A10]: Insert “who” ]

commencemend pursuant-to-the-terms-and-conditions-of the-plan-as-adopted. -

enroll immediately upon employment
commencement”

Comment [A11]: Insert “shall/may
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a Packaged Beer and Wine License for SSN Highway 85, Inc. d/b/a Chevron Food Mart, 1488 SR 92 North, Fayetteville,
Georgia, Shirin Nathani, Owner/Applicant. This property is located in Land Lot 256 of the 13th District, fronts on SR 92 North, and is
zoned C-H. This is for a Change of Ownership only.

Background/History/Details:

This application is for a Change of Ownership only. The fingerprints/background checks have been sent to the GCIC and the FBI and the
results have been reviewed and approved by the Marshal's Office. The application was reviewed and approved by the County Attorney.
The application and site are in compliance with the alcoholic requirements.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of a Packaged Beer and Wine License for a Change of Ownership only.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina/Robyn S. Wilson
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's recommendation that the fee for fingerprinting applicants for Beer, Wine, Alcohol, and Canvassers/Solicitors' business
licenses be increased to $50 per person due to an increase in the fee charged to the County by the Georgia Crime Information Center for
processing fingerprints.

Background/History/Details:

Fingerprint cards for Beer, Wine, and Alcohol and Canvassers/Solicitors applicants are now only being accepted by the Georgia Crime
Information Center (GCIC) electronically. Fingerprints are processed for the County by the Criminal Investigation Division of the Sheriff's
Office since the Marshal's Office does not have the proper equipment. The County currently charges $30. per person to be fingerprinted.
Of this $30.00, $19.25 is charged by GCIC for their processing fee and the County retains the difference to offset administrative costs.
The Criminal Investigation Division has informed the Department that the processing fee by GCIC will be increased to $40. effective July
1,2009. The fee is not included in the actual business license ordinance or fee schedule so an ordinance amendment would not be
necessary. Based on the fact that the County was basically retaining only $10.00 for administrative costs, staff is recommending that the
fingerprint fee be increased to $50.00 per person which will still allow the County to retain the $10 for administrative costs.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of staff's request that the fee for fingerprinting applicants as required for specified types of business licenses be increased from
$30. to $50. as a result of an increase to the County from the GCIC, the agency that processes fingerprints.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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GCIC OPERATIONS BULLETIN 2009-35

SUBJECT: GCIC User Fep Changes

CONTALT: Marsha O'Neal

Acting Program Director
CCH/Tdentification Services
Office: (404) 270-8399

Email: marshe.oneal@gbi.ga.gov

. Effective July 1, 2009 the Georgia Crime Information Center (GCIC), & division of the

Georgia Bureau 0% Investigation (QB1), {5 changing its fies for siale fingerprint-based
crlinal history record lnformation (CHRY) checks sybmitted for epployment, contracior cr
leensing purposes, These changes are a result of the significant rovenus shortfalls
expericneed by the State of Georgis, which necessilate that GCIC recover the costs incurred
in conducting Tingerprink-based CHRI searches.

The tiew state fec will be $20,75 and $40.00 for both & state and federal eheck.

prior 1o July 1, 2009, the stais fee of $15.00 was walved when there was an associalcd 1353
chack, per GCIC Opexadons Bulletin 2007-29.

The current and revised fees are in the tnhle below.

GCTC Revised Criminal History Record Check Fees

(Effective July 1, 2009)
[ Fingerprint-Bused Criminal History
_ < Reeord Cheeks
Current Servite Current Fee New Fee
_ | _Stote Cheek Only L 518 L 52075
State and ;
Federal Check $19.25 F0

Bxceptions to the above-listed fees:

mpl « GCIC will continue 10 waive the state fee for Fogerpiim-hased

CHRI checks for statc agency employment. The state fee Wil pot be waived for fingerprint-

based CHRI shecks for state contractors.

Crimipal Justice Employment: There are no changes 10 fingerprint-bascd CHRI checks for
criminal justice employment. There is no FBI or state user fee charged for thess
subrnissions.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a Beer, Wine, and Distilled Spirits Pouring Permit for Frank's at The Old Mill, 1095 SR 54 West, Fayetteville, Georgia.
Frank Psomas, Owner/Applicant. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th district, fronts on SR 54 West, and is zoned C-C
Conditional. This permit is for a New Location.

Background/History/Details:

The application is for a New Location. The fingerprints and background checks have been sent to the GCIC and the FBI and the results
have been reviewed and approved by the Marshal's Office. The application was reviewed and approved by the County Attorney. The
application and site are in compliance with the beer, wine, and distilled spirits requirements.

This is the site of the old Bennett's Mill which was converted into a restaurant about 20 years ago.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of a Beer, Wine, and Distilled Spirits Pouring Permit for a New Location.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: [New Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a request that Mask Road be designated as an authorized street for motorized cart travel. Based on an evaluation of
applied criteria, staff recommends denial of this request.

Background/History/Details:

Approval by the Board of Commissioners is required to designate roadways for motorized cart travel, in accordance with Ordinance
95-10. A request has been made that Mask Road be designated for use by motorized carts. The request has been evaluated by a
process that includes review by Planning & Zoning, Public Works, and the Sheriff's Department. Mask Road is classified as a County
local street/road on the Fayette County Thoroughfare Plan; however, after applying established traffic/safety formulas, Mask Road is not
being recommended for approval based on the following: Mask Road is only .40 miles long and does not connect with any other
approved street and approval of this request could encourage someone traveling via a motorized cart on Mask Road to enter onto
McBride Road or Harp Road, both of which are not approved for motorized cart travel.

This item was removed from the May 28 Agenda to give the requestor an opportunity to present the request to the Board.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?
Vote to approve or deny the request that Mask Road be designated an authorized street for motorized cart travel.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
Not Applicable.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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To: Fayette County Board of Commissioners
From: Pete Frisina, Planning and Zoning

Phil Mallon, Public Works
Brian Eubanks, Sheriff’s Office

Date: May 7, 2009
Subject: Authorization of Mask Road for Motorized Carts

The purpose of this memo is to address the request for the authorization of Mask Road for motorized
carts. The request is being made by Robert Jones of 676 McBride Road.

Section 10-42. (Street Authorization) of the Fayette County Code outlines issues that can be
considered in the BOC’s designation of authorized streets. Section 10-42 reads as follows:

The Board of Commissioners may designate authorized streets upon its own initiative or
by request from a private citizen for the use of motorized carts. The Board of
Commissioners may consider issues including, but not limited to, the street
classification, posted speed limit, speed characteristics of the street as determined by
studies, maximum grade of the road, minimum visibility distance, or any other existing
conditions particular to the street in their designation of an authorized street. The Board
of Commissioners may condition approval of the designation subject to safety measures
on the street including, but not limited to, the reduction of the posted speed limit,
additional signage/markings, and traffic calming devices to improve safety.

Staff has found the following:

Street Classification: Mask Road is a County Local per the Fayette County Thoroughfare Plan

Posted Speed Limit: 35 mph

Speed Characteristics: The Sheriff’s Office conducted a speed study from 04/16/2009 to 04/17/2009
on Mask Road. The study found that the 85" percentile was less than 16 mph over the posted speed
limit (49.51 mph). The gl percentile” is a statistic used in traffic engineering commonly used to

help characterize vehicle speed on a given section of roadway. More specifically, it is the speed at
which 85 percent of all vehicles on that road are traveling at or below.





BOC Memo — Mask Road
May 7, 2009
Page 2

According to the National Safety Council, the average un-impaired driver of a motor vehicle takes 1
and % seconds to observe, process, and react to a hazard. The distance a vehicle travels during this
time is referred to this as the perception and reaction distance. At velocities of 35 mph, the perception
and reaction distance is 90 feet, at 49 mph the distance is 126. These distances are important when
evaluated in conjunction with sight distance, described below.

Visibility Distance: In order to provide for a reasonable level of safety, we recommend that
motorized carts only be allowed on streets that have characteristics that allow a driver adequate time
and distance to identify a hazard (e.g., a golf cart) and react to it (i.e., stop their vehicle). Visibility
distance indicates the minimum distance a driver can see given the road’s horizontal and vertical
curves, vegetation, and other obstructions.

On average, the braking distance for an automobile in good weather conditions, with a normally
operating vehicle, is within a range of 100 to 160 feet. Adding the braking distance with the
perception and reaction distance yields the minimum required visibility distance. For Mask Road this
is a range of 226 to 286 feet (based on the 85 percentile). The Sheriff’s Office has verified that Mask
Road has a minimum sight distance of 286 feet of driver visibility over its entire length.

Grade of the Road: The primary method for reducing instances of excessive vehicle speed is the
employment of speed detection devices (RADAR/Laser). The use of speed detection devices is strictly
governed be state law. The Official Code of Georgia Tile 40, Chapter 14, Section 9, states in part
“...No speed detection device shall be employed by county, municipal, or campus law enforcement
officers on any portion of any highway which has a grade in excess of seven (7) percent.” The grade
of Mask Road does not exceed seven (7) percent.

