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The Agenda

Board of Commissioners
October 23, 2008
7:00 P.M.

Call to Order, Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance.

Acceptance of Agenda.

PUBLIC HEARING:

A

Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning
Ordinance regarding Article VII. Conditional Uses, Exceptions, and
Modifications, Section 7-1. Conditional Use Approval, B. Conditional
Uses Allowed, 23. Home Occupation and Article VI. District Use
Requirements, Section 6-17. O-I, Office-Institutional District, D.
Conditional Uses; Section 6-18. C-C, Community Commercial District,
B. Permitted Uses and C. Conditional Uses; Section 6-19. C-H,
Highway Commercial District, B. Permitted Uses and C. Conditional
Uses; Section 6-21. M-1, Light Industrial District, C. Conditional Uses;
and Section 6-22. M-2, Manufacturing and Heavy Industrial District,
C. Conditional Uses as presented by the Planning and Zoning
Department. THE PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDED
APPROVAL (5-0). THIS ITEM WAS TABLED FROM THE
SEPTEMBER 25, 2008 COMMISSIONERS’ MEETING.

Consideration of Petition No. 1211-08, J. Neil and T. Kay Dauvis,
Owners/Agents, request to rezone 2.469 acres from R-70 to O-l to
develop uses allowed under the O-I zoning district. This property is
located in Land Lot 127 of the 5" District and fronts on S.R. 54 West.
STAFF RECOMMENDED DENIAL. THE PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDED DENIAL (5-0).

Consideration of Petition No. 1212-08, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis,
Owners/Agents, request to rezone 4.437 acres from C-C Conditional
to C-C to lift the current conditions; also to use the Old Mill structure
fora corn grist mill in its historical context; and to allow the uses in the
C-C Zoning District; and consideration of Petition No. RP-043-08 to
change the use of Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates consisting of 2.334
acres (part of the 4.437 acres) from a single-family dwelling to the
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uses allowed in the C-C Zoning District. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5" District and
fronts on S.R. 54 West and Old Mill Court. STAFF RECOMMENDED APPROVAL WITH THREE (3)
CONDITIONS. THE PLANNING COMMISSION VOTED TO APPROVE SUBJECT TO
RECOMMENDED CONDITION #1 BEING AMENDED TO EXCLUDE MORE USES AND
RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS #2 AND #3 AS SUBMITTED BY STAFF (3-2). NO ACTION WAS
TAKEN ON RP-043-08 BASED ON THE VOTE FOR DENIAL OF PETITION NO. 1212-08.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

CONSENT AGENDA:
1. Approval of staff's recommendation to enter into an intergovernmental agreement with the City of
Fayetteville for street resurfacing.

2. Approval of staff's recommendation to adopt Resolution No. 2008-15 authorizing the submission of
a grant application for Kenwood Park Walking Trail Project to the Department of Natural Resources
for the Recreational Trails Program.

3. Approval of staff's recommendation to award Proposal #P682 to low bidder Sports Turf Company, Inc.
for the McCurry Park Track Resurfacing and Striping Project in the amount of $65,051.

4. Approval of staffs recommendation to award Bid #683 to low bidder Johnson Sewer, Pipeline &
Demolition, Inc. for clearing and grubbing along Snead Road in the amount of $23,900.

5. Approval of minutes for the Board of Commissioners’ meetings held on September 25, 2008, October
1, 2008 and October 9, 2008.

OLD BUSINESS:
D. Discussion of staff's recommendation to expand the revised Purchasing Card Program to all County
departments and adopt the final draft of the Purchasing Card Policy.

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT
ATTORNEY’S REPORT
STAFF REPORTS

BOARD REPORTS
EXECUTIVE SESSION

ADJOURNMENT






Print Form

COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Finance Department Head: ’Mary S. Holland

Presenter, if needed: ’Mary S. Holland Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:
Approval of staff's recommendation for approval to expand the revised Purchasing Card Program to all County departments and
adopt the final draft of the proposed Purchasing Card Policy.

Background/History/Details:

Over the past year, a number of departments have been participating in a revised purchasing card program for Fayette County.
Updates have been made to the draft of the purchasing card policy and is being submitted for final approval. Staff is
recommending the purchasing card program be expanded to all county departments.

This program replaces the previous program which ceased after it was determined that additional controls and limitations should
be considered for implementation.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of staff's recommendation to adopt the revised Purchasing Card Policy and to expand the program to include all County
Departments.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when? |Wednesday, February 6, 2008

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? |No Back-up Material Submitted? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New

Presentation Hearing ® Business C Business ( Consent ( Report ( Other





Fayette County Purchasing Card Program

Purpose

The purpose of this policy is to provide guidelines by which Fayette County
employees can participate in a purchasing card program as an efficient and cost
effective means to purchase job-related goods and services.

Policy

This policy will apply to all employees participating in the purchasing card
program and is intended to provide flexibility to make small dollar purchases as
well as travel arrangements and seminar/conference reservations when needed.
The purchasing card program is intended to reduce the use of petty cash and small
dollar purchase orders. Goods requiring solicitation of bids should be directed to
the Purchasing Department.

Procedures

Purchasing cards will be issued to employees only by direction of their
Department Head. Elected Officials may request cards for themselves. Each card
will have set limits as agreed upon by the Department Head or Elected Official
and Chief Financial Officer for the following with a not to exceed amount as
indicated. Any exceptions to these limits must be approved by the County
Administrator:

Dollar limit per transaction * — not to exceed $500
Number of transactions per day — not to exceed ten (10)
Billing cycle dollar limit — not to exceed $5,000
Annual credit limit — not to exceed $20,000

* Transactions for seminars and hotel stays covering multiple days may
exceed $500.00.

Purchases shall not be split to stay within limits established. Splitting charges will
be considered an abuse of the program which in addressed in the Violations
section.

The purchasing card can be used for the following transactions only within limits
of the department’s budget:

e Emergency purchases
e Employee training / seminars & dues
e Medical supplies and pharmaceuticals
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e Misc other supplies/services up to a maximum unit cost of $250, such as
o Building supplies;
o Cleaning supplies;
o Parts for
= Computers / printers repair
= Vehicle repairs;
o Safety supplies;
o Shipping services;
e Office supplies;
e Travel related expenditures.

The purchasing card can NOT be used for:

Cash advances
Gifts

Legal services
Medical services
Personal items
Unbudgeted items

Responsibilities

The Department/Division _Heads/Elected _Officials are responsible for
determining which employees will be issued a card, coordinating with Finance on
establishing spending limits, approving and signing off on each billing statement
for their department’s purchasing card transactions and ensuring that funds are
available in the department’s budget. In addition, any suspected abuse should be
reported to the CFO or the Assistant CFO/Controller immediately.

The Cardholder or Department Designee as appointed by the Department Head
will be responsible for reconciling purchasing cards billing statements. The
completed billing cycle reconciliation must be signed by both the cardholder or
department designee and the department head, and submitted to the Finance
Department by the scheduled due date. The reconciliation shall contain proper
sales receipts equaling the total amount billed as authorization for payment of the
statement balance. A proper sales receipt must contain an itemized list of items or
services purchased rather than a credit card slip. Lack of such receipt will be
considered an abuse of the program and is addressed in the Violations section.
Each cardholder is responsible for buying only job-related goods or services,
obtaining a detail receipt for each transaction, ensuring sales tax is not charged
(exception — meals), completing a transaction log and submitting to Finance no
later than the due date, and complying with all county purchasing policies and
procedures. Failure to comply with these responsibilities will be considered a
violation of the policy and is addressed in the Violations section.
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The Finance Department Accounting Analysts will serve as purchasing card
administrators for their assigned departments coordinating the issuance of cards,
monitoring the receipt of the billing cycle reconciliations from the departments,
verifying the account code assigned within the vendor’s system is accurate,
recording the accounting, and cancelling cards and maintaining card limits as
necessary. Additional responsibilities include coordination with the Assistant
CFO/Controller for annual publication of the scheduled due dates for completed
transaction logs, timely payment of the balances due. Monthly audits to verify the
monthly spending activity relative to the established guidelines, will be conducted
on 10% of the number of cards utilized during that period, no less than two cards,
(Example, 30 cards had activity during the month of July. Three cards will be
selected for audit.) Additionally, the purchasing card administrators will
coordinate with the Assistant CFO/Controller in maintaining the program policy
and procedures, provide training as needed and handle other tasks as may be
required by management.

Training

Training for the reconciliation of the purchasing cards billing statements utilizing
the transaction log form will be provided by the Finance accounting analysts.
Violations

Failure to comply with policy will be considered a violation of the program with
the following actions and/or employee disciplinary action as appropriate.

1* violation verbal reminder

2" violation written warning and 30 day card suspension
3" violation removal from the purchasing card program

10/16/2008





Board of Commissioner Minutes
February 6, 2008

B.

Update on the purchasing card program presented by Finance Staff. This item was last discussed on
Thursday, August 9, 2007. A copy of the request and presentation, identified as “Attachment 12", follow
these minutes and are made an official part hereof.

Chief Financial Officer Mary Holland spoke to the Commissioners about the purchasing card
program and gave recommendations on further implementation of the purchasing card program.
Some discussion followed. Commissioner Horgan motioned to approve the recommendation to
expand the purchasing card program and was seconded by Commissioner Frady. The motion
passed unanimously.
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Board of Commissioners
September 25, 2008
7:00 P.M.

The Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, met in Official Session on Thursday, September 25, 2008 at
7:00 p.m. in the Public Meeting Room of the Fayette County Administrative Complex, 140 Stonewall Avenue,
Fayetteville, Georgia.

Commissioners Present: Jack Smith, Chairman
Herb Frady, Vice-Chairman
Robert Horgan
Eric Maxwell
Peter Pfeifer

Staff Present: Jack Krakeel, Interim County Administrator
Scott Bennett, County Attorney
Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant
Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk

Call to Order, Invocation, and Pledge of Allegiance.

Chairman Jack Smith called the September 25, 2008 Board of Commissioners’ Meeting to order at 7:04 p.m.
Commissioner Pfeifer gave the invocation. Chairman Smith led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Acceptance of Agenda.

Commissioner Frady moved to accept the agenda as printed. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. No
discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

PRESENTATION/RECOGNITION
A. Proclamation recognizing October 8, 2008 as Honor Flight Fayette Day in Fayette County.

Chairman Smith announced that this recognition was for the second Honor Flight for Fayette County this year and that
the first flight took place earlier in the year. He praised the World War Il veterans saying they provided such a service
to this country that words would fail to express enough thanks. Before he read the proclamation recognizing October
8, 2008 as Honor Flight Fayette Day, Chairman Smith also recognized and thanked the families who were left behind
as their veterans went to war.
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After reading the proclamation, Chairman Smith stated that he was unaware until earlier in the day that personnel from
Fayette County’s Emergency Medical Service had volunteered their time and personal resources to accompany the first
veterans to Washington, D.C. to provide medical services and assistance where needed and he noted that there was
another group of volunteers attending to the needs of the second group of veterans. After being asked by the Chairman
for the names of the Fayette County Emergency Medical Service personnel who went to Washington, D.C. with the first
veterans, Interim Public Safety Director Allen McCullough said Captain Steve Folden, Firefighter/Paramedic Norm Gibby
and Fire Medic Jason Crenshaw attended to the first group of veterans. Chairman Smith then thanked all of the
volunteers for their service to the veterans.

Ms. Gail Sparrow, President of Honor Flight Fayette, thanked the Commissioners for supporting the first Honor Flight
with their personal money, and added that monetary support was still needed in order to fund the program. She also
spoke about Fayette County’s Emergency Medical Service’s personnel, said the National Honor Flight Society was
amazed with Fayette County’s medical support team, and concluded that Fayette County is setting an example
throughout the nation with respect to the medical assistance it provides to the veterans. A copy of the request and
Proclamation, identified as “Attachment 1", follow these minutes and are made an official part hereof.

PUBLIC HEARING

Community Development Director Pete Frisina read the Public Hearing Procedures before Public Hearings began. A
copy of the Public Hearing Procedures, identified as “Attachment 2", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof.

B. Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Development Regulations regarding
Article V. Buffer and Landscape Requirements as presented by the Engineering Department. This item
was last discussed during the August 14, 2008 Board of Commissioners meeting. THE PLANNING
COMMISSION RECOMMENDED APPROVAL WITH ONE (1) CHANGE 5-0.

Environmental Technician Nancy Howard stated that the Engineering Department was requesting approval of proposed
changes to the suggested planting materials listed in the Fayette County Development Regulations, and she said the
reason change was needed was because plants on the current list are either not appropriate for Fayette County’s climate
zone, susceptible to disease, or are considered invasive. She said the requested changes would omit the undesired
species of plants and would include only those plants that are suited to Georgia’s climate, are widely available, and are
recommended by the University of Georgia and other professionals. She mentioned that the proposed amendments
included other changes and that the majority of those changes were clarifications to the document’s original language.

Chairman Smith asked if this list was only giving suggestions of what could be planted. Ms. Howard affirmed that this
list only gave suggestions or recommendations, and that other recommended plants could be found on Fayette County’s
website. Chairman Smith asked if he was correct in assuming that the University of Georgia’s Horticulture Division gave
input to the suggested planting materials list. Ms. Howard replied that the Chairman was correct in making that
assumption.

Commissioner Horgan asked if the plants recommended on the suggested planting materials list were drought resistant
and if that was the intent of the list. Ms. Howard replied that having drought-resistant plants on the list was one reason
the list was provided and that a section of the Fayette County Development Regulations listed drought-resistant plants.
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Commissioner Horgan asked if plants that were not recommended on the list were permitted plants. Ms. Howard said
those plants not suggested on the list were still permitted and gave a brief explanation about why certain plants are
recommended and others are not.

No one spoke in favor of or in opposition to this request.

Commissioner Frady moved to adopt Ordinance 2008-08 amending the Fayette County Development Regulation
regarding Article V. Buffer and Landscape requirements as presented by the Engineering Department. Commissioner
Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request and
Ordinance 2008-08, identified as “Attachment 3", follow these minutes and are made an official part hereof.

C. Consideration of the annual update of the Capital Inprovement Element (CIE) and the Short Term Work
Program (STWP) in the Fayette County Comprehensive Plan for the imposition of Impact Fees for Fire
Services, and authorization of transmittal to the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) as presented by
the Planning and Zoning Department.

Community Development Director Pete Frisina informed the Board that the annual update of the Capital Improvement
Element and the Short Term Work Program constitutes a report that is made to the Atlanta Regional Commission and
the Department of Community Affairs about impact fees obtained for fire services. He said Fayette County has been
collecting impact fees for seven years and two months, and that the report would give an update on the amount of money
the County has collected and spent as a result of enacting impact fees, as well as the County’s Capital Improvement
Element and Short Term Work Program.

Mr. Frisina reported that Fayette County collected approximately $128,000 of impact fees during the past year, and said
those fees were based on the amount of new structures being constructed in the county. He said the amount was lower
than amounts collected in previous years due to the “slump of building” in Fayette County.

Before concluding his presentation, Mr. Frisina repeated his request for the Board’s approval to transmit the report to
the Atlanta Regional Commission and the Department of Community Affairs for their review. He said after those
organizations reviewed the report they would send it back for Fayette County’s adoption before February 2009.

Chairman Smith asked if he understood clearly that the request was for permission to transmit the report for review and
if the information in the report was documented and approved by the Finance Department. Mr. Frisina replied that a
number of departments were involved in preparing the report and that the Finance Department made a big contribution
since it maintains and updates the Capital Improvement Plan.

No one spoke in favor of or in opposition to this request.

Commissioner Horgan moved to approve Resolution 2008-14 regarding the annual update of the Capital Improvement
Element and the Short Term Work Program for the imposition of Impact Fees for Fire Services and to authorize its
transmittal to the Atlanta Regional Commission and the Department of Community Affairs. Commissioner Frady
seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request and Resolution
2008-14, identified as “Attachment 4", follow these minutes and are made an official part hereof.
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D. Discussion of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance regarding Article VII.
Conditional Uses, Exceptions, and Modifications, Section 7-1. Conditional Use Approval, B. Conditional
Uses Allowed, 23. Home Occupation as presented by the Planning and Zoning Department. STAFF HAS
REQUESTED THIS ITEM BE CONTINUED UNTIL OCTOBER 23, 2008 FOR PUBLIC HEARING

Community Development Director Pete Frisina requested that this discussion be continued until the October 23, 2008
Board of Commissioners’ meeting. He explained that his request was due to staff's discovery that certain portions of
the ordinance under discussion were not properly advertised. He said the ordinance would have to be advertised again
before public hearings could proceed.

Commissioner Frady moved to continue the discussion of the proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning
Ordinance until the October 23, 2008 Public Hearings. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion
followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 5", follows these minutes
and is made an official part hereof.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Ms. Alice Jones: Ms. Alice Jones, a resident of Fayette County, told the Board that she was really pleased with the
presentation given by Fire Marshal David Scarbrough about changing zip codes in north Fayette County during the
September 11, 2008 Board of Commissioners’ meeting. She said she was hopeful that the zip codes would be changed
and was pleased with the Postmaster’s efforts to implement the changes. Ms. Jones stated that the current zip codes
in north Fayette County needed to be changed since they worked to keep tax money away from the county.

Ms. Jones also expressed concern since efforts to have a Little League team play at Kenwood Park were turned down.
She said she was able to attend a Recreation Committee meeting after a request was denied and while there she
learned some Soccer League teams who wished to play at McCurry Park and Kiwanis Park were also being turned down
while other teams were “monopolizing” those parks. Ms. Jones reiterated that Kenwood Park is being underutilized
during the days and weekends since there is no activity occurring at the park. She wanted the Commissioners to be
aware of her concern and said that Parks and Recreation Director Anita Godbee would probably be contacting the
Commissioners in the coming days.

Chairman Smith stated that he did not know how many north Fayette homeowners wrote to the Postmaster, but that
attempts to get the Postmaster’s attention in order to change the zip codes in north Fayette County had been ongoing
for about 25 years. He said he did not know what buttons were pushed, but thanked Ms. Jones and others who had a
hand in getting the Postmaster’s attention.

CONSENT AGENDA

Commissioner Horgan moved to approve Consent Agenda Items 1-6. Commissioner Pfeifer seconded the motion. No
discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

1. Approval of request by the Sheriff's Department Field Operations to replace a 2006 Ford Crown Victoria
which was completely destroyed in an automobile accident on July 3, 2008, using $8,699.30 insurance
reimbursement and $18,651.70 from the Vehicle Replacement Fund to purchase the replacement
vehicle. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 6", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof.
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2, Approval of staff’s request for permission to apply for an Emergency Management Performance Grant
(EMPG) for Severe Weather Warning Projects. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 7",
follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

3. Approval of request from 911 Communications to be allowed to dispose of old department uniforms that
are no longer serviceable. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 8", follows these minutes
and is made an official part hereof.

4, Approval of staff’'s request to accept a reimbursement in the amount of $976.49 from Perfect Cut
Services, Inc. which would increase Parks and Recreation Ground Supplies Revenue Budget Account
by $976.49. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 9", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof.

5. Approval of staff’'s recommendation to award Bid #676 for Pressure Reducing Valves to the sole bidder,

PMC Enterprises, in the amount of $41,010. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 10",
follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

6. Approval of the September 3, 2008 Board of Commissioners’ Workshop Minutes and the September 11,
2009 Board of Commissioners’ Regular Session Minutes.

OLD BUSINESS

E. Consideration of staff’'s recommendation that Sumner Road be designated as an authorized street for
motorized cart usage.

Community Development Director Pete Frisina began his presentation by stating this request was initiated by Mr. Mike
Flynn of the Landings Subdivision. He reminded the Board that there had been a number of discussions on this topic,
including a workshop, and those discussions resulted in an amendment to the Fayette County Code. Mr. Frisina
explained that, historically, the Board of Commissioners only approved internal roads within subdivisions for golfcart
usage, and that the last time an internal road was considered for approval was in the 1990s. He said that Sumner Road
is the first road that Fayette County has considered for motorized cart usage that is outside of a subdivision and that is
a county road.

Mr. Frisina said he and a number of individuals including Public Works Director Phil Mallon, Sheriff-elect Wayne Hannah,
and Captain Bryan Woodie of Fayette County’s Sheriff's Traffic Division had worked on this topic since the beginning
of 2008, had created a list of criteria to be considered for making these decisions, and that the criteria had been
approved by the Board of Commissioners in August 2008.

Mr. Frisina stated that studies have been conducted on Sumner Road including a speed study that was conducted by
the Sheriff's Department. He added that part of the criteria used for authorization was that only local roads with a speed
limit of 35 miles per hour or less could be authorized, that Sumner Road met that qualification, and the speed study
indicated that 85% of vehicles were driving 35 miles per hour or less. He noted that the 35 miles per hour standard was
based on information provided by the National Safety Council and the standard involved other criteria such as stopping
distances, reaction times and visibility distances. Mr. Frisina added that Sumner Road did not have a grade that
exceeded 7% meaning the Sheriff's Department could use radar and laser speed detections on the road. In conclusion,
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Mr. Frisina said if Sumner Road were approved for motorized cart usage, signs would be placed along the road informing
motorists that golfcarts would be on the road and would set boundaries informing residents where carts are not
permitted.

Chairman Smith asked if Sumner Road met the established criteria in order for authorization to be granted. Mr. Frisina
responded that it did. Chairman Smith recalled that several months ago there was a problem with a property that abutted
Sumner Road, that golfcarts were traversing through a homeowner’s property without permission, and he asked if he
correctly remembered that the problem was at Sumner Road. Mr. Frisina said the problem was on the portion of Sumner
Road that belongs to Peachtree City. Chairman Smith asked if that problem had any effect on this discussion or
authorization for Sumner Road. Mr. Frisina replied that the problem had no effect on this issue.

Commissioner Frady moved to approve staff's recommendation that Sumner Road be designated as an authorized street
for motorized cart usage. Commissioner Pfeifer seconded the motion.

Commissioner Maxwell said he read Mr. Flynn’s letter and asked if the residents of the Landings Subdivision intended
to continue using some of the homeowners’ property for access and if there was a need for an easement. Mr. Frisina
replied that the residents of the Landings Subdivision had previously been driving on Sumner Road without realizing that
Sumner Road was not authorized for golfcart use, and that while the residents subsequently obtained permission from
two homeowners and from Fayette EMC to drive golfcarts on their properties, he did not see the need for a permanent
easement. Commissioner Maxwell said he would vote for the motion since the residents of the Landings Subdivision
wanted Sumner Road to be approved for golfcarts, but he also wanted the residents to be aware that by giving the
authorization there would be no way to prevent people from other subdivisions to come into the Landings. He said the
only reason he mentioned that was because of conflicts that occurred in central or south Fayette County when people
from one subdivision went into other peoples’ subdivisions. Commissioner Maxwell also wanted the residents to be
aware that Peachtree City charges higher fees to people who do not live within their boundaries and that those fees are
administered by Peachtree City.

Commissioner Pfeifer commented that Mr. Frisina and Mr. Flynn had worked for a long time on this topic and he thanked
both of them.

The motion to approve staff's recommendation that Sumner Road be designated as an authorized street for motorized
cartusage passed unanimously. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 11", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

NEW BUSINESS

F. Approval of staff's recommendation for supplemental budget adjustments for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 2008.

Assistant Finance Director Toni Jo Howard said she was asking for the Board’s consideration to approve the final budget
adjustments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2008. She said that approval was required for the County to continue
forward with the closing of the Fiscal Year 2008 budget and in order to proceed with audit and financial statement
preparations.

Chairman Smith asked if he correctly understood that the budget adjustments were required under Georgia State law.
Ms. Howard replied that the Chairman’s understanding was correct.
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Commissioner Horgan moved to approve the recommendation from the Finance Department for supplemental budget
adjustments to the fiscal year ending June 30, 2008. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion
followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 12", follows these minutes
and is made an official part hereof.

G. Consideration of the proposed annexation from the City of Fayetteville to annex 17.85 acres, Piedmont
Fayette Hospital, Applicant, to develop additional parking and a Day Care Facility. This property is
located in Land Lot 129 of the 5" District and Land Lot 9 of the 7" District, and fronts on Sandy Creek
Road.

Community Development Director Pete Frisina reported that the 17.85 acres under consideration are located in
unincorporated Fayette County and that the majority of the land is zoned O-I with a small portion zoned R-70. He
explained that the land currently contains overflow parking for Piedmont Fayette Hospital, stormwater ponds and a
single-family residence that the hospital intends to convert into a day care facility for hospital staff. He informed the
Board that this land is in an area which was discussed and addressed in the County’s State Route 54 Hospital Area Task
Force Report which was prepared in 2006, and he said this proposed annexation was anticipated in and conforms to
the report.  Mr. Frisina said when this property was initially developed the hospital had a very short time frame to
construct parking spaces since they were in the middle of a construction project that was eliminating some of the initial
parking spaces. He noted, with those dynamics involved, the hospital decided they could accomplish their construction
work quicker by developing on County property rather than going through the annexation process first. He said the
hospital’s construction and development occurred about five years ago, that Fayette County accommodated the zoning
of the property so that the parking lot could be built, and now the hospital is asking for that land to be annexed into the
city. Mr. Frisina concluded saying staff has no objection to the annexation request.

Commissioner Horgan asked if the single-family residence has a septic tank. Mr. Frisina replied that the house did have
a septic tank, but he added that the house “had not been used for anything” and that it would likely be connected to the
city sewer if the land was annexed. He said Mr. Rick Fehr of Environmental Health had commented that if the septic
tank is abandoned it would need to be sealed off and shut down, that the City of Fayetteville would take care of the septic
tank, and that Mr. Fehr would retain jurisdiction over that process.

Commissioner Frady moved to “not object” to the proposed annexation from the City of Fayetteville toannex 17.85 acres,
Piedmont Fayette Hospital, Applicant, in order to develop additional parking and a Day Care Facility. Commissioner
Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request,
identified as “Attachment 13", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

Recurring Problem with the Library’s Computers: Interim County Administrator Jack Krakeel reported that over the
course of the last several months Fayette County has had a recurring problem with the Library’s computer system that
causes the system to completely shut down. He said this problem has become more prevalent in the last two weeks,
and staff has determined the problem with the system is that the hard drive is completely full and unable to store any
additional data. He informed the Board that staff is developing an interim solution to the problem which would involve
completely shutting down the system for one day in the next several weeks. He stated that the ultimate step, which
should take place within the next 30 days, would require a decision on a permanent solution. He said staff has prepared
some preliminary estimates and believes the cost of correcting the problems and upgrading the system will be
approximately $45,000. He said staff will be preparing a formal request for the Board within the next three to four weeks
for its consideration and for the funding that is available.
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ATTORNEY’S REPORT

Amendment to Tyler Technologies’ Treasury Management Software Contract: County Attorney Scott Bennett
presented an amendment to an existing contract Fayette County has with Tyler Technologies regarding Treasury
Management software for the Finance Department for $5,000. He said the money was approved in the budget and that
by accepting the amendment the County would be accepting the terms of the software license. He said he was asking
for approval for the Chairman to sign the amendment, for $5,000 to be paid for the software, and to accept the software
license from Tyler Technologies. Commissioner Frady moved to authorize the Chairman to sign the amendment to
Fayette County’s contract with Tyler Technologies, to pay $5,000 for Treasury Management software for the Finance
Department, and to accept the software license from Tyler Technologies. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion.
No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the Tyler Technologies Amendment, identified as
“Attachment 14", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

Amendment to Tyler Technologies Contract Management Software Contract: County Attorney Scott Bennett
presented an amendment to an existing contract Fayette County has with Tyler Technologies regarding Contract
Management software for $7,139 for the Information Systems Department. He explained that part of the $7,139 fee
would apply to the years 2009 and 2010 meaning it would not have to be spent immediately but would have to be
budgeted for over the course of the next two years. He also mentioned that $3,953 of the fee would pay for software
and that the Board had given its approval for its purchase during the November 7, 2007 Board of Commissioners
meeting. Commissioner Horgan moved to authorize the Chairman to sign the amendment to Fayette County’s contract
with Tyler Technologies for Contract Management software at a cost of $7,139 for use by the Information Systems
Department. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.
A copy of the Tyler Technologies Amendment, identified as “Attachment 15", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof.

STAFF REPORTS
None.
BOARD REPORTS

Indigent Defense Committee: Commissioner Maxwell reminded the Board that during last year’s budget hearings he
had informed the Commissioners that the Georgia State Legislature changed the composition of the local Indigent
Defense Committee by adding County Commissioners to it. He also reminded the Board that he had previously served
on the Indigent Defense Committee several years ago when it chose the current Public Defender. Commissioner
Maxwell then informed the Board that he was approached by the current chairperson of the Indigent Defense Committee
who asked him to return to the Indigent Defense Committee as the Governor’s appointee, that he submitted his name
for nomination, and said he would be happy to serve on that committee. Commissioner Maxwell noted that only one
Commissioner from each county that was represented could serve on the Indigent Defense Committee at a time so there
would be other Commissioners from other counties serving with him. In conclusion, he reiterated that he wanted the
Board to know that he was approached and that he had agreed to return to the Indigent Defense Committee.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

Litigation, Employment and Property Acquisition: County Attorney Scott Bennett reported that Litigation, Employment
and Property Acquisition items needed to be discussed in Executive Session. Commissioner Frady moved to adjourn
into Executive Session for the purpose of discussing Litigation, Employment and Property Acquisition. Commissioner
Horgan seconded the motion . No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

The Board of Commissioners adjourned into Executive Session at 7:56 p.m. in order to discuss Litigation, Employment
and Property Acquisition items, and returned into Official Session at 8:48 p.m.

Executive Session Affidavit: Commissioner Frady moved to authorize the Chairman to sign an Executive Session
Affidavit stating items of Litigation, Employment and Property Acquisition were discussed in Executive Session.
Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the
Executive Session Affidavit, identified as “Attachment 16", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.
ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Frady motioned to adjourn the September 25, 2008 Board of Commissioners’ meeting. Commissioner
Horgan seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

The September 25, 2008 Board of Commissioners Meeting adjourned at 8:49 p.m.

Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk Jack Smith, Chairman

The foregoing minutes were duly approved at an official meeting of the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County,
Georgia, held on the 23" day of October 2008.

Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk






Board of Commissioners
October 1, 2008
3:30 P.M.

The Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, met in Official Session on Wednesday, October 1,
2008, at 3:30 p.m. in the Commissioners’ Conference Roomin Suite 100, at the Fayette County Administrative
Complex, 140 Stonewall Avenue, Fayetteville, Georgia.

Commissioners Present: Jack Smith, Chairman
Herb Frady, Vice-Chairman
Robert Horgan
Eric Maxwell
Peter Pfeifer

Staff Present: Jack Krakeel, Interim County Administrator
Scott Bennett, County Attorney
Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant
Karen Morley, Chief Deputy Clerk

Chairman Smith called the meeting to order.

ACCEPTANCE OF AGENDA: Commissioner Horgan made a motion to approve the agenda as presented.
Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

OLD BUSINESS:
A FURTHER DISCUSSION REGARDING THE POSTAL ZIP CODE CHANGES FOR SEVERAL
NORTH FAYETTE AREAS

County Fire Marshal David Scarbrough remarked that this was a community based request from several
homeowners associations. He said if the Board was supportive of this effort, a commitment letter to the U.S.
Postal Service would be necessary from the County indicating the County’s supportand commitment, including
moving forward with the renaming of the ten streets where a duplication would otherwise exist. He remarked
that a simple majority of 51% of the responding residents to the U.S. Postal Service survey was required along
with the final determination by the U.S.P.S. for the change to be implemented. A copy of his summary of the
proposed postal zip code changes together with a map of the area, identified as “Attachment No. 1", follows
these minutes and are made an official part hereof.

Chairman Smith asked if the County had a process for the renaming of streets.
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Interim County Administrator Jack Krakeel replied that the County currently had a process of reviewing all
proposed street names that go through the Planning and Zoning Department and the 911 Communications
Center so that duplicate street names did not occur. He said historically the renaming of a street has been
predicated by citizens of a roadway and it was usually associated with a historical value of a street and/or a
family name attached to a street. He said there was not a formal process in place for the County to actually
change the name of a street.

Commissioner Frady asked if there would be any change to street numbers and Captain Scarbrough replied
no, there would not be any physical address number changes.

Chairman Smith asked if there would be any negatives as a result of any street name change.

Captain Scarbrough replied that it would take a little time to acclimate citizens to the street name change but
felt they would certainly see that the benefits would outweigh any negatives. He said it was his understanding
that the U.S.P.S. would help notify creditors and/or companies who were part of the published listings for zip
codes.

Chairman Smith asked if there was an effective date of the zip code changes and Captain Scarbrough replied
if the Board agreed to submit this letter of commitment, the U.S.P.S. would go forward within the next thirty
to sixty days with a survey and most likely we would know the results by the end of the year.