Recommendation: While Mask Road meets the criterion as discussed above, it does not connect with
any other street approved for motorized cart use as there are no subdivisions presently developed on
Mask Road. Approval of Mask Road for motorized cart use could encourage someone traveling on
Mask Road to access Harp Road or McBride Road, both of which are not approved for motorized cart
use. Staff recommends that the BOC not approve the designation of Mask Road as an authorized
street for motorized cart usage.
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April 28, 2009

To:  Mr. Phil Mallon, Director
Fayette County Public Works Department

From: Captain Brian Eubanks
Field Operations Division
Traffic Enforcement Section

Re:  Motorized Cart Recommendation for Mask Road

The Fayette County Sheriff's Office has received a request from the Fayette County
Planning and Zoning Department for an assessment of Mask Road as an addition to the
Fayette County Motorized Cart Ordinance. Although Mask Road meets the criterion for
such requests, Mask Road is not recommended for inclusion in Fayette County
ordinance 10-42 (Motorized Carts) as an authorized road for such uses.

Mask Road is .40 miles long and does not connect with any other approved street.
Approval of this request could encourage someone traveling on Mask Road to enter
onto McBride Road or Harp Road, neither of which are approved for motorized cart
usage.

Mask Road is classified as a “local road” in the Fayette County transportation plan. The
posted speed limit is 35 miles per hour. Mask Road is included as a street designated
for speed detection device use in Fayette County Ordinance 407-113 as approved by
the Fayette County Board of Commissioners on June 14, 2007.

The Field Operations Division, Traffic Enforcement Section conducted a speed study
using Nu-Metric Hi-Star Traffic Counting Sensors beginning on April 16, 2209, at 2:00
p.m. and ending on April 17, 2009 at 2:00 p.m.. The study revealed that the 85"
percentile for Mask Road during this period was 49.51 miles per hour which is 14.51
miles per hour over the posted speed limit.

Mask Road has a minimum of 286 feet of driver visibility over its entire length. Visibility
is not an issue for this road. Mask Road also has no section of roadway where the
grade exceeds 7%.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to let me know.

A Community Oriented Law Enforcement Agency
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cc:  Sheriff Hannah
Major Woodie
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Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: Mask Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 8164. The study was done in the
S/B lane on Mask Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at 02:00
PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded in 15
minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 145 vehicles passed through the
location with a peak volume of 6 on 04/16/2009 at 03:15 PM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 04:15 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 145.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1 ;
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 40 - 44 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 41 mph with 80.0 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 6.90 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 35 mph and the 85th percentile was 49.51 mph.

CLASSIFICATION

Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each
bin.

Chart 2
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 141 which represents 97.20 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 3 which represents 2.10 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 0 which represents 0.00 percent of the total classified
vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 1 which represents 0.70 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY

During the peak time period, on 04/16/2009 at 03:15 PM the average headway between the vehicles
was 128.57 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 04:15 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 54 and 111 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.

04/21/2009 Page: 1





Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: Mask Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 2460. The study was done in the
N/B lane on Mask Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at 02:00
PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded in 15
minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 170 vehicles passed through the
location with a peak volume of 10 on 04/16/2008 at 03:30 PM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 02:15 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 170.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1
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At least half of the vehicles were fraveling in the 35 - 39 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 37 mph with 67.0 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 1.18 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The maode
speed for this traffic study was 35 mph and the 85th percentile was 42.84 mph.

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each

bin.

Chart 2
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 167 which represents 98.20 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 2 which represents 1.20 percent of the total classified vehicles, The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 1 which represents 0.60 percent of the total classified
vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 0 which represents 0.00 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY
During the peak time period, on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM the average headway between the vehicles
was 81.82 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 02:15 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER
The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 56 and 113 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.

04/21/2009 Page: 1
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: [New Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of a request that McBride Road be designated as an authorized street for motorized cart travel. Based on an evaluation of
applied criteria, staff recommends denial of this request.

Background/History/Details:

Approval by the Board of Commissioners is required to designate roadways for motorized cart travel, in accordance with Ordinance
95-10. A request has been made that McBride Road be designated for use by motorized carts. The request has been evaluated by a
process that includes review by Planning & Zoning, Public Works and the Sheriff's Department. McBride Road is classified as a Collector
street/road in the Fayette County Thoroughfare Plan and upon applying established traffic/safety formulas, does not meet criteria for the
safe use of carts. Visibility is problematic, as well as the average speed of vehicular traffic travelling the road.

This request was removed from the May 28 Agenda to give the requestor an opportunity to present the request to the Board.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Vote to approve or deny the request that McBride Road be designated an authorized street for motorized cart travel.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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To: Fayette County Board of Commissioners

From: Pete Frisina, Planning and Zoning
Phil Mallon, Public Works
Brian Eubanks, Sheriff’s Office

Date: May 7, 2009
Subject: Authorization of McBride Road for Motorized Carts

The purpose of this memo is to address the request for the authorization of McBride Road for
motorized carts. The request is being made by Robert Jones of 676 McBride Road.

Section 10-42. (Street Authorization) of the Fayette County Code outlines issues that can be
considered in the BOC’s designation of authorized streets. Section 10-42 reads as follows:

The Board of Commissioners may designate authorized streets upon its own initiative or
by request from a private citizen for the use of motorized carts. The Board of
Commissioners may consider issues including, but not limited to, the street
classification, posted speed limit, speed characteristics of the street as determined by
studies, maximum grade of the road, minimum visibility distance, or any other existing
conditions particular to the street in their designation of an authorized street. The Board
of Commissioners may condition approval of the designation subject to safety measures
on the street including, but not limited to, the reduction of the posted speed limit,
additional signage/markings, and traffic calming devices to improve safety.

Staff has found the following:
Street Classification: McBride Road is a Collector per the Fayette County Thoroughfare Plan

Posted Speed Limit: 35 mph

Speed Characteristics: The Sheriff’s Office conducted a speed study from 04/16/2009 to 04/17/2009
on McBride Road. The study found that the 85" percentile was more than 16 mph over the posted
speed limit (19.16 mph). The “85™ percentile” is a statistic used in traffic engineering commonly used
to help characterize vehicle speed on a given section of roadway. More specifically, it is the speed at
which 85 percent of all vehicles on that road are traveling at or below.





BOC Memo — McBride Road
May 7, 2009
Page 2

According to the National Safety Council, the average un-impaired driver of a motor vehicle takes 1
and % seconds to observe, process, and react to a hazard. The distance a vehicle travels during this
time is referred to this as the perception and reaction distance. At velocities of 35 mph, the perception
and reaction distance is 90 feet, at 54 mph the distance is 139 feet. These distances are important when
evaluated in conjunction with sight distance, described below.

Visibility Distance: In order to provide for a reasonable level of safety, we recommend that
motorized carts only be allowed on streets that have characteristics that allow a driver adequate time
and distance to identify a hazard (e.g., a golf cart) and react to it (i.e., stop their vehicle). Visibility
distance indicates the minimum distance a driver can see given the road’s horizontal and vertical
curves, vegetation and other obstructions.

On average, the braking distance for an automobile in good weather conditions, with a normally
operating vehicle, is within a range of 100 to 160 feet. Adding the braking distance with the
perception and reaction distance yields the minimum required visibility distance. For McBride Road,
this is a range of 239 to 299 feet (based on the 85™ percentile). Per the Sheriff’s Office, McBride Road
does not have a minimum of 299 feet of driver visibility over its entire length. Visibility is an issue for
the road.

Grade of the Road: The primary method for reducing instances of excessive vehicle speed is the
employment of speed detection devices (RADAR/Laser). The use of speed detection devices is strictly
governed be state law. The Official Code of Georgia Tile 40, Chapter 14, Section 9, states in part
“...No speed detection device shall be employed by county, municipal, or campus law enforcement
officers on any portion of any highway which has a grade in excess of seven (7) percent.” McBride
Road has a section of roadway, near Old Greenville Road, where the grade exceeds seven (7) percent.

Recommendation: Given the factors discussed above, Staff recommends that the BOC not designate
MecBride Road as an authorized street for motorized cart usage.
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April 28, 2009

To:  Mr. Phil Mallon, Director
Fayette County Public Works Department

From: Captain Brian Eubanks
Field Operations Division
Traffic Enforcement Section

Re: Motorized Cart Recommendation for McBride Road

The Fayette County Sheriff's Office has received a request from the Fayette County
Planning and Zoning Department for an assessment of McBride Road as an addition to
the Fayette County Motorized Cart Ordinance. In accordance with the Sheriff's Office
evaluation criterion for such requests, McBride Road is not recommended for
inclusion in Fayette County ordinance 10-42 (Motorized Carts) as an authorized road
for such uses.

McBride Road is classified as a “collector” in the Fayette County transportation plan.
The posted speed limit is 35 miles per hour. McBride Road is included as a street
designated for speed detection device use in Fayette County Ordinance 407-113 as
approved by the Fayette County Board of Commissioners on June 14, 2007.

The Field Operations Division, Traffic Enforcement Section conducted a speed study
using Nu-Metric Hi-Star Traffic Counting Sensors beginning on April 16, 2209, at 2:00
p.m. and ending on April 17, 2009 at 2:00 p.m.. The study revealed that the average
85" percentile for McBride Road during this period was 54.16 miles per hour which is
19.16 miles per hour over the posted speed limit.

McBride Road does not have a minimum of 299 feet of driver visibility over its entire
length. Visibility is an issue for this road. McBride Road also has a section of roadway,
near Old Greenville Road where the grade exceeds 7%.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to let me know.

ce: Sheriff Hannah
Major Woodie

enclosures

A Community Oriented Law Enforcement Agency





Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: McBride Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 4367. The study was done in the
E/B lane on McBride Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at
02:00 PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded
in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 257 vehicles passed through
the location with a peak volume of 12 on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 08:30 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 257.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 40 - 44 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 44 mph with 89.4 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 8.17 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 40 mph and the 85th percentile was 51.34 mph.

CLASSIFICATION

Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each

bin.
Chart 2
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger

Cars in the study was 238 which represents 92.60 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 10 which represents 3.90 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 4 which represents 1.60 percent of the total classified

vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 5 which represents 1.90 percent of the total

classified vehicles.

HEADWAY

During the peak time period, on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM the average headway between the vehicles
was 69.23 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 08:30 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 56 and 111 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.
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Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: McBride Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 4380. The study was done in the
W/B lane on McBride Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at
02:00 PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded
in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 215 vehicles passed through
the location with a peak volume of 14 on 04/17/2009 at 07:45 AM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 02:30 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 216.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 40 - 44 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 45 mph with 85.5 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 11.1 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 40 mph and the 85th percentile was 53.67 mph.

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each
bin.
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 207 which represents 96.30 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 4 which represents 1.90 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 3 which represents 1.40 percent of the total classified
vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 1 which represents 0.50 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY
During the peak time period, on 04/17/2009 at 07:45 AM the average headway between the vehicles
was 60.0 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 02:30 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER
The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 56 and 113 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.
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Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: McBride Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 8646. The study was done in the
W/B lane on McBride Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at
02:00 PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded
in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 192 vehicles passed through
the location with a peak volume of 12 on 04/17/2009 at 07:45 AM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 05:45 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 192.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 45 -'49 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 48 mph with 94.2 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 15.1 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 45 mph and the 85th percentile was 55.07 mph.

CLASSIFICATION

Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each

bin.
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 170 which represents 88.50 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 8 which represents 4.20 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 11 which represents 5.70 percent of the total classified
vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 3 which represents 1.60 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY

During the peak time period, on 04/17/2009 at 07:45 AM the average headway between the vehicles
was 69.23 seconds. The slowest traffic period was an 04/16/2009 at 05:45 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 54 and 113 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.
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Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: McBride Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 8648. The study was done in the
E/B lane on McBride Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at
02:00 PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded
in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 263 vehicles passed through
the location with a peak volume of 22 on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 02:00 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 263.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1 ‘
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 45 - 49 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 50 mph with 95.8 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 25.4 percent of the fotal vehicles were traveling in-excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 45 mph and the 85th percentile was 58.53 mph.

CLASSIFICATION

Chari 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic velume accumulated for each
bin.
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 232 which represents 88.20 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 12 which represents 4.60 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 10 which represents 3.80 percent of the total classified

vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 9 which represents 3.40 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY

During the peak time period, on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM the average headway between the vehicles
was 39.13 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 02:00 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 54 and 113 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.
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Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: McBride Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 8052. The study was done in the
S/B lane on McBride Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at
02:00 PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, lasting a total of 24 hours. Data was recorded
in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 177 vehicles passed through
the location with a peak volume of 13 on 04/17/2009 at 07:45 AM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 05:45 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 177.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 40 - 44 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 42 mph with 80.7 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 4.52 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 40 mph and the 85th percentile was 49.39 mph.

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each

bin.
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 166 which represents 93.80 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 8 which represents 4.50 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 3 which represents 1.70 percent of the total classified
vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 0 which represents 0.00 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY
During the peak time period, on 04/17/2009 at 07:45 AM the average headway between the vehicles
was 64.29 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 05:45 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 54 and 113 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway surface was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.
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Nu-Metrics Traffic Analyzer Study
Computer Generated Summary Report
City: Fayetteville
Street: McBride Rd

A study of vehicle traffic was conducted with HI-STAR unit number 2459. The study was done in the
N/B lane on McBride Rd in Fayetteville, Ga in Fayette county. The study began on 04/16/2009 at
02:00 PM and concluded on 04/17/2009 at 02:00 PM, iasting a fotal of 24 hours. Data was recorded
in 15 minute time periods. The total recorded volume of traffic showed 241 vehicles passed through
the location with a peak volume of 18 on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM and a minimum volume of 0 on
04/16/2009 at 09:45 PM. The AADT Count for this study was 241.

SPEED
Chart 1 lists the values of the speed bins and the total traffic volume for each bin.
Chart 1
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At least half of the vehicles were traveling in the 45 - 49 mph range or a lower speed. The average
speed for all classified vehicles was 46 mph with 85.0 percent exceeding the posted speed of 35 mph.
The HI-STAR found 19.5 percent of the total vehicles were traveling in excess of 55 mph. The mode
speed for this traffic study was 45 mph and the 85th percentile was 57.17 mph.

CLASSIFICATION
Chart 2 lists the values of the eight classification bins and the total traffic volume accumulated for each

bin.
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Most of the vehicles classified during the study were Passenger Cars. The number of Passenger
Cars in the study was 225 which represents 93.40 percent of the total classified vehicles. The number
of Small Trucks in the study was 9 which represents 3.70 percent of the total classified vehicles. The
number of Trucks/Buses in the study was 4 which represents 1.70 percent of the total classified

vehicles. The number of Tractor Trailers in the study was 3 which represents 1.20 percent of the total
classified vehicles.

HEADWAY

During the peak time period, on 04/16/2009 at 03:30 PM the average headway between the vehicles
was 47.37 seconds. The slowest traffic period was on 04/16/2009 at 09:45 PM. During this slowest
period, the average headway was 900.0 seconds.

WEATHER

The roadway surface temperature over the period of the study varied between 56 and 115 degrees
Fahrenheit. The HI-STAR determined that the roadway suriace was Dry 100.00 percent of the time.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning & Zoning Presenter(s): Peter A. Frisina/Dennis Dutton
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of Petition Nos. 1215-09 and RP-045-05, Kenneth J. Lazarus of Southern Crescent Neurological Clinic, PC, Owner and
Randy Boyd, Agent request to rezone Land Lots 1, 2, 3, and 4 of Ledgewood Subdivision consisting of 3.74 acres from R-40 to O-I to
develop office-institutional uses; and to revise the Final Plat of Ledgewood Subdivision to change the use of said lots from Single-Family

Background/History/Details:

Residential to Office Uses and to combine the four (4) lots into one (1) lot. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and
fronts on 54 West. STAFF RECOMMENDED APPROVAL WITH THREE (3) CONDITIONS. THE PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDED APPROVAL 3-2 WITH THREE (3) CONDITIONS.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Final Vote

Staff recommended: APPROVAL WITH THREE (3) RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS
The PC recommended: APPROVAL 3-2 WITH THREE (3) RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Not Applicable

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

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

Approved by Finance Yes Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by Purchasing  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Planning and Zoning Presenter(s): Pete Frisina/ Phil Mallon/ Tony Parrott
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Public Hearing
Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Subdivision Regulations Section 3 General; Section 4 Approval of
Subdivisions; Section 5 The Subdivision Plat; Section 9 Acceptance and Guarantee of Completed Improvements; and Section 10
Violations and Penalties. This item was deferred from the May 28, 2009 Board of Commissioners Meeting.

Background/History/Details:

The primary proposed change to the Subdivision Regulations is for clarification of the approval process for final plats which are eventually
filed in the Clerk of Court's Office. The proposed amendments will clarify that final plats are to be approved by the Planning Commission
and not by the Planning Commission's administrative staff. This is a procedural change only and does not encompass all the changes/
updates that need to be made to the Subdivision Regulations.

Since the County Subdivision Regulations were originally adopted in 1973, there are other changes needed throughout the document. A
committee which includes staff and persons from the local development community has been formed to review the Subdivision
Regulations in its entirety. Staff is recommending that the committee be allowed to work on further, more comprehensive changes to the
regulations and return to the Board of Commissioners later in the year with a complete update to the entire document.

THE AMENDMENTS REQUESTED AT THIS TIME ARE ONLY RELATED TO THE APPROVAL OF PLATS PRIOR TO RECORDINGS.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of the Ordinance 2009-01 which amends the Fayette County Subdivision Regulations Section 3 General; Section 4 Approval of
Subdivisions; Section 5 The Subdivision Plat; Section 9 Acceptance and Guarantee of Completed Improvements; and Section 10
Penalties.

If this item requires funding, please describe:
Not Applicable.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when?  [Thursday, May 28, 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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






?_ﬂ-éijmféfe; Do A Lifeoryle
TO: Fayette County Board of Commissioners
FROM: Phil Mallon
Subdivision Regulations Committee
DATE: June 17, 2009
SUBJECT: Proposed Amendments to the Fayette County Subdivision

Regulations

On Wednesday, June 17, 2009, the Subdivision Regulations Committee met for the first
time to discuss the proposed amendments to the Fayette County Subdivision Regulations.
After reviewing the Subdivision Regulations in its entirety, it was the consensus of the
Committee for the BOC to consider the attached proposed amendments dealing basically
with the procedural requirements which need to be revised in order to comply with State
law; however, the Committee would like to have permission to amend the Subdivision
Regulations in its entirety. The Committee plans to have the revised Subdivision
Regulations, in its entirety, completed by September, 2009. The Committee would also
like to have permission to amend the Development Regulations as there are requirements
in the Subdivision Regulations which should be relocated into the Development

Regulations.