Interim County Administrator Jack Krakeel replied that if the Board agreed to proceed in this direction, ample
notification to the residents was critical especially with the reordering of stationery, checks and so forth. He
recommended providing some type of time frame for this change.

Interim Public Safety Director Allen McCullough remarked if this change went forward, he would need direction
from the Board as to whether EMS would continue to be the lead on this issue. He said it was his thought that
staff could put a timetable together for a project action plan that he could bring back to the Board for review.
He said staff would also have to meet with 911 regarding the CAD system and any changes that might need
to be made.

Commissioner Frady made a motion to authorize the Chairman to execute a commitment letter to the United
States Postal Service regarding street name changes as a result of zip code changes. Commissioner Horgan
seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0. A copy of the commitment letter, identified as “Attachment No.
2", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

NEW BUSINESS:

B. CONSIDERATION OF A REQUEST FROM PLANNING AND ZONING STAFF FOR DIRECTION
REGARDING THE POSSIBLE DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS REGULATING PERSONAL
CARE HOMES IN SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS:

Zoning Administrator Dennis Dutton remarked that staff was requesting the Board's permission to research
personal care homes within single-family residential. He remarked that staff had been utilizing a policy under
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the definition of family in which personal care homes have been operating with three or less people within the
homes based on the definition of four unrelated people. He said staff needed direction on whether the Board
wanted staff to continue this or look at tightening up the restrictions. He noted most recently staff had received
complaints in a particular neighborhood where they were locating a small personal care home that would not
be violating anything in the current ordinance. He said in the meantime just prior to this, staff was receiving
approximately five requests per week concerning personal care homes. He said the State had basically put
forth some regulations that dictate the County’s responsibility for these homes. He said consideration had to
be given to the fair housing laws that were currently on the books and this was something that had to be
reviewed in concert with this issue of group homes. He said currently when someone comes in for a personal
care home, staff would not grant them home occupation because it would not fit the requirement for a home
occupation. He remarked there was also an issue of sprinkler systems based on the Life Safety Code and
accessibility to get in and out of the house. He said the County was responsible for the monitoring of meals
to the people and the required number of balanced meals per day and it was vague as to whether this was the
Health Department or County staff. He said this was becoming a bigger issue and more people were trying
to find ways to make income at home. He said he understood the State was giving some type of grant money
for these homes and this was actually contributing to the increased requests.

Chairman Smith asked Mr. Dutton how the Marshals Office had gotten involved in the monitoring of these
homes, and Mr. Dutton replied this was the way the law was written in that it was the responsibility of the
County to oversee them.

Mr. Dutton remarked if this started to become a permitting issue, it would be looked at by the Health
Department from the standpoint of an additional commercial kitchen that would have to be a separate kitchen
located within the residence.

Interim County Administrator Jack Krakeel said the critical issue was the number of occupants residing in the
home. He noted that once it was four or more people, then this would fall under provisions of the Life Safety
Code which governs personal care homes with an occupancy rate of four or more residents residing unrelated
by blood or marriage. He said those provisions in the Life Safety Code regulate these type of structures
including things like sprinkler systems, accessibility issues and those types of things. He said when the
number falls below four people, there really were no regulations other than a loosely structured State permitting
process with an application fee of $10. He felt this was the area that staff was trying to address as well as the
totality of addressing personal care homes and the possibility of a special zoning category.

Commissioner Pfeifer asked Mr. Dutton if a personal care home was the same thing as a group home and Mr.
Dutton replied that a group home defines many other types of homes like hospice, mental retardation or
something of that nature. He said a personal care home could be a group home but a group home was not
a personal care home.

Mr. Krakeel remarked that staff was asking for the Board’s consideration to get more research on this issue
and bring this information back to the Board at a later date.
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County Attorney Scott Bennett remarked that the homes would have to be ADA compliant. He said staff would
begin looking at the building code requirements and some physical requirements of the residents in addition
to what we already have. He said staff could certainly begin to look at spacing requirements and zoning
requirements in addition to the building code requirements. He said staff could also create a list of goals and
regulations and then the Board could review these to determine the direction it would like to take on this issue.

The Board directed staff to study this issue further and report back to the Board at a later date.

ADMINISTRATOR'’S REPORT:

JIMMY MAYFIELD WIDENING PROJECT: Interim County Administrator Jack Krakeel reported to the Board
that the City of Fayetteville had requested consideration for funding a change order associated with the Jimmy
Mayfield Widening Project specifically funding the differential between the cost of installing Mast Poles for
signalization versus the as bid tension wire approach for traffic signals. He said the cost difference between
the as bid price versus the Mast Pole design was $113,696.50. He pointed out that this project was funded
from the 70% SPLOST funds to be used for Countywide projects. He noted this project was awarded to
Southeastern Site Development, Inc. on April10, 2008 in the amount of $2,327,517.90. He noted that the
project had come in under original cost estimates. He said the City’s request was for consideration to fund the
additional $113,696.50 from the 70% SPLOST funding to accomplish this objective.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to approve the City of Fayetteville’s request for amendment of the
contract with Southeastern Site Development, Inc. to upgrade the traffic signal devices to the Mast Pole
design. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0. A copy of the amended contract,
identified as “Attachment No. 3", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

ATTORNEY’S REPORT:
None.

STAFF REPORTS:

WATER SYSTEM DIRECTOR TONY PARROTT: Water System Director Tony Parrott asked for the Board’s
consideration to purchase Orion Meters and Transponders from Badger Meter in an effort to replace older
Trace Meters and Transponders also purchased from Badger currently in use throughout Fayette County. He
noted this change out would occur over the next three years and no additional funding was being requested.
He pointed out that Badger will no longer be providing Trace, but instead will be providing their new AMR
called Orion. He said this meter will attach to the existing Badger meter base and the transponder will attach
to the meter lid through the existing 2-inch hole in the lids. He said the receiving unit for the Orion is a laptop
computer while the receiving unit for the Trace is a Mobile Meter Interrogator, which is the size of a small two
drawer file cabinet. He said the cost of the laptop with the Orion software would be $20,990 and a handheld
interrogator is $4,500. He said since the Trace unit was no longer available, Badger will honor the warranty
with the Orion units and in addition will give a $5.00 credit for each Trace unit exchanged that was no longer
under warranty. He stated that the plan would be to convert approximately 200 Trace AMR’s each month for
the last seven months of this fiscal year. He noted the cost of this would be $25,490 for the laptop with the
Orion software, handheld interrogator and $168,000 for the 1,400 transponders. He noted the cost for FY’09
would be $193,490 with the funding coming from the meter installations budgeted in the Repairs to Meters and
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Lines account and from the Renewal and Extension Fund. He said the conversion over to Orion AMR would
be done over the next three years and be budgeted annually.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to authorize the Water System Director Tony Parrott to allow the Water
System to change over to the Orion Meter system from the Trace Meter system that is currently being used.
Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

BOARD REPORTS:
None.

EXECUTIVE SESSION: Interim County Administrator Jack Krakeel requested an Executive Session to
discuss real estate and personnel items.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to adjourn to Executive Session to discuss real estate and personnel
items. Commissioner Pfeifer seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

Commissioner Frady made a motion to adjourn the Executive Session and return to open session.
Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0.

Chairman Smith called the meeting back to order and announced that the Board had discussed real estate
and personnel items and no official action was taken by the Board.

Commissioner Horgan made a motion to authorize the Chairman to execute the Executive Session Affidavit
affirming that real estate and personnel items were discussed in executive session. Commissioner Frady
seconded the motion. The motion carried 5-0. A copy of the Affidavit, identified as “Attachment No. 4", follows
these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

ADJOURNMENT:
Commissioner Horgan made a motion to adjourn the meeting at 5:25 p.m. Commissioner Frady seconded the
motion. The motion carried 5-0.

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

The foregoing minutes were duly approved at an official meeting of the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County,
Georgia, held on the 23" day of October, 2008.

Karen Morley, Chief Deputy Clerk






Board of Commissioners
October 9, 2008
7:00 P.M.

The Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, met in Official Session on Thursday, October 9, 2008 at 7:00
p.m. in the Public Meeting Room of the Fayette County Administrative Complex, 140 Stonewall Avenue, Fayetteville,
Georgia.

Commissioners Present: Jack Smith, Chairman
Herb Frady, Vice-Chairman
Robert Horgan
Eric Maxwell
Peter Pfeifer

Staff Present: Jack Krakeel, Interim County Administrator
Scott Bennett, County Attorney
Carol Chandler, Executive Assistant
Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk

Call to Order, Invocation, and Pledge of Allegiance.

Chairman Smith called the October 9, 2008 Board of Commissioners meeting to orderat 7:01 p.m. Commissioner Pfeifer
gave the invocation. Chairman Smith led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Acceptance of Agenda.

Commissioner Horgan moved to accept the agenda as published. Commissioner Pfeifer seconded the motion. No
discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

PRESENTATION/RECOGNITION

A. Recognition of the Friends of Fayette County Public Library and Proclamation of October 19-25, 2008
as National Friends of Libraries Week.

Chairman Smith read the “National Friends of Libraries Week” Proclamation and recognized October 19-25, 2008 as
National Friends of Libraries Week.

Library Director Christeen Snell thanked Chairman Smith and remarked that, while she was very delighted to have an
incredible library in the Fayette County community, she was more delighted that advocates of the Friends of Fayette
County Public Library were in attendance. She introduced Ms. Arlys Ferrell, President of Friends of Fayette County
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Public Library, to the Commissioners. Ms. Ferrell then introduced the other members of the Friends of the Fayette
County Public Library who were in attendance including Vice-President Dortha Stenson, Assistant Treasurer Jim Born,
and Mrs. Maureen Born of the Hospitality Committee.

Chairman Smith thanked the Friends of Fayette County Public Library for all they do for Fayette County and said they
were appreciated more than they would ever know. A copy of the request and proclamation, identified as “Attachment
1", follow these minutes and are made an official part hereof.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Mr. Mike Flynn: Mr. Mike Flynn, a resident of Fayette County, reminded the Board that he was the one who requested
that Sumner Road be approved for golfcart usage, and on behalf of his neighbors and himself he extended gratitude to
the Board for quickly approving the request. He also extended thanks to Community Development Director Pete Frisina
for all of his work related to the request, Captain Bryan Woodie of Fayette County’s Sheriff's Department-Traffic Division,
the Fayette County engineer, the road crew who placed signage on Sumner Road so quickly, and all others involved
in this approval process. He said Fayette County “just did a marvelous job”. Mr. Flynn next stated that the request for
golfcart usage on Sumner Road was not only for personal pleasure but there were other reasons as well. He conjectured
that if every one of the 47 golfcarts in The Landings subdivision traveled only ten miles per week that would equate to
470 miles per week or 24,440 miles a year. He said if the average of 18 miles per gallon of gas were used, the residents
of The Landings subdivision would save approximately 1,358 gallons of fuel in one year. He summarized by saying the
residents of The Landings subdivision were all trying to do their part, and thanked the Board once again for quickly
approving the request.

Mr. Johnny Black: Mr. Johnny Black, a resident of Fayette County, began by saying he spoke to the County Attorney
several months ago about “getting a seasonal game processor started in an agricultural district of Fayette County”. He
said he checked the ordinances, was informed the Board could change the ordinance, but confessed he did not know
what steps to take in order to present his concerns. He said the County Attorney informed him that seasonal game
processing is not addressed in the County Ordinances and therefore is not permitted in Fayette County. Mr. Black stated
that he did not completely understand why seasonal game processing is not permitted in Fayette County and thought
the reason for prohibiting seasonal game processing was inadequate. After saying he researched this issue, he
presented a document with his findings to the Board for their review. Mr. Black said seasonal game processing is
beneficial for the community and the county and suggested that seasonal game processing should be permitted in A-R
districts throughout Fayette County. He clarified that the only place in Fayette County zoned for “this type of business”
was along Roberts Road, but he thought any agriculture district in Fayette County would be sufficient for seasonal game
processing. He added that households would benefit, as well as the community and the county, that the benefits were
good reasons to change the County Ordinance, and briefly reviewed some of the benefits. He said he has “a lot of
supportin the community” that he lives in, that he has spoken to a number of people throughout the community, and that
no one has any complaints with his request.
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CONSENT AGENDA

Commissioner Pfeifer moved to approve Consent Agenda Items 1 and 2. Commissioner Horgan seconded the motion.
No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

1. Approval of staff’s request to utilize reserve Library funds to purchase new hardware, software and
networking equipment for the purpose of upgrading the Library’s Computer Infrastructure at an
aggregate cost of $49,200. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 2", follows these minutes
and is made an official part hereof.

2, Approval of a request from 911 Communications to award Proposal #679 to Priority Dispatch
Corporation to provide a new Emergency Medical Dispatch Program, training and certification for
employees, and a comprehensive Quality Assurance Program, at a total cost of $46,703.74. A copy of
the request, identified as “Attachment 3", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

OLD BUSINESS

B. Approval of staff's request for Contingency Account funds in the amount of $137,500 to pay
unanticipated costs associated with soil and water mitigation and removal for Public Works/Fleet
Maintenance underground storage tank capacity upgrade project.

Director of Fleet Maintenance Bill Lackey requested that $137,500 be transferred from Contingency Funds to cover the
unanticipated costs associated with the underground storage tank capacity upgrade project.

Chairman Smith asked if he properly understood that the project has been in planning “for a while”. Mr. Lackey replied
that the project was planned for some time and that the project had been completed. Commissioner Frady asked how
this project “slipped by” without getting into the budget. Chairman Smith replied that the project was in the budget but
that it cost more than was originally budgeted. Commission Maxwell added that this was a contamination situation and
said this amount of money was not the cost of the project per se. Mr. Lackey replied that larger tanks were installed
which required digging deeper into the ground, however, the water table at the location was so high that there was a lot
of seepage coming in that required the water to be continually removed. He said the funds he was requesting were
needed due to the amount of water removed and the sides of the dig that were falling in.

Commissioner Horgan asked if the County did all of the construction or if an outside company performed the work. Mr.
Lackey replied that an outside contractor did the work. Commissioner Horgan asked if the contractor would be
responsible for the sides falling in. Mr. Lackey replied that money was budgeted in anticipation of these types of
complications, but the amount of water that came in due to “digging deeper” was more than anticipated. Commissioner
Horgan asked how much money was paid in anticipation of complications. Mr. Lackey replied that he did not have that
information with him but the amount was calculated in the contract provided by Mallet Consulting. Interim County
Administrator Jack Krakeel interjected that approximately $28,000 was budgeted for removal of soil and any
groundwater. He said when the contractors ran into the excessive groundwater and the sloughing of the sides of the
dig as a result of the groundwater, the County negotiated with the contractor and the contractor actually lost money.
Commissioner Horgan clarified that the contractor participated in the loss, and Mr. Krakeel agreed. Mr. Krakeel added
that the contractor’s cost for the soil and water removal was substantially below any competitive bids Fayette County
received during the bidding process for this project.
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Commissioner Horgan moved to approve staff's request for Contingency Account funds in the amount of $137,500 to
pay unanticipated costs associated with soil and water mitigation and removal for Public Works/Fleet Maintenance
underground storage tank capacity upgrade project. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion followed.
The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 4", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

NEW BUSINESS

C. Consideration of the proposed annexation from the City of Peachtree City to annex 35.001 acres,
Scarbrough & Rolander, L.L.C., to add said property to the Wilksmoore Village. This property is located
in Land Lot 166 of the 7" District, is zoned A-R, and fronts on Wilkes Grove Church Road (off Senoia
Road).

Community Development Director Pete Frisina reported that a proposed annexation request was received from the City
of Peachtree City for 35 acres. He said the 35 acres consist of four tracts of land that are located in the area of Wilkes
Grove Church Road west of the State Route 74 and the railroad tracks in Peachtree City, and that the Board had been
provided a survey of those tracts of land for their review. Mr. Frisina stated that the 35 acres constitute an island,
meaning they are surrounded by the City of Peachtree City on all four sides. He explained that the island was created
after Peachtree City previously annexed more than 700 acres in the West area for future development of another village
consisting of some John Wieland properties, an age community and other properties. He explained that the property
being proposed for annexation is east of the earlier annexations and repeated that it is completely surrounded by
Peachtree City. He informed the Board that staff has no objection to the proposed annexation and that the annexation
would reduce the size of the island. Mr. Frisina concluded his presentation saying if Peachtree City annexed the land,
unincorporated Fayette County would still have a little land north of the annexations between the new Peachtree City
boundaries and the boundaries of the Town of Tyrone.

Commissioner Frady asked if the A-R zoning in Peachtree City was still a reserve zoning and if it was reserve zoning
by principle only and not by ordinance. Mr. Frisina replied that Peachtree City referred to the zoning as “Agricultural
Reserve”, and he thought some residential developments were permitted in Agricultural Reserve zoning districts. He
said, based on comments by the Peachtree City’s Planner David Rast, that Peachtree City stated nothing was proposed
for the area at this time, but that Peachtree City “may classify the area for office or educational uses”. He added that
Peachtree City would annex the land as Agricultural Reserve, but he conjectured that the land would likely be absorbed
into a larger development at some point in time. Commissioner Frady asked how much of the land was usable since
a cemetery was located there. Mr. Frisina answered that he did not have the exact size of the cemetery at hand, but
added his belief that there were no buildings or other structures located on those properties.

Chairman Smith returned to Mr. Frisina’s statement that there was another piece of unincorporated Fayette County
property in the area and asked if that land was an island as well. Mr. Frisina replied that the unincorporated Fayette
County property is located north of the approximately 700 acres that Peachtree City previously annexed and that land
is close in proximity to the industrial development occurring in south Tyrone. Mr. Frisina concluded that the
unincorporated Fayette County property had decreased from approximately 900 acres and that the County was “getting
rid of the land since it is an island”.

Commissioner Maxwell agreed with the principle that there should be no islands and said it appeared to him that
Peachtree City and the Town of Tyrone would eventually join with no Fayette County property between them, but he was
concerned with the statement that Peachtree City had no immediate plans for change in the area. He noticed that a
developer was making the application for annexation for a piece of church-owned property, did not believe the
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developers were going into the church business, and suggested there was more to the story than “there are no
immediate plans for development”. He wanted to know more about the future plans so he could say he has no objections
and restated that he did not believe that there were no future plans for the property. Commissioner Maxwell said he
was also concerned since there was a headline in a local paper that read Peachtree City Rezoned for 350 homes on
an 88-Acre Site, and that was not consistent with Fayette County’s policy regarding density. He clarified that he had
concerns about density with the proposed annexation, especially since Peachtree City was stating there are no
immediate plans to do anything with the property. He said he did not know that he could object since he did not have
enough information to object, and therefore, he would object because he wanted to know more about the plans for that
property and since no arbitration or mediation had taken place. He informed the Board that if it voted to “not object” he
would not be able to support that vote.

Commissioner Frady suggested the Board could return the proposal to Peachtree City, ask them to clarify the proposal,
and see if Peachtree City would provide information on what they expect to do with the land. He also shared
Commissioner Maxwell's density concerns, and informed the Board that it had previously responded in a similar manner
by returning the annexation request to Peachtree City with a request for more information. He suggested that once more
information was acquired the issue could be addressed at the next Board of Commissioners meeting.

Commissioner Maxwell replied that he was under the impression that the Board either had to object to the proposal or
the proposal would be approved if no objection was filed within 30 days, so he thought tabling the issue would not be
adequate and asked County Attorney Scott Bennett how to proceed on this matter. Mr. Bennett asked Mr. Frisina when
the proposal was received and Mr. Frisina replied that the proposal was dated Friday, September 16, 2008 but was not
received by Fayette County until the end of the following week. Mr. Bennett stated since the objection was not based
on what Peachtree City is doing but rather is based on lack of information, the Board could impose an objection in order
to allow Peachtree City to respond. Commissioner Maxwell agreed, reiterated that he did not have enough information
to make a good and informed decision to either object or not object, and suggested that the only thing that could be done
was to object with a request for more information. Commissioner Pfeifer replied that he had no problem making the
objection and that he appreciated Commissioner Maxwell's comments.

Commissioner Maxwell moved “to object” to the proposed annexation from the City of Peachtree City to annex 35.001
acres, Scarbrough & Rolander, L.L.C., Applicants, to add said property to the Wilksmoore Village and to direct the Interim
County Administrator to write a letter to the City Manager of Peachtree City informing him that lack of information is the
reason for the objection. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed
unanimously. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment 5", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof.

ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT

There was no Administrator’'s Report.
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ATTORNEY’S REPORT

Preparation of a Comprehensive Transportation Plan: County Attorney Scott Bennett reminded the Board that it
previously awarded a bid to Glatting Jackson Kercher Anglin, Inc., for the preparation of the Comprehensive
Transportation Plan for Fayette County. He stated that he had the contract needed to effectuate the award, that the total
cost of the project is $311,780, and that the amount was an 80% - 20% match with the Atlanta Regional Commission
paying the 80% amount. He asked the Board to authorize the Chairman to sign the contract.

Chairman Smith asked if the Board had previously approved the contract. Mr. Bennett replied that the Board had
awarded the bid and that the contract related to the bid award.

Commissioner Horgan moved to authorize the Chairman to sign the contract with Glatting Jackson Kercher Anglin in
the amount of $311,780 in order to prepare the Comprehensive Transportation Plan. Commissioner Pfeifer seconded
the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the request, identified as “Attachment
6", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

STAFF REPORTS

There were no Staff Reports.
BOARD REPORTS

There were no Board Reports
EXECUTIVE SESSION

Litigation, Property Acquisition and Employment: County Attorney Scott Bennett stated that Litigation, Property
Acquisition and Employment issues needed to be discussed in Executive Session. Commissioner Horgan moved to
adjourn into Executive Session for the purposes of discussing litigation, property acquisition and employment issues.
Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

The Board of Commissioners adjourned into Executive Session at 7:35 p.m. and returned to Official Session
at 8:05 p.m.

Executive Session Affidavit: Commissioner Horgan moved to authorize the Chairman to sign an Executive Session
Affidavit stating that issues of litigation, property acquisition and employment were discussed during Executive Session.
Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously. A copy of the
Executive Session Affidavit, identified as “Attachment 7", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

Attorney for the Solicitor General: County Attorney Scott Bennett reported that Fayette County has received
correspondence from the Solicitor's Office regarding the Solicitor’'s salary, and since negotiations have failed, the
Solicitor is requesting that Fayette County hire an attorney for him to assist him in pursuing his issues regarding his
salary. Mr. Bennett asked for the Board to authorize the Interim County Administrator to begin negotiations with the
Solicitor in an attempt to hire an attorney, and for those negotiations, including the rate, to be subject to the Board’s
approval. Commissioner Pfeifer moved to instruct the Interim County Administrator to initiate negotiations to obtain the
services of an attorney for the Solicitor. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion and asked if Commissioner Pfeifer
would accept an amendment to his motion stating that the pay for the attorney would not exceed current governmental
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rates. Commissioner Pfeifer agreed to the request to amend the motion. No discussion followed. The motion to instruct
the Interim County Administrator to initiate negotiations to obtain the services of an attorney for the Solicitor, and that
the pay for the attorney would not exceed current governmental rates, passed unanimously.

Acquisition of Snead Road Right-of-Way: County Attorney Scott Bennett reminded the Board that attempts are being
made to improve Snead Road, and in order to accomplish that goal the County must acquire right-of-way. He said most
of the affected property owners have donated the right-of-way for this improvement, however, there are four property
owners who have not. He said the County is negotiating with the four property owners, but he asked the Board to
approve Resolutions regarding five tracts of land on Snead Road which state that the County can acquire the right-of-way
through further negotiations or by condemnations if necessary, and he asked the Board to authorize the Chairman to
sign any and all documents necessary for such condemnations should the County have to take that route.
Commissioner Maxwell moved to authorize the Chairman to sign the Resolutions to continue negotiations for right-of-way
on Snead Road, but also, if necessary, to condemn the properties on Snead Road, known as Parcel Numbers 8, 19, 23,
24 and 27. Commissioner Frady seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Frady motioned to adjourn the October 9, 2008 Board of Commissioners’ meeting. Commissioner Horgan
seconded the motion. No discussion followed. The motion passed unanimously.

The October 9, 2008 Board of Commissioners Meeting adjourned at 8:10 p.m.

Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk Jack Smith, Chairman

The foregoing minutes were duly approved at an official meeting of the Board of Commissioners of Fayette County,
Georgia, held on the 23" day of October 2008.

Floyd L. Jones, Deputy Clerk
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Parks and Recreation Department Head: ’Anita Godbee, C.P.R.P.

Presenter, if needed: ’Anita Godbee Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's recommendation to adopt Resolution No. 2008-15 authorizing the submission of a grant application for
Kenwood Park Walking Trail Project to the Department of Natural Resources for the Recreational Trails Program.

Background/History/Details:

The Georgia Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has announced the Georgia Recreational Trails Program has a grant available
for the construction of trails and trail related facilities. The purpose of the program is to provide and maintain recreational trails and
trail-related facilities identified in, or that further a specific goal of, the Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP),
as required by the Federal Land and Water Conservation Fund Act. The program for funding appropriation year 2008 will
encourage trail projects that benefit the environment. The maximum grant award will be $100,000. This is a reimbursement
program; therefore, the grant recipient must pay 100% of the cost of an item before submitting a request for reimbursement for
80% of eligible cost. The match requirements are intended to ensure commitment to the project from State, local, or private
cosponsors. | would like to submit a grant application to DNR in order to continue the process of constructing walking trails at
Kenwood Park. Previous grant applications to DNR for these funds have been denied.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Consideration of approval of Resolution No. 2008-15 authorizing the submission of a grant application to DNR for the Phase ||
Kenwood Park Walking Trail Project.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Phase Il of Kenwood Park Master Plan calls for more walking trails. If a grant is obtained, then matching funds would need to be
allocated in the FY 2010 Budget.

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

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? |No Back-up Material Submitted? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New

Presentation Hearing Business C Business (@ Consent ( Report ( Other





Kenwood Park Grant Request
Preliminary Cost Estimate

Expenditures Needed For Phase Il Walking Trail:
1. Trail Construction - $78,000

2. Bid Documents, Project Management and Construction Inspection — $10,000
3. Contingency = $12,000

Total Grant Request: $100,000





KENWOOD PARK MASTER PLAN

PARK CONCEPT Fayette County, Georgia
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Proposed Phase II Walking Trail is located within yellow circle.  Proposed Trail will link to existing Phase I Walking Trail.
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Parks and Recreation Department Head: ’Anita Godbee. CP.R.P.

Presenter, if needed: ’Anita Godbee Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:

Approval of staff's recommendation to award Proposal # P682 to low bidder Sports Turf Company, Inc. for the McCurry Park Track
Resurfacing and Striping Project in the amount of $65,051.00.

Background/History/Details:

The McCurry Park asphalt track was in need of resurfacing and striping due to all the cracks and faded lane lines. Fayette County
Public Works Department installed an asphalt base on the track in September in preparation for a new rubberized track surface and
lane striping. A request for proposals was issued for installation of a rubberized surface, lane striping, and resurfacing the high jump
and long jump areas. Five contractors responded to Fayette County's Invitation for Proposal #P682. The selection criteria was
relatively equal among all contractors. Sports Turf Company, Inc. submitted the lowest bid. Due to budget restraints, the
recommendation includes only the installation of the Rubberized Synthetic Track System for $54,762.00, installation of the track
lane striping for $4,500.00, and resurface/rubberize the running long jump area for $5,789.00. Total cost for this project will be
$65,051.00. This is an approved CIP Project.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval to award the proposal to Sports Turf Company, Inc. for McCurry Park Track Resurfacing and Striping in the amount of
$65,051.00.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

The project will be funded through the Parks and Recreation Department CIP budget. The account number designated for McCurry
Park Track Refurbishment is #37560110 531171 8005K.

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? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New

Presentation Hearing Business C Business (@ Consent ( Report ( Other





TO: Tim Jones, Purchasing
FROM: Anita Godbee, Parks and Recreation
DATE: October 7, 2008

SUBJECT: Contract Award Recommendation for PROPOSAL #P682
McCurry Park Track Resurfacing

AWARD RECOMMENDATION

Five contractors responded to Fayette County’s Invitation for Proposal #P682, McCurry
Park Track Resurfacing. Attached is a chart with the various selection criteria. |
recommend the contract be awarded to Sports Turf Company, Inc. due their company
submitting the lowest bid since all other selection criteria was relatively equal. In order
to stay within the budget constraints, | am recommending we only install the porous and
rubber Synthetic track system for $54,762.00, install the track line striping and event
markings for $4,500.00 and resurface/rubberize the running long jump area for
$5,789.00. Total contract amount for this project will be $65,051.00

FINANCING

This project will be funded through the Parks and Recreation Department CIP Budget.
The account number designated for McCurry Park Track Refurbishment is #37560110
531171 8005K. The budgeted amount in that particular account is $80,000.





PROPOSAL #P682 COMPARISON SHEET

SPORTS SUNBELT | COMPETITION | HELLAS TENNICO
TURF ASPHALT | ATHLETIC CONSTRUCTION | COLUMBIA,
COMPANY, SURFACES INC.
INC.
PROPOSED ST-50 Solarflex Plexitrac Granuflex %2” Did not list
PRODUCT 3000 Lightning
Polyresin Track
System
WARRANTY | 3years 3 years 5 years with the | 3 years 1 year on
exception of what is listed
surface on in RFP specs;
concrete areas, 5 years if add
cracked areas, California
and grass areas Products
Plexitrac
SCHEDULE 4 weeks 2-3 weeks | 21 days 25 days As required
track with an | material
additional 30 | delivery;
days of 7 days to
asphalt/ complete
concrete cure | latex
time for high | surface;
jump and 1 day pave
running long | high jump
jump area and
running
long jump
area;
28 days of
asphalt/
concrete
cure time;
2 days to
stripe
PRICE See attached | See See attached See attached tally | See attached
tally sheet attached tally sheet: sheet: Prices tally sheet:
tally sheet | HighJumpand | based on getting If California
Running Long all line items Products
Jump Price does Plexitrac then
not include re- an additional
asphalting $1673 on
track system,
$190 on

Running Long






Jump Area
and $380 on
High Jump
Area

COMPANY
EXPERIENCE

Several listed

Several
listed

Several listed

Several listed

Several listed






PROPOSAL #P682 MCCURRY PARK TRACK RESURFACING - TALLY SHEET

VENDORS:

>

SPORTS TURF

COMPANY, INC.

SUNBELT
ASPHALT

COMPETITION
ATHLETIC
SURFACES

HELLAS
CONSTRUCTION
INC.

TENNICO OF
COLUMBIA, INC.

INSTALLATION OF
POROUS LATEX AND
RUBBER SYNTHETIC
TRACK SYSTEM

$54,762.00

$57,510.00

$66,740.00

$74,900.00

$75,625.00

TRACK LINE STRIPING
AND EVENT MARKINGS

$4,500.00

$4,800.00

$3,950.00

$6,500.00

$4,900.00

HIGH JUMP AREA

$17,956.00

$16,068.00

$3,065.00

$10,100.00

$28,245.00

RUNNING LONG JUMP
AREA

$5,789.00

$2,998.00

$900.00

$1180.00

$4,915.00

LIST ANY DISCOUNTS
THAT WOULD APPLY IF
AWARDED 2 OF THE LINE
ITEMS ABOVE

NONE

LIST ANY DISCOUNTS
THAT WOULD APPLY IF
AWARDED 3 OF THE LINE
ITEMS ABOVE

NONE

LIST ANY DISCOUNTS
THAT WOULD APPLY IF
AWARDED ALL THE LINE
ITEMS ABOVE

$1,000.00

NONE

The following vendors did not respond:

SOUTHEASTERN TENNIS COURTS, INC.
SHEETS CONSTRUCTION
ADD-IN TENNIS & FENCE
JHC CORPORATION

ASQUE’S CONSTRUCTION
RED OAK SPORTS, INC.
TRAMMELL-HORTON
INTERNATIONAL CITY BUILDERS
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COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Planning & Zoning/Community Dev. Department Head: ’Peter A. Frisina

Presenter, if needed: ’Pete Frisina/Dennis Dutton Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance regarding Article VIl. Conditional Uses,
Exceptions, and Modifications, Section 7-1. Conditional Use Approval, B. Conditional Uses Allowed, 23. Home Occupation and
Article VL. District Use Requirements, Section 6-17. O-l, Office-Institutional District, D. Conditional Uses; Section 6-18. C-C, Community

Background/History/Details:

Commercial District, B. Permitted Uses and C. Conditional Uses; Section 6-19. C-H, Highway Commercial District, B. Permitted Uses
and C. Conditional Uses; and Section 6-21. M-1, Light Industrial District, C. Conditional Uses; and Section 6-22. M-2, Manufacturing
and Heavy Industrial District, C. Conditional Uses.