Committee Members present were: Committee Members absent were:
Phil Mallon Larry Seabolt

Pete Frisina WD Gray & Associates
Dennis Dutton David Hovey

Robyn Wilson Delta Surveyors
Vanessa Birrell Jason Walls

Bryan Keller Tony Parrott

Bob Rolader

Randy Boyd

Billy Brundage

Bob Bamard

Mailing Address: 140 Stonewall Avenue West, Fayetteville, GA 30214 « Main Phone: 770-460-5730 « Website: www.fayettecountyga.gov
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Georgia Secretary of State

Karen C. Handel

Archives . Corporations + Elections + News Room - Professional Licensure + Secur

Georgia Board of Professional Engineers and Land Surveyors
Georgia Plat Act

GEORGIA PLAT ACT
0.C.G.A 15-6-67

(a) The clerk of the superior court shall file and record in his office maps or plats relating to real estate in the
county.

(b) Maps or plats to be filed and recorded in the office of the clerk of the superior court shall be prepared in
accordance with the following minimum standards and specifications:

(1) Material.

(A) Any such maps or plats shall be a good legible copy, such as a blue, white, or
other commercial print reproduced from an original.

(B) The minimum line widths and letter or character heights delineated on such maps
or plats shall be as follows:

(i) Maps or plats drawn on 8 1/2 inch by 11 inch or 8 1/2 inch by 14 inch
tracings shall have a minimum line width of 0.010 inches and a minimum
letter or character height of 0.080 inches:

(i) Maps or plats drawn on 11 inch by 17 inch tracings shall have a
minimum line width of 0.010 inches and minimum letter or character
height of 0.080 inches; or

(iii) Maps or plats drawn on 17 inch by 22 inch or 24 inch by 36 inch
tracings shall have a minimum line width of 0.013 inches and a minimum
letter or character height of 0,080 inches.

(C) In counties using microfilming procedures, when a map or plat is filed for record
the original drawing, which shall not be larger than 24 inches by 36 inches, shall be
submitted to the clerk for microfilming and a legible copy, which shall not be larger
than 17 inches by 22 inches, shall be filed for record; provided, however, that a full-
size positive copy of the original may be tendered and used for microfilming. The clerk
shall enter the filing date, plat book number, and page number on the original drawing

and return the original drawing to the land surveyor or the person filing the same for
record,

(2) Caption. The maps or plats shall have a title or name which shall be contained in the caption,
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)

and the caption shall also provide the following information:

(A) The county, city, town, or village, land district and land lot, and subdivision, if the
property lies within a particular subdivision:

(B) The date of plat preparation.
(C) The scale, stated and shown graphically;

(D) The name, address, telephone number, and registration number of the land

surveyor or the statement that he is the county surveyor and is not required by law to
be a registered surveyor; and

(E) All reproductions of original maps or plats shall bear the original signature, in black
ink, of the registrant placed across the registration seal in order to be a valid or
recordable map or plat;

(3) Size. Maps or plats shall not be less than 8 1/2 inches by 11 inches and not larger than can be
recorded without folding:

(4) Data. Maps or plats shall be made in a professional manner and in accordance with the
standards of good drafting procedures and shall show the following information, as specified:

(A) All maps or plats shall show the direction and distance from a point of reference to
a point on the boundary of the individual survey, and such additional data as may he
required to relocate the boundary point from the point of reference with the same
degree of accuracy required of the parcel surveyed. The point of reference shall be an
established, monumented position which can be identified or relocated from maps,
plats, or other documents on public record:;

(B) All maps or plats of boundary surveys or subdivision surveys shall show bearings
of all lines of the boundary or lot lines, and distances of all boundary or lot lines, and
area of the parcels expressed in acres or square feet;

(C) All maps or plats of boundary surveys shall show the closure precision of the field
survey as the ratio of one foot to the traversed distance in which an error of one foot
would occur and a statement as to the method of adjustment. The closure may be
stated as follows:

"The field data upon which this map or plat is based has a closure precision of one foot
in feet, and an angular error of per angle point, and was adjusted
using rule";

(D) All maps or plats of boundary surveys shall show the closure precision of the data
shown on the map or plat The closure may be stated as follows:

“This map or plat has been calculated for closure and is found to be accurate within
one foot in feet";

(E) All maps or plats shall show the width and the former widths, if pertinent, of all
rights of way adjacent to or crossing the property or adjacent to any point of reference,

(F) All maps or plats shall show easements and apparent encroachments, if pertinent,

(G) In the case of curved lines, the curve shall be defined by curve data to include the
radius, arc length, chord bearing, and distance for regular curves. Chord distances and
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directions shall be given for irregular curves:

(H) All land lot lines, land district lines, land section lines. and city, county, and state
boundaries intersecting or adjacent to the surveyed property shall be indicated by lines
drawn upon the map or plat with appropriate words and figures;

(1) All corner markers and markers of pertinent reference points shall be fully described
and indicated as to their material or types and shall be constructed of a permanent
material such as iron, steel, concrete, or stone:

(J) An arrow shall be shown on the map or plat to indicate the principal meridian, and a
notation shall be made as to the reference of bearings to magnetic north, astronomic
north, or grid north. A grid north reference shall indicate the zone,

(K) All linear distances shown on maps or plats shall be horizontal;

(L) All angular directions shown on maps or plats shall be represented in degrees and
minutes. Where plats state or surveys require accuracy in excess of 1in 5,000, the
angular directions shall be represented in degrees, minutes, and seconds. All angular
directions shall be referenced to the principal meridian:

(M) A statement shall be shown on the map or plat to indicate the type of equipment
used to obtain the linear and angular measurements used in the preparation of the
map or plat; and

(N) All maps or plats shall show the state plane coordinates of at least two permanent
monuments thereon, when a National Geodetic Survey monument is within 500 feet of
any point on the property mapped or platted, or any point of reference shown thereon.,

(c) If the plat meets the requirements of subsections (b) and (d) of this Code section, it shall be the duty of the

clerk of the superior court to file and record such map or plat or blueprint, tracing, photostatic copy, or other copy
of a map or plat.

(d) Whenever the municipal planning commission, the county planning commission, the municipal-county
planning commission, or, if no such planning commission exists, the appropriate municipal or county governing
authority prepares and adopts subdivision regulations, and upon receiving approval thereon by the appropriate
governing authority, then no plat of subdivision of land within the municipality or the county shall be filed or
recorded in the office of the clerk of the superior court of a county without the approval thereon of the municipal or
county planning commission or governing authority and without such approval having been entered in writing on
the plat by the secretary of the municipal or county planning commission or governing authority. The clerk of the
superior court shall not file or record a plat of subdivision which does not have the approval of the municipal or
county planning commission or governing authority as required by this subsection. Notwithstanding any other
provision of this subsection to the contrary, no approval shall be required if no new streets or roads are created or
no new utility improvements are required or no new sanitary sewer or approval of a septic tank is required. Any
plat of survey containing thereon a certification from the licensed surveyor that the provisions relative to this
subsection do not require approval shall entitle said plat to record.
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04/01/09 — BOC Workshop

04/23/09 — BOC Public Hearing (Cancelled 05/06/09 Workshop)
05/28/09 — BOC Public Hearing (Table until 06/25/09 — entire ordinance)
06/17/09 - SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS COMMITTEE

06/25/09 — BOC Public Hearing (See below)

3-2

3-3

4-1.3

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
THE FAYETTE COUNTY SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS

SECTION 3

GENERAL

Recordation of Final Plats. No Final Plat shall be recorded with the Clerk of
Superior Court of Fayette County, Georgia, without said plat having first been
submitted to and approved by the Planning Commission. The Secretary to the
Planning Commission shall endorse the plat upon approval by the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission approval is not required for Final
Plats where no new streets or roads are created or no new utility improvements
are required or no new sanitary sewer or approval of a septic tank is required.

SECTION 4

APPROVAL OF SUBDIVISIONS

Filing. Any person desiring to subdivide land shall file with the Zoning
Administrator for the Planning Commission a number of copies, which number
shall be determined by the Zoning Administrator, of the Preliminary Plat. In order
to be considered by the Planning Commission, the Preliminary Plat shall be
submitted in accordance with the schedule of hearing dates and application

deadlines established by the Planning Cemmission Planning and Zoning
1






4-1.5

Department. Said schedule is available in the office of the Zoning Administrator.
The plat shall be prepared in accordance with these regulations and with
applicable County specifications by a registered engineer, surveyor, and/or
arch1tect who is are hcensed under the laws of the State of Georgla $he

Admmlstrator shall have authority to reject the Preliminary Plat, if after study, he
or she finds that it does not comply with these regulations. If rejected, the Zoning
Administrator shall provide subdividers with a written statement specifying all the
respects in which the plat fails to comply. Subdividers shall have the right to
appeal to the Planning Commission from such rejections. The Preliminary Plat
will be placed on a Planning Commission Agenda upon approval from all the
appropriate departments. (Ordinance No. 99-09, 6/24/99)

Approval by Planning Commission.

a. The Preliminary Plat shall be acecepted-for-consideration placed on the
Planning Commission Agenda for consideration by—the—Planning
Commission when the Preliminary Plat_is_approved by all of the

app.lopnate departments ﬁ-le—ts—eemple’ee—&s—%em&fed—by—ﬂqe—.lem&g

b. The Planning Commission shall take action on Preliminary Plats in their
regularly scheduled meetings, except for revisions to a recorded plat
which, under the applicable provisions of Section 4-2.7, requires approval
of a new Preliminary Plat. Revisions which change a street and/or utility
layout shown on a recorded plat shall be afforded a public hearing on the
new Preliminary Plat, the legal notice for which shall be advertised in at
least one (1) of the newspaper in which is carried the legal advertisements
of the County in such a manner as to give at least seven (7) days notice of
the public hearing from the date of issue. (Ordinance No. 2000-03)

&. Approval or disapproval of a Preliminary Plat by the Planning
Commission shall be within sixty—60} 60 days of the Zeoning
Administrator s-Certification-that-the-application-is-complete date of their
regularly scheduled meetings. 1If after sixty{60) 60 days from the
issuance—of-said—Certificationof Completeness date of their regularly
scheduled meetings, the Planning Commission fails to act, the Preliminary
Plat shall be deemed approved; provided, however, that the subdivider
may waive this requirements in writing and consent to an extension of
such period. [f approval of the Preliminary Plat is not recommended, the

2






reasons therefore shall be stated—en—the—plat—<checlkhist supplied to_the
subdivider. The approval of a Preliminary Plat by the Planning

Commission shall not be deemed to constitute an acceptance by Fayette

County of any street or other real property shown upon the plat. (ordinance No.
99-09, 6/24/99)

FINAL PLAT

4-2.3

424

Approval bv Individual Approprmte Departments No—Final-Plat shall be

; with als——Said appropriate
departments shall approve, w1th or w1th0ut modlﬁcatlon or disapprove the Final
Plat to the extent to which each has jurisdiction within 14 calendar days from the

submittal and /or resubmittal of the Final Plat. Theseeretary-to-the-Planning
Ceommission—shall-endorse-—the plat upen—approval by-both-the County Hngineer
and-the Zenings Administrator: (Ordinance No. 99-09, 6/24/99)

Approval by Zoning Administrator.

a. Revisions to a recorded plat which, under the provisions of 4-2.78, require
approval of new Preliminary and Final Plats, shall be afforded a public
hearing before the Planning Commission, the legal notice for which shall
be advertised in at least one (1) issue of the newspaper in which is carried
the legal advertisements of the County, and shall provide at least seven (7)
days notice of the public hearing from the date of issue.

Replace existing 4-2.5 with the following:

4-2.5

Approval by the Planning Commission.

a. The Final Plat shall be placed on the Planning Commission Agenda for
consideration when the Final Plat is approved by all of the appropriate

departments.

|&=

Approval or _disapproval of a Final Plat by the Planning Commission
shall be within 60 days of the date of their regularly scheduled meetings.
If after 60 days from the date of their regularly scheduled meetings, the
Planning Commission_fails to _act, the Final Plat shall be deemed
approved; provided, however, that the subdivider may waive this
requirement in writing and consent to an extension of such period. If
approval of the Final Plat is not recommended, the reasons therefore
shall be supplied to the subdivider.

|

The Secretary to the Planning Commission shall endorse the plat upon
approval by the Planning Commission.






4-2.56
4-2.67

4-2.78

4-2.89

4-2.910

Recordations. (Renumber section only.)
Removal. (Renumber section only.)

Revision to a Recorded Plat. Proposed revisions which change in any way the
street and/or utility layout, unless initiated by Fayette County, shall be submitted
as a revised Preliminary Plat in accordance with Section 4-1 of these regulations.
Proposed revisions which do not change in any way the street and/or utility
layout shall be submitted as a revised Final Plat in accordance with Section 4-2
of these regulations. In addition, a revision to a recorded plat shall show the
name, phase (if any), date of the recorded subdivision plat being revised, and the

exact citation with regard to the CountyLand Records Clerk of Superior Court
records and the book and page number wherein said plat is recorded.

Proposed revisions to any existing residential or agricultural-residential
subdivisions which add property to, increases the number of platted lots, or
changes the principal use on a lot(s) within a residential subdivision will be
considered in public hearings before the Planning Commission and the Board of

Commissioners. The-legal-notice-for-which-shall be-advertised-in-at-teast-one(1)

tssae:  The legal notice shall be advertised at least seven (7) days prior to the
public hearing before the Planning Commission, but not more than forty-five (45),
nor less than fifteen-(15) 15 days prior to the public hearing before the Board of
Commissioners. In the event that the time-frames above cannot be met with one
(1) advertisement, the notice shall be published twice. A revised Final Plat shall
comply with the revised Preliminary Plat and shall be approved by the Planning

Commission. (Amended 10/26/95)

Distribution Schedule.
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The Planning & Zoning Department will be responsible for distributing the copies of the

Final Plat to the appropriate departments.

5-1.12

9-3

SECTION 5

THE SUBDIVISION PLAT

The Preliminary Plat.

Completeness. If any of the above facts are omitted or misrepresented on the plat,

the Zoning Administrator fer-the-Planning-Commission may refuse to review the

plat and shall return the plat to the subdivider to be completed or revised.

SECTION 9

ACCEPTANCE AND GUARANTEE OF
COMPLETED MINIMUM IMPROVEMENTS

Acceptance.- Upoen-receipt-of-the-muaintenance-bond-orletter-of credit- the Publie

A~ Daracta h SEELEE T 4 an1a 2 ha P d—_o R o d o
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Final Plat by the Planning Commission shall be deemed to constitute an
acceptance by Fayette County of any street or other real property shown upon
the plat. (Amended 7/12/90)

SECTION 10

VIOLATIONS AND PENALTIES

10-1 Violations.

10-1.2 It shall be unlawful to record a subdivision plat, or once recorded, to make any
changes thereon whatsoever which have not been approved by the Beard-ef
Commissioners Planning Commission in accordance with the provisions of these

all applicable regulations.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Public Works Presenter(s): Phil Mallon
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's request to award Proposal #P707 to Mike Wright & Co., d/b/a Wright's Hydro Seeding, for the purpose of having an
annual county-wide contractor available for erosion control installation on public works projects.

Background/History/Details:

The current and future construction plans of Public Works SPLOST funded projects is increasing. We are required to obtain a permit
from the EPA (Environmental Pollution Agency) for any project where more than 1-acre will be disturbed. Under this permit, daily
monitoring, testing, and reporting of the measures implemented to stabilize and contain erosion within our project site is mandated.
Likewise, we are subject to random inspections from the EPA to ensure our compliance with the permit. Significant fines can be imposed
for projects discovered to not be in conformance with the permit.

Our ability to respond quickly to needed erosion control installations and/or violations is of upmost importance. This greatly reduces the
potential for negative exposure to Fayette County or yet worse, having fines levied by the EPA. With the Annual Contract in place, Public
Works or any other Department can be very responsive to environmental concerns on our projects and can avoid potential time delays
associated with the normal requisition process.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval to award annual proposal to Mike Wright and Co. Inc. d/b/a Wright's Hydro Seeding for Purchasing enter into a per unit price for
erosion control installation.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

This is a unit price proposal and would require funding as erosion control items were ordered on a project by project basis.
Funding will be provided from each project budget.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






Weere Quality To A Lifestybe

To: Jack Krakeel

From: Tim Jones ’/J

Date: May 26, 2009

Subject: Proposal #P707 Erosion Control Installation

Sealed proposals were requested for the subject item. A proposal tally sheet is attached
for your review.

In Carlos Christian’s attached recommendation, the company whose proposal had the overall
lowest price and ranked highest in the evaluation criteria, Wright & Company, Inc. dba Wright’s
Hydroseeding, was recommended for the annual contract of erosion control installation. I concur with
Carlos’ recommendation, pending receipt of the required insurance.

If this recommendation meets your approval, please place this item on the next available
consent agenda. If any additional information is needed, please let me know.

TJ/tcb
Attachments

cc: Carlos Christian
Phil Mallon

Mailing Address: 140 Stonewall Avenue West Main Phone: 770-305-5420 Web Site: www,[ayettecounty ga.gov





Tavetle

—Counfy &

PWicne Quadiey Tr A~ _;f:'_‘,’cc' I
MEMORANDUM
DATE: May 18, 2009
TO: Trina Barwicks
Contract Administrator
FROM: Carlos Christian
Transportation Engineer
Re: Erosion Control Installation (#P707) Annual Contract Proposal

The Engineering Department has completed its review of four proposals submitted in response to the
above-referenced Request for Proposal (RFP) and recommends the contract be awarded to Mike
Wright & Company, Inc. (dba Wright’s Hydroseeding) of Fayetteville, Georgia.

Four evaluation criteria were identified in the RFP: (1) Project Cost; (2) Experience &
Qualifications of the Contractor; (3) Timeliness of Installation; and (4) Project Understanding. To
evaluate project cost, staff identified the low bid for each of the 21 erosion control item listed in the
RFP. Mike Wright & Company, Inc. offers the lowest cost for 11 of the items and the 2™ lowest
cost for 6 of the items. The attached spreadsheet provides documentation of this assessment.

Mike Wright & Company, Inc.’s proposal also ranked highest in the other three evaluation criteria.
On the basis of this evaluation, we find Mike Wright & Company, Inc. to be the most responsive and
low bidder for this contract.