A single-family residence is not allowed to have a Home Occupation in the O-l, C-C, C-H, M-1, and M-2 zoning districts. Instructed by
BOC on 06/04/08 to begin review. Instructed by BOC on 08/14/08 to advertise for public hearings. Staff plans to add a Home
Occupation as a Conditional Use under these nonresidential zoning districts.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

This issue has been discussed by the Board of Commissioners on two other occasions. This is the public hearing prior to the Board
taking action on this ordinance amendment.

The P.C. recommended approval 5-0.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

N/A

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when? [Thursday, October 23, 2008

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? |No Back-up Material Submitted? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date [Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New

Presentation 0 Hearing Business C Business ( Consent ( Report ( Other
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October 2, 2008
PC Public Hearing

5. Consideration of proposed amendments to the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance
regarding Article VII. Conditional Uses, Exceptions, and Modifications, Section 7-1.
Conditional Use Approval, B. Conditional Uses Allowed, 23. Home Occupation and
Article V1. District Use Requirements. Section 6-17. O-1I, Office-Institutional District, D.
Conditional Uses; Section 6-18. C-C, Community Commercial District, B. Permitted
Uses and C. Conditional Uses; Section 6-19. C-H, Highway Commercial District, B.
Permitted Uses and C. Conditional Uses; Section 6-21. M-1, Light Industrial District, C.
Conditional Uses; and Section 6-22. M-2, Manufacturing and Heavy Industrial District,
C. Conditional Uses as presented by the Planning & Zoning Department.

Pete Frisina explained that the PC previously recommended approval of allowing a Home Occupation
in the O-1, C-C, C-H, M-1, and M-2 zoning districts under Article VIL; however, by doing so those
nonresidential zoning districts must also be amended under Article V1. He stated that this is basically
a “housekeeping” item.

Staff’s additions to the current ordinance are indicated in bold, underline, and italics. Strikethrough
indicates deletion.

ARTICLE VII. CONDITIONAL USES, EXCEPTIONS, AND MODIFICATIONS

7-1. Conditional Use Approval, B. Conditional Uses Allowed:

23. Home Occupation.  (Allowed in A-R, ard residential zoning districts, and
the following nonresidential zoning districts: O-I, C-C, C-H, M-1, and M-
2.) (See Single-Family Residence under Section 7-1.,B.)

a. Residents. Only residents of the dwelling may be engaged in the home
occupation.
b. Incidental Use. The home occupation shall be clearly incidental to the

residential use of the dwelling and shall not change the essential
residential character of the building,

g. Display, Sale. No display of products shall be visible from the street,
and only products produced on the premises may be sold on the
premises, except that bonafide agricultural products grown on the
premises may be displayed in an Agricultural-Residential Zoning
District.
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October 2, 2008
PC Public Hearing

For Your Information Qnly

37.

Area. Use of the building for this purpose shall not exceed thirty-five
(35) percent of the principal building.

Alterations. No internal or external alterations inconsistent with the
residential use of the building shall be permitted.

Accessory Buildings. No accessory buildings or outside storage shall
be used except as otherwise provided herein.

Music, etc. Instruction in music and similar subjects shall be limited to
two (2) students at a time.

Vehicles. Only vehicles used primarily as passenger vehicles shall be
permitted to remain on the premises.

Uses. The following and similar uses shall not be considered home
occupations: automobile service station, automobile and related
machine sales, automobile repair or maintenance, ambulance service,
rescue squad, amusement or recreational activities (commercial),
animal hospital, commercial kennel, veterinarian clinic or animal
boarding place, pawn shops, acid storage and manufacturing, heavy
manufacturing, fortune teller, palm reader, and massage therapy.

Single-Family Residence. (Allowed in the C-C, C-H, M-1, M-2, and O-]

Zoning Districts).

Said residence shall be a single-family detached residence.

Said residence shall not be less than 1,200 square feet, and said
residence shall not be allowed in subdivision developments as defined
by the Subdivision Regulations of Fayette County.
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October 2, 2008
PC Public Hearing

ARTICLE VI. DISTRICT USE REQUIREMENTS

6-17. O-1, Office-Institutional District. (Adopted 05/26/88)

D.

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the O-I Zoning
District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

5 Home QOccupation;

5:6.  Hospital;

6-18. C-C Community Commercial District.

B

Permitted Uses. The following uses shall be permitted in the C-C Zoning District as
long as the area devoted to inside storage does not exceed twenty-five (25) percent of
the gross floor area of the principal structures except as excluded herein.

27:26. Jewelry shop;

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the C-C
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

12.  Home Occupation;

+2:13. Hospital;

6-19. C-H Hishway Commercial District.

B.

Permitted Uses. The following uses shall be permitted in the C-H Zoning District as
long as the area devoted to inside storage does not exceed fifty (50) percent of the
gross floor area of the principal structures except as excluded herein for Business
Parks.
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October 2, 2008
PC Public Hearing

46-45. Horse show (temporary in nature);  (Amended 07/22/04)

. Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the C-H
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

14,  Home occupation;

+4:15. Hospital;

6-21. M-1 Light Industrial District.

6 Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the M-1
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

5. Home Occupation;

5.6.  Outdoor Amusement Facilities, Rides, Structures over thirty-five (35) feet in
height, including, but not limited to Bungee and Parachute Jumping;

6-22. M-2 Manufacturing and Heavy Industrial District.

. Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the M-2
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

4. Home occupation;

4.5.  Junk Yard or Auto Grave Yard;
Chairman Powell stated that there was no public present. He closed the floor from public comments.

Jim Graw made a motion to recommend approval of the proposed amendments as submitted. Al
Gilbert seconded the motion. The motion unanimously passed 5-0.





06/04/08 - Instructed by BOC to begin review

06/19/08 - PC Wkshop

08/14/08 — BOC Consent Agenda

09/04/08 — PC Public Hearing

09/25/08 — BOC Public Hearing (Staff requested to table)
10/02/08 — PC Public Hearing

10/23/08 — BOC Public Hearing

DRAFT — PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO

THE FAYETTE COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE

Staff’s additions to the current ordinance are indicated in bold, underline, and italics. Strikethrough

indicates deletion.

ARTICLE VII. CONDITIONAL USES, EXCEPTIONS, AND MODIFICATIONS

7-1.  Conditional Use Approval, B. Conditional Uses Allowed:

23, Home Occupation. (Allowed in A-R, and residential zoning districts, and

the following nonresidential zoning districts: O-I, C-C, C-H, M-1, and

M-2.) (See Single-Family Residence under Section 7-1.,B.)

a.

Residents. Only residents of the dwelling may be engaged in the home
occupation,

Incidental Use. The home occupation shall be clearly incidental to the
residential use of the dwelling and shall not change the essential
residential character of the building.

Display, Sale. No display of products shall be visible from the street,
and only products produced on the premises may be sold on the
premises, except that bonafide agricultural products grown on the

premises may be displayed in an Agricultural-Residential Zoning
District.

Area. Use of the building for this purpose shall not exceed thirty-five
(35) percent of the principal building.

Alterations. No internal or external alterations inconsistent with the
residential use of the building shall be permitted.

Accessory Buildings. No accessory buildings or outside storage shall
be used except as otherwise provided herein.

1





ARTICLE VI. DISTRICT USE REQUIREMENTS

6-17. O-1, Office-Institutional District. (Adopted 05/26/88)

D.

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the O-1 Zoning

District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

3. Home Occupation;

5:6.  Hospital;

6-18. C-C Community Commercial District,

B.

Permitted Uses. The following uses shall be permitted in the C-C Zoning District as
long as the area devoted to inside storage does not exceed twenty-five (25) percent of
the gross floor area of the principal structures except as excluded herein.

2726. Jewelry shop;

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the C-C
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

12, Home Occupation;

12-13. Hospital;

6-19. C-H Highway Commercial District.

B

Permitted Uses, The following uses shall be permitted in the C-H Zoning District as
long as the area devoted to inside storage does not exceed fifty (50) percent of the
gross floor area of the principal structures except as excluded herein for Business
Parks.

46:45. Horse show (temporary in nature);  (Amended 07/22/04)

3





Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the C-H
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

14. Home occupation;

+4:15. Hospital;

6-21. M-1 Light Industrial District,

G,

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the M-1
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

5. Home Occupation;

5:6.  Outdoor Amusement Facilities, Rides, Structures over thirty-five (35) feet in
height, including, but not limited to Bungee and Parachute Jumping;

6-22. M-2 Manufacturing and Heavy Industrial District.

C.

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the M-2
Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

4. Home occupation;

4.5, Junk Yard or Auto Grave Yard;
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Print Form

COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Planning & Zoning/Community Dev. Department Head: ’Peter A. Frisina

Presenter, if needed: ’Dennis Dutton/Pete Frisina Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of Petition No. 1211-08, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis, Owners/Agents, request to rezone 2.469 acres from R-70 to O-l to
develop uses allowed under the O-l Zoning District. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts on S.R. 54
West.

Background/History/Details:

Petition No. 759-90 was denied by the B.O.C. on October 25, 1990, to rezone the subject property from R-70 to C-C to develop a
banquet hall to be used in conjunction with the Old Mill Restaurant.

See attached materials for more information.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Consideration for vote on the request.

The P.C. recommended denial (5-0).

If this item requires funding, please describe:

N/A

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when? |October 25, 1990

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? |Yes Back-up Material Submitted? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public Old New

Presentation 0 Hearing Business C Business ( Consent ( Report ( Other





PLANNING COMMISSION REZONING REPORT

PETITION NO.: 1211-08
APPLICANT: J. Neil and T. Kay Davis

1095 S.R. 54 West

Fayetteville, Ga 30214
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: DENIAL
PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING: October 2, 2008
PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: DENY 5-0
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS HEARING:  October 23, 2008

COMMISSION DECISION:

REQUEST: Request to rezone 2.469 acres from R-70 to O-1 to develop Uses allowed
under the O-1 Zoning District.

PARCEL SIZE: 2.469 acres

EXISTING USE:  Single-Family Dwelling

PROPOSED USE: Uses allowed under the O-1 Zoning District
LOCATION: Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts on S.R. 54 West
ZONING OF SURROUNDING PROPERTY:

LAND USE PATTERN:  Low Density Residential 1 unit/l to 2 acres and S.R. 54
West Overlay and Conservation Areas

PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING NOTES:

See Attached Minutes.

MOTION AND VOTE OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

Tim Thoms made a motion to recommend denial the petition. Jim Graw seconded the
motion. The motion recommending denial unanimously passed 5-0.

REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION:

Public safety issues and vehicular/traffic hazards.





PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

DATE: Qctober 2, 2008
TO: Fayette County Commissioners
The Fayette County Planning Commission recommends that Petition No. 1211-08, the
application of J. Neil and T. Kay Davis to rezone 2.469 acres from R-70 to O-I, be:
: ik o S
Approved Withdrawn /™~ Disapproved

Tabled until

This is forwarded to you for final action.

| (%Zizméa / , @ﬁ’//

DOUGLAS L. PO”WEL&,- CHAIRMAN
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Where Quality To A Lifestyle

Tor Fayette County Board of Commissioners

From: Dennis S. Dutton, Fayette County Planning & Zoning @9&
Date: October 9, 2008

Subject: Board of Commissioners Public Hearing, October 23, 2008

The attached report is submitted for your consideration and contains the Staff's and the Planning
Commission’s Recommendations on the rezoning applications and the revised final plat applications
scheduled for public hearing on October 23, 2008.

PLANNING
PETITION LOCATION/ STAFF COMMISSION
PAGE NUMBER REQUEST RECOMMENDATION RECOMMENDATION
1-1 1211-08 S.R. 54 West/ DENY DENY 5-0
O-I Uses
1-2 1212-08 S.R. 54 West APPROVE WITH APPROVE 3-2
and and Old Mill THREE (3) CONDITIONS WITH THREE (3)
RP-043-08 Court/C-C Uses CONDITIONS
and Change the use #1 MODIFIED BY PC
of Lot 1 of Crystal #2 AND #3 AS
Lake Estates from SUBMITTED
Single-Family Dwelling BY STAFF
to C-C Uses RP-043-08 MOOT
DSD/rsw
ee Peter A. Frisina, Director of Community Development

Tom Williams, Assistant Director of Planning & Zoning
Robyn S. Wilson, P.C. Secretary/Zoning Coordinator

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





PETITION NO: 1211-08

REQUESTED ACTION: R-70 (Single-Family Residential) to O-I (Office-Institutional)
PROPOSED USE: Uses allowed under the O-1 Zoning District

EXISTING USE: Single-Family Dwelling

LOCATION: S.R. 54 West

DISTRICT/LAND LOT(S): 5th District, Land Lot(s) 127

OWNER: J. Neil and T. Kay Davis

APPLICANT: Same

PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING: October 2, 2008

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS PUBLIC HEARING: October 23, 2008

APPLICANT'S INTENT

Applicant proposes to develop uses allowed under the O-1 Zoning District on 2.469 acres
consisting of one (1) lot.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

DENY
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INVESTIGATION

PROPERTY SITE

The subject property is a 2.469 acre tract fronting on S.R. 54 West in Land Lot(s) 127 of
the 5th District. S.R. 54 West is classified as a Major Arterial road on the Fayette County
Thoroughfare Plan. The subject property contains a single-family dwelling consisting
2,778 square feet per the tax records and is currently zoned R-70.

History:

On August 27, 1990, a letter was prepared for Mr. Davis by the Zoning Administrator at
that time which stated that the subject property was incorrectly identified on the Official
Fayette County Zoning Map from approximately 1983 until 1988, due to an error in the
placement of the zoning boundary lines. The map was corrected in 1988, to reflect the
true zoning of the subject property as R-70.

Petition No. 759-90 was denied by the B.O.C. on October 25, 1990, to rezone the subject

property from R-70 to C-C to develop a banquet hall to be used in conjunction with the
Old Mill Restaurant.

SURROUNDING ZONING AND USES
The general situation is a 2.469 acre tract that is zoned R-70. In the vicinity of the
subject property is land which is zoned C-C Conditional (See Petition No. 1212-08), O-,

A-R, R-40, and R-70. See the following table and also the attached Zoning Location
Map.
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The subject property is bound by the following adjacent zoning districts and uses:

Direction Acreage Zoning Use Comprehensive Plan
North R-70 Lake Bennett Conservation Areas
South 3.56 0O-1 Vacant Low Density Residential
(across S.R. (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West) 54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
1.29 A-R Vacant Low Density Residential
(owned by GDOT) (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
Low Density Residential
2.00 C-H Building (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
10.00 A-R Single-Family Low Density Residential
Dwelling (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
East 4.437 C-C Restaurant (currently Low Density Residential
Conditional closed), parking, drain | (1 unit/] to 2 acres) and the S.R.
See Petition field lines, and 54 West Overlay Zone and
No. 1212-08 | distribution box Conservation Areas
from C-C
Conditional
to C-C)
Crystal Lake | R-70 Single-Family Low Density Residential
Estates S/D Residential Subdivision | (1 unit/l to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
West 269 R-70 Building Low Density Residential
(1 unit/l to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Qverlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
R-40 Single-Family

Residential Subdivision
(Lakeview Estates)

Low Density Residential
(1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone

1211-08






COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

The subject property lies within an area designated for Low Density Residential 1 unit/1
to 2 acres, Conservation Areas (environmentally sensitive areas, containing waterways,
watershed protection areas, floodplains, poor soils and steep slopes and S.R. 54 West
Overlay. In terms of the S.R. 54 West Overlay District, this request conforms to the
Fayette County Comprehensive Plan. However, a great deal of the subject property is
contained in Conservation Areas which is an area that would present development
constraints (See Engineering Comments).

D. ZONING/REGULATORY REVIEW
The applicant seeks to rezone from R-70 to O-I for the purpose of developing uses
allowed under the O-1 Zoning District.
Setbacks and Buffers
Zoning Zoning Setbacks Minimum Lot | Minimum Lot Width at Buffer
District Size House Size | Building Line
R-70 F - 75" Arterial 2 Acres 1,500 sq ft 175" Arterial N/A
(existing zoning | F - 75' Collector 175' Collector
district) F - 50" Local 150' Minor
S-25
R - 50
0O-1 F - 75 Arterial 1 Acre* N/A 1257 30’ required
(proposed F - 70" Collector 0.5 Acres ** adjacent to
zoning district) F - 55'Minor residential or
S - 15'Side A-R zoning
R - 15'Rear districts

* %

A minimum lot size of one (1) acre where a central water distribution system is provided.
One-half (.50) acre where a central sanitary sewage and central water distribution systems are provided.

State Route Overlay

Due to the frontage on State Route 54 West, development of the property is subject to the
requirements of the State Route 54 West Overlay Zone. The Overlay Zone requirements
are in addition to the zoning district requirements and any Conditional Use requirements,
and in cases where there is a conflict between requirements, the most restrictive
regulation applies. Overlay Zone requirements including, but not limited to, the
following: a 100 foot setback from the right-of-way of SR 54, a 50 foot setback for
impervious surfaces from right-of-way of SR 54, and architectural standards for buildings

which require a residential character including a pitched peaked roof, a residential facade,
and doors and windows of a residential character.
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Right-of-Way Requirements

S.R. 54 West is classified as a Major Arterial road (major thoroughfare) on the Fayette
County Thoroughfare Plan. This being a State Route, any dedication will be the

responsibility of the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) to secure from the
property owner.

Access

The Concept Plan submitted indicates one (1) off-site driveway access from S.R. 54 West
via a 25 foot easement. The existing driveway serves two additional residential lots. The
subject property has approximately 130 feet of frontage along the right-of-way of S.R. 54
West; however, due to an existing bridge and guardrail, access to the subject property
along its road frontage is not feasible.

Design and construction of nonresidential drives, as would be required under O-1 zoning,
shall satisfy both GDOT and Fayette County requirements. Providing safe means of
ingress and egress is an Engineering concern as there does not appear to be room for a
traditional deceleration lane. GDOT would ultimately dictate and approve required
improvements within the right-of-way prior to issuing a driveway permit,

Per the Engineering Department, if the driveway is required to be shifted to the west and
upgraded to meet commercial standards, as per the GDOT comments, the nonresidential
access would be off-site. A separation distance of 300 feet is required between a
residential and nonresidential driveway. Commercial standards for a driveway along S.R.
54 West (55 mph) includes, but is not limited to: a 350 foot deceleration lane and a 50
foot acceleration lane (taper) and an additional island may be required for a right-in/right-
out access. Therefore, the existing driveway access which serves the subject property
and the two (2) additional residential lots could not remain in its current location and the
new driveway cut to serve the nonresidential use of the subject property would also have
to provide access for the two (2) aforementioned residential lots mixing nonresidential
and residential traffic in one (1) driveway cut. Given the limited area, it would not
appear to be enough room for a separate driveway cut for the two (2) residential lots. As
a condition of zoning, if this petition is approved, a permanent easement for other means

of access shall be provided for any other lot(s) dependent upon the existing driveway for
access,

Site Plan

Should this petition be approved, the owner/developer must submit a Site Plan as
required by Section §-26., c. of the Development Regulations. Access must comply with
the provisions of Section 8-53. of the Development Regulations and the Georgia D.O.T.,
as appropriate. The subject property must comply with Fayette County ordinances
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including but not limited to: Section 5-18. Screening Required and Section 5-19.
Screening Standards of the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance and 8-159. Fayette County
Landscape and Buffer Requirements, Article VI. Tree Retention, Protection, and

Replacement, and Article VIII. Off-Street Parking and Service Requirements of the
Fayette County Development Regulations.

Per the Engineering Department and Public Works Department, the site has many
constraints due to its size, shape, and proximity to Whitewater Creek and does not
currently meet minimal Development Standards (such as parking, landscaping and
stormwater management). These requirements would have to be satisfied via an approved
Site Plan prior to any O-I use on the property.

TRAFFIC AND TRIP GENERATION

Per the Planning & Zoning Department
Comparative Trip Generation Table
Existing R-70 Use vs. Potential O-1 Use

One Dwelling Unit: Existing Structure — 2,780 sf
Lot Size: 2.5 acres

Land Use Category — Single-Family Residential

Weekday Sat. Sun.
Trip Gen. Rate 9.57 10.1 8.78
# Dwelling Unit 1 1 1
24 hr Trip Ends 10 10 9

Potential O-1 Use as Medical/Dental Office
Existing Structure Size: 2,800 sf

Land Use Category — Medical/Dental Office

Weekday Sat, Sun.
Trip Gen. Rate 44.32 42.04 2043
Total S.F./1,000 2.8 2.8 2.8
24 hr Trip Ends 124 118 57

Difference in Daily Vehicle Trips

Weekday Sat. Sun.
Single-Family Dwelling 10 10 Y
Medical/Dental Office 124 118 51
24 hr Trip Ends +114 +108 +48
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Potential O-I Use as General Office
Existing Structure Size: 2,800 sf

Land Use Category — General Office

Weekday Sat. Sun.
Trip Gen. Rate 1101 237 0.98
Total S.F./1,000 2.8 2.8 2.8
24 hr Trip Ends 31 7 3

Difference in Daily Vehicle Trips

Weekday Sat. Sun.
Single-Family Dwelling 10 10 9
General Office 31 7 3
24 hr Trip Ends +21 (3) (6)

DEPARTMENTAL COMMENTS

Water System

County water 1s available.

Engineering

Floodplain The property does contain floodplain per FEMA FIRM panel
13113COI03E. Improvements to the site may be constrained
because of the property’s proximity to Whitewater Creek.

The subject property is located within the floodway of Whitewater
Creek. Structures shall not be allowed in the floodway (Zone AE).
The floodway is indicated in the hatched areas on the attached map
in Figure 1.

Article IV. Floodplain Management, Section 2. Definitions states:
“Floodway” or “Regulatory Floodway” means the channel of a
stream or other watercourse and the adjacent areas of the
floodplain which is necessary to contain and discharge the base
flood flow without cumulatively increasing the base flood
elevation more than one (1) foot.
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Article IV. Floodplain Management, Section 4.5 Floodway
Encroachments states:

Located within Areas of Special Flood Hazard are areas
designated as floodway. A floodway may be an extremely
hazardous area due to velocity flood waters, debris or
erosion potential. In addition, floodways must remain free
of encroachment in order to allow for the discharge of the
base flood without increased flood heights. Therefore the
following provisions shall apply:

(1 Encroachments are prohibited, including earthen
fill, new construction, substantial improvements or
other development within the regulatory floodway,
except for activities specifically allowed in (2)
below.

(2) Encroachments for bridges, culverts, roadways and
utilities within the regulatory floodway may be
permitted provided it is demonstrated through
hydrologic and hydraulic analyses performed in
accordance with standard engineering practice that
the encroachment shall not result in any increase to
the pre-project base flood elevations, floodway
elevations, or floodway widths during the base
flood discharge. A registered professional engineer

must provide supporting technical data and
certification thereof} and,

(3) If the applicant proposes to revise the floodway
boundaries, no permit authorizing the encroachment
into or an alteration of the floodway shall be issued
by the Fayette County Engineering Department
until an affirmative Conditional Letter of Map
Revision (CLOMR) is issued by FEMA and no-rise
certification is approved by the Fayette County
Engineering Department.

Wetlands The property does contain any wetlands per the U.S. Department
of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service 1994 National Wetland
Inventory Map.
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Watershed Per the USGS Fayetteville Quadrangle, there are state waters along
the property. Although the County’s Watershed Protection Buffers
and Setbacks are not applicable since the property has not been
reconfigured since 1987, the State’s 25-ft state buffer (measured

from edge of water) would apply to any site plan or change of use
submitted as a result of rezoning.

Groundwater The property is not within the groundwater recharge area, as
delineated on the Georgia Department of Natural Resources’ 1992
Ground-Water  Pollution  Susceptibility Map of Georgia
(Hydrologic Atlas 20).

Stormwater Stormwater management is particularly important since the City of
Fayetteville’s drinking water intake is located downstream of the
site. Stormwater structures, including water quality and channel

protection, shall not be located on top of the septic drain field, as
well as, any parking.

Environmental Health Department

The installation of the individual sewage disposal system serving this property was
inspected/approved by the department on 9/17/1981. The system was designed and
installed to serve a three bedroom residence. The system would have the capacity to
serve limited commercial functions with peak daily sewage flow considerations. Concern

was expressed at the Technical Review Committee (9/9/08) by Richard Fehr regarding
the age of the system.

Fire and EMS

Fire Suppression and Fire Prevention:

This property is located within the current territorial boundaries of County Fire Station
#8, located on Flat Creek Trail, which would provide the initial first responding apparatus
to any requests for assistance. Response time for suppression capability from Station #8
would be in the 5-8 minute range. Water and fire hydrants exist along Hwy 54.

Emergency Medical Services:

This property is located within the service delivery area of Medic #41 or #42 located on
Johnson Ave. Response time for ambulance transport services is within the 8 minute
accepted historical response criteria. The addition of this development or proposed
changes will not materially impact EMS service delivery capability or current capacity.
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Emergency Management Agency:

This property is within 100 years flood way and as built could have flooding problems.
As with any other development, there is always the potential for man made or natural
disasters that would impact emergency management.

Board of Education

No comments returned.

Georgia Department of Transportation

Driveway should be shifted to the west and upgraded to meet commercial standards.

STAFF ANALYSIS

This request is based on the petitioner's intent to rezone said property from R-70 to O-1
for the purpose of developing uses allowed under the O-1 Zoning District. Per Section
11-10 of the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance, Staff makes the following evaluations:

1. The subject property lies within an area designated for Low Density Residential 1
unit/1 to 2 acres, Conservation Areas (environmentally sensitive areas, containing
waterways, watershed protection ares, flood plains, poor soils and steep slopes)
and S.R. 54 West Overlay. In terms of the S.R. 54 West Overlay District, this
request conforms to the Fayette County Comprehensive Plan. However, a great
deal of the subject property is contained in Conservation Areas which is an area
that would present development constraints (See Engineering Comments).

2. The proposed rezoning could adversely affect the existing use or usability of
adjacent or nearby property. The current driveway access for the subject property
is an off-site driveway access from S.R. 54 West via a 25 foot easement. The
existing driveway serves two (2) additional residential lots. Per GDOT
comments, the driveway cut would have to be located to the west off-site on the
adjacent residential property. As the existing driveway access which serves the
subject property and the two additional residential lots could not remain in its
current location, the new driveway cut to serve the nonresidential use of the
subject property would also have to provide access for the two (2) aforementioned
residential lots mixing nonresidential and residential traffic in one (1) driveway
cut as there does not appear to be enough room for a separate driveway cut for the
two residential lots. In addition, the placement of a driveway cut for the subject
property to the west will place it on a residential lot that would not conform with
the S.R. 54 West Overlay District in terms of rezoning to O-1.
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The proposed rezoning will not result in a burdensome use of utilities or schools.
However, the proposed rezoning would result in a burdensome use of roads unless
the GDOT and Fayette County Engineering standards for nonresidential
driveways can be met. These standards cannot be met on-site due to an existing
bridge and guardrail, access to the subject property along its road frontage is not
feasible. The driveway cut would have to be located to the west on the adjacent
residential property.

4, Existing conditions in terms of poor access, traffic safety and the impact on
adjacent residential property do not support this request.

Based on the foregoing Investigation and Staff Analysis, Staff recommends DENIAL.
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RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS

If this petition is approved by the Board of Commissioners, it should be approved O-I
CONDITIONAL subject to the following enumerated conditions. Where these
conditions conflict with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, these conditions shall
supersede unless otherwise specifically stipulated by the Board of Commissioners.

1 A permanent easement or other means of access shall be provided for any other

lot(s) utilizing the driveway for access. (The existing driveway appears to serve
multiple lots.)
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GEORGIA
Zoning Department . w
er . Hiott, Direct
105 EAST STONEWALL AVE. August 27. 1990 Yy o irector
FAYETTEVILLE, GA 30214 ’

404-461-604-1

Mr. Neil Davis
1695 S.R. 54 West
Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re: 2.469 acres fronting on S.R. 54 West
Tax Map Reference Numbher @5-21-74
Land Lot 127 of the 5th District

Dear Mr. Davis:

This letter shall serve to confirm that the Official Fayette County
Zoning Map incorrectly identified the subject Property’s zoning
classification for more than four (4) years. Said property was
incorrectly listed as being zoned c-cC, Community Commercial, from
approximately 1983 until 1988, due to an error in the Placement of
zoning boundary lines. A review of approved rezoning applications
in the wvicinity of the above-referenced property revealed said
boundary error. BAs Section 13-13.,L. of the Fayette County Zoning
Ordinance requires the Zoning Administrator to update the Official
Zoning Maps, said Zoning Map was corrected in 1988 to reflect the
Lrue zoning of the above-referenced property, R-7@.

If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Pe Hiott
Zoning Administrator

PWH/rsm
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LAND USE

AGRICULTURAL RESIDENTIAL (1 Univs Acres. 5 Acre Min.]
RURAL RESIDENTIAL (1 univ2 to 3 Acres)

LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1 unit to 2 Acres)

LOW MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1102 Units/l Acre]
= | MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (2to 4 Units/1 Acre)
| HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (5 Units/1 Acre)

i MOBILE HOME PARK

OFFICE

B COMMERCIAL

LIGHT INDUSTRIAL

B HEAVY INDUSTRIAL

I PUBLIC FACILITIES/INSTITUTIONAL

I CONSERVATION AREAS

PARKS AND RECREATION

TRANS., UTIL., & COMMUNICATIONS
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The Board of Commissioners of Fayette County, Georgia, met in
Official Session on Thursday, October 25, 1990, 7:00 p.m., in the
third floor meeting chambers of the Fayette County Courthouse, on
the Square, Fayetteville Georgia.

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: George Patton, Chairman
Bill Bonner, Vice Chairman
(entered 7:10 p.m.)
Dan Lakly
Rick Price

COMMISSIONER ABSENT: Grace Caldwell

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: Billy P. Beckett, County Administrator
Carol C. Mundt, Executive Assistant
Leigh A. Wright, County Clerk
William R. McNally, County Attorney

Chairman Patton called the meeting to order, offered an invocation
and led the pledge to the Flag.

REZONING PETITIONS: Chairman Patton explained the procedure for
conducting the public hearings on rezoning requests. He stated
those speaking in favor of 'a petition would be heard first,
followed by those speaking in opposition. He commented each person
would be limited to three (3) minutes of speaking time. He further
stated the same argument not be heard over and over again and
encouraged only new points be raised. He added after everyone had
an opportunity to speak, the petitioner would have a chance to
rebut any points raised by those in opposition. He stated the
Board would then discuss the petition and vote either to approve,
deny or table the request.

Chairman Patton pointed out a petitioner for a rezoning hearing
before the Board of Commissioners shall have the option to reguest
and automatically receive a postponement of the consideration of
the petition upon the absence of a full five member Commission on
the evening the petition was scheduled to be heard. He said this
policy shall not apply to those incidents where a full Commission
was present but a member or members abstain from voting. He said
further tabling of the petition to the next regularly scheduled
meeting shall not be cause for a repetition of said tabling in the

event at the next regularly scheduled meeting a full Commission is
not present.

Chairman Patton said with that understanding any of the petitioners
with a rezoning had a right to withdraw the petition to the next
regularly scheduled meeting.

PETITION NO. 759-90: Acting Zoning Administrator Chris Venice,
read Petition No. 759-90, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis, Owners/Agents,
request to rezone 2.469 acres from R-70 to C-C to develop a banquet
hall to be used in conjunction with the 01d Mill Restaurant. This

property is located in land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts
on S.R. 54 West.

Neil Davis stated in view of the absence of two Commissioners, he
would like to withdraw Petition No. 759-90.

Commissioner Lakly commented a fourth Commissioner might be coming
into the meeting and asked if Mr. Davis would still want to
withdraw the petition. He pointed out from now until Christmas it
would be hard to have all five Commissioners present.
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Chairman Patton felt a five member board would be best and
suggested the petitioner come back before the Board at a later date
and petitioner agreed.

PETITION NO. 760-90: Acting Zoning Administrator Chris Venice,
read Petition No. 760-90, Paul E. and Susan Powers, Owners/Agents,
request to rezone 3.324 acres from A-R to R-60 to develop one
single-family dwelling lot. This property is located in Land Lot
168 of the 4th District and fronts on Woolsey Brooks Road.

Glen Goza, representing petitioner Paul Powers, stated Mr. Powers
was not able tec attend the hearing because of illness.

Chairman Patton asked if the petitioner agreed with the recommended
conditions.

Commissioner Bonner entered the meeting at 7:10 p.m.

Mr. Goza stated he understood Mr. Powers had been informed of the
conditions and did agree with them.

Bob Craft, 200 Bridger Point, Fayetteville stated he would like to
speak in opposition to the rezoning. He said the subject of the
property was spot zoning. He commented the first time he heard
Lynn Westmoreland's name was when he petitioned for spot zoning
with Dr. Germaine's property. He said Mr. Westmoreland had told
him he had not broken the Land Use Plan. He commented now that
property was being used as a precedence for the spot zoning in the
Powers rezoning,

Mr. Craft stated the lack of 1.6 acres would bring the property in
compliance with the Land Use Plan and this was spot zoning. He
said to approve this petition would set the additional precedence
for Mr. Powers, as owner/developer, adjoining property. He said
this would cause a "snowball" effect until there was no A-R left
in the county. He recommended the petition be denied and the Land
Use Plan be upheld.