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





2009 ANNUAL EROSION CONTROL INSTALLATION
PROPOSAL REVIEW SUMMARY (PROPOSAL #P707)

GCS & Associates, Inc. Alternative Environments
UNIT PRICE ESTIMATE UNIT PRICE ESTIMATE |  UNITH
QUANTITY UNIT (NEW) (MAINTENANCE} {NEW) (MAINTENANCE) (NEW) {MAINTENANCE}) (NEW) [ (MAINTENANCE) |  (NEW) |
Sd1-A 1000 LF $ 0.89 | 5 0.49|s 890.00 | § 490,00 | § 0.85 | 11103 850.00 [ § 1,110.00 | § 1,05
5d1-C 1000 LF 5 179§ 0495 1,790.00 | & 490.00 | § 2.05 (5 26705 2,050.005% 2,670.00 |5 2.05
5d1-Hb 1000 LF S 2695 049]|s 2690005 490.00 | § 3.30 [ 429|% 3300003 4,250.00 | $ 2.80
5d2-Silt Saver 50 EA $ 579.00 | § 49.00 | 5 28950005 2450.00|% 450,00 [ 3 675.00 | $ 22,500.00 | §  33,750.00 | § 425.00
5d2-Undercut 50 EA $ 139.00 | § 49.00|$ 6950005 2,450.00 35 100.00 [ 8 15000 |$  5,000.00 |5 7,500.00 | $ 110.00
5d2-P Curb Inlet Filter 50 EA $ 96,00 | § 29.00| § 4B00.00 |5 145000 S 105.00 | § 15750 |$§ 525000 [§  7,675.00 S 100.00
Co 4 EA $ 695.00 [ § 349.00| s 278000|S5 139.00|5 1,100.00 [$ 1,650.00|$  4,400.00 | § 6,600.00 | $ 800.00
Cd 15 EA 5 - | s - 1s - |5 - |s 132.00 [ 3 17500 |$ 1,980.00 | § 2,625.00 | § 328,00 |
Ds1-w/mulching 24200 SY B 012§ - § 2904005 - |5 13.50 | § 17.55 | § 326,700.00 | §  424,710.00 | § 011
Ds2-Temp. Seeding 24200 SY 5 0.18[ 5 - |s 435600 s - Is 0.18 [ 5 0.23|5 4,356.00] 5 5,566.00 | $ 019 |
Ds3- Permanent 24200 SY S 0.23] 5 - |s 544500 s - |5 2250 |8 29.25 | § 544,500.00 | § 707,850.00 | § 023
Rd 10 EA $ - S - |s - |5 - 15 364.00 | § 475005 364000 | § 475000 % 712.00
St L _ s - s - s - s -1 -
a. (18" pipe) 5 EA $ - 8 - |s - |s - 15 176.00 | § 230.00 | 5 B80.00 | § 1,150.00 | $ 435,00
b. (24" pipe) 5 EA 3 - 5 - |s - |8 - |s 264.00 | & 345008 1,32000[8%  1,725001%  565.00
c. (30" pipe) 5 EA $ - 5 - |s - |s - |3 352,00 | § 46000} $  1,760.00 | § 2,300.00 | § 685.00
d. (36" pipe) 5 EA s - 5 - 1s - |8 - 1s 528.00 | § 686.00 | 5 2,640.00 [S  3,430.00 | S B85.00
e. (48" pipe) 5 EA 5 - 5 - |s - |8 - |s 704.00 | § 91500} § 3,520.00 | § 4,575.00 {$  1,065.00
Mb (Steep Banks) 9680 SY S 0.89 | 5 - |'s 8615205 - |s 1.13 | § 147 |5 1093840 |5 1422960 | 100
Mb (con. Flow areas) 4800 5Y $ 264 | § - |'s 12672.00]s - Is 1.08 | § 1.40|5 518B4.00 | s 6,720.00 | § 1.25
Pm (Dry) 3 AC S 579.00 | S - |5 1737005 - Is 525.00 | § 68500 | 3 1,575.00 | § 2,055.00 | § 622.00 |
Pm {emulsion liquid) 3 AC 5 616.00 | $ T $ 184800 3 - |5 275.00 | § 36000 |§ 82500 | S 108000 |3  658.00
S B86,427.20 | 5 9,216.00 S 953,168.40 | § 1,246,560.60

Total # Low Bid ltems ( 1= 6 6 6 1 0

Total # 2nd Low Bid ltems ( )= 2 7 6

Material w/long lead Times None Sediment traps, mulching, seeding & matting - 14 days None

Type & Manufacturer of Matling Blankets

Erosion Tec ETR

a. Steep Slope Areas
b. Goncentrated Flow Areas

American Excelsior Curlex | straw blankets

Single & Double net straw blankets w/Ero-Guard edge

American Excelsior Recyclex & permanent Matting

Single & Double net straw blankets w/Ero-Guard edge

_|Erosion Tech ET

Erosion Tech ET

Warranty Length & Nature
Payment Terms

Prices Held firm for

Similar Job References

Personnel Qualifications

Installation turn around time

Understanding of Wark

Nane noted Warranty against manufaciurer material defect & workmanship |1 year for defecti
Net 30 Net 30-days Net 30-days or 2
12-months 12-months 12-months

Nene noted None noted o Listed 4 job refer
INong noted None notsd ___ |Noted 10-yearsi
Nane noted MNone noted _|Noted they can
Maona noted Mene noted Provided explan;

NOTE: QUANTITIES SHOWN ARE HYPOTHETHICAL QUANTITIES
ONLY!





2009 ANNUAL EROSION CONTROL INSTALLATION
PROPOSAL REVIEW SUMMARY (PROPOSAL #P707)

Triton Industries, Inc. Wright's Hydroseeding
PRICE ESTIMATE UNIT PRICE ESTIMATE
QUANTITY UNIT {MAINTENANCE) (NEW) (MAINTENANCE) {NEW) {MAINTENANCE) {NEW) (MAINTENANCE}
Sd1-A 1000 LF 3 0.60|% 1,050.00 | § 600.00 | & 095 | % 0.55]1% 950.00 | § 550.00
Sd1-C 1000 LF 3 12515 2,050.00 1,250.00 | $ 1951 % 1.00] % 1,950.00 | § 1,000.00
Sdi1-Hb 1000 LF § 200]8 2,800.00 | & 2,000.00 ] % 290 | % 240] % 2,900.00 | § 2,400,00
Sd2-5ilt Saver 50 EA $ 30015 21,250.00 | § 150.00 | $ 400,00 | $ 250,00 | $ 20,000.00 |5 12,500.00
Sd2-Undercut 50 EA 5 85.00 | 3 5,500.00 | $ 4,250,00 | $ 95.00 | § 75.00 1 % 4,750.00 | S 3,750.00
Sd2-P Curb Inlet Filter 50 EA $ 70.00]5% 5,000.00 | § 3,500.00 1% 95.00 | $ 7501 % 4,750,00 | & 3,750.00
Co 4 EA 3 600.00 | § 3,200.00 | $ 2,400.00 | 1,200.00 | % 7000013 4,800.00 | § 2,800.00
Cd a 15 EA 5 200.00 | S 4,920,00 | & 3,000.00 | 5 125.00 | § 85001 % 1,875.00 | § 1,425,00
Ds1-w/mulching 24200 SY $ 01115 2662.00 | § 2,662.001% 0.10 | 0.08]% 2,420.00 | § 1,936.00
Ds2-Temp. Seeding 24200 SY 3 019]18% 4,598.00 | § 4598.00 | § 018 | % 0.16 | 8 4,356.00 | § 3,872.00
Ds3- Permanent 24200 SY § 0231]15% 5,566.00 | § 5,566.00 | $ 0.23 | § 02118 5,566.00 | $ 5,082.00
Rd 10 EA 5 450.00 | $ 7,120.00 | § 4,500.00 | 8 175.00 | 8 135.00 | S 1,750.00 | & 1,350,00
St . S - $ - $ - 3 5o
a. (18" pipe) 5 EA 3 250.00 | § 2,175.00 | & 1,250,00 | & 275.00 | § 250.004 & 1,375.00 | § 1,250.00
b. (24" pipe) 5 EA 3 400.00 | & 282500 | § 2000001} 5% 300.00 | § 275.00 | § 1,500,00 | $ 1,375,00
c. (30" pipe) 5 EA 5 500,00 | $ 3,425.00 | § 2,500.00 | & 315.00 | § 290.00 | $ 1,575.00 [ § 1,450.00
d, (36" pipe) 5 EA 5 650.00 | 5 4,425.00 | § 3,250,000 | & 430,00 | § 405.00 | 8 2,150.00 | § 2,025.00
e. (48" pipe) 5 EA 5 800.00 | § 5,325.00 | § 4,000.00 18 600.00 | § 575.00 | & 3,00000 | % 2,875.00
Mb (Steep Banks) 9680 8Y 5 1.00 | § 9,680.00 | § 9,680.00 | § 1.05 | § 10515 10,164.00 |5 10,164.00
Mb (con. Flow areas) 4800 SY 3 1.25]1 8 6,000.00 | $ 6,000.00 | 5 1.25 | 3 12515 6,000.00 | 6,000.00
Pm (Dry) . 3 AC S 622.00] 8 1,866.00 | % 1,866.00 | § 325.00 | $ 325.00 | & 975.00 | § 975.00
Pm (emulsion liquid) 3 AC S 55B8.00]% 1,874.00 | § 1,674.00 | § 325.00 | B 325.00 1% 975.00 | S 975.00
$ 103,411.00| % 66,686.00 $ 83781005 67,504.00
Total # Low Bid ltems ( )= 3 11 12
Total # 2nd Low Bid Items ( )= [
Material wilong lead Times None

Type & Manufaciurer of Matling Blankets
a. Steep Slope Areas

b. Concentrated Flow Areas

Warranty Length & Nature

Payment Terms

Prices Held firm for

Similar Job References

Personnel Qualifications
Installation turn around time
Understanding of Work

35-1 Single sided straw blanket

ISC-70/30 Straw Coconut Blanket

American Excellsicr or Western Excelsior dtraw blankets

[PP-10 Class 5B Perm. Soil Re-inforcement Mat

American Excellsior or Western Excelsior diraw blankets

tive product 1 year warranty
2% discount before 10-days Net 30-days
12-months

rences wi#'s conlacts & type work done

Listed 3 local previous job references w/ #'s & contacis

in business & Level 1A & 2 certifications of GM's

Noted 20-years in business & Provided copies of 3 staff Level |1A
GSWCC certification cards

pravide less than 24-hour response

Noted they are local & can provide same day responseﬂ

ation showing their understanding of woark.

Provided explanation showing their understanding of work.

NOTE: QUANTITIES SHOWN ARE HYPOTHETHICAL QUANTITIES
ONLY!






Erosion Control
Item

Sd1-A - Sediment

Linear Feet

GCS & ASSOCIATES INC.

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

ALTERNATIVE ENVIRON.

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

Unit Price

(Maintenance)

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

TRITON INDUSTRIES, INC.

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

WRIGHT’S HYDOSEEDING

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

Barrier (LF) .89 49 .85 1.11 1.05 60 95 55
Type A Silt Fence
2 Sd1- C - Sediment Linear Feet
Barrier (LF) 1.79 49 2.05 2.67 2.05 1.25 1.95 1.00
Type C Silt Fence
3 Sd1-Hb — Hay or Linear Feet
Straw Bales (LF) 2.69 49 3.30 4.29 2.80 2.00 2.90 2.40
4a Sd2 — Sediment Trap,
Temporary (Silt Savers Each (EA) 579.00 49.00 450.00 675.00 425.00 3.00 400.0 250.00
wi#57 Stone Surround)
4b Sd2 — Sediment Trap, Each (EA)
Temporary (Type C Silt 139.00 49.00° 100.00 150.00 110.00 85.00 95.00 75.00
Fence w/ undercut around
entire structure)
5 Sd2-P - Sediment :
Trap, Telmtpglrfn; (Curb | FEach(EA) 96.00 29.00 105.00 157.50 100.00 70.00 95.00 75.00
nlet Filter
6 Co — Construction Exit Each (EA) 695.00 349.00 1100.00 1650.00 800.00 600.00 1200.00 700.00
7 Cd — Check Dam Each (EA) 132.00 175.00 328.00 200.00 125.00 95.00
8 Ds1 - Disturbed Area Square Yard
Stabilization (8Y) 12 N/A 13.50 17.55 A1 11 10 .08
(w/Mulching)
9 Ds2 — Disturbed Area Square Yard
Stabilization (8Y) 18 N/A 18 23 .19 19 18 16
(w/Temporary Seeding) .
10 Ds3 — Disturbed Area | Square Yard
Stabilization (SY) 225 N/A 22.50 29.25 23 23 23 21
{w/Permanent Seeding)
11 Rd — Rock filter Dam Each (EA)
(max 10" wide or less at 364.00 475.00 712.00 450.00 175.00 135.00
bottom of channel)






Erosion Control
Item

GCS & ASSOCIATES INC. ALTERNATIVE ENVIRON. TRITON INDUSTRIES, INC. WRIGHT’S HYDOSEEDING

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

Unit Price
(NEY
Installation)

Unit Price
(New
Installation)

Unit Price
(Maintenance)

12 St — Storm Drain outlet
Protection 176.00 230.00 435.00 250.00 275.00 250.00
a. Fora 18" dia. Pipe Each (EA)
b. Fora 24" dia. Pipe Each (EA) 264.00 345.00 565.00 400.00 300.00 275.00
% Forae’diblhe | Feam(EA 352.00 460.00 685.00 500.00 315.00 290.00
d. Fora 36" dia. Pipe Each (EA)
. 528.00 686.00 885.00 650.00 430.00 405.00
e. Fora 48" dia. Pipe
Each (EA)
704.00 915.00 1065.00 800.00 600.00 575.00
13 Mb — Erosion Control Square Yard
Matting and Blankets (SY) .89 N/A 1.13 1.47 1.00 1.00 1.05 1.05
{Steep Banks)
14 Mb — Erosion Control Square Yard ~7
Matting and Blankets (8Y) 2.64 N/A 1.08 1.40 1.25 1.25 1.25 1.25
(concentrated flow areas) 2
15 Pm — Polyacrylamide Acre (ac)
(PAM) 579.00 N/A 525.00 685.00 622.00 622.00 325.00 325.00
(Dry product @
50lbs/acre)
16 Pm — Polyacrylamide Acre (ac)
(PAM) 116 W/HYDRO 275.00 360.00 658.00 558.00 325.00 325.00
(emulsion-liquid products 616 PM ONLY
@ 2 Yz Gallac)
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Public Works / SPLOST Presenter(s): Phil Mallon / Carlos Christian
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: [New Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's recommendation to award a bid in the amount of $2,048,595.70 to The Miller Group, Inc. for Asphalt Resurfacing with
Full Depth Reclamation (FDR) of nine County roads, totaling 10.06 miles. The work shall be funded with transportation Special Purpose
Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST) funds.

Background/History/Details:

The scope of work and bidding specifications for this project were prepared by Mallett Consulting, Inc. Three bids were received and
evaluated. The Miller Group's bid package meets all projects specifications and is the low bid. The following nine roads are included in
the 10.06 miles recommended for contract award: Alford Drive, Banks Road, Commerce Street, Corinth Road, Dogwood Trail, Elsberry
Lane, Ellis Road, Gingercake Road and McElroy Road.

Redwine Road was included in the bid package but is not recommended for award due to concerns about available funding. The
contract amount has been proportionally reduced to reflect the removal of Redwine Road.

Full Depth Reclamation was used to rehabilitate six roads last year and the results were considered favorable by staff and the project
Engineer. In preparing the bid package for this project, Mallett Consulting compared the projected cost of FDR versus traditional mill and
patch and found each of these roads will have significant cost savings using FDR.

Attached as back-up information is a copy of Mallett's recommendation letter and a tabulation of the three bids.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of bid award for Asphalt Resurfacing with Full Depth Reclamation (FDR) of nine County roads, totaling 10.06 miles to The Miller
Group for $2,048,595.70. (The County Attorney will present a contract document at a subsequent meeting for the Board's approval.)

If this item requires funding, please describe:

This project will be funded by the County's transportation SPLOST, account number 320-40220.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






Mallett Consulting, Inc.

ENGINEERING - SURVEYING - PROJECT MANAGEMENT
N\

101 DEVANT STREET, SUITE 804
June 12. 2009 FAYETTEVILLE, GEORGIA 30214
’ 770-719-3333
770-719-3377 (fax)

Mr. Carlos Christian
Department of Public Works
Fayette County, Georgia
115 McDonough Road
Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re:  Fayette County S P.L.O.S.T. Program
Asphalt Resurfacing w/FDR (2009)

Dear Carlos:

Please find attached Bid Tabulation and copies of the Bids received on June 11, 2009 for
the above referenced Project. The low bidder is The Miller Group with a total base bid of
$2,932,383.50. The Miller Group has successfully performed the same type of work for Fayette
County within the last year.

It 1s my understanding that your office has targeted a budget of approximately $2.5M for
this project. Of the total bid price, approximately $200,000.00 will be expended for work within
the Town of Tyrone. The cost of this work will be reimbursed by the Town of Tyrone, as was
done during last year’s resurfacing contract. Additionally, the bid documents reserve the
County’s right to modify the project scope as needed to meet budget guidelines. Therefore, we
can reduce the scope of work to account for any remaining budget shortfall, as necessary.

Based on our review of this information, our office recommends award of a Contract to
The Miller Group. Please feel free to call me should you need any additional information.