Barbara Buckley, 783 Ebenezer Road, Fayetteville stated on this
particular piece of property there was no lack of adjoining
property that Mr. Powers owns that he could not use that would make
up the five acres needed for the tract to keep it in the A-R
zoning. She said in the last three years there have only been
three petitions in this area for rezoning. She wurged the
Commission to deny the petition.

On motion made by Commissioner Price, seconded by Commissioner
Lakly to approve Petition No. 760-90 with conditions as recommended

by the Planning and Zoning staff and the Planning Commission,
discussion followed.

Commissioner Price stated it was evident that name dropping of
people implied that something was being done by the Republican
Party. He submitted this type of innuendo about the Board and that
these persons are doing scmething immoral and illegal was wrong.
He said if one had taken time to read the notes they would find
that the staff had approved this rezoning with conditions and the
Planning Commission had also approved the rezoning. He said the
Beard was always fair and reasonable. He remarked every petitioner
had rights whether he was liked or disliked.

Commissioner Lakly said the rezoning did conform'and fit in the
Land Use Plan. He said there was no one who would disagree with
staff or the Planning Commission. He said the parcel was quite
substantial and similar rezonings had been granted in the area and
other areas. He remarked he supported the rezoning and made his
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decision based on facts and recommendations from the staff and the
Planning Commission.

The motion carried 4-0. A copy of the recommended conditions,
staff's analysis and investigation, identified as "Attachment

No. 1", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.
A copy of the Ordinance and Resolution approving said petition,
identified as "Attachment No. 2", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

PETITION NO. 761-90: Acting Zoning Administrator Chris Venice,
read Petition No. 761-90, John R, Jenkins, Owner and Stanley M.
Bishop and William P. Chastain, Agents, request to rezone 2.5 acres
from R-70 to O-I to develop a Day Care Center. This property is
located in Land Lot B3 of the 7th District and fronts on Jenkins
Road.

Stanley Bishop presented and reviewed site plans for development
of the area with the Board.

Mr. Bishop said the rezoning for a day care center in this area
would be based on the changes which have previously occurred in
this area and would be the best use for this parcel of property.
He said he was requesting the zoning be changed from R-70 to O-I
with some conditional use., He commented the persons who would be
operating the center were local people who reside in Fayette
County. He stated the day care center would be an asset to the
community. He remarked the school system which was currently being
built in the area had created a use conducive with the day care
center.

Mr. Bishop said traffic problems was an issue that had been brought
up and stated most of the day care traffic would occur before
school hours and he did not feel this to be a problem. He said the
utilities were in place and rocad renovations already done, He
requested the Board approve the petition.

Barbara Buckley, 783 Ebenezer Road, Fayetteville stated she wished
to speak in cpposition to the petition. She pointed out ak the
last Planning Commission meeting Mr. Bishop had stated there would
be a drop off of approximately 150 and 250 children between 8:00
a.m, and B:30 a.m. She pointed out this was the exact same time
two schools were being dropped off and there would be a third
school next fall. She said there would be a problem with
transportation in that area with traffic. She urged the Board not
to approve this rezoning.

Chairman Patton read a statement concerning the Land Use Plan. He
said the subject property was within an area designated
light/industrial on the Fayette County Land Use Plan and did not
conform with the Land Use Plan.

Commissioner Bonner replied it did conform to the Land Use Plan.

Chairman Patton said the request for 0O-I office/institutional did
not conform to the Fayette County Land Use Plan and peolicy,
however, the construction of the three new county schools had
changed the character of the Jenkins Road area to the west of the
subject property. He pointed ocut the Land Use Plan was a changing
game and the Board had to constantly be aware of it. He stated
even though the Land Use Plan stated one thing, it was obvious the
character of the neighborhocod had changed and the 'day care center
probably would be a good thing for the area.

Commissioner Lakly said he could not think of a better use in that
area. He stated from a convenience standpoint this would benefit
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a parent who had to drop a child off at a day care center and also
public school.

On motion made by Commissioner Lakly, seconded by Commissioner
Price to approve Petition No. 761-90 with conditions as recommended
by the Planning and 2oning staff and the Planning Commission,
discussion followed.

Commissioner Price asked for clarification under recommended
conditions that the owner/developer shall tie into the Fayette
County Water System's water line to serve said property. He
pointed out in Chief Krakeel's discussion he would have to relocate
a control valve in order to provide adequate water pressure for the
sprinkler system under condition one and asked if the petitioner
would have to pay for that,

Commissioner Lakly said it only indicated the petitioner would have
to tie into the water line and nothing beyond. He felt neither the
county or the Water System should bear the expense.

Commissioner Price stated he would like to withdraw his second.

Tony Parrott, Manager of the Water System stated there had been a
pressure problem when the schools copened and there was a control
valve problem at the present time.

Commissioner Lakly felt the schools currently on the water line
would be in the same need as the day care center. He said the
expense should not be born by the petitioner and said he did not
feel the petitioner should come back and asked his motion to stand
as approved by the Planning Commission as well as the staff.

Commissioner Price stated he would second the motion, discussion
followed.

Commissioner Bonner stated the schools in the area do sprinkle and
said the pressure must be alright.

Mr. Parrott said there had been a problem feeding water from the

ground tank when it was put in service and it had since been
resolved.

Commissioner Price said he was only concerned about the county
bearing the cost of the tie in. :

The motion carried 4-0,. A copy of the recommended conditions,
staff’'s analysis and investigation, identified as "Attachment

No. 3", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.
A copy of the Ordinance and Resolution, identified as "Attachment
No. 4", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

PETITION NO. 759-90: Neil bDavis asked the Board, in light of
Commissioner Bonner's attendance, if he could now present Petition
No. 759-90 and Attorney McNally stated he could.

Commissioner Lakly pointed out he had given Mr. and Mrs. Davis the
cpportunity to present their petition and since the meeting had not
adjourned they could do so and Attorney McNally stated the
petitioner could go forward with the rezoning.

Acting Zoning Administrator, Chris Venice read Petition No. 759-
90, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis, Owner's Agents, request to rezone
2.469 acres from R-70 to C-C to develop a banguet 'hall to be used
in conjunction with the 0Old Mill Restaurant. This property is

located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts on S.R. 54
west.
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Neil Davis stated he and his wife, Kay were joint owners of the
property. He said the property had been purchased with the
intention of developing same in conjunction with the 01d Mill
property they own. He said they had paid more for the property
than they wanted to because they were under the impression it was
zoned C-C at the time of purchase. He said this impression came
from the county when they checked the county zoning map.

Mr. Davis commented he had received a letter from Perry Hiott,
former Zoning Administrator regarding the incorrect zoning
classification as listed on the Zoning Map. A copy of the letter,
identified as "Attachment No. 5", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

Mr. Davis said the letter stated the official Fayette County zoning
map incorrectly identified the subject property zoning
classification for more than four years. He said in his paperwork
from the Planning Commission it also stated that the zoning map was
incorrect. He said before the property was purchased he had gone
to the Zoning Department and was told and shown by the county the
property was zoned community/commercial.

Chairman Patton asked who the acting Zoning Administrator was at
the time of the alleged mistake.

Mr. Davis stated the mistake was not alleged as stated in the
letter from Mr. Hiott. He said he did not know if it was Perry
Hiott or Ron Martin. He said when he had checked on it Mr. Hiott
was the 2oning Administrator.

Commissioner Lakly asked if Commissioner Bonner had been on the
Board when the commercial zoning was put in place.

Commissioner Bonner said from his standpoint it had never been his
intention to zone anything beyond what was zoned. He said he never
recalled any mention of anything on the other side of the creek

being rezoned. He said everything was focused on this side of the
creek.

Mr. Davis asked about the property directly across the street from
this property which was on the other side of the creek. He
commented that property had been rezoned commercial.

Commissioner Bonner said that had occurred prior to his appointment
to the Board and he could not comment on it.

Kay Davis stated they were not saying the property came up for
rezoning but it was just posted wrong on the records.

Commissioner Bonner felt that did not change anything at this
meeting.

Mr. Davis stated the Planning Commission had stated the property
was not in agreement with the Land Use Plan. He said after reading
the letter from Mr. Hiott which stated it was shown on the zoning
map for a period of five years as commercial property and when the
Land Use Plan was revised it should have been in agreement with it.
He said they did not understand how anything could be overlooked
for five years and changed without notice to the property owners

that the =zoning was changed on the property from what it was
originally zoned.

Commissioner Bonner said just because something was shown on the
map did not mean it had been rezoned., He said one' must go through
the zoning process. He commented just because the property was

erroneously designated on the map did not mean the property was
rezoned.
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Mrs. Davis said they agreed but the Zoning Department was the only
place in the county one could go to find out what property was
zoned.

Commissioner Bonner said that had nothing te do with what the Board
was considering. He said when a rezoning petition is reviewed it
had nothing to do with what people thought.

Commissioner Lakly said petitioners had gone to the Zoning
Department and the map indicated the property to be commercial.
He said now whether the property was or was not properly zoned, the
petitioners had gone into the only place in the county that one
could legitimately go to review land vse. He commented most people
do not check the Land Use map and this couple did.

Commissioner Bonner said he did not have to vote in favor of this
petition just because the map was colored a certain color.

Mr. Davis said he understood when he purchased the property it
would not have to be rezoned because it was shown to be zoned what
he wanted it to be.

Commissicner Bonner said anyone could come before the Board and say
property was zoned a certain way.

Mrs. Davis pointed out the county had acknowledged the fact that
this happened and they were not making false accusations.

Commissioner Bonner said the implication had been made that he
would have to vote for the rezoning because the Davises thought it
had already been rezoned.

Attorney McHNally recommended that the Board allow the Davises

proceed with their petition, get public input then have the Board
discuss the petition.

Mr. Davis said they were present as property owners in the county
to rezone a piece of property that he had been under the impression
by the county as already being zoned for what they wanted to use
it for. He said they were not told that the map was changed and
were not notified it had been changed. He said the county had
waived the expense of the zoning application and he appreciated it.
He said they stood to lose a lot of potential revenue since he had
bought the property to use in conjunction with the Mill, He said
there were three pieces in the immediate area already zoned

commercial; directly across the street, to the east and to the
southeast.

Mr. Davis pointed out in the letter from Perry Hiott it had stated
for over five years the property was listed on the zoning map as
community/commercial at the time of purchase. He asked the Board
to vote to zone the property the way it was represented by the
county for the last five years. He said he did not feel they were
asking for a rezoning but asking the Commissioners to make the
records the way the county showed the property at the time of
purchase. He felt it was a moral obligation as well as a legal
obligation. He said it was not right to change records without
consideration as to how seriously it affects the property owner.

Mr. Davis stated he had been advised in order to protect his rights
if the Board were to deny this rezoning, it would be an act to
unconstitutionally deny them benefit of their property and be an
unlawful taking of the property without due process of the law.

Charlie Mask, 662 McBride Road, Fayetteville said he was a
Commissioner when this happened and the Board had voted what had
been presented to them at that time and not what could be changed
on the records.
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Tanala Topanhagen stated she represented Johnie Williams who was
opposed to the rezoning requested by Mr. Davis. She read and
presented a letter from Mr, Williams to the Board. A copy of the
letter, identified as "Attachment No. 6", follows these minutes
and is made an official part hereof. She stated also included with
the letter was a sketch showing the Davis' easement located at 1205
Highway 54 on the west side of Crystal Lake.

In rebuttal, Neil Davis pointed out in the conditions proposed by
the Planning Commission, one stated the driveway would not be used
for non-residential traffic. He stated he had used the twenty-five
(25) foot easement for the two years he had owned the property and
the easement had been used nine years prior to that. He commented
in the conditions the fifteen (15) foot easement referred to was

the Metcalf property. He remarked the Metcalfs were not opposing
the rezoning.

Commissioner Lakly stated the zoning had been placed there in order
for a restaurant to be built. He felt this should be kept in
perspective. He said the property was zoned commercial and it
could not be changed. He commented the county had waived the fee
for the Davises to come before the Board which indicates to him
that the county must have felt some responsibility.

Commissioner Lakly stated he was not in favor of commercialization
on Highway 54, but the circumstances surrounding this parcel of
land were somewhat different. He said a burden would be placed on
the individuals who purchased the property under the misimpression
that it could be used as commercial. He said the petitioners had
already stated the easement would not be used for egress or
ingress. He restated this rezoning was unique in the fact the

county had waived the filing fee and this had to be a
consideration,

Commissioner Bonner asked who waived the filing fee and stated the
Board of Commissioners had not waived the fee.

Chris Venice stated Perry Hiott had waived the fee.

Commissioner Lakly stated this was not influencing or impacting his
decision on voting on the rezoning, but there was enough of a cloud
on the issue that this has an impact on the rezoning. He said the

fact of the matter was there was an old mill which was zoned
commercial some time ago. é

On motion made by Commissioner Price, seconded by Commissioner
Bonner to deny Petition No. 759-90, discussion followed,

Commissioner Bonner stated this had been one of the first rezonings
he was inveolved with as a new Commissioner. He said one of the
reasons this rezoning had been allowed was to get rid of the "pink
palace” and fFelt it was an exception to the overall plan. He said
the Board felt this was a positive move for the county. He said

there had been a lot of opposition to a restaurant from the
residents in Crystal Lake.

Commissioner Bonner further stated the rezoning which had taken
place for commercial had been approved by a prior commission, but
if that petition came up today he would not vote for it. He
remarked the Captain Video would be taken by the right-of-way and
that particular business would not be there after the road was
widened. He stated the area was a very high traffic area and it
did not have good sight distance. He said the subdivision entrance
caused traffic problems in and out onto Highway "54. He felt a
restaurant would cause a problem from a traffic standpoint set up

the way it was and he did not want to see anymere commercial in
this area.
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Commissioner Bonner stated he had seconded the motion in order to
be consistent with the overall philesophy for Highway 54.

Commissioner Lakly stated he had been supportive continuously in
denying rezonings on Highway 54. He said he failed tc see what a
denial would do. He said it would not lessen traffic because there
would not be access for egress or ingress for commercial traffic.
He said he failed to see any change by denying the petition. He
commented rezonings had been granted adjacent to the property. He
stated his conscience was telling him in voting against this issue
would not change anything that was there. He said he could not
support denial based on anything he had heard nor could he make a
motion to support the petition.

The motion carried 3-1 with Commissioner Lakly opposing the motion.
A copy of the Ordinance and Resolution denying said petition,
identified as "Attachment No. 7", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

CONSENT AGENDA: On motion made by Chairman Patton, seconded by
Commissioner Lakly to approve the consent agenda as presented. The
motion carried 4-0.

MINUTES: Approval of the Board of Commissioners minutes
of October 3, 1990.

GREEN PASTURES, INC.: Authorize Chairman Patton to
execute renewal contract with Green Pastures, Inc. for
one hundred (100) miles of right-of-way spraying in the
amount of $15,000. A copy of the contract, identified
as "Attachment No. B", follows these minutes and is made
an official part hereof.

WATER SYSTEM: Authorize Chairman Patton to renew
contract with Tab Products, Inc., for burster machine at
Water system in the amount of $364.

STREET _ACCEPTANCE: Acceptance of Amber Crossing
Subdivision, Paula Drive, Lots 1-16 for permanent
maintenance as provided for under Article 9-3 of the
Subdivision Regulations as amended. A copy of the
memorandum, identified as "Attachment No. 9", fbdllows
these minutes and is made an official part hereof,

STAFF REPORTS:
FISCAL PLANNING GUIDE: County Administrator Billy Beckett stated
the Department of Community Affairs publishes a Fiscal Planning

Guide annually and counties are grouped into six different
classifications.

Mr. Beckett said Fayette County was compared with other counties
overall. He commented in terms of revenue, per-capita in the State
of Georgia for each county, Georgians in counties receive $5.68 per
capita or 1.3% of total general revenues. He said last year
Fayette County received zero per capital from the Federal
Government. He remarked in State assistance in various forms,
Georgians received $53.30 per capita. He said Fayette County had
received $17.62 per capita. He said in terms of other local
intergovernmental revenue Georgians received $1.9¢ per capita and
Fayette County received zero.

Mr. Beckett said the results of the statistics indicated Fayette
County received very 1little in the form of intergovernmental
transfers from the State or Federal Government relative to other
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STATE OF GEORGIA ST RO
“RITACHMENT NO. 7"

COUNTY OF FAYETTE
RESOLUTION NO. 90-759

WHEREAS, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis, Owners/Agents, having come
before the Fayette County Board of Commissioners on the 25th d=»
of October, 19990, requesting an amendment to the Fayette Coun
Zoning Map, pursuant to "The Zoning Ordinance of Fayette County,
Georgia, 1980'"; and

WHEREAS, said request being as follows: To rezone 2.469 acres
from R-70 to C-C loecated in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District tg
develop a banguet hall to be used in conjunction with the 01d Milll
Restaurant; and

WHEREAS, The Fayette County Board of Commissioners having duly
convened and considered 'said request;

BE IT RESOLVED the decision of the Fayette County Board of
Commissioners, that said request be denied.

SO RESOLVED, this 25th day of October, 1990.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

OF

FAYETTE COUNTY

ATTEST:

%&%0 Lheihi

Leigh "A. Wright, @ounty Clerk
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3. Consideration of Petition No. 1211-08, J. Neil and T. Kayv Davis, Owners/Agents,
request to rezone 2.469 acres from R-70 to O-I to develop uses allowed under the O-1
zoning district, This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts
on S.R. 54 West. Staff recommended denial.

Kay Davis advised that the subject property was purchased in 1988. She confirmed that the property
was incorrectly identified on the Official Fayette County Zoning Map and was, in fact, zoned R-70
and not C-C. She reported that they petitioned to rezone the subject property in 1990, for a banquet
hall to be used in conjunction with the Old Mill Restaurant building which is approximately 170
years old; however, the petition was denied. She added that the County did not charge for the
petition due to the property being incorrectly identified on the Official Fayette County Zoning Map.
She stated that since S.R. 54 West had been four-laned and along with other nonresidential
development such as the hospital along S.R. 54 West, they decided to petition to rezone the property.
She said that the Land Use Plan had been reviewed and it was stated by the County that they
encouraged all residents along S.R. 54 West to apply for O-1 zoning because they were sure there
would not be any problems to rezone a residence O-I because of the Land Use Plan, the close
proximity to the hospital, and the fact that no one wants to live on the highway. She said that they
had been upright citizens and they have tried to leave the property better than what it was when it
was purchased. She appealed to the PC to rezone the property O-1.

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

J. Neil Davis stated that he was an owner of the subject property. He reported that there was O-1
zoning all along the highway. He said that he did not know of any rezoning to O-I with a house
which had been denied. He confirmed that the subject property had a twenty-five (25) foot driveway
which is the same as Thompson Law Office at 1034 S.R. 54 West. He remarked that this was a
house which had been converted and there is not an acceleration/deceleration lane except the one (1)
provided by the GDOT. He commented that they lived on the subject property prior to the widening
of S.R. 54 West by the GDOT. He reported that the GDOT only required a ten (10) foot long
acceleration/deceleration lane for the Old Mill Restaurant which has 365 seats and approximately
150 cars. He noted that the subject property has an eleven (11) foot lane. He said that the Staff
Analysis regarding the access was hard to understand. He remarked that the GDOT left the property
this way when the highway was widened with the bridge and guardrail. He stated that it seems that
Staff is using the GDOT as a reason for denial of the rezoning.

Chairman Powell asked if there was anyone to speak in opposition of the petition.
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Attorney Patricia Buttaro stated that she was representing the residents of Crystal Lake Estates which
contains 29 homes and 27 are opposed to the petition. She said that everyone living on S.R. 54 West
had not turned their home into a business. She commented that it is not necessary that properties be
rezoned to commercial just because a highway has widened. She added that the highway was
widened to make it easier to go from one (1) area to another. She remarked that the home was
purchased in 1988, based on false information; however, the time for redress has long since passed.
She said that just because the highway had been widened, there is still a beautiful, rustic looking,
quaint neighborhood at Crystal Lake. She commented that she remembered the mill when there were
not houses in the area. She said that if businesses are developed around the lake that it will not be
beautiful anymore. She stated that the subject property is basically on the lake and behind the initial
54 highway buildings that front on the highway itself. She commented that the house is beautiful
and she does not see why it is still not valued as a lakefront property. She said that doctors’ offices
are not very historical and this would not save Fayette County’s history at all. She pointed out the
driveway is also accessed by other homes and anything done to the driveway affects others, as well.
She stated that people in the community would be affected by people coming in and out for a
business which is not what a residential neighborhood needs. She reported that this is a unique area
and not just a typical home on S.R. 54 West, but is part of Crystal Lake Subdivision and anything
which happens to the house happens to the subdivision. She noted that the rezoning is not necessary
because the house has not lost its use as a home. She reported that the rezoning affects so many
others in an adverse way. She added that the rezoning does not just affect the community but
everyone who enjoys this beautiful piece of history as they drive down the highway.

Chairman Powell confirmed that letters of opposition had been submitted from the following:
Elizabeth Barnes of 120 Lakeview Court, Lakeview Estates.

Brian A. and Suzanne M. Robbins of 170 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Roger E. and Carole L. Derflinger of 180 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Ben S. and Joyce S. Malcom of 200 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Marla and Andrew R. Kreider, 1l of 285 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

John and Mary Sciera of 230 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Will and Colleen Jourdan of 160 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Alice Brown Rodriguez of 315 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.
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Anthony P. Rodriguez of 315 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.
Stanley D. Ensley of 190 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.
Nancy L. Barham of 150 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

In rebuttal, Mrs. Davis stated that Attorney Buttaro was not well prepared for her presentation
because the rezoning is for her house, which is not a part of Crystal Lake Subdivision. She
commented that Attorney Buttaro should thank her and her husband because of how beautiful
everything is, because they are the ones who did all of the hard work which makes the property what
it is today. She remarked that this is a reflection of the kind of people that she and her husband are.
She said that she did not complain about the rezonings to O-I on S.R. 54 West since they were
encouraged by the County to apply for O-I zoning when the Land Use Plan was amended. She
pointed out that this is why they are not requesting commercial zoning. She stated that the house
was for sale. She said that you have to go approximately 40 mph out of the driveway to get in front
of the traffic on S.R. 54 West. She confirmed that her husband was correct about the
acceleration/deceleration lane for the Old Mill Restaurant and about the Thompson property. She
remarked that they were asking to do what the Land Use Plan allows. She thanked the PC for their
time.

Chairman Powell closed the floor from public comments at this time.

Chairman Powell advised that the PC reviews all the materials given to them. He said that they
review the Staff Analysis and ask Staff if they have any questions, listen to the public, visit the
property, discuss the petition at the public hearing, and then make a recommendation to the BOC.
He remarked that he had reviewed the history of the property and the confusion regarding the zoning
designation on the zoning map. He read the future development aspects for S.R. 54 West as follows:
1) The goal is to maintain efficient traffic flow on S.R. 54 West as the County’s only major east-
west thoroughfare; 2) To maintain nonurban separation between Fayetteville and Peachtree City;
and 3) To protect the existing and future residential areas in the S.R. 54 West Corridor. He
commented that because of the development of the hospital and the highway 54 development, the
S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone was adopted and the overlay allows, but does not encourage, residential
property to rezone to O-1. He remarked that he was concerned about the comments from the GDOT
and the Engineering Department regarding the stopping distance in order to turn into the driveway.

He pointed out that the deceleration lane would have to be a 350 foot deceleration lane which has to
extend into the property to the west in order to make it a safe deceleration lane. He added that these
are today’s standards and not those in place in 1983. He noted that the Overlay Zones did not exist
in 1983. He expressed concern that approval of the petition would create a traffic hazard in the area
because you would have to decelerate on the bridge in order to make the turn into the property. He
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said that he had made the turn a couple of times and he did not feel comfortable doing so. He added
that this is his primary concern. He remarked that approval of the petition would put a burdensome
use on the highway because people would have to decelerate on the bridge plus the increased traffic
should the subject property be rezoned to O-1. He commented that he was hoping to get the opinion
of the property owners who utilize the existing driveway; however, they were not present tonight.

Jim Graw concurred and pointed out that the Land Use Plan also calls for Low Density Residential in
this area and if the property was rezoned, it would violate the Land Use Plan and could result in
“spot zoning”. He said that he did not feel comfortable with O-I zoning in a residentially zoned area.

Chairman Powell said he would entertain a motion.

Tim Thoms made a motion to recommend denial the petition. Jim Graw seconded the motion. The
vote to recommend denial unanimously passed 5-0.





DEVELOPMENTS OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI)

Rezoning Applicant:

A.

Please review the attached "Developments of Regional Impact Tiers and
Development Thresholds" established by the Georgia Department of Community
Affairs (DCA) to determine if the proposed project meels or exceeds these
thresholds. 1f the proposed project does not meet the established thresholds (is less

than those listed) then skip to section C. below and complete.

If the project does meet or exceed the established thresholds for the type of
development proposed, the Georgia Department of Community Affairs (DCA)
"Developments of Regional Impact: Request for Review Form" is available online at

the following website address: www.dca.state.ga.us/DRI/.

I have reviewed and understand the attached "Thresholds: Developments of Regional
Impact”.

[V ] The proposed project related to this rezoning request DOES NOT meet or
exceed the established DRI thresholds

[ ] The proposed project related to this rezoning request DOES meet or exceed
the established DRI thresholds and documentation regarding the required DRI

Request for Review Form is attached.

Signed this ‘ C. day of \\4& O ‘ )YY\)()Q/K ,20& .

Mﬂ )

APPLI Amt"s srﬁMTURé\/
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September 2, 2008

Fayette County Planning Commission
Fayette County Board of Commissioners
140 Stonewall Avenue West
Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re:  2.469 acres fronting S.R. 54 West
Land Lot 127 of the 5th District

Dear Commissioners:

It is my intent to rezone the above-referenced property from R-70 to O-1. The purpose of
my request is to lease and/or sale the subject property for the uses listed under the O-]
Zoning District per the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance.

Sincerely, O

J. Neil Davis





:

GEORGIA

Zoning Department i

105 EAST STONEWALL AVE.
FAYETTEVILLE, GA 30214
404-461-604 1

Perry W. Hiott, Director
August 27, 1990

Mr. Neil Davis
1895 S.R. 54 West
Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re: 2.469 acres fronting on S.R. 54 West
Tax Map Reference Number 65-21-74
Land Lot 127 of the 5th District

Dear Mr. Davis:

This letter shall serve to confirm that the Official Fayette County
Zoning Map incorrectly identified the subject property’s zoning
classification for more than four (4) vyears. Said property was
incorrectly listed as being zoned C-C, Community Commercial, from
approximately 1983 until 1988, due to an error in the placement of
zoning boundary lines. A review of approved rezoning applications
in the vicinity of the above-referenced property revealed said
boundary error. As Section 13-13.,L. of the Fayette County Zoning
Ordinance regquires the Zoning Administrator to update the Official
Zoning Maps, said Zoning Map was corrected in 1988 to reflect the
true zoning of the above-referenced property, R-70.

If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
Sincerely,

Pe Hiott
Zoning Administrator

PWH/rsm





THE OLD MILL

The stronghold of Fayette County's history "The 01d
Mill" was built by the Bennett family in 1837 for use as
a corn mill. It is documented in Georgia's history books
as "The Community Center' where they held their baptisms

and all community functions for the Fayette County area.

During civil war times, it is documented that
Sherman and his troups dined at "The 0ld Mill". At that
time it was still operating as a corn mill and due to
the fact that there were Negro Slaves working at "The Mill"
it is one of the few sights Sherman did not burn to the
ground. It continued to operate up until the 1950's as
a corn mill and as the nucleus for the economic and

family growth of the community of Fayette County.

This sight, when restored to its' original splendor,
will not only preserve an integral part of history but

will once again become a nucleus for economic growth in

this area.





SEARCH

Owner and Parce! Information

Parcel Number;
Location Address:

Legal Description:

0521 074
1113 HIGHWAY 54 WEST
HWY 54 & LAKE BENNETT

Owner Name:

Mailing Address:

Tax District: UNICORPORATED Land Lot 1:
Mapping District: 05 Land Lot 2:
School Exemption: 81 Subdivision:
Homestead Exemption: L3 Acres:

Current Value Information
Land Total Building Total

$61,100 $247,680

tmprovernant Information

Year Built Building Size
1981 2778
Additional Structures
Code Description
CA CARPORT
EP CLSD PORCH
Fl FIREPLACE
HE
PL PLUMBING
ue UNFIN BSMT
Sales information
Sale Date Sale Price
foj0 $127,000
11 $0

Total Market Value

$308,780

Building Height
2

Type

Deed Page
0/0

Page 1 of |

DAVIS J NEIL & T KAY
1113 HWY 54 W
FAYETTEVILLE, GA 30214
127

Total Assessed Value

$123,512

Building Wall
F

Unit
000001078
000000448
000000000
000000000
000000005
000001708

Plat Page
/

http://www.fayettecountymaps.com/app/property card.asp?pid=0521%20%20074

9/2/2008
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Print Form

COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Planning & Zoning/Community Dev. Department Head: ’Peter A. Frisina

Presenter, if needed: ’Dennis Dutton/Pete Frisina Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:

Consideration of Petition No. 1212-08, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis, Owners/Agents, request to rezone 4.437 acres from C-C Conditional
to C-C to lift the current conditions; also to use the Old Mill structure as a corn grist mill in its historical context; and to allow the uses
in the C-C Zoning District; and consideration of Petition No. Revised Plat-043-08 to change the use of Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates.

Background/History/Details:

Consists of 2.334 acres (part of the 4.437 acres) from a single-family dwelling to the uses allowed in the C-C Zoning District. This
property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts on S.R. 54 West and Old Mill Court.

Petition No. 608-87 was approved by the B.O.C. on February 26, 1987, to rezone the subject property from C-C Conditional to C-C
Conditional for the purpose of converting an old mill structure into a restaurant/retail special shop and erecting a single-family
dwelling subject to 12 conditions. (Uses restricted to special retail shops categorized as arts and/or crafts, a restaurant, and a single-
family detached residence. No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was previously Lot 1, Crystal
Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling.) See attached materials for more information.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Consideration for a vote on this request.

The P.C. recommended approval subject to recommended condition #1. being amended to exclude more uses and recommended
conditions #2. and #3. as submitted by Staff (3-2). (RP-043-08 is a moot point based on the vote for Petition No. 1212-08.)

If this item requires funding, please describe:

N/A

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when? |February 26, 1987

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? |Yes Back-up Material Submitted? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New

Presentation 0 Hearing Business C Business ( Consent ( Report ( Other





PLANNING COMMISSION REZONING REPORT

PETITION NO.: 1212-08 and RP-043-08

APPLICANT: J. Neil and T. Kay Davis
1095 S.R. 54 West, Fayetteville, Ga 30214

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE WITH THREE (3)
RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS

PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING: October 2, 2008

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION: APPROVE 3-2

SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS #1., AND #2. AND REVISED CONDTION #1. TO
ADD EXCLUDED USES (RP-043-08 IS A MOOT POINT BASED ON THE VOTE
OF 1212-08.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS HEARING:  October 23, 2008

COMMISSION DECISION:

REQUEST: Request to rezone 4.437 acres from C-C Conditional to C-C to alleviate
the current conditions; to use the Old Mill structure for a corn grist mill;
and to allow the uses in the C-C Zoning District. To change the use of Lot
1 of Crystal Lake Estates consisting of 2.334 acres (part of the 4.437
acres) from a single-family dwelling to the uses allowed in the C-C
Zoning District.

PARCEL SIZE: 4,437 acres

EXISTING USE:  Restaurant (currently closed), parking lot drainfield lines, and
distribution box

PROPOSED USE: Alleviate the current conditions; to also use the Old Mill structure
for a corn grist mill; and to allow the uses in the C-C Zoning District. To change the use
of Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates from a single-family dwelling to the uses allowed in the
C-C Zoning District.

LOCATION: Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and fronts on S.R. 54 West and Old Mill
Court

ZONING OF SURROUNDING PROPERTY: R-70, O-1, A-R, C-H, and R-40

LAND USE PATTERN:  Low Density Residential 1 unit/1 to 2 acres and S.R. 54
West Overlay and Conservation Areas

PLANNING COMMISSION HEARING NOTES:

See Attached Minutes.





MOTION AND VOTE OF PLANNING COMMISSION:

Tim Thoms made a motion to recommend approval of the petition as C-C Conditional
with recommended conditions #2 and #3 as submitted and recommended condition #1
being amended as follows:

8

Any uses that may cause personal hazards, injury, or safety hazards and any use
that may cause an environmental hazard to the State waters due to the location of
the property and the structure in the floodway/floodplain shall be prohibited.
These uses include: Appliance sales and repair, etc., Auto parts and Tire store,
retail, College, University, including Dormitory and Fraternity or Sorority house
when located on main campus, Parking garage, School, Taxidermist, Adult Day
Care Facility, Animal Hospital, Kennel (Commercial or Non-Commercial), or
Veterinary Clinic, Automobile Service Station, including gasoline sales in
conjunction with a Convenience Store, Campground Facilities, Care Home,
Convalescent Center or Nursing Home, Day Care Facility (Nursery School or
Kindergarten), Dry Cleaning Plant, Fraternities and/or Sororities, Hospital,
Kennel (See Animal Hospital, etc.), Laundromat, Self-Service or Otherwise.
(This condition is to ensure the protection of the health, safety, and welfare of the
public and to ensure protection for Whitewater Creek as a drinking water
source.)

The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve a
residence on Lot 1. (This condition is to provide control with commercial traffic
intermingling with residential traffic. Old Mill Court is classified as an Internal
Local (interior subdivision street) and should not be accessed by nonresidential

traffic.)

No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was
previously Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling. (This
condition is to assist in the retention of the residential character of Crystal Lake
Estates Subdivision.)

Al Gilbert seconded the motion. The motion recommending approval with conditions
passed 3-2 with Chairman Powell and Jim Graw voting in opposition.

REASON(S) FOR RECOMMENDATION:

Applicant is requesting to alleviate the current conditions. The subject property has been
zoned C-C since November 11, 1983.





PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

DATE: October 2, 2008

TO: Fayette County Commissioners

The Fayette County Planning Commission recommends that Petition No. 1212-08, the
application of J. Neil and T. Kay Davis to rezone 4.437 acres from C-C Conditional to
G, bey

L Approved _ Withdrawn ____ Disapproved

P -

abled until

This is forwarded to you for final action.
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HEG Fayette County Board of Commissioners

From: Dennis S. Dutton, Fayette County Planning & Zoning@g
Date: October 9, 2008

Subject: Board of Commissioners Public Hearing, October 23, 2008

The attached report is submitted for your consideration and contains the Staff's and the Planning
Commission's Recommendations on the rezoning applications and the revised final plat applications
scheduled for public hearing on October 23, 2008.

PLANNING
PETITION LOCATION/ STAFF COMMISSION
PAGE NUMBER REQUEST RECOMMENDATION RECOMMENDATION
1-1 1211-08 S.R. 54 West/ DENY DENY 5-0
O-1 Uses
1-2 1212-08 S.R. 54 West APPROVE WITH APPROVE 3-2
and and Old Mill THREE (3) CONDITIONS WITH THREE (3)
RP-043-08 Court/C-C Uses CONDITIONS
and Change the use #1 MODIFIED BY PC
of Lot 1 of Crystal #2 AND #3 AS
Lake Estates from SUBMITTED
Single-Family Dwelling BY STAFF
to C-C Uses RP-043-08 MOOT
DSD/rsw
(#7579 Peter A. Frisina, Director of Community Development

Tom Williams, Assistant Director of Planning & Zoning
Robyn S. Wilson, P.C. Secretary/Zoning Coordinator

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





PETITION NO: 1212-08

REQUESTED ACTION: C-C Conditional (Community Commercial Conditional) to C-C
(Community Commercial) to alleviate the current conditions; to also use the Old Mill structure
for a com grist mill; and to allow the uses in the C-C Zoning District

PETITION NO: RP-043-08

REQUESTED ACTION: Change the use of Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates consisting of 2.334
acres from a single-family dwelling (the only building allowable per condition of zoning) to uses
allowed in the C-C Zoning District

EXISTING USE: Restaurant (currently closed), parking lot, drainfield lines, and distribution
box

LOCATION: S.R. 54 West and Old Mill Court

DISTRICT/LAND LOT(S): 5th District, Land Lot(s) 127

OWNER: J. Neil and T, Kay Davis

APPLICANT: Same

PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING: October 2, 2008

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS PUBLIC HEARING: October 23, 2008

APPLICANT'S INTENT

The applicant proposes to alleviate the current conditions; to also use the Old Mill structure for a

corn grist mill; and to allow the uses in the C-C Zoning District on 4.437 acres consisting of one
(1) lot.

The applicant proposes to change the use of Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates consisting of 2.334

acres (part of the 4.437 acres) from a single-family dwelling to uses allowed in the C-C Zoning
District.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE WITH THREE (3) CONDITIONS

2-1. 1212-08 and RP-043-08





INVESTIGATION

PROPERTY SITE

The subject property is a 4.437 acre tract fronting on S.R. 54 West in Land Lot(s) 127 of
the 5th District. S.R. 54 West is classified as a Major Arterial (major thoroughfare) and
Old Mill Court is classified as an Intenal Local (minor thoroughfare) on the Fayette
County Thoroughfare Plan. The subject property contains a grist mill which has been
used as a restaurant (currently closed), parking lot, drain field lines, and distribution box
and is currently zoned C-C Conditional. A Quit Claim deed recorded on February 21,

1991, combined the two original lots (2.103 acres and 2.334 acres) into one lot (4.437
acres).

History:

Petition No. 476-83 was approved by the B.O.C. on November 28, 1983, to rezone 2.1

acres (lot containing the Old Mill structure) from R-70 to C-C to develop a historical
restaurant.

Petition No. 486-83 was approved by the B.O.C. on February 9, 1984, to rezone 2.00
acres (Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates) from R-70 to C-C for the purpose of developing
additional parking and underground septic tank field lines for the proposed historical
restaurant consisting of 2.1 acres subject to the following condition: The developer’s
butfering the lot so that adjacent subdivision residents would not see the parking lot and
on the developer’s using decorative landscaping.

Petition No. 588-86 (4.437 acres) was denied by the B.O.C. on August 14, 1986, to
rezone the subject property from C-C Conditional to C-C Conditional for the purpose of
developing a residence and novelty shop.

Petition No. 608-87 (4.437 acres) was approved by the B.O.C. on February 26, 1987, to
rezone the subject property from C-C Conditional to C-C Conditional for the purpose of
converting an old mill structure into a restaurant/retail specialty shop and erecting a
single-family dwelling subject to the following conditions:

1. That use of the subject property be restricted to specialty retail shops categorized
as arts and/or crafts, a restaurant, and a single-family detached residence.

2. That the exterior materials of the house shall be the same as those comprising the
mill.

£ That the exterior appearance of the old mill building shall not be changed except
for the addition of the proposed porch.

2-2, 1212-08 and RP-043-08





10.

LI

12

To observe the Georgia D.O.T. proposed right-of-way which has been identified
for future widening of S.R. 54 as the front property line for determining all
measurements and dimensional requirements.

To provide designated fire lanes adjacent to all structures and provide water
mains, fire hydrants and access for fire fighting equipment as required by the
Fayette County Fire Department,

To provide off-street parking on the property during the entire construction
period.

That the light source from any exterior illumination device shall not be directly
visible along any adjoining residential property line,

That the design and location of signs proposed for the property shall be approved
by the Planning Commission.

That in accordance with the condition volunteered by the previous owner, the
owner agrees that the block building on the property which is known as the “Pink
Palace” shall be demolished and removed prior to the issuance of any
development related permits by the County.

That the buffer adjoining Lot 2, Crystal Lake Subdivision shall be a minimum of
50 feet and shall be improved with a planted screen at least six (6) feet tall.

The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve a
residence on Lot 1.

No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was
previously Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling.

SURROUNDING ZONING AND USES

The general situation is a 4.437 acre tract that is zoned C-C Conditional. In the vicinity
of the subject property is land which is zoned R-70, O-1, A-R, C-H, and R-40. See the
following table and also the attached Zoning Location Map.

2-3 1212-08 and RP-043-08





The subject property is bound by the following adjacent zoning districts and uses:

Direction Acreage Zoning Use Comprehensive Plan
North R-70 Lake Bennett Conservation Areas
R-70 Single-Family Residential | Low Density Residential
Subdivision (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
(Crystal Lake Estates) 54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
South 3.56 O-1 Vacant Low Density Residential
(across S.R. (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R,
54 West) 54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
1.29 A-R Vacant Low Density Residential
(owned by GDOT) (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
2.00 C-H Building Low Density Residential
(1 unit/] to 2 acres) and the S.R.
34 West Overlay Zone and
Conservation Areas
10.00 A-R Single-Family Dwelling Low Density Residential
(1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
54 West Overlay Zone
East R-40 Single-Family Residential | Low Density Residential
(across Old Subdivision (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
Mill Drive) (Lakeview Estates) 54 West Overlay Zone
West 2.469 R-70 Single-Family Dwelling Low Density Residential
(See (1 unit/1 to 2 acres) and the S.R.
Petition 54 West Overlay Zone and
No. 1211- Conservation Areas
08 from
R-70 to
0-I)

The subject property lies within an area designated for Low Density Residential 1 unit/]
to 2 acres, Conservation Areas (environmentally sensitive areas, containing waterways,
watershed protection areas, flood plains, poor soils and steep slopes) and S.R. 54 West
Overlay. This request does not conform to the Fayette County Comprehensive Plan.
However, the subject property was originally rezoned to C-C in 1983 (476-83 and

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

486-83) and has been developed and used in a commercial manner since that time.

2-4,
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D. ZONING/REGULATORY REVIEW
The applicant seeks to rezone C-C Conditional from to C-C for the purpose of alleviating
the current conditions and to also use of the Old Mill structure for a corn grist mill,
Setbacks and Buffers
Zoning Zoning Setbacks Minimum Lot Minimum Lot Width at Buifer
District Size House Size | Building Line
C-C F- 100" Artenal 1 Acre* N/A 125' 50’ required
(zoning district) | F- 75" Collector 0.5 Acre** adjacent to
F- 65 Minor residential or
S- 1% A-R zoning
R- 158 districts

*k

A minimum lot size of one (1) acre where a central water distribution system is provided,
One-half (.50) acre where a central sanitary sewage and central water distribution systems are provided.

Current Conditions of Zoning

The applicant is requesting that the conditions placed on the subject property under
Petition No. 608-87 be removed. The following is a discussion of those conditions.

1. That use of the subject property be restricted to specialty retail shops categorized
as arts and/or crafts, a restaurant, and a single-family detached residence.

This rezoning took place during a period when conditions narrowly restricting the
allowed uses within a nonresidential zoning district were routinely placed on property.
Due to the difficulty of administering these types of conditions Staff has not been in the
practice of recommending conditions to control specific uses on a piece of property for
some time. For example, a section of this condition restricts the property to “specialty
retail shops categorized as arts and/or crafts” which leaves Staff with the difficult task of
determining exactly what are “arts and/or crafts.” Arts and Crafts refer to a period in
time between the late 1800s and 1920s when one-of-a-kind items were handmade as
opposed to mass produced identical items. In today’s terms “arts and crafts” more
generally refers to activities and hobbies that are related to making items by hand.
However, due to the location of the property and the structure in the floodway/floodplain,
any uses that may cause personal hazards, injury, or safety hazards and any use that may
cause an environmental hazard to the State waters shall be prohibited (See Engineering
Comments).  Such uses shall include Adult Day Care, Day Care Facilities (Nursery
School or Kindergarten), Care Home, Convalescent Center or Nursing Home,

Automobile Service Station, including gasoline sales in conjunction with a Convenience
Store,

2-5. 1212-08 and RP-043-08





The subject property is unique in that the B.O.C. rezoned a lot within a residential
subdivision (Crystal Lake Estates) to C-C for parking and septic area to facilitate the
utilization of the existing mill for commercial purposes. However, it was the B.O.C.’s
intent to retain the residential character of Crystal Lake Estates Subdivision by restricting
the lot to a single-family dwelling.

The petitioner is also proposing to use the Old Mill structure for a corn grist mill, as the
mill is still functional as such. The petitioner explained to Staff that his intent is to grind
corn to bag and sell as a souvenir product with a label indicating that the corn had been
ground in historic Bennett’s Mill. While not specifically listed as a Permitted Use, the

use of the subject property in this manner would be compatible with the C-C Zoning
District.

2. That the exterior materials of the house shall be the same as those comprising the
mill.

The S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone would now apply to the subject property with
architectural standards requiring structures to have a residential character consisting of a
pitched roof, fagade, windows and doors. This condition is no longer required as the mill
15 consistent with the aforementioned architectural standards.

3. That the exterior appearance of the old mill building shall not be changed except
for the addition of the proposed porch.

The S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone would now apply to the subject property with
architectural standards requiring structures to have a residential character consisting of a
pitched roof, fagade, windows and doors. This condition is no longer required as the mill
is consistent with the aforementioned architectural standards.

4. To observe the Georgia D.O.T. proposed right-of-way which has been identified
for future widening of S.R. 54 as the front property line for determining all
measurements and dimensional requirements.

This condition was placed on the property prior to the expansion of S.R. 54 West to four
(4) lanes. As S.R. 54 West has been widened to four (4) lanes and DOT had no

comments concerning future improvements to the roadway this condition is no longer
required.

5. To provide designated fire lanes adjacent to all structures and provide water
mains, fire hydrants and access for fire fighting equipment as required by the
Fayette County Fire Department.

The Fire Marshal has indicated that existing regulations are sufficient. This condition is
no longer required.

2-6. 1212-08 and RP-043-08





6. To provide off-street parking on the property during the entire construction
period.

Off-street parking during the construction is uniformly enforced. This condition is no
longer required.

% That the light source from any exterior illumination device shall not be directly
visible along any adjoining residential property line.

Requirements of the S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone states that lighting shall be placed in a

manner to direct light away from any adjacent roadways or nearby residential areas. This
condition is no longer required.

8. That the design and location of signs proposed for the property shall be approved
by the Planning Commission.

This condition is not longer required as the County has a Sign Ordinance.

9. That in accordance with the condition volunteered by the previous owner, the
owner agrees that the block building on the property which is known as the “Pink
Palace” shall be demolished and removed prior to the issuance of any
development related permits by the County.

The building known as the “Pink Palace” has been removed. This condition is no longer
required.

10. That the buffer adjoining Lot 2, Crystal Lake Subdivision shall be a minimum of
50 feet and shall be improved with a planted screen at least six (6) feet tall.

The required buffer for the C-C zoning district is now 50 feet. This condition is no longer
required.

L1 The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve a
residence on Lot 1.

This condition should remain as it was the B.O.C.’s intent to provide control with
commercial traffic intermingling with residential traffic. Old Mill Court is classified as

an Internal Local (interior subdivision street) and should not be accessed by
nonresidential traffic.
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12. No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was
previously Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling,

Although the current Zoning Ordinance restricts all non-residentially zoned property to
one (1) principal use, this condition should remain, as it was the B.O.C.’s intent to retain

the residential character of Crystal Lake Estates Subdivision.

State Route Overlay

Due to the frontage on State Route 54 West, development of the property is subject to the
requirements of the State Route 54 West Overlay Zone. The Overlay Zone requirements
are in addition to the zoning district requirements and any Conditional Use requirements,
and in cases where there is a conflict between requirements, the most restrictive
regulation applies. Overlay Zone requirements including, but not limited to, the
following: a 100 foot setback from the right-of-way of S.R. 54, a 50 foot setback for
impervious surfaces from right-of-way of S.R. 54, and architectural standards for
buildings which require a residential character including a pitched peaked roof, a
residential facade, and doors and windows of a residential character.

Right-of-Way Requirements

S.R. 54 West s classified as a Major Arterial road (major thoroughfare) on the Fayette
County Thoroughfare Plan. This being a State Route, any dedication will be the

responsibility of the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) to secure from the
property owner.

Access

The Concept Plan submitted indicates two (2) accesses from S.R. 54 West. There shall
be no access to Old Mill Court.

Site Plan

The owner/developer is hereby advised that should there be a change of use, including
expansions and additions that a Site Plan must be submitted and approved as required by
Section 8-26., ¢. of the Development Regulations. Access must comply with the
provisions of Section 8-53. of the Development Regulations and the Georgia D.O.T., as
appropriate.  The subject property must comply with Fayette County ordinances
including but not limited to: Sections 5-18. Screening Required and 5-19. Screening
Standards of the Fayette County Zoning Ordinance and 8-159. Fayette County Landscape
and Buffer Requirements, Article VI. Tree Retention, Protection, and Replacement, and
Article VIII.  Off-Street Parking and Service Requirements of the Fayette County
Development Regulations.
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TRAFFIC AND TRIP GENERATION

Per the Planning & Zoning Department
Comparative Trip Generation Table
Existing Conditioned Use vs. Potential C-C Use

Existing Conditional Use as Restaurant
Size: 8,100 sf

Land Use Category — Quality Restaurant

Weekday Sat. Sun.
Trip Gen. Rate 89.95 94.36 72.16
Total S.F./1,000 8.1 8.1 8.1
24 hr Trip Ends 729 764 584

Potential C-C Use as Specialty Retail
Size: 8,100 sf

Land Use Category — Specialty Retail

Weekday Sat. Sun.
Trip Gen. Rate 44.32 42.04 20.43
Total S.F./1,000 8.1 8.1 8.1
24 hr Trip Ends 359 341 165

Difference in Daily Vehicle Trips

Weekday Sat, Sun.
Quality Restaurant 729 764 584
Specialty Retail 350 341 165
Trip Reduction 370 423 584

This comparative analysis that a special retail use would generate about 50% fewer

vehicle trips on weekdays and Saturdays and 70% fewer trips on Sundays than did the
previous restaurant use,

REVISION TO A RECORDED PLAT

Effective October 26, 1995, the Fayette County Subdivision Regulations, Section 4-2.7
Revision to a Recorded Plat, public hearing approval from the Board of Commissioners is
required prior to any substantial changes to a recorded final plat. Section 4-2.7
specifically states that ... “proposed revisions to any existing residential or agricultural-
residential subdivisions which add property to increase the number of platted lots, or
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change the principal use on a lot within a residential subdivision shall be considered in
public hearings before the Planning Commission and the Board of Commissioners”.

Background

The original Final Plat for Crystal Lake Estates Subdivision consists of a total of 29
single-family dwelling lots and was platted in 1980. That portion of the subject property
identified as Lot 1 on the Final Plat of Crystal Lake Estates consists of 2.334 acres and
the majority of the lot contains a parking lot, drain field lines, and distribution box. A
Quit Claim deed recorded on February 21, 1991, combined the two original lots (2.103
acres and 2.334 acres) into one lot (4.437 acres).

One (1) of the conditions placed of the subject property when it was rezoned states: No
building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was previously Lot 1,
Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling. This request and the rezoning
request to alleviate the rezoning conditions, if approved, will change the use from a
single-family dwelling to the uses allowed in the C-C Zoning District. The intent of the
B.O.C. was to retain the residential character of Crystal Lake Estates Subdivision by
restricting this lot to a single-family dwelling.

DEPARTMENTAL COMMENTS

Water System

County water is available.

Enginecring

Floodplain The property does contain floodplain per FEMA FIRM panel
13113CO103E. Improvements to the site are constrained because
of the property’s proximity to Whitewater Creek.

The subject property is located within the floodway of Whitewater
Creek. Structures shall not be allowed in the floodway (Zone AE).
The floodway is indicated in the hatched areas on the attached map
in Figure 1.

Article 1V, Floodplain Management, Section 2. Definitions states:
“Floodway” or “Regulatory Floodway” means the channel of a
stream or other watercourse and the adjacent areas of the
floodplain which is necessary to contain and discharge the base
flood flow without cumulatively increasing the base flood
elevation more than one (1) foot.
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Article 1V. Floodplain Management, Section 4.5 Floodway
Encroachments states:

Located within Areas of Special Flood Hazard are areas
designated as floodway. A floodway may be an extremely
hazardous area due to velocity flood waters, debris or
erosion potential. In addition, floodways must remain free
of encroachment in order to allow for the discharge of the
base flood without increased flood heights. Therefore the
following provisions shall apply:

(1)

3)

Encroachments are prohibited, including earthen
fill, new construction, substantial improvements or
other development within the regulatory floodway,
except for activities specifically allowed in (2)
below.

Encroachments for bridges, culverts, roadways and
utilities within the regulatory floodway may be
permitted provided it is demonstrated through
hydrologic and hydraulic analyses performed in
accordance with standard engineering practice that
the encroachment shall not result in any increase to
the pre-project base flood elevations, floodway
elevations, or floodway widths during the base
flood discharge. A registered professional engineer
must provide supporting technical data and
certification thereof; and,

If the applicant proposes to revise the floodway
boundaries, no permit authorizing the encroachment
into or an alteration of the floodway shall be issued
by the Fayette County Engineering Department
until an affirmative Conditional Letter of Map
Revision (CLOMR) is issued by FEMA and no-rise
certification is approved by the Fayette County
Engineering Department.

Due to the location of the property and the structure in the
floodway/floodplain, any uses that may cause personal hazards,
injury, or safety hazards and any use that may cause an
environmental hazard to the State waters shall be prohibited.
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Wetlands

Watershed

Groundwater

The property does not contain any wetlands per the U.S.
Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service 1994
National Wetland Inventory Map.

Per the USGS Fayetteville Quadrangle, there are state waters along
the property. The County’s Watershed Protection Buffers and

Setbacks are applicable since the property has been reconfigured
since 1987.

No land disturbance, structures, or impervious surface may be
added to the property due to the watershed buffer and the
watershed setback restrictions.  As per the Development
Regulations, Article VII. Watershed Protection Ordinance, Section
8-203. Restrictions, C. states: If a reservoir is not constructed on
or adjacent to a major water supply stream, the following shall
apply within 1,000 feet of a major water supply stream:

. Permitted residential and commercial uses:

a. Minimum Natural Buffer — 400 feet as measured
from the stream bank or 100 feet from 100-year
flood plain elevation, whichever is greater.

C. Minimum setback for all structures, nitrification
fields and impervious surfaces — 450 feet as
measured from the stream bank or 150 feet from
100-year flood plain elevation, whichever is greater.

The property IS NOT within the groundwater recharge area, as
delineated on the Georgia Department of Natural Resources’ 1992
Ground-Water ~ Pollution  Susceptibility Map of Georgia
(Hydrologic Atlas 20.)

Environmental Health Department

The installation of the individual sewage disposal system serving this property was
inspected/approved by this department on 11/17/1989. The system was designed and
installed to serve a full service restaurant. The system would have capacity to serve
several commercial functions with peak daily sewage flow consideration. Concemn was
expressed in the Technical Review Committee (9/9/08) by Richard Fehr regarding
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vehicular traffic over the sewage system. The sewage is located in the area of Crystal
Lake Estates, Lot 1. Development of this lot would conflict with the location of the
sewage system and impair the potential use of the mill structure.

Fire and EMS

Fire Suppression and Fire Prevention:

This property is located within the current territorial boundaries of County Fire Station
#8, located on Flat Creek Trail, which would provide the initial first responding apparatus
to any requests for assistance. Response time for suppression capability from Station #8
would be in the 5-8 minute range. Water and fire hydrants exist along Hwy 54 West.

Emergency Medical Services:

This property is located within the service delivery area of Medic #41 or #42 located on
Johnson Ave. Response time for ambulance transport services is within the 8 minute
accepted historical response criteria. The addition of this development or proposed
changes will not materially impact EMS service delivery capability or current capacity.

Emergency Management Agency;
This property is within 100 years flood way and as built could have flooding problems.

As with any other development, there is always the potential for man made or natural
disasters that wounld impact emergency management.

Public Works
No comments regarding traffic/roadway.

Board of Education

See attached comments from Dr. John DeCotis.

Georgia Department of Transportation

No comments.
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STAFF ANALYSIS

This request is based on the petitioner's intent to rezone said property from C-C
Conditional to C-C for the purpose of alleviating the current conditions and to use the
Old Mill structure for a com grist mill. Per Section 11-10 of the Fayette County Zoning
Ordinance, Staff makes the following evaluations:

1.

The request for rezoning from C-C Conditional to C-C is not consistent with the
Fayette County Comprehensive Plan. The subject property lies within an area
designated for Low Density Residential 1 unit/1 to 2 acres, Conservation Areas
(environmentally sensitive areas, containing waterways, watershed protection
arcas, flood plains, poor soils and steep slopes) and the S.R. 54 West Overlay.
However, the subject property was originally rezoned to C-C in 1983, (476-83
and 486-83) and has been developed and used in a commercial manner since that
time.

As conditioned, the proposed rezoning will not adversely affect the existing use or
usability of adjacent or nearby property.

As conditioned, the proposed rezoning will not result in a burdensome use of
roads, utilities, or schools.

The existing C-C zoning in place since 1983, and the development and utilization
of the subject property in a commercial manner since that time coupled with the
recommended conditions support this request.

Based on the foregoing Investigation and Staff Analysis, Staff recommends
APPROVAL WITH CONDITIONS.
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RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS

If these petitions are approved by the Board of Commissioners, they should be approved
CONDITIONAL subject to the following enumerated conditions. Where these
conditions conflict with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, these conditions shall
supersede unless otherwise specifically stipulated by the Board of Commissioners.

L

Any uses that may cause personal hazards, injury, or safety hazards and any use that may
cause an environmental hazard to the State waters due to the location of the property and
the structure in the floodway/floodplain shall be prohibited. These uses include: Adult
Day Care, Day Care Facilities (Nursery School or Kindergarten), Care Home,
Convalescent Center or Nursing Home, Automobile Service Station, including gasoline
sales in conjunction with a Convenience Store, The aforementioned uses are Conditional
Uses in the C-C Zoning District.  (This condition is to ensure the protection of the
health, safety, and welfare of the public and to ensure protection for Whitewater Creek as
a drinking water source.)

The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve a residence on
Lot 1. (This condition is to provide control with commercial traffic intermingling with
residential traffic. Old Mill Court is classified as an Internal Local (interior subdivision
street) and should not be accessed by nonresidential traffic.)

No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was previously Lot
1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling. (This condition is to assist in
the retention of the residential character of Crystal Lake Estates Subdivision.)

The PC recommended approval subject to conditions #2 and #3 as submitted by Staff and
revised condition #1 as follows:

1.

Any uses that may cause personal hazards, injury, or safety hazards and any use that may
cause an environmental hazard to the State waters due to the location of the property and
the structure in the floodway/floodplain shall be prohibited. These uses include:
Appliance sales and repair, etc., Auto parts and Tire store, retail, College, University,
including Dormitory and Fraternity or Sorority house when located on main campus,
Parking garage, School, Taxidermist, Adult Day Care Facility, Animal Hospital, Kennel
(Commercial or Non-Commercial), or Veterinary Clinic, Automobile Service Station,
including gasoline sales in conjunction with a Convenience Store, Campground Facilities,
Care Home, Convalescent Center or Nursing Home, Day Care Facility (Nursery School
or Kindergarten), Dry Cleaning Plant, Fraternities and/or Sororities, Hospital, Kennel
(See Animal Hospital, etc.), Laundromat, Self-Service or Otherwise. (This condition is to
ensure the protection of the health, safety, and welfare of the public and to ensure
protection for Whitewater Creek as a drinking water source.)





FAYETTE COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION

210 Stonewall Avenue West
P.O. Box 879

i i Board Members
z 30214-0879 .
Fayetteville, Georgla Tersi Smith, Chair
Phone: 770-460-3535 Lee Wright, Vice Chair
Fax: 7T70-460-8191 REREiSH KAy
A Janet Smola
Dr. John D. DeCotis, EAD

Superintendent “Where Excellence Counts” Dr. Bob Todd

September 12, 2008

Fayette County Zoning Department
Attn. Robyn Wilson, P.C. Secretary

140 Stonewall Avenue West, Suile 202A
Fayetteville, Ga. 30214

PETITION NO.: 1212-08 AND RP-043-08; Land Lot(s) 127 of the 5" District and fronts on S.R. 54
West and Old Mill Court

The Fayette County Board of Education Facilities Planning Division has reviewed the above listed request for
rezoning and is providing the information listed below.

If this application is approved, school system data shows it will impact the schools listed below as follows:

Building This
lots rezoning will Trailers
Facility Current now Increase currently
School Capacity Enrollment available Students by on site
Spring Hill Elementary 738 528 433 1 0
Whitewater Middle 1088 911 782 0 0
Whitewater High School 1463 1697 828 0 0

The Fayetie County Board of Education expends an average of $8,317.86 annually educating each student in the
system, not including construction cost of new schools. If this application is approved it will result in an additional
cost of $8,317.86 o the school system. Previous rezoning requests for this attendance area will result in an
additional cost to the Fayette County School System of:

Elementary School Students 433 $ 3,601,633.00
Middle School Students 196 $ 1,630,301.00
High School Students 212 $1,763,386.00
This rezoning request 1 b3 8,317.86
Total additional funds needed for this attendance district $7,003,637.86

I hope this information will be beneficial in your deliberations for this rezoning request and 1 ask that you notify me
of the decision on this zoning request.

Sinc ely/ /
/% A et

/ Dr. John D. DeCotis, Superiniendent
Fayette County Schools

www.fcboe.org
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LAND USE

AGRICULTURAL RESIDENTIAL (1 Univs Acres. 5 Acre Min.]
RURAL RESIDENTIAL (1 univ2 to 3 Acres)

LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1 unit to 2 Acres)

LOW MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1102 Units/l Acre]
= | MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (2to 4 Units/1 Acre)
| HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (5 Units/1 Acre)

i MOBILE HOME PARK

OFFICE

B COMMERCIAL

LIGHT INDUSTRIAL

B HEAVY INDUSTRIAL

I PUBLIC FACILITIES/INSTITUTIONAL

I CONSERVATION AREAS

PARKS AND RECREATION

TRANS., UTIL., & COMMUNICATIONS






6-18. C-C Community Commercial District,

A.

Description of District. This district is composed of certain lands and structures

providing for convenient community shopping facilities having a broad variety of
sales and services.

Permitted Uses. The following uses shall be permitted in the C-C Zoning District as

long as the area devoted to inside storage does not exceed twenty-five (25) percent of
the gross floor area of the principal structures except as excluded herein.

i

Zs

10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

15.

16.

Amusement or Recreational facility;
Appliance sales and repair, etc.;
Art studio;

Auto parts and Tire store, retail;
Bakery;

Bank;

Barber shop;

Beauty shop;

Business school;

Catering service,

Church and customary related uses;
Clothing store and variety store;

College, University, including Dormitory and Fraternity or Sorority house
when located on main campus;

Cultural facility;
Dance school or Studio;
Dental office;
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17.

1:8:

19

20.

21.

22,

23

24.

25

26.

27.

28.

29,

30

31,

32,

33,

34.

35.

36.

37.

Department store;

Drug store;

Dry goods store;

Financial institution;

Florist;

Gift shop;

Grocery store;

Growing crops, garden, shrubbery, flowers, etc. and related sales;
Gunsmith;

Home occupation;

Jewelry shop;

Laboratory serving professional requirements, (e.g. medical, dental, etc.);
Laundry pickup station;

Library;

Locksmith;

Medical office;

Messenger service;

Museum;

Music teaching studio;

Novelty shop;

Office equipment sales and service;
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38.

39,

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47,

48,

49,

50.

Parking garage;
Photography studio;
Private clubs or Lodges;
Radio studio;
Restaurant;

Retail establishment;
School;

Shoe repair;
Taxidermist;

Taxt service,
Telegraph service;
Television studio; and

Watch repair.

Conditional Uses. The following Conditional Uses shall be allowed in the C-C

Zoning District provided that all conditions specified in Section 7-1 herein are met:

1.

2,

Adult Day Care Facility; (Adopted 06/28/07)

Animal Hospital, Kennel (Commercial or Non-Commercial), or Veterinary
Clinic;

Automobile Service Station, including gasoline sales in conjunction with a
Convenience Store;

Campground Facilities;
Care Home, Convalescent Center or Nursing Home;
Church or Religious Tent Meeting;
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10.

Li;

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Commercial Driving Range;

Day Care Facility (Nursery School or Kindergarten);
Dry Cleaning Plant;

Fraternities and/or Sororities;

Golf Course;

Hospital;

Kennel (See Animal Hospital, etc.);

Laundromat, Self-Service or Otherwise;
Single-Family Residence; and

Telephone, Electric or Gas Sub-Station or other Public Utility Facilities.

Dimensional Requirements. The minimum dimensional requirements in the C-C

Zoning District shall be as follows:

1.

2.

3

Lot area:

a. Where a central water distribution system is provided: 43,560 square
feet (one [1] acre)

b. Where a central sanitary sewage and central water distribution

systems are provided: 21,780 square feet (one-half [.50] acre)
Lot width: 125 feet
Front yard setback:
a. Major thoroughfare:

(1) Arterial: seventy-five (75) feet

(2) Collector: seventy (70) feet

6-18.4





b. Minor thoroughfare: sixty-five (65) feet

Rear yard setback:  fifteen (15) feet

Side yard setback: fifteen (15) feet

Buffer: If the rear or side yard abuts a residential or A-R Zoning District, a
minimum buffer of fifty (50) feet adjacent to the lot line shall be provided in
addition to the required setback and the setback shall be measured from the
buffer.

Height limit: thirty-five (35) feet

Screening dimensions for parking and service areas as provided in Section 5-
19, 5-20, and the Development Regulations.

Lot coverage limit, including structure and parking area: sixty percent (60%)
of total lot area (Adopted 06/28/01)
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Georgia Department of Human ources

<

Inspected By~
/‘;an_ m""

- - ON-SITE SEWAGE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM INSPECTION REPORT
County Code Construction Permit Case Number (FHA, VA, elc.) Health Digtl.
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 3 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 2 22
Property Locnt:on L{ ‘J\) -[{ Property Owner
fuse( § Grist Wl e, [ Do
Sewage Disposal Contractor
| ke S0 C(Vd\o:rmé\ L -
ALL VTEMS: _ Blank = Not Applicable; 0 = Unknown *ITEMS: 1=Yes; 2=No
SECTION A - GENERAL [ = ,
1. Sewage Disposal Method: b. Total Linead Feet 7 ['f__;fdl &)
1. Type Water Supply: N— (1) Septic Tank, (2) Construction . Longth eacH Trench 65 66 67 68
(1) Public, (2) Community, (3) Indiv. [SORGR J |[crivy- () Bit Privy, () Acrepie 377 (feet) @ e o
2. Financial Assigtance: m nit, (5) Other 4 Pur
43l{d. Width of Tjenches
(L) FH:‘\ (2) VA, (3) Farmers 2. Septic Tank Capacity (inches)
om}: onventional, (§) Other (galtons): DuﬂOO 4+{E00 = | ©Q
3 ouse Structure: 46 48
(1) New, (2) Existing € 1 year, 2 Uf:lt.lgank[CompartmelrgoD e. Numberkf Trenches
{3) Existing_ > | vear Bpacity’ banat T . f. Distangk between
4, Sewage Disposal Installation: . 4. Septic Tank Inside Length f‘é’iﬁl}? Treng
(1) New, (2) Repair to existing sys. 7 (feet): K g. /Average Trench Depth
5. If Repair of Existing System — I35, Septic Tank Inside Width : ches)
Years System Installed: (feet): 0
(1) < Lyear, (2) 1-2,(3) 23, 6. Septic Tank Liguid Depth * P i Sy
(4) 35, (5Y 510, (6) >10 by L o o~ Agupgatebroper 54 ki .
7. Seplic Tank Material: . by
6. Percolation Rate Min./In.: (1) pﬂfmt concrete, r(lg) Poured 1. *iA&S’_"g?“’ P"°Pf’1:i:3°
7. *Is Property Partof a in place, (3) Other i i D 'f"ta‘nce rom B’T/ﬁb" W
Subdivision: - =7]| Foundation a0 [
8. Dosing Tank Capacity - i
SECTION B ~ FACILITY s k. Nearest Property Line:
(gallons):
1 (1) Front, (2) Rear, \
1.**Type Facility: See Code Below 9. rap Capaci (3) R.Side, (4) L.Side 2 R e
2. Water Usage Determined by: 313 Jeink): IS0 1. Distance Nearest Property
(1) No. Bedrooms, (2) No. Gallons 10. Distance Septic Tank from Line =NV
11: — = "
el m. Distance Privy or Absorption
3. Number Bedrooms or Gallons: CTION E — ND. Field from Well
SECTION C — LOT SIZE 1. Field Layout Method:
/ 1) Distribution Box, (2) Level ON TH AGEN
1. Lot Depth ; Field, (3) Serial, (4) Mound,
epth (Average) (5) Other ' 1. Total Inclusive Time (min.):
2. Lot Width (Average): / [T T |lz- Absorption Fieta: N
1. *Yes
3. Building Line (Feet): a. al Square|Feet | { 2. No
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the property owners in the area were all in favor of this rezoning.

There was no one present who wished to speak in opposition to the
petition.

It was moved by Commissioner Harris, seconded by Commissioner
Reid and unanimously voted to grant Petition No. 475-83. A copy
of the Ordinance approving this Petition, identified as Attach-
hment No. 3", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereof.

PETITION NO.476-83 of AMERICAN INTERNATIONAL INVESTMENT, INC.:
This Petition involved a request to rezone 2.1 acres on Highway 54
West, Land Lot 127 of the 5th District, from R-70 to C-C for the
purpose of a historical restaurant.

Mr. Phil Talalai, representing American International Investment, Inc.,
said that the request was for the rezoning of the 0ld Mill site from
the current R-70 residential zoning to C-C, Community Commercial, for
the purpose of developing a historical restaurant. He said that at the
last Planning Commission meeting his firm reviewed the historal value
of the restaurant from its creation in 1837 up to current times,
reviewed the tax benefits to the County and presented an architectural
concept of the proposal. He said there were two objections

during the Planning Commission meeting. The first objection was that
in the event a restaurant was not constructed, commercial zoning would
remain and would allow other less desirable uses. He said they would
offer a reversion zoning so that in the event they did not build the
restaurant according to County regulations and specifications, the
zoning from C-C would revert to the R-70 residential zoning. He said
his intent was to create a historial restaurant and that was the only
reason for this application. He added that there were no other
commercial reasons for the rezoning request. He added that the other
objections was because of the possibility of a traffic hazard.

He said the developers had spent a great deal of money on

surveyors who had prepared a plat which had been submitted to the
Department of Transportation. He presented a copy of this plat

with red-lined comments and recommendations from the D.0.T. He said
the Department of Transportation had shown what they felt would be a
safe ingress/egress plan for the 01d Mill. He referred to page |
which contained the red-lined comments and was signed by the Department
of Transportation. He said the D.0.T. had placed the entry to the
01d Mill approximately 375 feet from the bridge. He added that

his firm was currently under contract for the purchase of the

adjacent lot and this would be rezoned later, provided the

request before the Board at this time was granted. He reviewed

the site plan with the Board. He said the developer felt that in
order to provide adequate parking and safe ingress/egress, the

entry needed to be further away from the bridge. He said the
developer planned to provide an acceleration/deceleration lane as
recommended by the Department of Transportation. He said his firm
had also offered to pay the expense of a caution light in this area
to slow down traffic. He said that D,0.T. had advised that the
County would have to petition the D.0.T. for the light. He said

they felt the objections would be satisfied by having a caution Tight
to slow down the traffic, by having the extra lane installed at the
developer's expense, and having by having the entry as far away

from the bridge as possible. He said the proposed entry location
would give a clear view approximately 375 feet in each direction.

Commissioner Black asked if the Department of Transportation had
mentioned the possible four-laning of Highway 54 in this area,
and whether the 100 foot right-of-way would be adequate if that
happened. Mr. Talalai answered that a 100 foot right-of-way
would be adequate and would serve a five-lane road.

Commissioner Black asked the proposed number of parking spaces.
Mr. Talalai answered that sixty-one (61) parking spaces are planned





and according to County specifications, this would serve one-
hundred and eighty-four (184) persons.

Commissioner Berkelbaugh asked how many persons the restaurant
would seat and Mr. Talalai answered one-hundred and seventy-three
(173).

Chairman Barronton asked if there was anyone else who wished to
speak in favor of the petition. Mr. Modelvesky stated that he
lived in the log house right across the creek from the mill and
he was highly in favor of this project. He said the entrance
looked more than adequate.

No one else wished to speak in favor of the petition.
No one wished to speak in opposition to the petition.

Commissioner Harris asked how the developer managed to keep from
having opposition from the residents of Crystal Lake Estates
which is located behind this property.

Mr. Talali answered that at the last hearing two residents of
Crystal Lake Estates spoke in favor of the proposal and there was
no opposition then or now.

Commissioner Berkelbaugh stated that there were some guestions on
the sewage treatment plan and asked if Mr. Talalai understood
that the zoning would be conditional on the installation of an
approved treatment plan.

Mr. Talalai said that they had offered the reversion zoning in
the event the Mill Restaurant was not developed and they also
understoed that to obtain a valid building permit they would need
to satisfy County and State regulations pertaining to restaurant
commercial use for septic disposal. He said three engineers were
currently working on the project and the engineers advised that
the developer needed to have zoning approved before undertaking
large engineering fees. He said the developer had seen cne
engineer's plan of what he felt would be adequate and would be in
accordance with County regulations. He added that part of the
reason for purchasing the adjacent lot was to install field lines
for the septic system.

Don Moore explained that the type of system proposed is a modified
sand filter, which is a very effective system for disposal. He
sajd another alternative would be parallel septic tank systems.

He said the developer was looking at a couple of options, both of
which were acceptable to the State of Georgia.

Mr. Talalai presented engineer's drawings of a proposed system
that was under consideration.

Commissioner Black stated that he wanted to be sure that all of
the conditions are recorded in the minutes so that there is no
misunderstanding between the petitioner and the Board as to what
is expected. He asked if these conditions had been written out
and could be given to the Board at this time. Mr. Talalai said
these conditions had not been written out and had resulted from
verbal conversations with the Planning Commission. Commissioner
Black said he felt it was important that these conditions be
understood.

Chairman Barronton said it was his understanding that one condition
was reversion zoning which means that in the event the land is not
used for a restaurant, the zoning would revert to R-70.

Commissioner Black said that he understood this to mean that the

mill is to be used in an improved form of its current condition.

He said he did not want this to be conditional zoning for a restaurant
only to see a fast-food operation go in. He said he would like





to see some wording about the mill remaining in tact as must as
is physically possible.

Mr. Talalai answered that a structural engineer had reviewed the
mill and found that the old timbers are in such bad condition that
it could collapse. He said the developer planned to use a crane

to dismantle the mill as it is now, but making note of the actual
sizing and placing of the timbers. He said that approximately
thirty-four percent (34%) of the original timber from the mill
would be placed back into this new structure. He said the

concept as hown on the drawings before the Board is for a two-story
structure, which is the existing part of the mill, and a lower
level wrap-around area for additional seating. He said the
developer planned to use as much of the original material as
possible so as to keep the authentic value. He said the

developer was in the process of registering the 01d Mill site

with the National Historical Society. He said the developer

could go anywhere in Atlanta if all he wanted to do was build a
restaurant. He said the reason for this proposal was due partially
to a love for the historical value of the site.

Chairman Barronton confirmed that everyone understood the
proposed restaurant would be of the type described in this
meeting.

Chairman Barronton said the next condition concerned acquiring
the additional adjacent property to be used for parking and
sewerage.

Mr. Talalai agreed with this.

Mrs. Carol Mundt mentioned the conditions relating to the traffic
plan for ingress/egress, and the acceleration/deceleration plan as
approved by the Department of Transportation and the provision

for a caution light to be requested by the Commission but to be
paid for by the petitioner.

Commissioner Berkelbaugh added that the zoning would also be
conditional on the approval of an accepted sewage treatment plan.

Mr. Modelvesky said it was not mentioned tonight, but during the
Planning Commission meeting the developer said the existing
structure on the property, sometimes called the “Pink Palace" was
to be removed. He wanted to confirm that this would be done.

Mr. Talalai said that the pink block building would be removed.
There was no further discussion.

Chairman Barronton stated that the Board had heard the request
from the petitioner and also the conditions upon which the
petitioner made this zoning request and which are a part of the
minutes of this meeting.

It was moved by Commissioner Berkelbaugh, seconded by
Commissioner Black and unanimously voted to approve Petition No.
476-83 with the stipulations that have been discussed here
tonight and are a part of the minutes of this meeting. A copy of
the Ordinance approving this zoning, identified as "Attachment

No. 4", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

SIGN ORDINANCE, DISCUSSION OF: Chairman Barronton stated that

Mr. and Mrs. Bill Vail had asked to be placed on the agenda to
discuss amendments to the Sign Ordinance which would allow them

to install a business sign, but neither Mr. or Mrs, Vail was present.






Excerpt
Board of Commissioners
February 9, 1984

REZONING PETITION N0.486-83: Rezoning Petition No. 486-83 of
Phil Talalai of American International Investment, Inc., involved
a request to rezone two (2) acres on Highway 54 West and 01d Mill
Court, Land Lot 127 of the 5th District, from R-70 to C-C. The
Planning Commission recommended approval.

Mr. Phil Talalaj explained that he had appeared before this Board
in November to obtain C-C zoning on the adjacent property for the
development of a historical restaurant. He said the current
rezoning request is necessary for the restaurant development to
provide additional parking and underground septic tank field
lines.

He presented a plat of the property. He explained that the lot
under consideration is the front corner lot of Crystal Lake Estates
Subdivision and is governed by the Restrictive Covenants of that
subdivision. He said the developers had met with the homeowners
and lotowners and had made an agreement to amend the covenants to
grant acceptance of the lot's being used for part of the
restaurant. He said the homeowners requested that the developer
buffer the lot so that the residents would not see the parking

lot and that the developer use decorative landscaping and the
developer had agreed to these two requests.

Commissioner Harris asked if the homeowners had indicated why
they were in agreement with the restaurant being developed. Mr.
Talalai answered that several homeowners said they were glad that
the "Pink Palace", the pink block structure on the property, was
coming down.

The Commission reviewed the proposed plat with Mr. Talalai, who
added that the developer planned a 100 foot wide buffer completely
around the development.

Chairman Barronton asked if anyone wished to speak in opposition
to the petition and there was no response.

Commissioner Harris asked why this request was not presented at
the same time the rezoning request for the 01d Mill site was
heard. Mr. Talalaj said that they decided to take it one step at
a time because the developer did meet some opposition, not from
the homeowners, but from the Planning Commission. He said at the
time the original site was rezoned, the adjacent property was
still under negotiation.

Chairman Barronton confirmed that the original rezoning was
approved contingent on this piece of property being rezoned.

It was moved by Commissioner Black and seconded by Commissioner
Reid to approve Petition No. 486-83.

Commissioner Harris stated that he had voted for the original
rezoning request and in less than twenty-four hours had receijved
several calls about it. He said he would have to oppose the
motion on the floor because of his concern for traffic problems.

Mr. Talalai said he appreciated the Commissioner Harris' view-
point, wanted everyone to be satisfied with the development, and
was willing to bear the expense of additional safety features.
He added that he felt this area of Highway 54 was destined to
become a commercial strip rather than residential.

Commissiaoner Harris said he hoped that this did not become a
commercial strip under current zoning regulations. He said he
hoped some day to have zoning provisions for off-road development





behind buffers. Commissioner Harris said he was afraid it would
choke Peachtree City if this became a commercial strip,

There were no further comments and Commissioners Black, Reid, and
Barronton voted in favor of the motion. Commissioner Harris
opposed the motion and Commissioner Berkelbaugh was absent, so
the motion carried 3 - 1. A copy of the Ordinance approving the
rezoning, identified as "Attachment No. 6", follows these minutes
and is made an official part hereof.





STATE OF GEORGIA

COUNTY OF FAYETTE

RESOLUTION

NO. 83 - 486

WHEREAS, Mr. Phil Talalai of American International
Investment, Inc. having come before the Fayette County Board of
Commissioners on the 9th day of February, 1984, requesting an
amendment to the Fayette County Zoning Map pursuant to "The Zoning
Ordinance of Fayette County, Georgia, 1980"; and

WHEREAS, said request being as follows: To rezone
2 acres on Highway 54 West and 01d Mill Court, Land Lot 127 of
the 5th District, Fayette County, from R-70 to C-C for the
purpose of allowing the development of a historical restaurant
on adjacent property; and

WHEREAS, the Fayette County Board of Commissioners
having duly convened and considered said request;

BE IT RESOLVED that the decision of the Fayette County
Board of Commissioners, that said request be approved conditional
on the developer's buffering the lot so that adjacent subdivision
residents would not see the parking lot and on the developer's
using decorative landscaping.

This decision is based on the recommendation of the
Fayette County Planning Commission.

SO RESOLVED, this 9th day of February, 1984.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF

FAYETTE COUNTY

ATTEST:

%

Sl e
(’fC((ﬁﬁ’c‘"(' /1 )’({ !-Lﬁ-/—(‘
CAROL C. MUNDT, CLERK
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Fayetteville. He said his next priority would be an avenye into
Atlanta and this would have to be Highway 85 or 314 unless an
alternate route were found.

Chairman Berkelbaugh remarked in closing that his priorities were
basically the same as Commissioner Reid's. He stated that much
future planning was being done and the Commission was trying to
look out for the best interests of the County. He said he knew
this proposal was having an emotional impact on people because
their land was affected, but added that the County would try to
lessen the impact as much as possible. He stated that he did not
agree with the 20-foot median and added that he had already
expressed his desire that it be reduced to 16 feet. The Chairman
said he thought a grass median was necessary to keep the
residential atmosphere in that area so there would not be
commercial development al) along Highway 314. He also said he
thought there should be more median cuts for residences.

Chairman Berkelbaugh suggested to Mr. Brown that he report

to the Commission with suggestions and feedback from area
homeowners .

Mr. Brown asked that he be given a copy of the Commission's
letter to the D.0.T. for circulation ameng area homeawners and
was assurad that he would receive a copy.

REZONING PETITIONS: Chairman Berkelbaugh explained the procedure
for conducting public hearings on rezoning requests. He stated
that those speaking in favor of a petition would be heard first,
followed by those speaking in aopposition. He added that after
everyane had an opportunity to speak, the Board would discuss the
petition and vote to approve, to deny, or to table the request,

PETITION NO. 588-86: Petition No. 588-86 of J. Neil Davis, owner
and agent, requested the rezoning of 4.43 acres on State Highway
54 West and 01d Mil1 Court, in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District,
from C-C Conditional tp C-C Conditional, for the purpose of
developing a residence and novelty shop, The Planning Commission
and County Planner recommended approval of C-C zoning with
conditions. This item was tabled from the July 24 Commission
meeting.

County Attorney Bil} McNally stated that the public hearing on
this rezoning petition had been held on July 24 and the matter
was tabled prior to the Commission making a decision. He asked
if the Board wished to hear from the public and petitioner again.

Commissioner Black pointed out that Commissioner Reid was not
present at the July 24 meeting and Commissioner Reid said he
would like to hear the presentation.

Mr. Neil Davis said he requested rezoning from C-C Conditional
for a restaurant to C-C Conditional for the purpose of converting
the 01d MilN building into space for retai] specialty shops. Mr.
Davis said the plans included first renovating the pink building
for a residence to allow the developer to maximize the use of the
property to the best of its potential. Mr. Davis stated that in
the last two meetings no cbjections were raised in reference to
the Mill, the point of objection was the pink building, and
therefore his appeal was in reference to the pink building.

Mr. Davis told the Board that when he purchased the property he
understood that ordinances 3llowed a detached residence on
a commercial site. He said that County Planner Ron Martin
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suggested he rezone. He said he submitted a copy of the plan and
proposal to Mr. Martin and Mr. Martin's recommendation to the
Planning Commission was to demolish the pink building. Mr, Davis
said that after thorough consideration, the Planning Commission
removed this condition. He said that Mr. Martin's position limited
him to view this proposal as if it were a request to construct a
new building at the same location as the existing one. He said
that Mr. Martin's point of issue was that the building was too
close to the road and was unsatisfactory to be used as a residence.
Mr. Davis said that if he were constructing a new building at this
location he would be in agreement.

Mr. Davis pointed out that in his research, he found no other
residence on Highway 54 to have 100 foot frontage. He said that
when the Elams purchased the property it was being used as a
restaurant and residence, with parking along Highway 54. He said
that plans were submitted by the Elams to the State for a paved
parking lot with an entrance and exit on Highway 54 on the State
right-of-way. He added that the building was eventually approved
for use as a four unit apartment building with parking along
Highway 54. Mr. Davis said it was used in this manner until
Landmark Development Inc. purchased the property and advised
tenants they intended to tear the building down in order to have
a parking lot for a restaurant in the Mi1l. Mr. Davis said that
Mrs. Elam refuséd to let them tear the building down at that time

and the property was eventually reposessed and rented to numerous
vendors,

Mr. Davis said that he wanted to impress upon the Board that
prior to and up until the date of his purchase, the building had
been constantly in use. He said that not once was use denied
because of its location on Highway 54. He said he felt his
constitutional rights were being denied if he was not 2)lawed

to use the building because of its proximity to Highway 54.

Chairman Berkelbaugh asked if anyone wish to speak in favor of
the petition.

Gary Seggert, property owner across the street from Mr. Davis,
addressed the Board in favor of the petition, Mr. Seggert stated
that his commercial property would benefit from the improvement
of the old mill location.

No one else wished to speak in favor of the petition.

Chairman Berkelbaugh asked if anyone wished to speak in
opposition to the petition.

Mr. Russ King spoke in opposition to Mr. Davig' petition., He
stated that he did not agree that the old mill site had
historical value as a building or was capable of being registered
in the National Register of Historical Buildings and Sites
because it was reconditioned seven years ago and was not in
compliance with State and Federal standards. Mr. King said he
did believe the building to have aesthetic appeal to the
community and wanted to see the building preserved,

He further stated the issue concerned two pieces of property that
had not been joined. He said that Lot | was originally part of
the Crystal Lake Estates Subdivision and included the portion
which bordered on Highway 54 and 01d Mil) Court. He notec that
Warranty Deeds in possession of Crystal Lake Estate Subdivision
owners stated that "the herein described property is conveyed
subject to the protective covenants and restrictions for Crystal
Lake Estates, Phase I, dated September 10, 1980, recorded in Deed
Book 227, Page 316". Mr. King said he did not know if ‘Lot ! was
like all the rest of the lots in the subdivision at the time of
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recording but the protective covenants and restrictions in effect
today stated "wherein it is in the best interest of the lot owners
purchasing lots in the subdivision, that covenants and restrictions
be established to insure the use of property for attractive
residential uses only,te prevent nuisances, to prevent the impair-
ment of the attractiveness of the property, to assure its compatible
and coordinated development to maintain the desired quality of the
subdivision and thereby to enchance the full economic benefit in
general to the property of each owner". He read further from the
covenants and restrictions that, "if there is non-complicance with
the restrictive covenants and restrictions, that should it go to
ligitation, the person that was in violation of those covenants
would also have to bear attorney's fees and legal costs associated
with whoever had to pursue that matter to get them in compliance.”

Mr. King questioned the Board as to whether the protective
covenants and restrictions were superseded by subsequent zoning
action or remained in effect even with commercial zoning. He
said he had a problem with the fact that this property with
restrictions and covenants running with the land was ever allowed
to become C-C Conditional,

Mr. King stated that when Mr. Talalai, who represented American
International Investment, Inc., petitioned for rezoning, he did so
in two stages -- the first one being the old mill site and the
second being the 2 acres contained in Lot 1. He said both sites
were zoned R-70 at the time. Mr. King read from the Commission
Meeting minutes dated November 28, 1983, that Mr. Talalai said,
"his firm would offer a reversion zoning so that in the event the
restaurant was not built according tc County regulations and speci-
fications, the C-C zoning would revert to the R-70 residential
zoning. He said his intent was to create a historical res-
taurant and that was his only reason for this application. He
added that there were no other commercial reasons for the

rezoning request”. Mr. King stated that Mr. Talalai made several
other statements but that he could not find that they were
incorporated into the restrictions that were part of the approval
for the rezoning. Mr. King said that Mr. Talalai said, quoting
from the minutes, "the developer planned to provide an
acceleration/deceleration lane as recommended by the Department

of Transporation. He said his firm had also offered to pay the
expense for a caution light in this area to slow down traffic".

Mr. King, quoting from the minutes said, "Commissioner Harris
asked how the developer managed to keep from having opposition
from the residents of Crystal Lake Estates located behind this
property. Mr. Talalai answered that residents of Crystal Lake
Estates spoke in favor of the proposal." Mr. King said that

when it came out as to why they were in favor, Mr. Talalai said,
“that his firm offered the reversion zoning in the event the mill/
restaurant was not developed and they also understood that to
obtain a valid building permit they would need to satisfy County
and State regulations". Mr. King guoted Mr. Barronton, reading
from previous minutes, saying, "it was his understanding that one
condition was reversion zoning which meant that in the event the
land was not used for a restaurant, the zoning would revert to
R-70". He also quoted Commissioner Black as saying, "that he
understood this to mean that the mill was to be used in an
improved form of its current condition. He said he did not want
this to be conditional zoning for a restaurant only to see a

fast food operation go in. He said he would like to see some
wording about the mill remaining intact as much as is physically
possible."

Mr. King said when Mr. Talalai was asked how he planned to build,
Mr. Talalai said the developer would use as much of tHe original
material as possible to keep the authentic value. Alsc, that the
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developer was in the process of registering the old mi1l site with
the National Historical Society. Mr. King said he asked County
Historian Carolyn Cary for her opinion and it was her opinion that
because the mill was not refurbished in strict compliance with
State and Federal regulations, it would never be eligible for
registration.

With reference to the minutes dated November 28, 1983, Mr. King
said they talked about what was going to be necessary to acquire
the additional adjacent property which then was going to be Lot
1, for parking and sewage. Also, according to the minutes, Mr.
King quoted Mr. Modelvesky saying, "it was not mentioned tonight,
but during the Planning Commission meeting the developer said the
existing structure on the property, sometimes called the 'Pink
Palace' was to be removed. He wanted to confirm that this would
be done. Mr. Talalai said that the pink block building would be
removed". Mr. King stated that a primary consideration for
non-opposition by the homecwners in that area was to have the
pink building torn down so there would be the benefits of the
historical restoration, the eyesore would be removed, and

there would be no building that later could be converted for
commercial use.

Mr. King said that Mr. Talalaj came before the Board again on
February 9, 1984, in connection with the historical restaurant,

and requested that the adjacent property (Lot 1) be zoned C-C.

Mr. King said Mr. Talalai stated that the developers met with

the homeowners and made an agreement to amend the Covenants to

grant acceptance of the lot being used for part of the restarant.
Mr. King said that this had not been done and the Covenants had

not been amended since they were recorded in the original book.
Quoting from minutes dated February 9, 1984, Mr. King said, "the
homeowners requested that the developer buffer the 1ot so that

the residents would not see the parking lot and that the developer
use decorative landscaping. Mr. Talalai said that the developer

had agreed to these two requests”, Quoting further, "Commissioner
Harris asked if the homeowners had indicated why they were in
agreement with the restaurant being developed. Mr. Talalai answered
that several homeowners said they were glad that the Pink Palace,
the pink block structure on the property was coming down®. Still
quoting from the same minutes, “"the Commission reviewed the proposed
plat with Mr. Talalai, who added that the developer planned a
100-foot wide buffer completely around the development.,"

Mr. King said he was perplexed over the Planning Commissipn
meeting. He said there were ten recommended conditions for the
rezoning subject to a novelty shop with the tenth one being

that the pink block building be demolished and removed. He said
that issue was a major portion of the discussion that evening and
it seemed to him that three of the five Board members had a serious
problem accepting the fact that the pink palace could be converted
into a residence and were concerned that if it was granted, it
would result in another rezoning request later. But, he said,

the Planning Commission then voted differently than the discussion
indicated.

He said that in the Planning Commission meeting the originator of
the final motion, Mr. Tom Kerlin, in their minutes, stated "that

he felt the pink palace would be undesirable as a residence"”.

Mr. King said that Mr., Kerlin made a motion to approve the petition
subject to the recommended conditions with the elimination of item
number ten,

Mr. King said at a Homeowners Association meeting members
discussed the rights of the parties concerned angd what would
be fair. Mr. King said it was true that he purchased his
property knowing that C-C for a historical restaurant was
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already in place, but he didn't know the background on it unti)
recently and he was under the impression that it was never going
to happen. He said he thought this because it had already passed
through two hands with nothing happening and that indicated that
it was cost prohibitive, so he was not concerned about it. He
said the homeowners position was that they bought knowing that it
was zoned C-C for a historical restaurant and Mr. Davisg bought
the land knowing that it was C-C for a historical restaurant. He
said the homeowners were willing to live with that and felt that
Mr. Davis should also. He added that if it was going to remain
C-C, and they had serious reservations about why it did not
revert to R-70, but if it remained C-C they felt it would best
serve the community for the pink building to be removed so that
it would not become commercial when it became unsuitable as a
residence. He said he supported the rezoning request only in
light of the things that were talked about and put before the
Board concerning buffer, landscaping, the pink palace coming down,
the acceleration lanes and al) other considerations that were
part of the Board's decision for approval of that zoning.

Mr. King said he had reservations about the concept of protective
covenants running with the land and the fact that he was facing a
condition change rather than a zoning request.

The Chairman asked for a show of hands of any others wishing to
speak in opposition to the petition and there was no response.

Commissioner Reid questioned reversion zoning and Mr. McNally
stated that ordinarily the County would advertise and hold a
public hearing prior to reverting zoning. He said that to his
knowledge this was not done.

Commissioner Reid asked if the County was obliged to do this,
based on the comments made and Mr. McNally said that according to
the minutes it appeared that the County was, unless someone
presented another plan that would satisfactorily enable the
zoning to continue.

Chairman Berkelbaugh asked Mr. McNally to comment on restrictive
covenants and Mr. McNally said that rezoning allowed a particular
use of property and a covenant was a contract between property
owners. He added that the County had nothing to do with
covenants in that property cwners could pursue legal means to
have covenants enforced but this would be a civil matter between
the parties and the County would not be involved.

Mr. Davis said that his plans for Lot 1 exceeded or overexceeded
what was restricted on Lot ] and there would be no change in

Lot 1 as it was submitted by Mr. Talalai. He said there would
not be as much parking and the drive-thru would not be as wide.

Mr. King stated the requirement for Sewage was one reason why Lot
1 was not opposed by the homeowners and there was no such
requirement for Mr. Dayis® plan,

Mr. Davis said that the existing septic system for the pink
building was on Lot 1 and the parking was also on Lot 1. He said
he had acquired more land should the County have additional re-
quirements for parking and/or sewage in the future. He added
that he was advised by Ron Martin that upon approval, the two
pieces of property would be viewed as one,

Mr. Davis questioned whether he would be allowed to have a
commercial driveway through Lot 1, which would be residential and
Mr. McNally advised that it would have to be done with a
variance. Mr. Davis said that homeowners wanted a residential
lot that he would not be able to use for commercial use, and that
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his plan would alleviate traffic.

Mr. King said homecwners in that area had never had more than
one commercial operation and with what Mr. Davis proposed, they
might possibly be looking at three commercial situations.

Commissioner Reid wanted to know what kind of guarantee the
County would have if Mr. Davis converted the pink building.

Commissioner Black said that while he was not in favor of or
against the petition, the discussion between himself and Mr.
Davis caused him to believe that the structure would be built if
the zoning was granted. He said the rezoning approval could have
wording such as "exactly", "as that depicted”, or "substantially
similar to that which was proposed and shown on drawings

dated" whatever the date. He said this could become an eleventh
condition of the zoning.

A gentlemen in the audience asked if there was a rendering of the
building and Mr. Davis said that he did not have one but would
decorate as much as the State would allow. He said there would
be no windows or entrance on Highway 54 and the building

would be in keeping with appearances on the lake side.

A gentlemen asked about the land use plan and Chairman Berkel-
baugh replied that it indicated highway commercial. He explained
that the property was already zoned C-C so the land use .plan
reflected what was already there.

Commissioner Watkins moved that Petition No. 588-86 be approved
with the original ten recommended conditions specified by the
County Planner. Commissioner Reid seconded the motion for
discussion. A copy of the County Planner's Planning Analysis and
Recommended Conditions, identified as "Attachment No. 1", follows
these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

Chairman Berkelbaugh stated that this was one of the most
difficult zonings he had heard, but he felt he had an obligation
to uphold the law in this case.

Commissioner Reid said he felt the first rezoning was with the
intent that something be done to removal the pink building. He
said he felt the Board would be going against the intent from the
beginning to do otherwise and for these reasons he would have to
support the motion.

Chairman Berkelbaugh said one reason why it was ever rezoned C-C
was because the pink building would be torn down. He asked if
there was any further discussion.

There was no further discussion and the motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Davis asked how he could submit a plan and the Board approve
only a part of the petition, He said if he was not granted his

request as submitted to the Board, then he would like for it to

be denied, and he would go on with the restaurant as planned.

Commissioner Watkins commented that he was not talking about what
Mr. Davis recommended but what the County Planner recommended.

After discussion between the Board, legal counsel and Mr. Davig
regarding proper voting procedure and the petitioner's rights, it
was moved by Chairman Berkelbaugh, seconded by Commissioner
Black, and unanimously voted to rescind the previous motion.

It was then moved by Commissioner Watkins, seconded by Commis-
sioner Reid, and unimously voted to deny Petition 588-86. A
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copy of the Resolution denying this petition, identified ag
"Attachment No. 2", follows these minutes and is made an officijal
part hereof. A copy of M, Davis' letter of intent, identified
as "Attachment No. 3", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof, A copy of a petition submitted to the
Planning Commission in opposition to the rezoning, identified as
"Attachment No. 4", follows these minutes and ig made an official
part hereof.

SURPLUS PROPERTIES PROGRAM, D.A.S. AUTHORIZATION: Carol Mundt
requested authorization from the Board tgo have Chairman Berkel-
baugh sign the Resolution and Non-discrimination Assurance
documents required by the Department of Administrative Services
for participation in the surplus properties program.

I't was moved by Commissioner Watkins, seconded by Commissioner

Reid, and unanimously voted tp authorize Chairman Berkelbaugh to

ROYAL RIDGE SUBDIVISION, STREET LIGHT DISTRICT: Don Moore
presented a petition from owners in the Royal Ridge Subdivision

It was moved by Commissioner Watkins, seconded by Commissioner
Black, and unanimously voted tg accept Royal Ridge Subdivision as
a Street Light District.

LAKE PEACHTREE SEDIMENT REMOVAL PROJECT FINANCING: County
Attorney B3 McNaTly presente a Resolution to provide for the
issuance of a $1,000,000.00 Tax Anticipation Note for the purpose
of funding sediment removal from | ake Peachtree. Mr. McNally
then reguested that the Board adopt the Resolution and vote to
authorize Chairman Berkelbaugh to execute closing documents for a
$1,000,000.00 Tax Anticipation Note on behalf of the Board.

It was moved by Commissioner Watkins, seconded by Commissioner
Black, and unanimously voted tgq adopt the Resolution and

Leke Peachtree sediment removal project. A copy of the
Resolution, identified as "Attachment No. 5", follows these
minutes and is made an official part hereof.

RESOLUTION NO. 86 - 18: County Administrator Beckett asked

the Board to adopt a Resolution continuing reqular meetings at
7:30 on Thursday evening and adding the establishment of regular
Board meetings beginning at 10:00 a.m, each Wednesday.

It was moved by Commissioner Black, seconded by Commissioner
Reid, and unanimously voted tg adopt Resolution No. 8f - 18
adding new meeting times, A copy of said Resolution, identified
as "Attachment No. 6", follows these minutes and is made an
official part hereof. & press release explaining new meeting
times was prepared angd distributed to members of the press
following this meeting,
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STATE OF GEQORGIA

CATTACHNENT M0, 27 =

COUNTY OF FAYETTE o

RESOLUTION
NO. 588-86

WHEREAS, Mr, J. Nei] Davis, owner, having come before the Fayette
County Board of Commissioners on the 14th day of August, 1986, requesting an
amendment to the Fayette County Zoning Map pursuant to "The Zoning Ordinance
of Fayette County, Georgia, 1980"; and

WHEREAS, said request being as follows: To rezone 4.43 acres on

State Highway 54 West and 01d Mill Court, in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District

from C-C Conditional to C-C Conditional, for the purpose of developing a
residence and novelty shop; and

WHEREAS, the Fayette County Board of Commissioners having duly
convened and considered said request;

BE IT RESOLVED that the decision of the Fayette County Board of
Commissioners, that said request be denied.

This decision is based on reasons contained in the minutes of the
August 14, 1986 Commissjon meeting, a copy of which is attached hereto and
made a part hereof.

S0 RESOLVED, this 14th day of August, 1986.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF

FAYETTE COUNTY

ATTEST:

MAEEAR% MALONé, CLERK
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RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS

If this petition is approved by the Board of Commiasionera,
it should be approved C-C CONDITIONAL subject to the
following enumerated conditions. Where these conditions
confliet with the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance, these
conditions shell supersede unless otherwise specifically
stipulated by the Board of Commissioners.

1. That use of the subject property be restricted to
speclalty retail shops categorized as arts and/or
crafts,

2. That retail space on the subject property be limited to
the o0ld mill building.

3. That the exterior appearance of the old mil)l building
shall not be changed except for the addition of the
proposed porch.

' That the exit/entrance(s) shall be located so as to
provide at least 500 feet horizontal and 350 feet
vertical sight distance.

L To observe the Georgia DOT proposed right-of-way which
has been identified for future widening of S.R. 54 as
the front property line for all measurements.

6. To provide designated fire lanes adjacent to all
structures and Provide water mains, fire hydrants %nd
access for fire-fighting equipment as required by the
Fayette County Fire Department.

T To provide off-street parking on the property during the
entire construction period.

8. That any exterior illumination device shall not be
directly visible nor shall the intensity of such an
illuminating device exceed 1.2 footcandles along any
adjoining residential property line.

9. That the design and location of 3igns proposed for the
property shkall be approved by the Planning Cormission.

10. That the bloek building on the property which is known
as the "Pink Palace™ shall be demolished and reroved
prior to the issuance of any development-related permits
by the County.

APPLICANT AGREED WITH ALL EXCEPT 10.

PLAKNING COHMISSION RECOMMENDED THE REMOVAL OF CONDITION 10.
ARD ADDITION OF A NEW 10., AS SHOWN,

10. There shall be no driveway acceas to 01d Mill Court,

64 , 588-86





J. Neil Davis
1440 Highway 85, Scuth
Fayetteville, GA 30214

June 10. 1986

Mr. Ron Martin, County Planner
planning & Zoning

200 Courthouse Square
Fayetteville, GA 30214

RE: Rezoning of Property
Located on S. R. 54, West
Land Lot 127 of the 5th District
Total Acreage: 4.43

Dear Mr. Matin:

It is my intent to rezone the above-referenced property from C-C Conditional
to C-C Conditional for the prupose of using the existing 01& Mill Building
{extending to the extent of adding a wrap-around-porch) for selling arts and
crafts. There will be 18 new parking spaces at the beginning and as business
starts to expand future parking will be added.

It is my intent to renovate the existing building to my residence. It will
be completely renovated to conform with the existing area.

This property was rezoned to C-C Conditional originally for the purpose of
constructing a restaurant; however, at the present time, I am financially
unable to promote this venture. Also, since the D.0.T. will start the
widening of S. R. 54, and will probably take approximately three years for

this construction, I feel after this widening there will be other possibilities
available for this tract of land.

I can only feel this will enhance this piece of property for the surrounding

property owners by all the improvements being done to the existing building and
the ©1d Mill building.

sincerely, / /7 M/ & '

JIN10 1986
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Chairman Berkelbaugh thanked Mr. Carter and said the Board would take
what he said into consideration, Chairman Berkelbaugh further informed
Mr. Carter that the law specifically said a person must meet with the
Tax Equalization Board and after that must appeal with the Superior
Court. He explained that the Commission had no power over the Tax
Equalization Board that it was set up apart from the County Commission
so that there would be no undue influence.

NEIL DAVIS, REZONING REQUEST: Mr. Davis requested that he be permitted
to resubmit a rezoning petition without waiting the six months required
by law for land included in Petition No. 588-86, which was denied on
August 14, 1986. Mr. Davis said his intent was to rezone this property
to C-C Conditional for a restaurant and retail specialty shop and
residence, to remove the pink block structure on the property, and to
construet a new residence beside the mill.

Commissicon Black said he understood State law required that a denied
rezoning petition not be resubmitted for at least six months from the
date of denial.

Attorney Mark Mahler commented that the new State zoning procedures law
went into effect during January of this year and was adopted by this
Board in March. Mr. Mahler said State law called for a six month
waiting period but the County opted to include a provision allowing a
petition to be resubmitted in less than six months if approved by a
four-fifths vote of the Board. He added that normally State law would
overrule a county zoning ordinance but this was a gray area since the
Supreme Court had not tried a case of this nature.

Commissioner Reid said he liked the fact that Mr. Davis was eliminating
the reason he voted against the petition originally, that being
reluctance to remove the pink block building. He added that he was
concerned about the State overruling the Commission's decision if the
Board voted to waive the waiting period.

Mr. Davis said he was not sure a residence would be allowed onh the
property under existing C-C Conditional zoning for a restaurant only.
County Planner Ron Martin commented that although a single-family
residence would be permitted under commercial zoning, the language of
the Resolution and minutes of the rezoning meeting seemed to limit the
use of that property to a restaurant.

Chairman Berkelbaugh said it seemed to him that all objections had been
removed from the proposed rezoning request.

Commissioner Reid asked if the proposed 1200 square foot home.would meet
building requirements and Mr. Martin said that size home would be
permitted in commercial and M-1 districts. Mr. Martin said Mr. Davis
indicated he wanted to build a home in keeping with the appearance of

the mill and had conferred with the Fire Marshal and Health Department
officials.

Commissioner Reid asked if Lot 1 would be part of the rezoning and Mr.
Davis advised that both lots would have to be incorporated into one lot.

Commissioner Watkins asked how soon this could come before the Planning
Commissicn if resubmittal were approved and Mr. Martin said it could be
on the November agenda., Chairman Berkelbaugh advised that the Board of
Commissioners could not hear the petition until December because of
rescheduled meetings for November and December.

County Planner Martin said he was in favor of the proposal and felt it
was feasible and in keeping with overall goals of the County. Mr,
Martin said the only obstacle might possibly be confliect between local
and State law.

It was then moved by Commissioner Reid and seconded by Commissioner
Watkins to allow Mr. Davis to resubmit a rezoning petition prior to the
end of the six months waiting period. The motion carried 4 - 1 with
Commissioners Reid, Watkins, Berkelbaugh, and Mask voting in favor of
the motion and Commissioner Black opposing.





The Board of Commissioners of Fayelte County, Georgia met in Official
Sestion on Thursday evening, Eebruary 26, 1987 at 7:30 in the third

floor meeting chambers of the Fayette County Courthouse, on the Square,
Fayetleville, Georgia.

COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT: Chuck Watkins, Chairman
Bill Bonner
Grace Caldwell
Charles Mask

COMMISSION MEMBERS ABSENT: Mike Heid

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT: Billy P. Beckett, County Administrator

Carol Mundt, Assistant County
Administrator

Margaret Malone, County Clerk

W. R. MeNally, County Attorney

Don E. Moore, County Engineer and
Director of Publiec Works

Chairman Watkins called the meeling Lo corder. An Invocation was
delivered by Commissicner Bonner, followed by the Pledge to Lhe Flag.

_________ Chairman Watkins recognized members of Boy Scout
Trocp 76 who were presenl in connection with work on Citizenship Badges.

BESQLUTION NO. 87-03 ON THOMPSON ROAD: County Attorney MeNally
read the proposed resclution abandoning a pertion of Thonpson Road and

explained that this public hearing had been advertised and adjacent
property owners had been notified.

The Chairman asked feor public comment on abandoning a portion of
Thompson Road,

Mr. Danny Campbell spoke in faver of closing Thompson Road because he
said people from other counties were using the area as a landfill and
were culling pasture fences and stealing gates,

The Chairman confirmed that no one else wished to apeak in favor of or
in opposition to the closing.

It was moved by Commissioner Caldwell, seconded by Commissioner Mask, and
unanimously voted Lo adopt Resolution No. 87-03 abandoning a portion of
Thompson Road. A copy of said Resolution, identified as "Attachment No.
1", follows these minutes and is made an official part hereof.

REZONING PETITICONS: Chairman Watkins explained the procedure for
conducting public hearings on rezoning requests. He stated that those
speaking in favor of a petition would be heard first, followed by those
speaking in cpposition. He added that after everyone had an opportunity
to speak, the Board would discuss the petition and vote either to
approve, to deny, or to table the request,

;’/EEIIIIQB MO, 608-81: Petition No. 608-B7 of J. Meil Davis, owner and
agenl, requested the rezoning of 4.43 acres on Highway 54 West and Old
Mill Court, in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District, from C-C Conditional to
C-C Conditional for the purpese of converting an old mill structure inte

a _restaurant/retall specialty shop and erecting a single-family

dwe = € Counly Plannet ommended approval with conditions and
the Planning Commission recommended approval with the Planner's
conditions plus one additional condition.
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Vrs. Key Davis said everyone was familiar with this rezoning request
which vas denied by the Board in August. She said she thought the
denial w2s because the Board felt the pink bloek structure on Lhe
properly needed to be removed and she and her husband had now
reluctantly agreed Lo remove that building. She said Lheir goals had
nol changed from the original plans excepl that now they agreed to tear

dowri the "Tink Palace”, the pink concrete block structure on the
properiy.

The Chairman asked il anyone wished Lo spesk in

favor of the petition
and there was no response.

The Chairmen asked if anyone wished to speak in opposilion to the
petition,

ittorney Don Germanc ssid he was » residenl of Fayette County and
represented fifteen families from Crystal Lakes Eslates Subdivision. He
presenled a list of names and addresses of those opposing the petition.
A copy of Lhis 1list, identified as "htlachment No. 2", follows these
minutes and is made an official part hereof. He asked that those

residents from Crystal Lakes Fstates Subdivision present in the meeting
stand and Lhey did so.

Mr. Germano said that the families did noct necessarily oppose the
rezoning of the properly as it was presented Lonight and if Mr. Davis
was willing to work with these families in an effort to retain the
residential character of the community, they would work with him. He
said Lhe main concern was fear of unlimited commercial property with all
that it implied --traffic, congestion, noise, and continuous activity.

Hr. Germano said many of these people bought into this neighborhood
with the understanding that the property at the 0l1¢ Mill had been
rezoned from R-70 to C-C Cernditional for a restaurant, but with a
reversionary clause. He explained that residents understood this to
mean thal either a historical restaurant would be built or the zoning
would revert to R-70. He said residenls would prefler R-T0 zoning but
would accept the C-C zoning as passed by the Board of Commissioners with
provicicns for buffers, landscaping, acceleration/deceleration lanes,
and a signal light to be installed at the developer's expense. Mr.
Germano said Mr. Davis knew of conditions on Lhe zoning when he
purchased the property. Mr. Germano concluded by saying thal residents
would accept the rezoning with all twelve Recommended Conditions.

Al this point Mr. Davis revieued the twelve conditions and said he would
accepl all conditions.

Mr. Germano continued and said Lhat in a separate zoning action Lot 1,
which adjoined the 0ld Mill, was zoned from R-70 to C-C Conditicnal Tor
Lhe purpose of parking and a drainage field, incidental Lo the
restaurant. Mr. Germano said he thought on February 9, 1984, the Board
approved the original C-C Conditional zoning for Lot 1 and this provided
for parking, a drainage field, and a 100-foot buffer. He requested the
100-Toot buffer remain in place instead of the 50-fool buffer mentioned
as Item No. 10 in the Recommended Conditions.

¥r, Germano szid residents did nol have any problem with there being

a residence on Lot 1 but were concerned about a residence on the 0ld
Mill property with commercial activity next to it. He said the concern
was thal commercial traffic might be intermingled with residential
traffic. He said residents would prefer that werding be changed in
Condition llo. 11 to clarify access to Lot 1 as a residence only and to
direcl that nc commercial traffic use this access.

Mr. Germano concluded by saying that residenls were not in opposition,

but supperted all twelve conditions wilh modifications to Conditions No.
10 and 11.

Chairman Watkins confirmed that no one else wished to speak.

Chairman Watkins asked the County Planner about the buffer requirement
ol Condition No. 10 and Mr. Martin said the Zoning Ordinance required a
30-foot buffer but the applicant had agreed to a S0-foot buffer,
Chairman Vatkins commented that a 100-foot buffer would just about use
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up all of the property.

Commissioner Donner said he did not see much difference in a 50-fcot

buffer and a 100-foot buffer since there was going to be a one-hundred
percent visual screen 6-Teet tzll.

Commissioner Caldwell asked Mr. Davis if the 0l1d Mill was to be a
restaurant. Hr. Davis said that the restaurant would be part of the 0ld
Mill, however, this plan would give him some flexibility Lo keep from
having to put & rectauvrant in at this Lime. Mr. Davis added that the
D.0.T. would be working on Hipghway 54 for approximately two years and he
did not think it was econcmically feasible toc converl the building Lo a
restaurant now. He said his inlent was to begin aclivity in the
building through a retail novelty shop.

Mrs. Pam Payne asked if Mr., Davis would have to rezone if he wished to
converl his residence into commercial use. County Planner Ron Martin
said that if a residence was not built cn Lot 1, it could be converted
to commercial use only if Mr. Davis could provide the necessary parking
Lo accommodate the added retail square footage. Mrs. Payne said she was
opposed Lo anything other than a residence on Lot 1,

County Planner Ron Martin said that nothing other than a residence could
be built on Lot 1.

Mr. John Dipetta questioned the drain field for the restaurant being on
Lot 1 as he thought this was a conlradiction, Mr. Martin said that Lot

1 was a two-acre lot and based on his calculations, it was going to be
difficult to provide parking to accommodate the retail activity. He added
that in his estimatiecn it would bte difficult to provide parking for the
reataurant simply because restaurants required twice as much parking as
retail activity. He said the entire area could not be used at this

point because a site plan to engineering standards had not been
submitted and approved.

Hr. Neil Davis explained that he plapned to have arts and crafts in the

mill znd in_the future the residence would b6 CONMECTET tothe—mill and
wouTd become the kitchen for Uhé restaurant.

——

e |

The Board discussed possible wording of Condition No. 11 and agreed that
adding the phrase "on Lot 1" would clarify that condition.

It was moved by Chairman Walkins, seconded by Commissioner Mask,
unanimously voted to aggept the recommendation of the Planning
Commission and County Planner and to approve petition No. 608-87 with
the 12 Reccmmended Conditions and to add the wording "to Lot 1" at the
end of Condiltion Ne. 11. A copy of the Recommended Conditions and the
County Planner's Plannlng inalysis, identified as "Attachment No. 3",
fcllows these minutes and is made an official part hereof. A copy of
the Ordinance and Resolution granting said petition, identified as

"Attachment le. 4", follows these minutes and is made an official part
hereofl.

and

PETITION NO. 609-B87: Petition No. 609-87 of W. R. Cliften, owner, and
Haycliff Greens, Inc., agent, requested the rezoning ol 51.33 acres on
¥enwood Road, in Land Lot 228 of the 5th District, from A-R to R-45 for
the purpose of developing a single-family residential subdivision. The

Planning Commission and County Planner recommended approval with
conditions.

lir. Cliften requested approval of his request and sald he agreed to the
conditions.

The Chairman asked il anyone wished to speak in faveor of the petiticn
and there was no response.

The Chairman asked if anyone wished to spealk in opposition to the
peLition.

Mr. Richard Hendrix asked whal A-R zoning included and County Planner
Martin listed permitted user and selback requirements for A-R zoning.





STATE OF GEORGI1A

COUNTY OF FAYETTE

RESOLUTITION

KO. 87 - 608

WHEREAS, Kay and Neil Davis, owners, having come
before the Fayette County Board of Commissioners on the
2bth day of February, 1987, requesling an amendment to the
Fayelte County Zoning Map pursuant to “The Zoning Ordinance
of Fayette County, Georgia, 1980"; and

WHEREAS, sa1d requesl beino as 1ollows: To rezone
4.43 acres on Highway 54 West and 01g Mill Court, in Land Lot 127
¢f the 5th Distract, from C-C Conditienal to C-C Conditional for
the purpose of converting an old mi1) structure 1nto &
restaurant/rela)) specialty shop and erecting 2 cingle-family
dwelling; and

WHEREAS, the Fayette Cnunty Board of Commissioners
having duly convened and considered said request;

BE JT RESOLVED that the decision of the Fayette County
Board of Commissioners, that said request be approved C-C
CONDITIONAL sublect to the pwner s agreement to the following
enumberated conditions. Where these conditions conflict with
the provisions of Lhe Zoning Ordinance, these conditions shall

supersede:

1. That use of the subject property be restricted to specralty
reta1]l shops categorized as arts and/or crafts, & restaurant and
a single-family detached residence.

Z. That Llhe exterior materials of the house shall be the same
-~ &5 those comprising the mill,

/Gi That the exterior appearance of Lhe nld mi1) building shall
not be changed except for the addition of the proposed porch.

47 To observe the Georgia D.0.7. proposed right-of-way which
_~-has been hdenlified for future widening of S.R. 54 as the

front property line for determining all measurements and
dimensional requirements.

477 1o provide designatled fire lanes adjacent to all structures
and provide water mains, fire hydrants and access for fire-

fighting equipment as required by the Fayette County Fire
Department .

6. To provide off-street parking on the property during the
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entire construction period.

,?(' Thet the light source from any exlerior illumination device

shall nol be directly visible elong any adjoining residential
property line,

(/ﬁT/ Thal the design and locaticn of signs propesed for the
property shall be approved by the Planning Commission.

.97 That in accordance wilh the condition volunteered by the
" previous owner, the owner agrees that Lhe block burlding on
the property which 15 knogwn 3as the "Pink Palace" shall be
demglished and removed prior to the i1ssuance of any

development related permits by the County.

10. Thet the buffer sdjeining Lot 2, Crysta) Lake Subdivision
shall be a minimum of 50 feet and shall be improved with a
planted screen at least 6 feet tall.

11. The property shall have no direct access to 01d Mill
Court exeept—tU seFve a residence on Lot 1.

_J2. MNo building shall be constructed on that portion of the
property which wes previously Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates,
except a single-family dwelling.

-

This decision 15 based on the recommendation of the
Fayette County Planming Commission and County Planner,
SO RESOLVED, thas 26th day of February, 1987.
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF

FAYETTE COUNTY

ATTEST:

;%%%ﬁﬁ%%l%ALé%[‘ e —

THUCK WATKINS, CHATRMAN
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4, Consideration of Petition No. 1212-08, J. Neil and T. Kay Davis, Owners/Agents,
request to rezone 4.437 acres from C-C Conditional to C-C to alleviate the current
conditions: to also use the Old Mill structure for a corn grist mill in its historical
context; and to allow the uses in the C-C Zoning District; and consideration of Petition
No. RP-043-08 to change the use of Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates consisting of 2.334
acres (part of the 4.437 acres) from a single-family dwelling to the uses allowed in the
C-C Zoning District. This property is located in Land Lot 127 of the 5th District and
fronts on S.R. 54 West and Old Mill Court. Staffrecommended approval with conditions.

Kay Davis thanked the PC for considering her previous petition even though she disagrees with the
decision. She advised that the property is currently zoned C-C with several conditions and she is
asking to have the property zoned C-C.

Neil Davis stated that they were unclear about the recommended conditions because they have no
intentions of building a house on Lot 1 where the septic tank lines are located. He added that they
have no intentions of putting a driveway into the subdivision. He also added that they had no
intentions of putting old folks and children next to the water. He said that the Staff’s recommended
conditions were basically common sense conditions. He questioned why Staff is still trying to say
that they can build a house on Lot 1. He remarked that the mill building had been there since 1837.
He noted that the building is large and should be able to be used for more purposes than a restaurant.
He said that they want the uses to be lifted on the building. He commented that the people were
present tonight because they want to protect their homes; however, if they don’t know by now what
type people he and his wife are, they never will. He confirmed that they are willing to agree to the
Staff’s recommended conditions.

Mrs. Davis said that the Staff Analysis kept referring to Lot 1 of Crystal Lake Estates; however, the
lot had been combined with the mill building property and recorded as a single piece of property.

Chairman Powell advised that there was an existing plat recorded at the Clerk of Superior Court’s
Office which still includes Lot 1. He stated that back when Crystal Lake Estates was developed that
there was not a requirement to revise a Final Plat for a change of use until 1995. He confirmed that
Mr. and Mrs. Davis have a 4.437 acre tract zoned C-C Conditional.

Mrs. Davis said that it was her understanding that when you rezoned a piece of property now that
you cannot condition the uses.

Chairman Powell replied that it depends on who you talk to.

Jim Graw replied that Mrs. Davis was correct because the courts in the early ‘90’s ruled that
conditional zoning is illegal when uses are taken away which would otherwise be allowed.
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Mrs. Davis said that they want to be able to use the property and that they are trying to market the
property for resale or lease. She reported that the restricted uses have hurt them financially and also
the County because there is no revenue being generated. She reiterated that there would be no
structure built on Lot 1 because of the septic lines. She asked the PC to approve the petition.

Chairman Powell read the existing recommended conditions to the audience as follows:

L.

10.

That use of the subject property be restricted to specialty retail shops categorized as
arts and/or crafts, a restaurant, and a single-family detached residence.

That the exterior materials of the house shall be the same as those comprising the
mill.

That the exterior appearance of the old mill building shall not be changed except for
the addition of the proposed porch.

To observe the Georgia D.O.T. proposed right-of-way which has been identified for
future widening of S.R. 54 as the front property line for determining all
measurements and dimensional requirements.

To provide designated fire lanes adjacent to all structures and provide water mains,

fire hydrants and access for fire fighting equipment as required by the Fayette County
Fire Department.

To provide off-street parking on the property during the entire construction period.

That the light source from any exterior illumination device shall not be directly
visible along any adjoining residential property line.

That the design and location of signs proposed for the property shall be approved by
the Planning Commission.

That in accordance with the condition volunteered by the previous owner, the owner
agrees that the block building on the property which is known as the “Pink Palace”
shall be demolished and removed prior to the issuance of any development related
permits by the County.

That the buffer adjoining Lot 2, Crystal Lake Subdivision shall be a minimum of 50
feet and shall be improved with a planted screen at least six (6) feet tall.
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11.

12,

The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve aresidence
on Lot 1.

No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was previously
Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling.

Chairman Powell pointed out that some of the recommended conditions are no longer applicable
with the passing of time such as: 1) Removal of the “Pink Palace”; 2) Off-site parking during
construction; 3) Sign to be approved by the PC, and 4) Light source from exterior illumination

devices.

Al Gilbert read the proposed Recommended Conditions to the audience:

1.

Any uses that may cause personal hazards, injury, or safety hazards and any use that
may cause an environmental hazard to the State waters due to the location of the
property and the structure in the floodway/floodplain shall be prohibited. These uses
include: Adult Day Care, Day Care Facilities (Nursery School or Kindergarten), Care
Home, Convalescent Center or Nursing Home, Automobile Service Station,
including gasoline sales in conjunction with a Convenience Store. The
aforementioned uses are Conditional Uses in the C-C Zoning District.  (This
condition is to ensure the protection of the health, safety, and welfare of the public
and to ensure protection for Whitewater Creek as a drinking water source.)

The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve a residence
on Lot 1. (This condition is to provide control with commercial traffic intermingling
with residential traffic. Old Mill Court is classified as an Internal Local (interior
subdivision street) and should not be accessed by nonresidential traffic.)

No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was previously
Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling. (7his condition is to
assist in the retention of the residential character of Crystal Lake FEstates
Subdivision.)

Chairman Powell read the C-C Permitted Uses to the audience:

1. Amusement or Recreational facility;
2. Appliance sales and repair, etc.;

3 Art studio;
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4, Auto parts and Tire store, retail;
3. Bakery;
6. Bank;

7. Barber shop;

8. Beauty shop;

0, Business school;

10. Catering service;

11. Church and customary related uses;

12. Clothing store and variety store;

13.  College, University, including Dormitory and Fraternity or Sorority house

when located on main campus;
14. Cultural facility;
15. Dance school or Studio;
16. Dental office;
17. Department store;
18. Drug store;

19. Dry goods store;

20. Financial institution;
21. Florist;
22. Gift shop;

23, Grocery store;
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24, Growing crops, garden, shrubbery, flowers, etc. and related sales;
25, Gunsmith;
26. Home occupation;
27.  Jewelry shop;
28.  Laboratory serving professional requirements, (e.g. medical, dental, etc.);
29. Laundry pickup station;
30. Library;
31. Locksmith;
32. Medical office;
33, Messenger service;
34, Museum;
3s. Music teaching studio;
36. Novelty shop;
37, Office equipment sales and service;
38. Parking garage;
39.  Photography studio;
40.  Private clubs or Lodges;
41. Radio studio;
42, Restaurant;

43, Retail establishment;
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44, School;

45. Shoe repair;

46, Taxidermist;

47. Taxi service;

48.  Telegraph service;

49, Television studio; and
50.  Watch repair.

Chairman Powell asked if there was anyone to speak in favor of the petition. Hearing none, he asked
if there was anyone to speak in opposition of the petition.

Attorney Patricia Buttaro stated that the main concern was condition #1. regarding specialty retail
shops categorized as arts and/or crafts, a restaurant, and a single-family detached residence. She
pointed out that such uses as a putt-putt, Pep Boys, and so many other things could fall under the
C-C zoning district. She said that once the conditions are removed that the building could be torn
down by someone and rebuilt to suit their use for the property which they have purchased. She
remarked that there are many things which could be used in the building just as it is and there are
many things that the neighbors of Crystal Lake would be more than happy to see come in there. She
commented that a restaurant had been the highest and best use in the past number of years. She
noted that it is already zoned for its highest and best use that it has proved to be for the neighbors in
the community. She remarked that the Old Mill was a great place to go eat with a wonderful
atmosphere with an ambiance that you will not find anywhere else. She pointed out that the Davises
want to use the mill for a corn grist mill which is wonderful. She added that the neighbors would
have no objection to this at all and they would love to see it operated as a grist mill which is its
historical roots. She commented that this type use is very successful throughout the State. She
remarked that the PC is uncertain about the Court’s ruling regarding conditional zoning. She
confirmed that it would be considered an improper taking if the County approves someone carte
blanch to do what they want and then tells them no they can’t. She added that she did not know if
you could initially condition property. She said without the recommended conditions that anyone
could do whatever they want to do with that property such as tearing it down and put any kind of
building there. She commented that the neighbors would like to see the existing conditions modified
by adding a grist mill or other specific businesses. She added that the neighbors would not object to
a museum, an art gallery, a restaurant, and a number of other uses. She remarked that the Davises
are having trouble selling the property with the existing conditions then this is not what somebody
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wants to do to this property because they want to come in an tear it down and do something other
than run a restaurant such as a Pep Boys or National Tire. She stressed that if the zoning is changed
that the County can’t stop National Tire from locating there. She reiterated that the property had
done very well as a restaurant in the past so it is conditioned to one (1) of its best uses. She noted
that the property is not suited for all of the 50 Permitted Uses in the C-C zoning district plus the 16
Conditional Uses. She said that auto body repair, campground facilities, church or religious ten
meeting, commercial driving range, dry cleaning plant, fratemities and/or sororities with toga parties,
golf course, kennel, 24 hour Laundromat, and telephone, and electric or gas sub-station or other
public utility facilities would be allowed. She commented that the neighbors would be glad to agree
to anything that is reasonable and which will not impact the neighborhood. She said that everyone
on the lake will be affected. She remarked that the historical integrity of the building should be
preserved and it should be kept from being torn down. She asked the PC to deny the petition or
modify condition #1. to accommodate additional uses.

Teresa Joiner of 325 Old Mill Court stated she was hearing two (2) different things tonight from the
Davises. She said that they are talking about a grist mill but are definitely saying they have the
property for sale and the main objective it to get the property where it will sell for the price that they
think it is worth. She commented that they did not care what happens to it after that point. She
noted that the houses in Crystal Lake Estates have been remodeled and the owners have a lot of
money in their houses. She reported that the owners can’t get what they have in their houses because
of the real estate market. She remarked that the beautiful pristine trees reflect in the clean lake and
she did not want to see this ruined. She said that not knowing the uses seems out of touch with
Fayette County. She stated that she could understand consideration if there was a buyer who had
plans but not tonight. She commented that a historical location in Fayette County should not be
utilized for anything anybody wants to do with it. She remarked that when the Davis’s dam broke a
few years ago, the residents of the subdivision helped them to haul the fish out. She said that they
asked everyone in the subdivision to pay the same amount toward the dam to get it repaired that they
were paying and everyone agreed. She added that later they were told that it was going to cost a
whole lot more. She stated that everyone put significant amounts of money into the dam. She
commented that they say that they care about this piece of land but she does not see it.

Al Gilbert stressed that personal problems should not be addressed because it does not enter into the
PC’s decision.

Alice Rodriguez of 315 Old Mill Court said that she was fairly new to the neighborhood (7 years).
She commented that she had moved from Gwinnett County because of encroachment of commercial
zoning on residential property. She remarked that she chose Crystal Lake Estates because her
neighbors would not be transient and were vested in the community. She stated that the heart of the
community thrived in the hearts of the people. She asked what would happen when there is traffic
which is commercially based, strangers who use the subdivision street for turning around. She said
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that no one had mentioned the stranger aftect of rezoning when no one know what is going to be
there and the kinds of strangers that will be ushered into the community. She requested denial for
intangible reasons.

Chairman Powell confirmed that letters of opposition had been submitted from the following:
Elizabeth Barnes of 120 Lakeview Court, Lakeview Estates.

Brian A. and Suzanne M. Robbins of 170 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Roger E. and Carole L. Derflinger of 180 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Ben S. and Joyce S. Malcom of 200 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Marla and Andrew R. Kreider, II of 285 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

John and Mary Sciera of 230 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Varner Holmes of 140 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Will and Colleen Jourdan of 160 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Alice Brown Rodriguez of 315 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Anthony P. Rodriguez of 315 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Stanley D. Ensley of 190 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Nancy L. Barham of 150 Old Mill Court, Crystal Lake Estates.

Pat and David Burdette of 220 Old Mill, Crystal Lake Estates.

In rebuttal, Mr. Davis stated that what is for sale or lease is a historic building. He said that the value
of'the property is the building itself. He commented that no one would buy or lease the property and
tear the building down. He remarked that there have been problems leasing the building due to the
restrictions. He commented that someone wanted to lease the building for antiques but was told she
could not locate there because of the restrictions. He confirmed that the property has been kept very
nice because he and his wife have made it a point to keep it looking nice. He reported that they had

received many inquiries about leasing the property but not for a tire store or laundromat. He noted
that if the building was torn down that it could not be rebuilt because of the flood restrictions. He
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said they were simply trving to expand the uses. He stated that no one was knocking down the door
to lease the building for a restaurant.

Mrs. Davis pointed out that even with the Staff’s recommended conditions that they would be able to
lease or sale the property. She asked the PC to approve the rezoning petition.

Chairman Powell thanked Mr. and Mrs. Davis for building a jewel in the County.
Mrs. Davis thanked Chairman Powell for his comments.
At this time, Chairman Powell closed the floor from public comments.

Chairman Powell asked Bryan Keller, the Development Engineer, to explain the constraints of the
property.

Bryan Keller advised that the old mill is located in a floodway which is defined as an area where
flooding will occur and is known to occur. He commented that approximately 70% of the property is
in the floodway. He reported that under the current regulations, nothing could be constructed new.
He noted that if the old mill were destroyed, it could not be rebuilt. He added that the floodplain
restrictions are very intense in regards to flood proofing the building and requires the minimum
finished floor elevation has to be three (3) feet above the 100 year floodplain elevation. He reported
that no more impervious surface could be added to the site due to the stormwater regulations. He
confirmed that the remaining property is under the 100 foot watershed buffer plus a 50 foot
watershed setback and no structures, impervious surface, or nitrification fields may be added to this
area. He commented that the recent Floodplain Ordinance was adopted last month and went into
effect October 1, 2008, and the Watershed Ordinance was adopted in 1987.

Chairman Powell added that these ordinances are required by State regulations and the County
develops its own local ordinance to comply with the State regulations.

Bill Beckwith asked if a corn grist mill would be allowed.

Pete Frisina replied that the building is a grist mill and Staff has no objection, as long as, Mr. Davis
only grinds some corn and produces a small gift bag of corn to resale. He added that he had
cautioned Mr. Davis that semi-tractor trailers of corn would be prohibited.

Jim Graw said that future buyers are not bound by conditions placed on a piece of property.

Chairman Powell replied that the conditions run with the property not the owner.
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Mr. Graw stated that the owner of the property could challenge the conditions in court and the court
could say that the conditions are invalid. He said he was confused about the revision to a recorded
final plat since Lot 1 had been combined with the adjacent property. He pointed out the following
options: 1) Remove the conditions (provides 50 plus possible uses for the property); 2) Make no
changes; 3) Recommend Staff’s recommended conditions; or 4) Rezone the property to O-I and add
restaurant and corn grist mill.
Mr. Graw advised that there were 16 O-1 uses plus the uses they have now. He said that this would
dramatically reduce the uses. He commented that in the future, a better septic system may come
about and the septic system could be removed from Lot 1 and someone may want to build a house on
Lot 1. He said he would like to see a revised plat of Crystal Lake Estates with Lot 1 removed. He
stressed that he saw other options available and added that there are too many uses allowed in C-C.
Chairman Powell read the Permitted Uses in O-I to the audience:

1. Office;

2. Art Gallery;

3. Clinic (Human Treatment);

4. College or University;

5. Dance Studio or School;

0. Financial Institution;

7. Health Club or Fitness Center;

8. Insurance Carrier, Agent or Broker;

9, Laboratory, Medical or Dental,

10. Legal Services;

11. Massage Therapy;

12. Museum,;

13. Performing Arts Theater;
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14, Professional Services;

15. Real Estate Agent or Broker; and

16. School, Private and Special.
Mr. Graw said that the courts have not said that you can’t add uses, you just can’t restrict uses.
Chairman Powell expressed concern about setting a precedent by allowing a restaurant in O-I.
Al Gilbert advised that there is a S.R. 54 West Overlay Zone which requires architectural standards.

Mr. Frisina pointed out that under the S.R. 54 West Overlay, any structure is required to have the
same characteristics as a residence such as a pitched peaked roof with an established pitch, doors,
windows, and facades which are residential in character. He added that the existing building meets
these requirements.

Tim Thoms said that he had never seen so much baggage with a rezoning petition. He concurred that
the site is a jewel of a piece of property. He stated that the petitioner is requesting a straight C-C
zoning. He noted that the properties had been joined into one (1) tract; however, the final plat for
Crystal Lake Estates has never been revised to remove Lot 1 from the subdivision. He pointed out
that if the use of Lot 1 was not changed from a single family dwelling that the final plat would not be
required to be revised. He commented that the property could sale and someone may want to
develop a restaurant or the new owner may want to develop a different use allowed in the C-C
zoning district. He confirmed that the C-C did not comply with the Land Use Plan which shows
Conservation Area and Low Density Residential. He remarked that Staff and the PC have spent a lot
time on this rezoning in order to do what is best for the petitioner and the community. He said that
he is leaning toward Staff’s recommendation; however, there may be other uses which need to be
excluded based on public health, safety, and welfare and also potential environmental hazards.

Chairman Powell reported that he had visited the Historical Society; however, the old mill is not on
the National Register. He added that he had contacted the Water System to see if Bennett Lake could
be brought into the County water system; however, this is not possible because the property lines go
out into the lake. He pointed out that the intent was to zone this property as a historic old mill
restaurant and not C-C. He added that the County would not approve this property to be rezoned
from R-70 to C-C today. He advised that the County had previously denied two (2) rezoning
requests for lots in a subdivision from residential to nonresidential.

Mr. Graw reiterated that the property could be rezoned O-1 with a restaurant and a corn grist mill.
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Mr. Frisina advised that a restaurant is not a use allowed in the O-I zoning district and he would not
recommend conditioning a rezoning to allow a use which is not within that zoning district.

Tim Thoms made a motion to recommend approval of the petition subject to the three (3)
recommended conditions as presented by Staff. Al Gilbert seconded the motion.

Mr. Gilbert stated additional excluded uses based on public health, safety, and welfare and
environmental hazards should be added to the recommended condition.

Chairman Powell suggested that the PC review the list of uses further.
Tim Thoms withdrew his motion. Al Gilbert withdrew his second.

The PC discussed the following uses as being excluded uses based on public health, safety, and
welfare and environmental hazards.

Appliance sales and repair, etc.
Auto parts and Tire store, retail

College, University, including Dormitory and Fraternity or Sorority house when located on main
campus

Parking garage

School

Taxidermist

Adult Day Care Facility

Animal Hospital, Kennel (Commercial or Non-Commercial), or Veterinary Clinic
Automobile Service Station, including gasoline sales in conjunction with a Convenience Store
Campground Facilities

Care Home, Convalescent Center or Nursing Home

Day Care Facility (Nursery School or Kindergarten)
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Dry Cleaning Plant

Fraternities and/or Sororities

Hospital

Kennel (See Animal Hospital, etc.)
Laundromat, Self-Service or Otherwise

Mr. Graw stated that this 1s why the courts ruled like they did back in the early ‘90°s. He said that
this was the most arbitrary and capricious activity that he had seen in his 13 years on the P.C. He
reiterated that this is arbitrary and capricious and that he was going to vote in opposition to the
motion. He remarked that he is not going to be involved in something which is totally illegal. He
pointed out that there are chemicals involved in about every use there is. He asked if the PC was
going to say that a taxidermist was not going to be allowed to go in next to a school. He said that
this is getting silly and he is getting upset about this.

Chairman Powell replied that he did not feel excluding these uses was illegal because it is based on
public health, safety, and welfare and environmental hazards.

Chairman Powell allowed Mrs. Davis to speak.
Mrs. Davis requested that the wording on recommended condition #1. be specific.

Tim Thoms made a motion to recommend approval of the petition as C-C Conditional with
recommended conditions #2 and #3 as submitted and recommended condition #1 being amended as
follows:

1. Any uses that may cause personal hazards, injury, or safety hazards and any use that
may cause an environmental hazard to the State waters due to the location of the
property and the structure in the floodway/floodplain shall be prohibited. These uses
include: Appliance sales and repair, etc., Auto parts and Tire store, retail, College,
University, including Dormitory and Fraternity or Sorority house when located on
main campus, Parking garage, School, Taxidermist, Adult Day Care Facility, Animal
Hospital, Kennel (Commercial or Non-Commercial), or Veterinary Clinic,
Automobile Service Station, including gasoline sales in conjunction with a
Convenience Store, Campground Facilities, Care Home, Convalescent Center or
Nursing Home, Day Care Facility (Nursery School or Kindergarten), Dry Cleaning
Plant, Fratemities and/or Sororities, Hospital, Kennel (See Animal Hospital, etc.),
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15. Dance school or Studio;

16. Dental office;

17. Department store;

18. Drug store;

19. Dry goods store;

20, Financial institution;

21. Flonst;

27, Gift shop;

23, Grocery store;

25. Growing crops, garden, shrubbery, flowers, etc. and related sales;
25. Gunsmith;

20. Home occupation;

27.  Jewelry shop;

29.  Laboratory serving professional requirements, (e.g. medical, dental, etc.);
29. Laundry pickup station;

30, Library;

BL. Locksmith;

32. Medical office;

33. Messenger service;

34, Museum,;
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33 Music teaching studio;
36. Novelty shop;
37. Office equipment sales and service;
39. Photography studio;
40. Private clubs or Lodges;
41, Radio studio;
42, Restaurant;
43, Retail establishment;
45. Shoe repair;
47, Taxi service;
48.  Telegraph service;

49, Television studio; and

50. Watch repair.

Conditional Uses
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0. Church or Religious Tent Meeting;

7 Commercial Driving Range;

15. Single-Family Residence; and
16.  Telephone, Electric or Gas Sub-Station or other Public Utility Facilities.

Mr. Thoms reiterated that the property was conditionally zoned as a restaurant with Lot 1 to be
intentionally used as a residence; however, the development ordinances will preclude it from being
developed for any of the uses unless they are done in the existing old mill building. He added that
the Conditional Uses may be difficult because of the requirements for those uses. He pointed out
that approval would be required for the listed uses. He reported that the excluded uses are reasonable
because they are based on public health, safety, and welfare and/or environmental hazards. He

concluded by saying that this is a recommendation and not the final vote which will be made by the
BOC.

Mr. Beckwith clarified that a retail establishment would include antiques, corn grist mill, and arts
and cratts.
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Chairman Powell replied that this was correct.

The vote to recommend approval passed 3-2 with Chairman Powell and Jim Graw voting in
opposition.

Mr. Graw stated that he voted against the motion because he felt that if this was taken to court that
the court may find it illegal and he did not want to vote on something which is or could be illegal.
He added that he did not think that this would protect the citizens of Crystal Lake Estates down the
road and this is what he is concerned about.

Mr. Frisina advised that since the conditions did not change the use of Lot 1 that the revised plat is
no longer required and is a moot point,

Mr. Graw stressed that he would like to see a revised final plat of Crystal Lake Estates with Lot 1
removed. He pointed out that Lot | had been combined with the adjacent lot; however, the final plat
recorded at the Clerk of Superior Court’s Office still shows Lot 1 as part of the subdivision.

Mr. Frisina concurred and stated that the final plat should have been revised years ago. He explained
that the final plat was on record at the Clerk of Superior Court’s Office and still includes Lot 1 and
that this is why Staff was requiring a hearing on the revised final plat.





DEVELOPMENTS OF REGIONAL IMPACT (DRI)

Rezoning Applicant:

A.

Please review the attached "Developments of Regional Impact Tiers and
Development Thresholds" established by the Georgia Department of Community
Affairs (DCA) to determine if the proposed project meets or exceeds these
thresholds. If the proposed project does not meet the established thresholds (is less

than those listed) then skip to section C. below and complete.

If the project does meet or exceed the established thresholds for the type of
development proposed, the Georgia Department of Community Affairs (DCA)
"Developments of Regional Impact: Request for Review Form" is available online at

the following website address: www.dca.state.pa.us/DRI/.

I have reviewed and understand the attached "Thresholds: Developments of Regional

Impact".
[ M/The proposed project related to this rezoning request DOES NOT meet or
exceed the established DRI thresholds

[ ] The proposed project related to this rezoning request DOES meet or exceed
the established DRI thresholds and documentation regarding the required DRI

Request for Review Form is attached.

Signed this C;lr\“(’lb da?, \6,0 ﬂ_('o /thﬂz& QQZK

1 Y

AP LICAMT S SIGNATURE ~—

13





September 2, 2008

Fayette County Planning Commission
Fayette County Board of Commissioners
140 Stonewall Avenue West
Fayetteville, GA 30214

Re:  4.437 acres fronting S.R. 54 West
Land Lot 127 of the 5th District

Dear Commissioners:

It is my intent to rezone the above-referenced property from C-C Conditional to C-C,
The purpose of my request is to alleviate the current conditions and to lease and/or sale
the subject property for the uses listed under the C-C Zoning District per the Fayette
County Zoning Ordinance. I also intend to use the Old Mill structure for a corn grist mill
in its historical context.

= i

J. Neil Davis





Petition No. 608-87 was approved by the B.O.C. on February 26, 1987, to rezone the
subject property from C-C Conditional to C-C Conditional for the purpose of converting
an old mill structure into a restaurant/retail specialty shop and erecting a single-family
dwelling subject to the following conditions:

I

2.

10.

1.

12.

That use of the subject property be restricted to specialty retail shops categorized
as arts and/or crafts, a restaurant, and a single-family detached residence.

That the exterior materials of the house shall be the same as those comprising the
mill.

That the exterior appearance of the old mill building shall not be changed except
for the addition of the proposed porch.

To observe the Georgia D.O.T. proposed right-of-way which has been identified
for future widening of S.R. 54 as the front property line for determining all
measurements and dimensional requirements.

To provide designated fire lanes adjacent to all structures and provide water
mains, fire hydrants and access for fire fighting equipment as required by the
Fayette County Fire Department.

To provide off-street parking on the property during the entire construction
period.

That the light source from any exterior illumination device shall not be directly
visible along any adjoining residential property line.

That the design and location of signs proposed for the property shall be approved
by the Planning Commission.

That in accordance with the condition volunteered by the previous owner, the
owner agrees that the block building on the property which is known as the “Pink
Palace” shall be demolished and removed prior to the issuance of any
development related permits by the County.

That the buffer adjoining Lot 2, Crystal Lake Subdivision shall be a minimum of
50 feet and shall be improved with a planted screen at least six (6) feet tall.

The property shall have no direct access to Old Mill Court except to serve a
residence on Lot 1.

No building shall be constructed on that portion of the property which was
previously Lot 1, Crystal Lake Estates, except a single-family dwelling.





THE OLD MILL

The stronghold of Fayette County's history ''The 01d
Mill" was built by the Bennett family in 1837 for use as
a corn mill. It is documented in Georgia's history books
as "The Community Center'" where they held their baptisms

and all community functions for the Fayette County area.

During civil war times, it is documented that
Sherman and his troups dined at "The 01d Mill". At that
time it was still operating as a corn mill and due to
the fact that there were Negro Slaves working at "The Mill"
it is one of the few sights Sherman did not burn to the
ground. It continued to operate up until the 1950's as
a corn mill and as the nucleus for the economic and

family growth of the community of Fayette County,

This sight, when restored to its' original splendor,
will not only preserve an integral part of history but
will once again become a nucleus for economic growth in

this area.





SEARCH

Owner and Parcel information
Parcel Number:

Location Address:

0521 076
1095 HWY 54 WEST

Owner Name:

Mailing Address:

Legal Description: HWY 54
Tax District: UNICORPORATED Land Lot 1:
Mapping District: 05 Land Lot 2:

School Exemption:

Homestead Exemption:

Current Value Information
Land Total Building Total

$183,000 $333,150

improvemant information

Year Built Building Size
0 8100

Additional Structures

Code Description
IF FLATTED IN BUILDING
PA PAVING-CONCRETE
WD DECK

Sales Intarmation

Sale Date Sale Price
/0/0 $110,000
I $0

Subdivision:

Acres:

Total Market Value

$516,150

Building Height
2

Deed Page
0/0

DAVIS J NEIL

1113 HIGHWAY 54 WEST
FAYETTEVILLE, GA 30214
127

Total Assessed Value

$206,460
Building Wall
F
Type Unit
000000000
c 000011000
D 000001278

Plat Page
/

http://'www.fayettecountymaps.com/app/property card.asp?pid=0521%20%20076

Page 1 of 1

9/2/2008
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LAKE .e° ’
BENNETT E®

!
1100 OLD MILL COURT

JUN10 1386

SURVEY OF
LANDMARK SURVEYING INC. LOT |

NEWNAN, GEORGIA CRYSTAL LAKE ESTATES
(404) 251-0006 LAND LOT 127, 5TH DISTRICT

FAYE TTE COUNTY, GEORGIA
SCALE 12100',.74y 24,1982
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. ON-SITE SEWAGE MANAGEMENT SYS'I‘EM INSPECTION REPORT

County Code

Consiruction Permit

B T

ety

Case Number (FHA, VA eic.) Health Dist. Day Month Year
old|] Lilpll/iiew
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 T e 11

Property Locnhon . Property Owner Countly

RINY < Ml -
(5 Grish T Mei | Do
Rf 5"? Sewage Disposal Contractor
»augfm Loke SO Criflarnd) < s
S:  Blank = Not Applicable; 0 = Unknown "ITEMS: 1 =Yes; 2=No

1. Type Water Supply:

(1) Public, (2) Community, (3) Indiv.

2. Financial Assistance:

(1) FHA, (2) VA, (3) Farmers
Home, [4 onventional Other
3. House Structure:

(1) New, (2) Existing < 1 year,
{3) Existing 2> | vear

4. Sewage Disposal Installation:
(1) New, (2) Repair 1o existing sys.
s. If Repair of Existing System —
Y ears System Installed:

(1) < Lyear, (2) 1-2, (3) 23,

(4) 3—5, (5) 5—10, (6) >10

6. Percolation Rate Min.[In.:

7. *ls Property Partof a
Subdivision:

SECTION B - FACILITY

1.**Type Facility: See Code Below

2. Water Usage Determined by:
{1) No. Bedrooms, {2) No. Gallons

3. Number Bedrooms or Gallons:

o
o

SECTION D - PRIMARY TREATMENT
1. Sewage Disposal Method:

(1) Septic Tank, (2) Construction
Privy, (3) Pit Prl (4) Aerobic
Unit, (5) Other Ymm& <P Uﬂ-!

)

b. Total Lineaeret

/Isfolo

c. Length each Trench £3

(feet) 53

66 67 68

2. Septic Tank é’apacny
(gallons): {4,500 +1E00 o

I |

d. Width of Tfenches

3. Unit1 Tank[Compartment

Capacity: (Gyeca -kn.qz, 1$00

46 47 44

[

4. Septic Tank Inside Length
(feet):

§. Septic Tank Inside Width
(Teet):

6. Septic Tank Liquid Depth
(feet):

Septic Tank Material

in place, (3) Other

ey 7. ial:
i mb‘.‘; (1) Precast concrete, (2) Poured

{inches)
e. Numbegfof Trenches
f. Distange between
Trenc
g. /Average Trench Depth
ifiches)

* Aggregate Proper Size

i * Aggregate Proper Deph{ 0

g

8. Dosing Tank Capacity
(gallons):

j. Distance from Bibibb—‘

Foundation

ST LT

k. Nearest Property Line:
(1) Front, (2) Reer,
(3) R.Side, (4) L.Side

§7 38 &9

1. Distance Nearest Property

Line Lo

SECTION C - LOT SIZE

1. Lot Depth (Average):

1. TField Layout Method.
1) Distribution Box, (2) Level

Field, (3) Serial, (4) Mound,

2. Lot Width (Average):

(5) Other

m. Distance Privy or Absorption
Field from Well

= HEAL AGE

1. Total Inclusive Time (min.}:

2. Absorption Field:

3. Building Line (Feet):

N G —8Y M VE

o Squase|Feet

1. *Yes —
2. No

UJ

61 &2 63 64

et

o
R

172 13

ERRE

i

1.**Type Facility

(1) Residence

(2) Aparimeni

(3) Institution

(4) Service Station

{5) Restaurant

(6) Church

(7) Tourist Afcommodation

(8) Laundegétie

(9) MobilgHome Park

(10)Oth

(Spécify)

A p

—

-

{I ;

\\r—

1 1

I 1 'i

1
11 111

1 11

Remarks:

dnE
w
3

1 r‘.me/

i
=2

s et ——

Inspected}w M
Yo, m b

—I
)

Health Ageﬂ‘ é W M

rd
Form 3884 (ng. 5-84)
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Georgia Department of Humen Resources

ek AY B L | -
ON-SITE SEWAGE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM INSPECTION REg(?RFj{ o 0% 78

County Code Construction Permit & Case Number (FHA, VA, &tc.) Health Dist. O{ l‘b lg z.e\a& {‘{‘)
i~ .
ol4] [ok ] [d] [plo@:
2 3 4 s 6 7 8 L 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 1B 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 21 18
Property Loxtion_ L‘,ké s !D Property Owner County

O’{ Cr‘\gg'l-oQ

(@ﬂsL il

Me,xl QO\U\S

ﬂes%auhro-m“) Ne [ Down's

Sewage Disposal Contract

7R%Jm Paa,cldll

AT #e

ALL ITEMS: Blank = Not Applicable; 0= Unknown ‘lTEMSI 1= fcs, 2= No
SECTION A - GENERAL =P MEN
1. Se\\(age Disposal Method: R b. Toial Linear Feet (4]
1o ‘rypg Water Supply: '’ %lr) Sent;c; ‘ggtn;c;ig) C‘Snit‘:::tﬁgn c. Length sach Trench 65 66 67 68
(1) Public, (2) Community, (3) Indiv. Sl (5) O:h ' 23 o g 8
2. Financial Assistance: i1, ( L3 (drn-¢ : 3. Width of Trenches
(1) FHA, (2) VA, (3) Farmers 2. Septic Tank Capacity “ ([. h
Home, (4) Conventional, (5) Other (gallons): I l aches)
3. House Structure: ; 4% 4 47 48
(1) New, (2) Existing < 1 year, T g;p;i;:;:‘] TankjRampartnent e. Number of Trenches
isti z f. Distance between
4. Sewage Disposal Installation: s e o 4. Septic Tank Inside Length Trenches
(1) New, (2) Repair to existing sys.  FEEgisging (feet): & Average Trench Depth
5. If Repuair of Existing System - 5. Septic Tank Inside Width (inches)
Years System Installed: (feet): ‘
(1) < 1year, (2) 1-12, (3) 2 -3, 6. Septic Tank Liquid Depth h. *A te P Si
(4) 35, (5) 5 - 10, (6) >10 R P . ggregate Proper Size
833 RS 7. Septic Tank Material: i
6. Percolation Rate Min./in : S (1) Prepcasl concrete, (2) Poured I D‘Aigzl'eg:le Prgp_‘:;ipepm
7. *Is Property Part of 2 - in place, (3) Other ) i a.nce rom Bufiding
Subdlysinis G B8 B 3‘ 8. Dosing Tank Capacity Foungaden
SECTION B - FACILITY {zaliona)s & k. Nearest Property Line:
N 54 35 %6 (1) Front, (2) Rear,
1.**Type Facility: See Code Below A )| ||9- Grease Trap Capacily : (3) R.Side, (4) L.Side
2. Water Usage Determined by: E L] (ganvns): e 1. Distance Nearest Property
BN 10. Distance Septic Tank fro 57 58 $9
(1) No. Bedrooms, {2) No. Gallons R R i -“ stance Septic Tank from 5 Line
ell: -
m. Distance Privy or Absorption
3. Number Bedrooms or Gallons: IO p l@ JION E — Y TMENT Field from Weil
40 41 4 1. Field Layout Method:
SECTION € — LOT SIZE : ; " HEALTH AGENCY
(1) Distribution Box, (2) Level SECTIO™N F - HEALTH AGENCY TIME
¥ Field, (3) Serial, (4) Mound
1. Lot Depth (Average): l l T (5) Oth(er) ) * 1. Total Inclusive Time (min.):
) SECTION G ~SYSTEM APPROVED
2. Lot Width (Average): l l I 2. Absorption Field:
1. *® Yes
oG 1
3. Building Line (Feet): o ] B, Total Square Feet T ! E CUNE Vo —
Sketch B A 61 62 €3 64 5
T I = ) T T T T
o ™ 1 ]
t ] T 1 V.
1.**Type Facility = 0 . R
© (1) Residence ”
J (2) Apartment P 1 COEN
(3) Institution < A L
(4) Service Station 4 is'h [ -
(5) Restaurant B n u
{6) Church B y = N nd
(7) Tourist Accommodation t F T1F = zd
(B) Launderette = ] I =] { 3 #;;
(9) Mobile Home Park =28 AL t h I 3 .
(10)Other b g ]
(Specify) . v - i - 3= FEE =
c . {ng = s = S= .
Lwne | Uine 2 : i " men aANARS
9% i ' : =
1‘11 Eas
N 2 &
S LB aE
- Lane 4 [:Jﬁf“
3> 4. ‘. T
3 ] ik i i A REEE
aarks; E i
ne T2 Cine® BOL 3T Lune M0 ¥ Lo W0 -39 Lot |
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County Code

Construction Permil

Georgia Depariment of Hufhan Resources DTV 1

ON-SITE SEWAGE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM INSPECTION REPORT

A

Y/l,

Cage Number (FHA, VA, etc.) Health Dist. ay Month Year
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 §2 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
Property Location Propeny Owner County
ad (%\CQLSV - W oot # _
r‘ewagﬁsposgﬁmtracior
Lot | QOLS
., ALL 1TEMS: Blank = Not Applicable; 0 = Unknown *ITEMS: 1=Yes; 2=No
ECTION A — - T ‘
" '(l.) SSewng; Di;po(sa)! (l;iethod: b. Total Linear Feet / l § ] O[ 0
1. Type Waler Supply: 1) Septic Tank, (2) Construction %5 66 67 €8
: 5 A o c¢. Length each Trench
(1) Public, (2) Community, {3) Indiv. {’Jﬂ‘_’l'» (3) Pit Privy, (4) Aerobic (feet) o X
2. Financial Assistances miti () OTher d. Widthof T
(1) FHA, (2) VA, (3) Farmers %90 2. Septic Tank Capacity i Widiliof Frenches
Home, (4) Conventional Other P (gatlons):  Dp O (inches)
3. House Structure: 30 A 4% 36 47 38
(1) New, (2) Existing < ) year, B g U:“.l Ta"lk[CD;hpartmenl e, Number of Trenches
{3) Existing > 1 vear : 3 ApRCt y: “ i f. Distance between
4. Sewage Disposal Installation: T 4. Septic Tank Inside Length b Trenches
(1) New, (;) Repair 10 existing sys. i (feel): i : & . Average Trench Depth
5. 1If Repair of Existing System — 5. Septic Tank Inside Width (inches)
Years System Installed: (feet): @ *
(1) < tyear, (2) 1-2,(3)2-3, 6. Septic Tank Liquid Depth . i
(4) 3-5, (5) 510, (6) >10 (!:cet):p e F aE h 7 Aegregste Proper Sire
7. Septic Tank Material: .
6. Percolation Rate Min./In.: (1) Pr;casi concrete, (2) Poured i .Aggresate Pmp.ﬂ DN
7. *ls Property Part of 2 in place, (3) Other j. Distance from Building
Subdivision: % Foundation
8. Dosing Tank Capacity
SECTION B - FACILITY (gallons): k. Nearest Property Line:
i B RS (1) Front, (2) Rear,
1.*~*Type Facility: See Code Below 20 z'a“f;:;“ Trap Capacity (3) R.Side, (4) L.Side
2.  Waler Usage Determined by: s ?_ 3 — - I. Dislance Nearest Property,
1) No. Bedrooms, (2} No. Gallons B3k 33_% 10. Distance Septic Tank from Line TVU)
s Number Bed i = - v m, Distance Privy or Absorftion
i umber rooms or ons:
- 3ili. Field Layout Method: Eleld from jeerl
BECTION C - LOT SIZE A SECTIO™ F - HEALTH AGENCY TIME
(1) Distribution Box, (2} Level =
. th . Field, (3) Serial, (4) Mound,
1. Lot Deplh (hverpyc) (5) Other ) % 1. Total lnclusive Time (min.):
&0 ON G - SY. M v
2. Lot Width (Average): I l hZ Absorption Field:
1. *Yes
3. DBuilding Line (Feet): a. Totel Square Feet Iob D_d 2. No
Sketc! 61 62 81 64
¥ T TTTTT T T T T T
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Crystal Lake

Crystal Lake Estates
R-70

Lot 1 of Crystal Lake
Estates

Petition No. 1212-08
(-C Cond to C-C
Petition No. RP-043-08
Change of Use from
Single-Family Dwelli

Petition No. 1212-08
C-C Cond to C-C

1211-08

Petition No.
R=70 to 0-1I

STATE ROUTE 54 WEST

14002 TIIK Q10

Lakeview Estates
R=-40

Lot | of Lakeview
Estates

Randy Heolt
etition 994-98

ANYT MITATAVT

Lot L7 of
Lakeview Estates

Alan Bell

Petition
1201-07

R-40 to 0-I
enied 10/25/07

Lot 18 of
Lakeview Estates| Fayetteville

Alan Bell
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Print Form

COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Road Department Department Head: ’Zack Taylor

Presenter, if needed: ’Zack Taylor Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:
Approval of staff's recommendation to award Bid # 683 Clearing and Grubbing along Snead Road to lowest bidder, Johnson Sewer,
Pipeline & Demolition, Inc., in the amount of $23,900.00.

Background/History/Details:

This contract is required to initiate the construction phase of the Snead Road CIP paving project. The project calls for paving the
existing gravel road and providing improved drainage structures, shoulders and striping. The road is approximately two miles in
length.

Nine companies responded to the invitation to bid. Johnson Sewer, Pipeline & Demolition, Inc. is the apparent lower bidder.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

To award bid number 683 to Johnson Sewer, Pipeline & Demolition, Inc. in the amount of $23,900 for clearing and grubbing of
Snead Road.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

Funding is allocated for this work under CIP project # 9220E - Snead Road Construction.

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? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes

Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes

Staff Notes

Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New

Presentation Hearing Business C Business (@ Consent ( Report ( Other





Wihene Quality Jo A Lifestyle

To: Jack Krakeel

From: Tim Jones 76

Date: October 9, 2008

Subject: Clearing and Grubbing for Snead Road

Sealed bids were requested for the subject item. A bid tally sheet is attached for your review.

In Zack Taylors attached recommendation, the low bidder, Johnson Sewer, Pipeline &
Demolition Inc., was recommended at $23,900. I concur with Zack’s recommendation, pending receipt
of the required insurance and bonds.

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.

TlAch
Attachment

cc: Zack Taylor
Phil Mallon

Mailing Address: 140 Stonewall Avenne West Main Phone: 770-305-5420 Web Site; www.fayettecounty ga.gov
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Print Form

COUNTY DEPARTMENT AGENDA REQUEST

Department/Division: ’Public Works Department Head: ’Phil Mallon

Presenter, if needed: ’Zack Taylor Preferred Meeting Date: ’Thursday, October 23, 2008

Wording for the Agenda:
Approval of staff's recommendation to enter into an intergovernmental agreement with Fayetteville for street resurfacing.

Background/History/Details:
The county routinely enters into intergovernmental agreements with our municipalities whereby the county resurfaces or paves city
streets.

This proposed Agreement calls for Fayette County to provide equipment and labor for the resurfacing of the four city streets
identified in the Special Stipulations. All material costs are to be paid for by Fayetteville. The work will be performed in the 2009
paving season. The total length of streets to be resurfaced is 1.72 miles.

What action are you seeking from the Board of Commissioners?

Approval of Street Resurfacing Agreement with Fayetteville for resurfacing four city streets.

If this item requires funding, please describe:

The cost to the county is for providing labor and equipment. These costs will be paid out of Road Department's existing budget.

Has this issue come before the Commissioners in the past? |Yes If so, when? |When Fayetteville requests helg

Do you need audio-visual for the presentation? |No Back-up Material Submitted? |ves

STAFF USE ONLY

Approved by Finance? Yes Reviewed by Legal? Yes
Approved by Purchasing? Yes Approved by Administrative Staff?|Yes
Staff Notes
Administrator's Approval |Yes Confirmed Meeting Date |Thursday, October 23, 2008
Recognition/ Public old New
. (@ Consent ( Report ( Other

Presentation Hearing Business G Business
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