Sincerely,

cc: Mr. Phil Mallon
File 05110-FC16 (FDR-09)






ASPHALT RESURFACING

WITH FULL DEPTH RECLAMATION

FOR FAYETTE COUNTY, GEORGIA

BID TALLULATION

BID DA"I'E: JUNE 11, 2009 THE MILLER GROUP BLOUNT CONSTRUCTION ATL PAVING & CONCRETE

EST. UNIT TOTAL UNIT TOTAL UNIT TOTAL

ITEM # DESCRIPTION UNIT |QUANTITY  PRICE PRICE PRICE PRICE PRICE PRICE
1a | Asphalt Concrete Overlay Superpave 12.5mm 165lb Tons 2,500 |$ 49.76 | $  124,400.00 $ 50.47 | $ 126,175.00 $ 54.28 ' $ 135,700.00
1b | Asphalt Concrete Overlay Superpave 12.5mm 220lb Tons 20,800 | $ 49.76 | $ 1,035,008.00 $ 50.31  $ 1,046,448.00 $ 53.24 | $ 1,107,392.00
1c | Asphalt Concrete Binder Superpave, 19mm 220lb Tons 3350 | $ 4953 ' $§ 165,925.50 $ 4712 | $ 157,852.00 $ 50.76 ' $ 170,046.00
2 Cement Stabilized Reclaimed Base Construction 8" SY 220,000  $ 244 ' $ 536,800.00 $ 325 | % 715,000.00 $ 280 | $ 616,000.00
3 Portland Cement Tons 5,500 $ 126.00 | $  693,000.00 $ 116.00 | $ 638,000.00 $ 106.90  $ 587,950.00
4  |Milling of Existing Asphalt inc. loading, hauling & disposl.
4a  |Depth of 2" or less SY 100,000 | $ 043 ' $ 43,000.00 $ 049 | $ 49,000.00 $ 1.65 | $ 165,000.00
4b | Depth =2"to 3" SY 85,000 |'$ 051 $ 43,350.00 $ 0.65 ' $ 55,250.00 $ 1.85 | $ 157,250.00
5 |Shoulder Restoration Complete CY 3,000 $ 4285 $§ 128,550.00 $ 16.50  $ 49,500.00 $ 20.00 | $ 60,000.00
6 |Grassing - Hydroseeding Complete Ac 20 $ 850.00 | $ 17,000.00 $ 1,500.00 | $ 30,000.00 $ 2,178.00 $  43,560.00
7  |Adjust Valve Cover/Drain Cover to grade, Complete Ea 3 $ 600.00 | $ 1,800.00 $ 500.00 | $ 1,500.00 $ 300.00 | $ 900.00
8  |Striping and Marking, Complete L.S. L.S. L.S. $ 91,800.00 L.S. $ 31,500.00 L.S. $  49,206.00
9 |Silt Fence, Type C LF 1,000 $ 1.75  $ 1,750.00 $ 3.00 $ 3,000.00 $ 2.00 | $ 2,000.00
10 | Allowance per Special Conditions L.S. L.S. L.S. $ 50,000.00 L.S. $ 50,000.00 L.S. $  50,000.00

TOTAL BASE BID $ 2,932,383.50 $ 2,953,225.00 $ 3,145,004.00
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Public Works / SPLOST Presenter(s): Phil Mallon / Carlos Christian
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Background/History/Details:

Approval of request to allow Mallett Consulting Inc. to proceed with engineering and design for the following three SPLOST projects:
FC-2, I-10, and B-3. The terms and conditions associated with this Notice-To-Proceed are set in County's Agreement for Professional
Services dated August 1, 2005.

Corinth Road @ SR 54

South Jeff Davis @ County Line Road
Kenwood Road Bridge @ Morning Creek

The following projects are included in this Notice-To-Proceed:

(FC-2)
(1-10)
(B-3)

Additional information on these projects is included in the supporting documentation.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Authorization for Mallett Consulting Inc. to proceed with engineering and design of three SPLOST Projects.

FC-2,1-10, and B-3.

These are SPLOST projects and sufficient funding is allocated at accounts 320-40220 and 321-40220, projects

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






Supporting Data for BOC 6-25-09 Public Meeting
Agenda Request for Notice to Proceed on the Three SPLOST Projects

SPLOST# | Location Description & Purpose Project Design
Mgt. Fee Fee
FC-2 Corinth Road @ SR 54 The purpose of this project is to improve safety and $3,000 $9,000

efficiency by provide new striping and turn lanes.
Although this intersection may be reworked in the
future for the widening of S.R. 54 and/or
construction of the East Fayetteville Bypass, these
interim measures are proposed now to address
existing traffic concerns.

[-10 South Jeff Davis @ County | This intersection is slightly offset across the east and $4,560 $13,680
Line Road west legs. The purpose of the project is to improve
safety and efficiency by correcting geometry and
adding turn lanes, as appropriate. A traffic signal is
not planned but will be considered based on the
results of traffic counts.

B-3 Kenwood Road Bridge @ This existing bridge is substandard according to $16,860 $50,580
Morning Creek GDOT bridge sufficiency rating and requires repair
or replacement. As part of the Preliminary Design,
staff will make a specific recommendation and
provide an associated cost estimate.

Notes:
1. Project Management Fee and Design Fee are lump sum values established in the Standard Form of Agreement between Owner and
Engineer for Professional Services, dated August 1, 2005. The Fees do not include Additional Services, as defined in the Agreement.

2. The Description and Purpose is per the April 2003 Fayette County Transportation Plan.

3. Upon completion of the Preliminary Design, Public Works will provide the BOC an update on the specific recommended improvements for
each location and a probable Construction Cost. Per the Agreement, the Preliminary Design Phase will be completed within 120 days
following Notice-to-Proceed.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Sheriff's Office Presenter(s): Captain Michelle Walker, if needed
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Team.

Background/History/Details:

Approval of request from the Sheriff's Department to dispose of a vehicle, by sale or trade, that was seized by the Tactical Narcotics

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. This vehicle was
court ordered as property to be retained for use by the Fayette County Sheriff's Office. This vehicle will be sold/traded and any proceeds
will be placed in the State Seizure Fund for the enhancement of law enforcement, as the law requires.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Authorization from the Board of Commissioners to dispose of county property.

No expenditure 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? No

Approved by Finance
Approved by Purchasing

Administrator's Approval

Staff Notes:

Yes

Yes

Yes

STAFF USE ONLY

Reviewed by Legal Yes

Approved by County Clerk  |Yes
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Sheriff's Office Presenter(s): Captain Michelle Walker, if needed
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of the request from the Sheriff's Department to amend the Overtime Budget for the Fayette County Sheriff's Office Criminal
Investigations Division by $2,305.84 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 Division (10030321-511300) by $2,305.84 which has been received from various federal programs for the 2008-2009
Fiscal Year. This would revise the Overtime Regular Budget Account to $156,842.56.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:







COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Tax Assessor Presenter(s): Joel T. Benton
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: |Consent
Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's recommendation for the disposition of tax refund requests submitted by taxpayers in accordance with O.C.G.A.
48-5-380.

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. 48-55-380. These requests are forwarded to the Tax Assessor's Office to be
reviewed in detail and the appropriate recommendation(s) are then provided to the Board of Commissioners for the final disposition of

said requests, since the Governing Authority is the only entity allowed by law to authorize tax refunds, should a refund be recommended.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of recommendations regarding requests from taxpayers for refunds, as submitted by the Tax Assessor's Office.

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 for 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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Tax Assessor Presenter(s): Joel T. Benton/ Scott Bennett
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: [New Business
Wording for the Agenda:

David and Sandra Rosa have requested a hearing before the Board of Commissioners concerning a request for tax refunds.

Background/History/Details:

The law allows a taxpayer the right to a "hearing" or "conference" with the Board of Commisisoners when h/sh believes an error has
occurred in their property tax billing. The Rosa house (Parcel # 04-0702-004) was assessed as 100% complete beginning in 2002,
however, at the Rosa's request, the house was measured for accuracy on March 24, 2009. It was discovered that the house was
originally and erroneously assessed with 4,160 heated square feet but should have been assessed for only 3,560 heated square feet- a
difference of 600 heated square feet.

In accordance with O.C.G.A 48-5-380(b), the Board of Assessors recommends approval of the refund request for the previous three
years. The aggregate amount recommended for approval is $2,064.25 ($658.29 for year 2006; $683.51for year 2007; $722.45 for year
2008). The Board of Assessors further recommends denial of the refund request for all years prior to the year 2006. The aggregate
amount recommended for denial is $2,549.07 ($602.68 for year 2002; $640.59 for year 2003; $653.17 for year 2004; $652.63 for year
2005).

This is not a "public" hearing but is an opportunity for the taxpayers to present their request personally.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Conduct a hearing determining whether or not the requested tax refunds should be granted. The Rosa's will present their request and
County Attorney Scott Bennett and Tax Assessor Joel Benton will present their recommendation(s).

If this item requires funding, please describe:

The amount of the refund request recommended for approval is $2,064 and the amount of the refund request recommended for denial is
$2,549.07. Funding is contingent on the Board's decision.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:







COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department: Tax Assessor Presenter(s): Joel T. Benton/ Scott Bennett
Meeting Date: Thursday, June 25, 2009 Type of Request: [New Business
Wording for the Agenda:

Mr. Vincent Williams has requested a hearing before the Board of Commissioners concerning a request for tax refunds.

Background/History/Details:

The law allows a taxpayer the right to a "hearing" or "conference" with the Board of Commissioners when he/she believes an error has
occurred in their property tax billing. Mr. Vincent Williams is stating that an associate of his illegally and without his consent transferred
property (Parcel # 13-0206-002), via a Quit-Claim Deed, out of Mr. Vincent's name and into the name of a Lynwood Richards.

If the Board of Commissioners decides to grant all or part of the requested refund, the refund amounts are listed per year:
Year 2007-- $922.02

Year 2008 $79.70

The aggregate tax refund being requested is $1,001.72

This is not a "public hearing" but is an opportunity for the taxpayer to present his request personally.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Hear Mr. Vincent's request and determine whether or not the requested tax refunds should be granted. Mr. Williams will present his
request and County Attorney Scott Bennett and Tax Assessor Joel Benton will present their recommendation(s).

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Funding is contingent upon the Board's decision.

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  |Yes Approved by County Clerk  |Yes

Administrator's Approval  |Yes

Staff Notes:






