
 

CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 
Monday, January 06, 2025 at 6:00 PM 

Council Chambers and YouTube Livestream 

 
 

Website: www.forestparkga.gov  
YouTube: https://bit.ly/3c28p0A 
Phone Number: (404) 366.4720 

FOREST PARK CITY HALL 
745 Forest Parkway 

Forest Park, GA 30297 

The Honorable Mayor Angelyne Butler, MPA 

The Honorable Kimberly James 
The Honorable Hector Gutierrez 

 

The Honorable Latresa Akins-Wells 
The Honorable Allan Mears 

Ricky L. Clark Jr, City Manager 
Randi Rainey, City Clerk 

Danielle Matricardi, City Attorney 

AGENDA 

VIRTUAL NOTICE 

To watch the meeting via YouTube - https://bit.ly/3c28p0A 

The Council Meetings will be live-streamed and available on the City's 

YouTube page - "City of Forest Park GA" 

CALL TO ORDER/WELCOME: 

ROLL CALL: 

ADOPTION OF THE CONSENT AGENDA WITH ANY ADDITIONS / DELETIONS: 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA WITH ANY ADDITIONS / DELETIONS: 

CONSENT AGENDA: 

1. Council Discussion to Surplus Vehicles: Fire and EMS Department 

Background and History: 

The Fire and EMS Department requests Council’s approval to surplus vehicles. The vehicles will be placed 
on public surplus for auction. The vehicles' year, make, and model range from 1988 to 2015, exceeding 
the average 7-year vehicle replacement schedule. Please see the attached vehicle listing we are 
requesting Councils’ approval on, so we can move forward with the auction. Additionally, four vehicles 
previously approved by Council on 6/21/2021 are included in the attached list. 
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OLD BUSINESS: 

NEW BUSINESS: 

2. Council Discussion of a Resolution to Become a Member of the Georgia Interlocal Risk 
Management Agency and Participate in one or more of GIRMA Funds- Human Resources  

Background/History:  

The Ashley Wilson Act (HB 451) mandates that all public entities in Georgia provide a supplemental 
benefit program for first responders diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) as a result of 
exposure to traumatic events encountered in the line of duty. This legislation establishes a one-time 
financial safety net designed to help first responders cover uninsured costs associated with PTSD 
treatment and recovery. 

The program ensures that first responders can access benefits quickly and confidentially, mitigating 
concerns about stigma or potential job loss. Importantly, this Act does not affect employer health plans, 
which are already required to cover PTSD and other mental health conditions. 

This new program, referred to as the PTSD Program, becomes effective on January 1, 2025. Local 
government participation is required under this legislation, which includes completing an application and 
signing a participation agreement to implement the program. Approval of this agenda item will authorize 
the City to comply with the requirements of HB 451 and provide this critical benefit to its first responders. 

 

3. Council Discussion of Case # CUP-2024-04, Conditional Use Permit to open and operate a place 
of worship within the Institutional Commercial District (IC). Planning and Community Development 
(public hearing in regular session) 

Background/History: 
 

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to open and operate a place of worship at 528 Forest 
Pkwy Ste. G. This property is found within a commercial strip plaza that has nine additional business 
suites on site. The square footage of the suite is approximately 1,270 square feet, and the applicant 
proposes to utilize this space to host worship services, gatherings, and church events. The hours of 
operation will be Monday to Friday, 10 am -5 pm, for administration, planning, and ministry functions; 
Friday and Saturday, 7 pm – 10 pm; and Sunday services will be held at 10:30 am. The proposed capacity 
would be about twenty (20) to thirty (30) members in attendance for Sunday service and on Friday and 
Saturday, the applicant advised that there would be approximately fifty (50) to sixty (60) or more members 
in attendance.   

Staff have reviewed the criteria for a conditional use permit, and the applicant does not meet the 
necessary criteria for approval and will have a significant impact on traffic and neighboring businesses 
based on the size of parking availability, the size of lot, and influx of members in attendance. During the 
evening events on Friday and Saturday, if there are 50-60+ vehicles at one time, there would also be an 
increase in traffic flow on Forest Parkway and entering and exiting the parking lot. On Thursday, 
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December 19, 2024, The City of Forest Park Planning Commission voted to deny the conditional use 
permit request.  If the Mayor and Council deny the proposed Conditional Use Permit Request, The 
applicant will not be able to move forward with their request to open and operate a place of worship within 
the Institutional Commercial District (IC). 

4. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-06 and TA-2024-07 Text Amendments for Article 
B. – Zoning Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) and 
Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest Code of Ordinances.- Planning and 
Community Development (public hearing in regular session) 

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended to allow tiny homes and cottage dwellings as additional housing 
types within the city.  The proposed text amendments will be added to Section 8-8-50 Gillem 
District (GZ) and Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest Code of 
Ordinances. On Thursday, December 19, 2024, the City of Forest Park Planning Commission voted 
to approve the amendment to the ordinance. If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text 
amendments, The City of Forest Park will be able to move forward with allowing developments of tiny 
homes and cottage dwellings within the City of Forest Park’s Gillem District and Urban Village District. 

5. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 7. Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the 
City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. - 
Planning and Community Development 

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. Planning & Community 
Development fees have not been updated since 1959. For purposes of ensuring that fees cover 
the cost of service while remaining competitive with neighboring cities, the fees have been 
updated. Additionally, the text has been updated to reflect current practice in determining fees.  
This text update has also received approval on Thursday December 19, 2024, by The city of forest 
park Planning Commission.  If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment to update 
fee schedule, The city of Forest Park will continue to move forward and remain competitive with 
neighboring cities. 

6. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 7. Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the 
City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions.- 
Planning and Community Development (public hearing in regular session) 

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. Planning & Community 
Development plat procedures have not been updated since 1959. For purposes of clarity and 
transparency the plat procedures must be updated to reflect the current review and approval 
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process.  This text update has also received approval on Thursday December 19, 2024, by the city 
of forest park Planning Commission.  

If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment to update Plat Procedures and Data, 
The city of Forest Park Planning & Community Development department will be able to move forward with 
procedures and data that currently reflect our current review and approval process.  

7. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-11 Text Amendments for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 8. Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of 
Ordinances to amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance.- Planning and 
Community Development (public hearing in regular session) 

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. This update promotes 
environmental sustainability, enhances urban greenery, and mitigates the loss of trees due to 
development. A tree bank allows developers to offset tree removal by contributing to a fund 
dedicated to tree planting and maintenance in other areas, ensuring that the community continues 
to benefit from tree cover. This approach helps improve air quality, manage stormwater, and 
preserve biodiversity, while also fostering compliance with environmental regulations. 

On Thursday, December 19, 2024, the City of Forest Park Planning Commission voted to approve 
the amendment to the ordinance. If the Mayor and Council approve the proposed text amendment, 
the City of Forest Park will be able to move forward with establishing a tree bank ordinance. 

8. Council Discussion to Adopt the City of Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study- 
Planning and Community Development 

Background/History: 

The City of Forest Park Planning & Community Development Department is requesting approval for the 
adoption of the City of Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study. The City of Forest Park received 
funding from the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) to perform a feasibility study and develop a concept 
plan for a potential pedestrian bridge connecting the City Center-City Hall Complex to Downtown Main 
Street. The City of Forest Park retained Kimley-Horn to perform the feasibility study, prepare a Georgia 
Department of Transportation (GDOT) concept report, and engage key stakeholders and the public. 

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the feasibility of constructing a pedestrian bridge over the Norfolk-
Southern Railroad and SR 331/Forest Parkway. This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the 
project’s viability, and addresses key factors such as safety, accessibility, and community benefits. It 
outlines the potential for improved pedestrian connectivity, to Starr park, reduced traffic congestion due 
to the train, and enhances public health through walking. The study also identifies cost, environmental 
impact, and funding options, helping to make an informed decision on whether the bridge is a worthwhile 
investment for the community. If the Mayor and Council approve to adopt the pedestrian bridge feasibility 
study, the approval will assist the project with moving forward to the next stages and potentially securing 
funding, conducting detailed design work, and beginning the planning and construction phases of the 
pedestrian bridge. The approval will also signify that the project is deemed viable and aligns with the 
community's goals and allows for further exploration of the planning, costs, and environmental impacts 
necessary to implement the bridge.  
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EXECUTIVE SESSION: (When an Executive Session is required, one will be called for the following issues: 
Personnel, Litigation or Real Estate) 

ADJOURNMENT: 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, those requiring accommodation for meetings should notify the 
City Clerk’s Office at 404-366-4720 at least 24 hours before the meeting. 
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File Attachments for Item:

1. Council Discussion to Surplus Vehicles: Fire and EMS Department

Background and History:

The Fire and EMS Department requests Council’s approval to surplus vehicles. The vehicles will be placed 
on public surplus for auction. The vehicles' year, make, and model range from 1988 to 2015, exceeding the
average 7-year vehicle replacement schedule. Please see the attached vehicle listing we are requesting 
Councils’ approval on, so we can move forward with the auction. Additionally, four vehicles previously 
approved by Council on 6/21/2021 are included in the attached list.
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 City Council Agenda Item 

Subject: 
Request for Council Approval to surplus vehicles 

Submitted By: FIRE & EMS 

Date Submitted: December 22, 2024 

Work Session Date: January 6, 2025 

Council Meeting Date: January 6, 2025 

The Fire and EMS Department requests the Council’s approval to surplus vehicles. The 
vehicles will be placed on public surplus for auction.  Please see attached documents 
for the listings we are requesting councils’ approval on, so we can move forward with 
the auction. Additionally, four vehicles previously approved by Council on 6/21/2021 are 
included in the attached list. 
  
 

Cost: $ N/A Budgeted for:  Yes  No 

Financial Impact:  NONE 

Action Requested from Council:  Discussion and Approval 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2025-____ 

 

A RESOLUTION BY COUNCILMEMBERS KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR 

GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN MEARS TO APPROVE THE 

SURPLUS OF SEVEN (7) VEHICLES FROM THE CITY’S FIRE AND EMERGENCY 

SERVICES DEPARTMENT. 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Forest Park (“City”) is a municipal corporation duly organized 

and existing under the laws of the State of Georgia; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City’s Fire and Emergency Services Department (“Department”) requests 

the approval to surplus seven (7) vehicles since these vehicles are deemed too costly to repair due 

to age and faulty components; and  

 

WHEREAS, the information regarding the seven (7) vehicles is listed as follows: 

 

YEAR, MAKE, AND 

MODEL 

VIN # UNIT # DEPARTMENT 

2012 Chevrolet Tahoe 1GNLC2E0XCR309099 303 Fire / EMS 

2012 Chevrolet Tahoe 1GNSK2E01CR311337 304 Fire / EMS 

2015 Rosenbauer 54F2CB619FWM10929 320 Fire / EMS 

1992 E-One 4ENRAAA86N1000455 321 Fire / EMS 

1988 Ford F800 1FDXK84A7JVA2 Squad 6 Fire / EMS 

400 Gal. Water Tank SERIAL # 07101790 N/A Fire / EMS 

2009 Dodge Charger 2D3LA43T49H520316 342 Fire / EMS 

 

WHEREAS, the surplus of these seven (7) vehicles is of no cost to the City and is 

necessary for the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens.  

 

THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA HEREBY 

RESOLVES:  

 

Section 1. Approval. The Department’s request to surplus seven (7) vehicles as presented to the 

Mayor and Council on January 6, 2025 is hereby approved.  

 

Section 2. Public Record. This document shall be maintained as a public record by the City Clerk 

(“Clerk”) and shall be accessible to the public during all normal business hours of the City. 

 

Section 3. Authorization of Execution. The Mayor is hereby authorized to sign all documents 

necessary to effectuate this Resolution.  

 

Section 4. Attestation. The Clerk is authorized to execute, attest to, and seal any documents 

necessary to effectuate this Resolution, subject to approval as to form by the City Attorney.  

 

Section 5. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption 

by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Forest Park as provided in the City Charter.  
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SO RESOLVED this 6th day of January 2025. 

 

 

CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

 

 

________________________________ 

Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

___________________________________ (SEAL) 

Michelle Hood, Deputy City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

___________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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File Attachments for Item:

2. Council Discussion of a Resolution to Become a Member of the Georgia Interlocal Risk 
Management Agency and Participate in one or more of GIRMA Funds- Human Resources

Background/History:

The Ashley Wilson Act (HB 451) mandates that all public entities in Georgia provide a supplemental benefit
program for first responders diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD) as a result of exposure 
to traumatic events encountered in the line of duty. This legislation establishes a one-time financial safety 
net designed to help first responders cover uninsured costs associated with PTSD treatment and recovery.

The program ensures that first responders can access benefits quickly and confidentially, mitigating 
concerns about stigma or potential job loss. Importantly, this Act does not affect employer health plans, 
which are already required to cover PTSD and other mental health conditions.

This new program, referred to as the PTSD Program, becomes effective on January 1, 2025. Local 
government participation is required under this legislation, which includes completing an application and 
signing a participation agreement to implement the program. Approval of this agenda item will authorize the
City to comply with the requirements of HB 451 and provide this critical benefit to its first responders.
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 City Council Agenda Item 

Subject:  Council Discussion and Approval of a Resolution to Become a Member of the Georgia 
Interlocal Risk Management Agency and Participate in one or more of GIRMA Funds 

Submitted By: Human Resources Department 

Date Submitted: December 31, 2024 

Work Session Date: January 6, 2025 

Council Meeting 
Date: 

January 6, 2025 

Background/History:  The PTSD Program is new and going into effect 1/1/2025.  This new Bill is requiring local 
governments to add this plan.  The participation will require the local government agency to complete an application 
and sign a participation agreement.     

 

Cost: $ n/a Budgeted for:  Yes  No 

Financial Impact:  No 

 

Action Requested from Council: 

My request is for Council to approve the Resolution to become a member of GIRMA and Participate in one or more 
of GIRMA Funds.      
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RESOLUTION NO. 2025-____ 

 

A RESOLUTION BY COUNCILMEMBERS KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR 

GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN MEARS TO APPROVE THE 

GEORGIA INTERLOCAL RISK MANAGEMENT (GIRMA) FIRST RESPONDER PTSD 

APPLICATION AND PARTICIPATION AGREEMENT FROM THE CITY’S HUMAN 

RESOURCES DEPARTMENT. 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Forest Park (“City”) is a municipal corporation duly organized 

and existing under the laws of the State of Georgia; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Ashley Wilson Act (HB451) mandates all Georgia public entities to 

provide a supplemental benefit program (“PTSD Program”) for first responders diagnosed with 

post-traumatic stress disorder (“PTSD”) as a result of exposure to traumatic events encountered in 

the line of duty; and  

 

WHEREAS, the PTSD Program shall not affect employer health plans and shall ensure 

that first responders can access benefits quickly and shall mitigate concerns about stigma or 

potential job loss; and  

 

WHEREAS, PTSD Program becomes effective on January 1, 2025 and local government 

participation is required under the Ashley Wilson Act via signing a Georgia Interlocal Risk 

Management (“GIRMA”) First Responder PTSD Application and Participation Agreement 

(“Agreement”); and  

 

WHEREAS, the approval of this Agreement is necessary for the health, safety, and welfare 

of the citizens.  

 

THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA HEREBY 

RESOLVES:  

 

Section 1. Approval. The request to approve the GIRMA First Responder PTSD Application and 

Participation Agreement to provide the PTSD Program via the Ashley Wilson Act as presented to 

the Mayor and Council on January 6, 2025 is hereby approved.  

 

Section 2. Public Record. This document shall be maintained as a public record by the City Clerk 

(“Clerk”) and shall be accessible to the public during all normal business hours of the City. 

 

Section 3. Authorization of Execution. The Mayor is hereby authorized to sign all documents 

necessary to effectuate this Resolution.  

 

Section 4. Attestation. The Clerk is authorized to execute, attest to, and seal any documents 

necessary to effectuate this Resolution, subject to approval as to form by the City Attorney.  

 

Section 5. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption 

by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Forest Park as provided in the City Charter.  

Page 49

Item #2.



 

SO RESOLVED this 6th day of January 2025. 

 

 

CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

 

 

________________________________ 

Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

___________________________________ (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

___________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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File Attachments for Item:

3. Council Discussion of Case # CUP-2024-04, Conditional Use Permit to open and operate a place 
of worship within the Institutional Commercial District (IC). Planning and Community Development 
(public hearing in regular session)

Background/History:

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to open and operate a place of worship at 528 Forest 
Pkwy Ste. G. This property is found within a commercial strip plaza that has nine additional business suites 
on site. The square footage of the suite is approximately 1,270 square feet, and the applicant proposes to 
utilize this space to host worship services, gatherings, and church events. The hours of operation will be 
Monday to Friday, 10 am -5 pm, for administration, planning, and ministry functions; Friday and Saturday, 7
pm – 10 pm; and Sunday services will be held at 10:30 am. The proposed capacity would be about twenty 
(20) to thirty (30) members in attendance for Sunday service and on Friday and Saturday, the applicant 
advised that there would be approximately fifty (50) to sixty (60) or more members in attendance.  

Staff have reviewed the criteria for a conditional use permit, and the applicant does not meet the necessary
criteria for approval and will have a significant impact on traffic and neighboring businesses based on the 
size of parking availability, the size of lot, and influx of members in attendance. During the evening events 
on Friday and Saturday, if there are 50-60+ vehicles at one time, there would also be an increase in traffic 
flow on Forest Parkway and entering and exiting the parking lot. On Thursday, December 19, 2024, The 
City of Forest Park Planning Commission voted to deny the conditional use permit request.  If the Mayor 
and Council deny the proposed Conditional Use Permit Request, The applicant will not be able to move 
forward with their request to open and operate a place of worship within the Institutional Commercial 
District (IC).
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City Council Agenda 
Item 

Subject: Council Discussion to deny Case # CUP-2024-04, Conditional Use Permit to open and operate a place of 
worship within the Institutional Commercial District (IC).  

 

Submitted By: SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner, Planning & Community Development Department  

Date Submitted: December 20, 2024  

Work Session Date: January 06, 2025  

Council Meeting Date: January 06, 2025  

Background/History: 

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to open and operate a place of worship at 528 Forest Pkwy 
Ste. G. This property is found within a commercial strip plaza that has 9 additional business suites on site. The 
square footage of the suite is approximately 1,270 square feet and the applicant is proposing to utilize this space to 
host worship services, gatherings, and church events. The hours of operation will be Monday to Friday 10am -5pm 
for administration, planning, and ministry functions, Friday, and Saturday 7pm – 10pm, and Sunday services will be 
held at 10:30am. The proposed capacity would be about twenty (20) to thirty (30) members in attendance for 
Sunday service and on Friday and Saturday, the applicant advised that there would be approximately fifty (50) to 
sixty (60) or more members in attendance. 

Staff has reviewed criteria for a conditional use permit and the applicant does not meet necessary criteria for 
approval and will have a significant impact on traffic and neighboring businesses based on the size of parking 
availability, size of lot and influx of members in attendance. During the evening events on Friday and Saturday, if 
there are 50-60+ vehicles at one time, there would also be an increase in traffic flow on Forest Parkway and 
entering and exiting the parking lot. On Thursday December 19, 2024, The city of forest park Planning Commission 
voted to deny the conditional use permit request.  If the Mayor and Council denies the proposed Conditional Use Permit 

Request, The applicant will not be able to move forward with their request of opening and operating a place of worship within 
the Institutional Commercial District (IC). 

Cost:  

 

 

Budgeted for: 

  

Yes 

  

No 

Financial Impact:  

 

Action Requested from Council: To deny Case # CUP-2024-04, Conditional Use Permit Request. 

N/A 

N/A 
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November 26, 2024  
  

Clayton News Daily  

P.O. Box 368  

Jonesboro, GA 30253  

  

Please run the following Public Hearings Section of the December 4, December 11, and December 18, 

2024, Editions.  

  

TO THE CITIZENS OF FOREST PARK, CLAYTON COUNTY, GEORGIA, AND OTHER 

INTERESTED PARTIES:  

  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN: The City of Forest Park Planning Commission will conduct a 

meeting on a series of Public Hearings for the purpose of considering the matters listed below. The Public 

Hearings will be held on Thursday, December 19, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. in the Forest Park City Hall Council 

Chambers located at 745 Forest Parkway, Forest Park, GA 30297. The Mayor and City Council will 

conduct a meeting of Public Hearings for the listed Conditional Use Permit and Text Amendments, 

recommended by the Planning Commission at Forest Park City Hall Council Chambers, 745 Forest 

Parkway, on January 6, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. 

  

 Case # VAR-2024-08 Variance request for 885 Kennesaw Drive., Parcel # 13018B D015. 

The applicant, Sophia Parrish, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum side yard 

setback from the required ten (10) feet to six (6) feet on the right side of the property and 

decrease the minimum side yard setback from the required ten (10) feet to nine (9) feet on 

the left side of the property to allow the installation of a fence at the residential home 

within the Single Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-09 Variance Request for 0 Jones Road., Parcel # 13078A A010. The 

applicant, Justin Muckle, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum lot area from 

the required 8,200 sq. ft to 7,500 sq. ft  and decrease the Minimum Lot Width from the 

required eighty (80) feet to fifty (50) feet to allow the construction of a new single-family 

home within the Single-Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-10 Variance Request for 4888 Evans Dr., Parcel # 13050B H003. The 

applicant, Ima Udoh (Hillview LLC/Udoh Enterprises), is requesting a parking variance 

to decrease the minimum parking requirements for retail sales uses from 20 spaces to 14 

spaces to allow the construction of a new 4 story mixed used townhome development 

within the Downtown Mainstreet District (DM).  

 Case # CUP-2024-04- Conditional Use for 528 Forest Pkwy, Suite G, Parcel # 13051B 

B010, - The applicant, Universal Kingdom of God, Inc (Glen Husbands Jr.) is requesting 

a conditional use permit to operate a place of worship within the Institutional 

Commercial District (IC). 

 Case #TA-2024-06 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing 

types within the GZ District.  

 Case #TA-2024-07 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest 
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Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow tiny homes 

as a permitted housing type within the UV District. 

 Case #TA-2024-08 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 2. 

– Building Regulation and code enforcement, Article C. – Plumbing, Section 8-2-21 

Plumbing Code Adopted, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such 

section, adding subsection A. Water efficiency code. 

 Case #TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. 

 Case #TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions. 

 Case #TA-2024-11 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 8. 

Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to 

amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner 

Planning & Community Development Department  

404-366-4720  
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 CITY OF FOREST PARK 
 

Planning & Community Development Department 
785 Forest Parkway 

 Forest Park, Georgia 30297 

(404) 366-4720 

 

Staff Report – Conditional Use Permit  
Public Hearing Date:  November 21, 2024 

City Council Meeting: December 02, 2024  

Case: CUP-2024-04 

Current Zoning:  GC – General Commercial District   

Council Ward District:  2     

Proposed Request:  Applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit to open and operate a 

place of worship within the Institutional Commercial District (IC).  

Staff Report Compiled By:  SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner          

Staff Recommendation:  Denial of Conditional Use 

APPLICANT INFORMATION 

Owner of Record:           Applicant:   

Name:             ECP NORTH PARK         Name: Universal Kingdom of God 

  VILLAGE I         (Glenn Husbands Jr.)     

Address:  1725 Winward Concourse Ste 140           Address: 528 Forest Pkwy Ste. G 

City/State: Alpharetta, GA 30009                         City/State: Forest Park, GA 30297                                     

PROPERTY INFORMATION 

 Parcel Number:  13051B B010                                                    Acreage: 1.6+/- acres             

Address:    528 Forest Pkwy Ste. G, Forest Park, GA 30297                        FLU:   Office/Profession  

SUMMARY & BACKGROUND 

The applicant is requesting a Conditional Use permit to open and operate a place of worship at 528 

Forest Pkwy Ste. G. This property is found within a commercial strip plaza that has 9 additional 

business suites on site. The square footage of the suite is approximately 1,270 square feet and the 

applicant is proposing to utilize this space to host worship services, gatherings, and church events. The 

hours of operation will be Monday to Friday 10am -5pm for administration, planning, and ministry 

functions, Friday, and Saturday 7pm – 10pm, and Sunday services will be held at 10:30am. The 

proposed capacity would be about twenty (20) to thirty (30) members in attendance for Sunday service 

and on Friday and Saturday, the applicant advised that there would be approximately fifty (50) to sixty 

(60) or more members in attendance. This property is located within the Institutional Commercial 

District (IC). Per Section 8-8-38 Institutional Commercial District (IC), Places of assembly and 

places of worship require a conditional use permit to operate in the Institutional Commercial District.  
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Prior to applying for the conditional use permit, the applicant was informed by staff that the use would 

not be suitable due to the size, capacity and parking requirements needed to operate. Per Sec 8-8-90 

Parking Standards, Public Assembly Uses, would require one (1) parking space for each six (6) seats 

or total parking area equal to 3 times the gross floor area, whichever is greater. Where there are no fixed 

seats each 24 inches of bench or pew shall be considered 1 seat. Where there are no seats, benches, or 

pews, each 20 square feet of ground or floor area usable for seating shall be considered 1 seat. The 

same text also states Places of Worship are required to maintain one parking space for every six seats.  

With the surrounding businesses, some of which are medical centers and other commercial services, 

there are a requirement for 5 spaces for each doctor or dentist, plus one space for each two employees 

or one space for each 150 square feet of gross floor area, whichever is greater. 

 

Property Zoned Institutional Commercial District (IC) 

ZONING CLASSIFICATIONS OF CONTIGUOUS PROPERTIES 

Direction Zoning & Use  Direction Zoning & Use 

North  

GC- General Commercial 
District     East  

IC- Institutional Commercial 

District   

South  

IC- Institutional Commercial 

District     West  

IC- Institutional Commercial 

District   

     

     

 

 

 

AERIAL MAP 

  

 

528 Forest Pkwy, Ste 

G 
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ZONING MAP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SITE SURVEY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

528 Forest Pkwy, Ste G 
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SITE PLAN 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SITE PHOTOS 
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ZONING CRITERIA AND ANALYSIS 

 

1. Would the proposed amendment be consistent and compatible with the City's 

land use and development, plans, goals, and objectives? The proposed use is not 

compatible and consistent with the City’s land use and development goals and 

objectives. The property is located within a commercial strip center that encompasses 

a variety of businesses. Spacing is limited and based on parking, there would not be 

enough parking to accommodate members.  

2. Would the proposed amendment tend to increase, to decrease, or to have no 

impact on traffic safety and congestion in the streets? The proposal will have a 

significant impact on the traffic and affect the neighboring businesses based on the 

size parking availability, size of lot and influx of members in attendance. During the 

evening events on Friday and Saturday, if there are 50-60+ vehicles at one time, there 

would also be a increase in traffic flow on forest parkway, entering and exiting the 

parking lot. 

3. Would the proposed amendment tend to increase, to decrease, or to have no 

relationship to safety from fire and other dangers? The proposed use will not have 

an increase, decrease of the relationship to safety from fire and other dangers if 

member attendance numbers are minimized, but based on the provided numbers, could 

cause an issue if other businesses are open and there is an influx of member attendance.  

4. Would the proposed amendment tend to promote, to diminish, or to have no 

influence on the public health and general welfare of the city? The proposed 

development does not appear to be a detriment to the public health, safety, morals, or 

general welfare if the Conditional Use Permit is granted.  

5. Would the proposed amendment tend to increase, to decrease or to have no 

influence on the adequacy of light and air? The proposed use will not increase, 

decrease, or have any influence on the adequacy of light and air.  

6. Would the proposed amendment tend to cause, to prevent, or to have no influence 

on the overcrowding of land? Yes, if member attendance exceeds minimal numbers. 

7. Would the proposed amendment tend to cause, to prevent, or to have no 

relationship on the population distribution within the city, thus creating any area 

so dense in population as to adversely affect the health, safety, and general 

welfare of the city? The proposed use will not increase the population or density as 

to adversely affect the health, safety, and general welfare of the city.  

8. Would the proposed amendment tend to impede, to facilitate, or to have no 

impact on the adequate provision of transportation, water, sewerage, other 

public services, utilities, or facilities? The proposed use will not cause any additional 

impact on the water/sewer and other utilities or other public services.  

9. Would the proposed amendment tend to be compatible with environmental 

conditions in light of surrounding developments? If compatible, what factors, if 
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any, would diminish the value, use and enjoyment of surrounding properties? 

The subject property value has no existing zoning restriction that would diminish the 

value and enjoyment of surrounding properties. The area is zoned Institutional 

Commercial and there are other commercial properties surrounding it. If granted, 

applicant would need to communicate with neighboring businesses about scheduled 

church gatherings, events, and services to ensure it does not disturb operations of 

surrounding businesses. 

10. Would the proposed amendment tend to promote, to diminish, or to have no 

influence upon the aesthetic effect of existing and future uses of the property and 

the surrounding area? Granting a Conditional Use Permit would not diminish the 

future uses of the property and surrounding area.  

11. Would the proposed amendment have measurable adverse economic effect on the 

value of surrounding or adjacent property? The use does not appear to be suitable 

for the nearby properties. There is no sign of any potential detrimental causes that 

would decrease the property value of surrounding or adjacent property. The applicants 

have been in communication with neighboring businesses regarding proposed use. 

12. Would the proposed amendment create an isolated district unrelated to adjacent 

and nearby districts? The Conditional Use Permit would not create an isolated 

district.  

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends DENIAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT to open and operate a 

place of worship within the Institutional Commercial District (IC).   

Attachments Included: 

 Application  

 Letter of Intent 

 Authorization of Property Owner  

 Floor Plan  
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File Attachments for Item:

4. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-06 and TA-2024-07 Text Amendments for Article 
B. – Zoning Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) and 
Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest Code of Ordinances.- Planning and 
Community Development (public hearing in regular session)

Background/History:

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended to allow tiny homes and cottage dwellings as additional housing 
types within the city.  The proposed text amendments will be added to Section 8-8-50 Gillem District
(GZ) and Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest Code of Ordinances. On 
Thursday, December 19, 2024, the City of Forest Park Planning Commission voted to approve the 
amendment to the ordinance. If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendments, The 
City of Forest Park will be able to move forward with allowing developments of tiny homes and cottage 
dwellings within the City of Forest Park’s Gillem District and Urban Village District.
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City Council Agenda 
Item 

Subject: Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-06 and TA-2024-07 Text Amendments for Article B. – 
Zoning Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) and Section 8-8-42 Urban 
Village District (UV) of the City of Forest Code of Ordinances.  

 

Submitted By: SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner, Planning & Community Development Department  

Date Submitted: December 20, 2024  

Work Session Date: January 06, 2025  

Council Meeting Date: January 06, 2025  

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of Ordinances that 
need to be amended to allow tiny homes and cottage dwellings as additional housing types within the city.  The 

proposed text amendments will be added to Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) and Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) 
of the City of Forest Code of Ordinances.  On Thursday December 19, 2024, The city of forest park Planning Commission 
voted to approve the amendment to the ordinance.  If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendments, The 
city of Forest Park will be able to move forward with allowing developments of tiny homes and cottage dwellings within the City 
of Forest Park’s Gillem District and Urban Village District. 

Cost:  

 

 

Budgeted for: 

  

Yes 

  

No 

Financial Impact:  

 

Action Requested from Council: To Approve Case # TA-2024-06 and TA-2024-07 Text Amendments. 

 

 
 
 

N/A 

N/A 

 

. 
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STATE OF GEORGIA 

COUNTY OF CLAYTON 

 

ORDINANCE 2024-____ 

 

 AN ORDINANCE BY MAYOR ANGELYNE BUTLER AND COUNCILMEMBERS 1 

KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN 2 

MEARS OF THE CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA TO AMEND TITLE 8 (PLANNING 3 

AND DEVELOPMENT), CHAPTER 8 (ZONING), ARTICLE A (GENERAL PROVISIONS) 4 

AND ARTICLE B (ZONING DISTRICTS, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN 5 

GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED) IN THE CITY’S CODE OF ORDINANCES; TO PROVIDE AN 6 

ADOPTION DATE; TO PROVIDE AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER LAWFUL 7 

PURPOSES. 8 

WHEREAS, the duly elected governing authority of the City of Forest Park, Georgia 9 

(“City”) is the Mayor and Council thereof; and 10 

WHEREAS, these changes adhere to all zoning procedures as well as notice and hearing 11 

requirements pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 36-66-1, et seq.; and 12 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend its Code of Ordinances (“Code”) to include 13 

tiny homes and cottage dwellings as permissible and conditional uses in the Urban Village District 14 

and the Gillem District, respectively.  15 

WHEREAS, the amendments contained herein would benefit the health, safety, morals, 16 

and welfare of the citizens of the City.  17 

BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Forest 18 

Park, Georgia, and by the authority thereof: 19 

Section 1. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article A 20 

(“General Provisions”), Section 8-8-4 (“Definitions”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby 21 
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amended to be read and codified by inserting the following definition alphabetically behind the 22 

term “Construction plan(s)” and before the term “Covenants”: 23 

“Cottage dwelling means a stick-built dwelling unit that shall not exceed six 24 

hundred (600) square feet in floor area, excluding lofts, with a minimum height of 25 

six feet and eight inches (6’8”). Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as 26 

cottage dwellings.” 27 

Section 2. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article A 28 

(“General Provisions”), Section 8-8-4 (“Definitions”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby 29 

amended to be read and codified by inserting the following definition alphabetically behind the 30 

term “Temporary use / structure” and before the term “Townhouse”: 31 

“Tiny home means a stick-built dwelling unit that shall not exceed five hundred 32 

(500) square feet in floor area, excluding lofts, with a minimum height of six feet 33 

and eight inches (6’8”). Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as tiny 34 

homes.”  35 

Section 3. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article B 36 

(“Zoning Districts, Overlay Districts, and Design Guidelines Established”), Section 8-8-42 37 

(“Urban Village District (UV)”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read 38 

and codified with permanent additions in bold and deletions in strikethrough font as set forth in 39 

Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein. 40 

Section 4. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article B 41 

(“Zoning Districts, Overlay Districts, and Design Guidelines Established”), Section 8-8-50 42 

(“Gillem District (GZ)”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read and 43 
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codified with permanent additions in bold and deletions in strikethrough font as set forth in 44 

Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein.  45 

Section 5. The preamble of this Ordinance shall be considered to be and is hereby 46 

incorporated by reference as if fully set out herein. 47 

 Section 6.  This Ordinance shall be codified in a manner consistent with the laws of the 48 

State of Georgia and the City of Forest Park. 49 

 Section 7.  (a) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that all 50 

sections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, and phrases of this Ordinance are or were, upon their 51 

enactment, believed by the Mayor and Council to be fully valid, enforceable, and constitutional. 52 

 (b) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the greatest 53 

extent allowed by law, each and every section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 54 

Ordinance is severable from every other section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 55 

Ordinance.  It is hereby further declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the 56 

greatest extent allowed by law, no section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this Ordinance 57 

is mutually dependent upon any other section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 58 

Ordinance. 59 

 (c) In the event that any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance 60 

shall, for any reason whatsoever, be declared invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable 61 

by the valid judgment or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction, it is the express intent of 62 

the Mayor and Council that such invalidity, unconstitutionality or unenforceability shall, to the 63 

greatest extent allowed by law, not render invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable any 64 

of the remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs or sections of the Ordinance and that, to 65 

the greatest extent allowed by law, all remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs and 66 
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sections of the Ordinance shall remain valid, constitutional, enforceable, and of full force and 67 

effect.  68 

Section 8. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby expressly 69 

repealed.  70 

Section 9.  This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon its adoption by the 71 

Mayor and City Council of the City of Forest Park as provided in the City Charter. 72 

Section 10. The City Clerk, with the concurrence of the City Attorney, authorized to correct 73 

any scrivener’s errors found in this Ordinance, including any exhibits, as enacted. 74 

 ORDAINED this _____ day of _________________________, 2024. 75 

       CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

 

 

       ____________________________________ 

       Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________________ (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

______________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 76 
 

[…] 77 
 

CHAPTER 8. – ZONING 78 
 

[…] 79 
 

ARTICLE B. – ZONING DISTRICTS, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN GUIDELINES 80 
ESTABLISHED  81 
 

[…] 82 
 

Sec. 8-8-42. – Urban village district (UV). 83 
 

UV – Urban Village District 

District Intent, Permitted Uses, and Conditional Uses 

Intent 

The intent of the UV district is to allow a mixture of residential, commercial, and office 

uses within close proximity to each other. 

The goal is to provide interconnected urban scale development in nodal and corridor areas 

that offer pedestrian connectivity and eliminate additional commuter trips for regionally oriented 

goods and services. 

 The creation of a regional destination with design amenities that accommodate mixed-use 

buildings with neighborhood serving retail, service, and other uses on the ground floor and 

residential units above the non-residential space. 

Encouraging development that exhibits the physical design characteristics of pedestrian 

orientated, store-front style shopping streets; and promote the health and wellbeing of residents 

by encouraging physical activity, alternative transportation, and greater social interaction. 

The district promotes a maximum density twenty-four (24) dwelling units per acre. 

Permitted Uses 

Residential 

  

• Residential dwellings on upper floors 

• Tiny homes / Cottage dwellings 
  

Retail and Business Uses 

• Apparel and retail stores 

• Artisan galleries and theaters 

• Bank and loan associations 

• Barber shop and beauty salon 

• Breweries and distilleries 

• Convenience store with gasoline sales 

• Conference center 
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• Dancing schools and other group instruction 

• Day spa and aesthetician 

• Department stores 

• Fitness centers, gyms, yoga studios, and similar group instruction 

• Florist and gift shops 

• Food trucks and courts 

• Furniture sales and showrooms 

• Grocery store 

• Hotels and hospitality 

• Indoor/outdoor recreation, including bowling alleys, golf, racing electronic gaming 

machines, etc. 

• Medical and professional offices 

• Night club, dance club, tavern, and similar establishments 

• Restaurants, including outdoor dining 

• Theaters, assembly halls, concert hall, or similar places of assembly 

  

Public/Office/Institutional 

  

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Commuter transit, such as bus and train 

• Municipal, county, state or federal buildings 

• Parks and amphitheaters 

Conditional Uses 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Places of assembly 

• Places of worship 

• Pre-K and day care centers 

Accessory Uses 

• Home occupation 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 84 
 

[…] 85 
 

CHAPTER 8. – ZONING 86 
 

[…] 87 
 

ARTICLE B. – ZONING DISTRICTS, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN GUIDELINES 88 
ESTABLISHED  89 
 

[…] 90 
 

Sec. 8-8-50. – Gillem district (GZ). 91 
 

GZ – Gillem District 

District Intent, Permitted Uses, and Conditional Uses 

Intent 

The intent of the GZ district is to allow an appropriate mix of industrial, commercial, 

office, residential and public uses, while improving the aesthetics of the built environment. 

By further establishing uses that complement the city's main street development efforts 

and allow for the repurpose of the former Fort Gillem area, the city can encourage a grid of 

connected street improvements to improve access and reduce congestion near the Interstate. 

It is further intended to promote development of compatible land uses on a scale larger 

than that of individual small parcels in a comprehensively planned setting and to promote the 

purposes set forth in the Gillem Logistics Center Master Declaration of Covenants Plan and 

other plans approved by the City of Forest Park Urban Redevelopment Authority. 

Permitted Uses 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Pre-K and adult and child day care centers 

• Apparel and retail stores 

• Auditoriums, stadiums, and coliseums 

• Bank and loan associations 

• Breweries and distilleries 

• Catering establishments 

• Convenience store with gasoline sales 

• Conference center 

• Dancing schools and other group instruction 

• Fitness centers and gyms 

• Florist and gift shops 

• Furniture sales and showrooms 

• Grocery store 

• Fruit, vegetable, meat, seafood markets 
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• Hotels and hospitality 

• Indoor/outdoor recreation, including bowling alleys, golf, racing electronic gaming 

machines, etc. 

• Medical and professional offices 

• Professional/business schools and colleges or other private schools offered for profit 

• Recreational facilities, including tennis, badminton, basketball courts, batting cages, golf 

range, racing, and other open or enclosed facilities 

• Restaurants 

• Retail and commercial bakeries 

• Shopping centers and department stores 

• Theaters, assembly halls, concert hall, or similar places of assembly 

Public/Institutional 

  

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Commuter transit, such as bus and train 

• Municipal, county, state or federal buildings 

• Parks, recreation, and amphitheaters 

Communications/Utilities 

  

• Utility substation 

• Water tower 

Industrial and Warehousing 

  

• Agricultural implementation and equipment establishments 

• Building materials and lumber supply establishments 

• Convenience stores 

• Coin laundry, dry cleaning, and pick up stations 

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Cafeteria/food courts and recreational services when completely enclosed solely for 

employees of businesses 

• Computer and data processing services 

• Consumer fireworks retail sales 

• Gasoline service stations and truck stops 

• Greenhouses and nurseries, including landscaping services 

• Manufacturing, compounding, processing, or assembling food or consumer goods 

• Mini-warehouses and storage 

• Newspaper and printing plants 

• Offices and administrative facilities 

• Public utilities such as electric substations, storage of materials and trucks, repair facilities, 

offices, and electric generating plants 

• Radio stations and transmission towers 

• Railway lines, passenger depots, intermodal facilities, and rail yards 

• Recycling centers for collection only 

• Repair, reconditioning, and manufacturing 

• Research, experimental, or testing laboratories 

• Trade/industrial/vocational schools 
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• Waste to energy facilities 

• Wholesale business, warehouse, distribution, trucking terminal, and similar non processing 

storage and distribution uses 

Accessory Uses 

• Gate and security buildings 

• Outdoor storage 

Conditional Uses 

Residential 

  

• Triplex 

• Quadraplex 

• Apartments 

• Townhouses 

• Condominiums 

• Tiny homes / Cottage dwellings 

 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Places of assembly 

• Places of worship 

  

Communications/Utilities 

  

• Wireless telecommunications 
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Sec. 8-8-42. - Urban Village District (UV) 

Definitions 

Tiny Home – a small stick- built dwelling unit that's 500 square feet or less in floor area, 

excluding lofts. Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as tiny homes. 

Cottage Dwelling- a small stick-built home that is 600 square feet or less in floor area, 

excluding lofts. Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as cottage homes. 

 

Permitted Uses 

Residential 

 Triplexes 

 Quadraplex 

 Apartments 

 Townhouses 

 Condominiums 

 Tiny Homes / Cottage Dwellings 
 

Sec. 8-8-43. - Urban Village District (UV) Standards 

Sec. 8-8-43. (a)  Tiny Homes/Cottage Dwellings  

 50 tiny home or cottages per acre 

 10 ft, front and rear setbacks 

 10 ft. min. between buildings  

 10 ft. minimum lot width 

 3% open space per 12 units 

 500 ft./600 ft. max living area 
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Sec. 8-8-50. - Gillem District (GZ). 

Definitions 

Tiny Home – a small stick- built dwelling unit that's 500 square feet or less in floor area, 

excluding lofts. Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as tiny homes. 

Cottage Dwelling- a small stick-built home that is 600 square feet or less in floor area, 

excluding lofts. Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as cottage homes. 

 

Permitted Uses 

Residential 

 Triplexes 

 Quadraplex 

 Apartments 

 Townhouses 

 Condominiums 

 Tiny Homes / Cottage Dwellings 
 

Sec. 8-8-51. - Gillem District (GZ) Standards. 

Sec. 8-8-51. (a)  Tiny Homes/Cottage Dwellings  

 50 tiny home or cottages per acre 

 10 ft, front and rear setbacks 

 10 ft. min. distance between buildings  

 10 ft. minimum lot width 

 3% open space per 12 units 

 500 ft./600 ft. max living area 
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STAFF REPORT – Text Amendments   

Public Hearing Date: November 21, 2024  

City Council Meeting: December 2, 2024  
 

Case:  TA-2024-06      

Proposed Request:  Text Amendments to The City of Forest Park Zoning Code of Ordinance          

Staff Report Compiled By:  SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner       

Staff Recommendation: Approval to amend Zoning Ordinance   

PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS  

1. The Planning & Community Development Department is proposing a text amendment to the 

Code of Ordinances. Case # TA-2024-06 includes an amendment to Article B. – Zoning 

Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ), of the City 

of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional 

housing types within the GZ District. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 

Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. The requested text amendments 

will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the community, and the 

use will not be affected in a substantially adverse manner.  

 

 

The following text amendments have been proposed:  

 

1. An amendment to Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, Section 8-

8-50 Gillem District (GZ), to Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ), of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing types 

within the GZ District.  

 

 

This update provides clarity on the available housing types that will be permitted in the Gillem District 

(GZ) and adding Tiny House/Cottage Dwelling as a conditional use for residential development. 

 

ARTICLE B. ZONING DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED 

Section. 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ). 

District Intent, Permitted Uses, and Conditional Uses 
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Intent,  

The intent of the GZ district is to allow an appropriate mix of industrial, commercial, office, residential and public 

uses, while improving the aesthetics of the built environment. 

By further establishing uses that complement the city's main street development efforts and allow for the repurpose 

of the former Fort Gillem area, the city can encourage a grid of connected street improvements to improve access 

and reduce congestion near the Interstate. 

It is further intended to promote development of compatible land uses on a scale larger than that of individual small 

parcels in a comprehensively planned setting and to promote the purposes set forth in the Gillem Logistics Center 

Master Declaration of Covenants Plan and other plans approved by the City of Forest Park Urban Redevelopment 

Authority 

Permitted Uses  

 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Pre-K and adult and child day care centers 

• Apparel and retail stores 

• Auditoriums, stadiums, and coliseums 

• Bank and loan associations 

• Breweries and distilleries 

• Catering establishments 

• Convenience store with gasoline sales 

• Conference center 

• Dancing schools and other group instruction 

• Fitness centers and gyms 

• Florist and gift shops 

• Furniture sales and showrooms 

• Grocery store 

• Fruit, vegetable, meat, seafood markets 

• Hotels and hospitality 

• Indoor/outdoor recreation, including bowling alleys, golf, racing electronic gaming machines, etc. 

• Medical and professional offices 

• Professional/business schools and colleges or other private schools offered for profit 

• Recreational facilities, including tennis, badminton, basketball courts, batting cages, golf range, racing, and 

other open or enclosed facilities 

• Restaurants 

• Retail and commercial bakeries 

• Shopping centers and department stores 

• Theaters, assembly halls, concert hall, or similar places of assembly 

 

Public/Institutional 

 

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Commuter transit, such as bus and train 

• Municipal, county, state, or federal buildings 

• Parks, recreation, and amphitheaters 

 

Communications/Utilities 

 

• Utility substation 
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• Water tower 

 

Industrial and Warehousing 

 

Industrial and Warehousing 

  

• Agricultural implementation and equipment establishments 

• Building materials and lumber supply establishments 

• Convenience stores 

• Coin laundry, dry cleaning, and pick up stations 

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Cafeteria/food courts and recreational services when completely enclosed solely for employees of businesses 

• Computer and data processing services 

• Consumer fireworks retail sales 

• Gasoline service stations and truck stops 

• Greenhouses and nurseries, including landscaping services 

• Manufacturing, compounding, processing, or assembling food or consumer goods 

• Mini-warehouses and storage 

• Newspaper and printing plants 

• Offices and administrative facilities 

• Public utilities such as electric substations, storage of materials and trucks, repair facilities, offices, and electric 

generating plants 

• Radio stations and transmission towers 

• Railway lines, passenger depots, intermodal facilities, and rail yards 

• Recycling centers for collection only 

• Repair, reconditioning, and manufacturing 

• Research, experimental, or testing laboratories 

• Trade/industrial/vocational schools 

• Waste to energy facilities 

• Wholesale business, warehouse, distribution, trucking terminal, and similar non processing storage and 

distribution uses 

 

Accessory Uses 

 

• Gate and security buildings 

• Outdoor storage 

 

Conditional Uses 

 

Residential 

  

• Triplex 

• Quadraplex 

• Apartments 

• Townhouses 

• Condominiums 

• Tiny Home/Cottage Dwelling 

  

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Places of assembly 

• Places of worship 
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Communications/Utilities 

  

• Wireless telecommunications 
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STAFF REPORT – Text Amendments   

Public Hearing Date: November 21, 2024  

City Council Meeting: December 2, 2024  
 

Case:  TA-2024-07      

Proposed Request:  Text Amendments to The City of Forest Park Zoning Code of Ordinance          

Staff Report Compiled By:  SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner       

Staff Recommendation: Approval to amend Zoning Ordinance   

PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS  

1. The Planning & Community Development Department is proposing a text amendment to the 

Code of Ordinances. Case # TA-2024-06 includes an amendment to Article B. – Zoning 

Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City 

of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow tiny 

homes as a permitted housing type within the UV District. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 

Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. The requested text amendments 

will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the community, and the 

use will not be affected in a substantially adverse manner.  

 

 

The following text amendments have been proposed:  

 

1. An amendment to Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design Guidelines Established, Section 8-

8-50 Gillem District (GZ), to Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ), of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing types 

within the GZ District.  

 

 

This update provides clarity on the available housing types that will be permitted in the Urban Village 

District (UV), adding Tiny House/Cottage Dwelling as a permitted use type for residential development 

within the district. 

 

ARTICLE B. ZONING DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED 

Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV). 

District Intent, Permitted Uses, and Conditional Uses 
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Intent,  

 

The intent of the UV district is to allow a mixture of residential, commercial, and office uses within close proximity 

to each other. 

 

The goal is to provide interconnected urban scale development in nodal and corridor areas that offer pedestrian 

connectivity and eliminate additional commuter trips for regionally oriented goods and services. 

 

The creation of a regional destination with design amenities that accommodate mixed-use buildings with 

neighborhood serving retail, service, and other uses on the ground floor and residential units above the non-

residential space. 

 

Encouraging development that exhibits the physical design characteristics of pedestrian orientated, store-front 

style shopping streets; and promote the health and wellbeing of residents by encouraging physical activity, 

alternative transportation, and greater social interaction. 

 

The district promotes a maximum density of twenty-four (24) dwelling units per acre. 

 

 

 

Permitted Uses  

 

Residential  

  

• Residential dwellings on upper floors 

• Tiny Home/Cottage Dwelling 

 

  

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Apparel and retail stores 

• Artisan galleries and theaters 

• Bank and loan associations 

• Barber shop and beauty salon 

• Breweries and distilleries 

• Convenience store with gasoline sales 

• Conference center 

• Dancing schools and other group instruction 

• Day spa and aesthetician 

• Department stores 

• Fitness centers, gyms, yoga studios, and similar group instruction 

• Florist and gift shops 

• Food trucks and courts 

• Furniture sales and showrooms 

• Grocery store 

• Hotels and hospitality 

• Indoor/outdoor recreation, including bowling alleys, golf, racing electronic gaming machines, etc. 

• Medical and professional offices 

• Night club, dance club, tavern, and similar establishments 

• Restaurants, including outdoor dining 

• Theaters, assembly halls, concert hall, or similar places of assembly 
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Public/Office/Institutional 

  

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Commuter transit, such as bus and train 

• Municipal, county, state, or federal buildings 

• Parks and amphitheaters 

 

 

Conditional Uses 

 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Places of assembly 

• Places of worship 

• Pre-K and day care centers 

 

Accessory Uses 

 

• Home occupation 

Page 82

Item #4.



November 26, 2024  
  

Clayton News Daily  

P.O. Box 368  

Jonesboro, GA 30253  

  

Please run the following Public Hearings Section of the December 4, December 11, and December 18, 

2024, Editions.  

  

TO THE CITIZENS OF FOREST PARK, CLAYTON COUNTY, GEORGIA, AND OTHER 

INTERESTED PARTIES:  

  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN: The City of Forest Park Planning Commission will conduct a 

meeting on a series of Public Hearings for the purpose of considering the matters listed below. The Public 

Hearings will be held on Thursday, December 19, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. in the Forest Park City Hall Council 

Chambers located at 745 Forest Parkway, Forest Park, GA 30297. The Mayor and City Council will 

conduct a meeting of Public Hearings for the listed Conditional Use Permit and Text Amendments, 

recommended by the Planning Commission at Forest Park City Hall Council Chambers, 745 Forest 

Parkway, on January 6, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. 

  

 Case # VAR-2024-08 Variance request for 885 Kennesaw Drive., Parcel # 13018B D015. 

The applicant, Sophia Parrish, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum side yard 

setback from the required ten (10) feet to six (6) feet on the right side of the property and 

decrease the minimum side yard setback from the required ten (10) feet to nine (9) feet on 

the left side of the property to allow the installation of a fence at the residential home 

within the Single Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-09 Variance Request for 0 Jones Road., Parcel # 13078A A010. The 

applicant, Justin Muckle, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum lot area from 

the required 8,200 sq. ft to 7,500 sq. ft  and decrease the Minimum Lot Width from the 

required eighty (80) feet to fifty (50) feet to allow the construction of a new single-family 

home within the Single-Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-10 Variance Request for 4888 Evans Dr., Parcel # 13050B H003. The 

applicant, Ima Udoh (Hillview LLC/Udoh Enterprises), is requesting a parking variance 

to decrease the minimum parking requirements for retail sales uses from 20 spaces to 14 

spaces to allow the construction of a new 4 story mixed used townhome development 

within the Downtown Mainstreet District (DM).  

 Case # CUP-2024-04- Conditional Use for 528 Forest Pkwy, Suite G, Parcel # 13051B 

B010, - The applicant, Universal Kingdom of God, Inc (Glen Husbands Jr.) is requesting 

a conditional use permit to operate a place of worship within the Institutional 

Commercial District (IC). 

 Case #TA-2024-06 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing 

types within the GZ District.  

 Case #TA-2024-07 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest 
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Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow tiny homes 

as a permitted housing type within the UV District. 

 Case #TA-2024-08 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 2. 

– Building Regulation and code enforcement, Article C. – Plumbing, Section 8-2-21 

Plumbing Code Adopted, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such 

section, adding subsection A. Water efficiency code. 

 Case #TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. 

 Case #TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions. 

 Case #TA-2024-11 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 8. 

Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to 

amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner 

Planning & Community Development Department  

404-366-4720  
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STATE OF GEORGIA 

COUNTY OF CLAYTON 

 

ORDINANCE 2025-____ 

 

 AN ORDINANCE BY MAYOR ANGELYNE BUTLER AND COUNCILMEMBERS 1 

KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN 2 

MEARS OF THE CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA TO AMEND TITLE 8 (PLANNING 3 

AND DEVELOPMENT), CHAPTER 8 (ZONING), ARTICLE A (GENERAL PROVISIONS) 4 

AND ARTICLE B (ZONING DISTRICTS, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN 5 

GUIDELINES ESTABLISHED) IN THE CITY’S CODE OF ORDINANCES; TO PROVIDE AN 6 

ADOPTION DATE; TO PROVIDE AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER LAWFUL 7 

PURPOSES. 8 

WHEREAS, the duly elected governing authority of the City of Forest Park, Georgia 9 

(“City”) is the Mayor and Council thereof; and 10 

WHEREAS, these changes adhere to all zoning procedures as well as notice and hearing 11 

requirements pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 36-66-1, et seq.; and 12 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to amend its Code of Ordinances (“Code”) to include 13 

tiny homes and cottage dwellings as permissible and conditional uses in the Urban Village District 14 

and the Gillem District, respectively.  15 

WHEREAS, the amendments contained herein would benefit the health, safety, morals, 16 

and welfare of the citizens of the City.  17 

BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Forest 18 

Park, Georgia, and by the authority thereof: 19 

Section 1. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article A 20 

(“General Provisions”), Section 8-8-4 (“Definitions”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby 21 
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amended to be read and codified by inserting the following definition alphabetically behind the 22 

term “Construction plan(s)” and before the term “Covenants”: 23 

“Cottage dwelling means a stick-built dwelling unit that shall not exceed six 24 

hundred (600) square feet in floor area, excluding lofts, with a minimum height of 25 

six feet and eight inches (6’8”). Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as 26 

cottage dwellings.” 27 

Section 2. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article A 28 

(“General Provisions”), Section 8-8-4 (“Definitions”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby 29 

amended to be read and codified by inserting the following definition alphabetically behind the 30 

term “Temporary use / structure” and before the term “Townhouse”: 31 

“Tiny home means a stick-built dwelling unit that shall not exceed five hundred 32 

(500) square feet in floor area, excluding lofts, with a minimum height of six feet 33 

and eight inches (6’8”). Cargo containers and trailers cannot be used as tiny 34 

homes.”  35 

Section 3. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article B 36 

(“Zoning Districts, Overlay Districts, and Design Guidelines Established”), Section 8-8-42 37 

(“Urban Village District (UV)”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read 38 

and codified with permanent additions in bold and deletions in strikethrough font as set forth in 39 

Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein. 40 

Section 4. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article B 41 

(“Zoning Districts, Overlay Districts, and Design Guidelines Established”), Section 8-8-50 42 

(“Gillem District (GZ)”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read and 43 
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codified with permanent additions in bold and deletions in strikethrough font as set forth in 44 

Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated herein.  45 

Section 5. The preamble of this Ordinance shall be considered to be and is hereby 46 

incorporated by reference as if fully set out herein. 47 

 Section 6.  This Ordinance shall be codified in a manner consistent with the laws of the 48 

State of Georgia and the City of Forest Park. 49 

 Section 7.  (a) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that all 50 

sections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, and phrases of this Ordinance are or were, upon their 51 

enactment, believed by the Mayor and Council to be fully valid, enforceable, and constitutional. 52 

 (b) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the greatest 53 

extent allowed by law, each and every section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 54 

Ordinance is severable from every other section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 55 

Ordinance.  It is hereby further declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the 56 

greatest extent allowed by law, no section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this Ordinance 57 

is mutually dependent upon any other section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 58 

Ordinance. 59 

 (c) In the event that any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance 60 

shall, for any reason whatsoever, be declared invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable 61 

by the valid judgment or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction, it is the express intent of 62 

the Mayor and Council that such invalidity, unconstitutionality or unenforceability shall, to the 63 

greatest extent allowed by law, not render invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable any 64 

of the remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs or sections of the Ordinance and that, to 65 

the greatest extent allowed by law, all remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs and 66 
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sections of the Ordinance shall remain valid, constitutional, enforceable, and of full force and 67 

effect.  68 

Section 8. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby expressly 69 

repealed.  70 

Section 9.  This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon its adoption by the 71 

Mayor and City Council of the City of Forest Park as provided in the City Charter. 72 

Section 10. The City Clerk, with the concurrence of the City Attorney, authorized to correct 73 

any scrivener’s errors found in this Ordinance, including any exhibits, as enacted. 74 

 ORDAINED this 6th day of January, 2025. 75 

       CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

 

 

       ____________________________________ 

       Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

______________________________________ (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

______________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 76 
 

[…] 77 
 

CHAPTER 8. – ZONING 78 
 

[…] 79 
 

ARTICLE B. – ZONING DISTRICTS, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN GUIDELINES 80 
ESTABLISHED  81 
 

[…] 82 
 

Sec. 8-8-42. – Urban village district (UV). 83 
 

UV – Urban Village District 

District Intent, Permitted Uses, and Conditional Uses 

Intent 

The intent of the UV district is to allow a mixture of residential, commercial, and office 

uses within close proximity to each other. 

The goal is to provide interconnected urban scale development in nodal and corridor areas 

that offer pedestrian connectivity and eliminate additional commuter trips for regionally oriented 

goods and services. 

 The creation of a regional destination with design amenities that accommodate mixed-use 

buildings with neighborhood serving retail, service, and other uses on the ground floor and 

residential units above the non-residential space. 

Encouraging development that exhibits the physical design characteristics of pedestrian 

orientated, store-front style shopping streets; and promote the health and wellbeing of residents 

by encouraging physical activity, alternative transportation, and greater social interaction. 

The district promotes a maximum density twenty-four (24) dwelling units per acre. 

Permitted Uses 

Residential 

  

• Residential dwellings on upper floors 

• Tiny homes / Cottage dwellings 
  

Retail and Business Uses 

• Apparel and retail stores 

• Artisan galleries and theaters 

• Bank and loan associations 

• Barber shop and beauty salon 

• Breweries and distilleries 

• Convenience store with gasoline sales 

• Conference center 
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• Dancing schools and other group instruction 

• Day spa and aesthetician 

• Department stores 

• Fitness centers, gyms, yoga studios, and similar group instruction 

• Florist and gift shops 

• Food trucks and courts 

• Furniture sales and showrooms 

• Grocery store 

• Hotels and hospitality 

• Indoor/outdoor recreation, including bowling alleys, golf, racing electronic gaming 

machines, etc. 

• Medical and professional offices 

• Night club, dance club, tavern, and similar establishments 

• Restaurants, including outdoor dining 

• Theaters, assembly halls, concert hall, or similar places of assembly 

  

Public/Office/Institutional 

  

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Commuter transit, such as bus and train 

• Municipal, county, state or federal buildings 

• Parks and amphitheaters 

Conditional Uses 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Places of assembly 

• Places of worship 

• Pre-K and day care centers 

Accessory Uses 

• Home occupation 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 84 
 

[…] 85 
 

CHAPTER 8. – ZONING 86 
 

[…] 87 
 

ARTICLE B. – ZONING DISTRICTS, OVERLAY DISTRICTS, AND DESIGN GUIDELINES 88 
ESTABLISHED  89 
 

[…] 90 
 

Sec. 8-8-50. – Gillem district (GZ). 91 
 

GZ – Gillem District 

District Intent, Permitted Uses, and Conditional Uses 

Intent 

The intent of the GZ district is to allow an appropriate mix of industrial, commercial, 

office, residential and public uses, while improving the aesthetics of the built environment. 

By further establishing uses that complement the city's main street development efforts 

and allow for the repurpose of the former Fort Gillem area, the city can encourage a grid of 

connected street improvements to improve access and reduce congestion near the Interstate. 

It is further intended to promote development of compatible land uses on a scale larger 

than that of individual small parcels in a comprehensively planned setting and to promote the 

purposes set forth in the Gillem Logistics Center Master Declaration of Covenants Plan and 

other plans approved by the City of Forest Park Urban Redevelopment Authority. 

Permitted Uses 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Pre-K and adult and child day care centers 

• Apparel and retail stores 

• Auditoriums, stadiums, and coliseums 

• Bank and loan associations 

• Breweries and distilleries 

• Catering establishments 

• Convenience store with gasoline sales 

• Conference center 

• Dancing schools and other group instruction 

• Fitness centers and gyms 

• Florist and gift shops 

• Furniture sales and showrooms 

• Grocery store 

• Fruit, vegetable, meat, seafood markets 
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• Hotels and hospitality 

• Indoor/outdoor recreation, including bowling alleys, golf, racing electronic gaming 

machines, etc. 

• Medical and professional offices 

• Professional/business schools and colleges or other private schools offered for profit 

• Recreational facilities, including tennis, badminton, basketball courts, batting cages, golf 

range, racing, and other open or enclosed facilities 

• Restaurants 

• Retail and commercial bakeries 

• Shopping centers and department stores 

• Theaters, assembly halls, concert hall, or similar places of assembly 

Public/Institutional 

  

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Commuter transit, such as bus and train 

• Municipal, county, state or federal buildings 

• Parks, recreation, and amphitheaters 

Communications/Utilities 

  

• Utility substation 

• Water tower 

Industrial and Warehousing 

  

• Agricultural implementation and equipment establishments 

• Building materials and lumber supply establishments 

• Convenience stores 

• Coin laundry, dry cleaning, and pick up stations 

• Commercial parking garages and lots 

• Cafeteria/food courts and recreational services when completely enclosed solely for 

employees of businesses 

• Computer and data processing services 

• Consumer fireworks retail sales 

• Gasoline service stations and truck stops 

• Greenhouses and nurseries, including landscaping services 

• Manufacturing, compounding, processing, or assembling food or consumer goods 

• Mini-warehouses and storage 

• Newspaper and printing plants 

• Offices and administrative facilities 

• Public utilities such as electric substations, storage of materials and trucks, repair facilities, 

offices, and electric generating plants 

• Radio stations and transmission towers 

• Railway lines, passenger depots, intermodal facilities, and rail yards 

• Recycling centers for collection only 

• Repair, reconditioning, and manufacturing 

• Research, experimental, or testing laboratories 

• Trade/industrial/vocational schools 
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• Waste to energy facilities 

• Wholesale business, warehouse, distribution, trucking terminal, and similar non processing 

storage and distribution uses 

Accessory Uses 

• Gate and security buildings 

• Outdoor storage 

Conditional Uses 

Residential 

  

• Triplex 

• Quadraplex 

• Apartments 

• Townhouses 

• Condominiums 

• Tiny homes / Cottage dwellings 

 

Retail and Business Uses 

  

• Places of assembly 

• Places of worship 

  

Communications/Utilities 

  

• Wireless telecommunications 
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File Attachments for Item:

5. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 7. Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of
Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. - Planning and
Community Development

Background/History:

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. Planning & Community 
Development fees have not been updated since 1959. For purposes of ensuring that fees cover the 
cost of service while remaining competitive with neighboring cities, the fees have been updated. 
Additionally, the text has been updated to reflect current practice in determining fees.  This text 
update has also received approval on Thursday December 19, 2024, by The city of forest park 
Planning Commission.  If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment to update fee 
schedule, The city of Forest Park will continue to move forward and remain competitive with neighboring 
cities.
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City Council Agenda 
Item 

Subject: Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 7. Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of Forest Park 
Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. 

 

Submitted By: SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner, Planning & Community Development Department  

Date Submitted: December 20, 2024  

Work Session Date: January 06, 2025  

Council Meeting Date: January 06, 2025  

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of Ordinances that 
need to be amended for clarity and formal processes.  Planning & Community Development fees have not been updated 

since 1959. For purposes of ensuring that fees cover the cost of service while remaining competitive with neighboring cities, 
the fees have been updated. Additionally, the text has been updated to reflect current practice in determining fees.  This text 
update has also received approval on Thursday December 19, 2024, by The city of forest park Planning Commission.  If the 
Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment to update fee schedule, The city of Forest Park will continue to 
move forward and remain competitive with neighboring cities. 

Cost:  

 

 

Budgeted for: 

  

Yes 

  

No 

Financial Impact:  

 

Action Requested from Council: To Approve Case # TA-2024-09 Text Amendment to amend such section and 
update fee schedule text. 

 

 
 
 
 

N/A 

N/A 

 

. 
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CITY OF FOREST PARK 
 

Planning & Community Development Department 
785 Forest Parkway 

 Forest Park, Georgia 30297 

(404) 366-4720  

 

   PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 

Hearing Date: December 19, 2024 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Date:   December 2, 2024 

Case #: TA-2024-9 Planning & Community Development Fees 

 

Prepared By:  Nicole C.E. Dozier, Planning & Community Development Director 

Staff Recommendation:  Approval 

APPLICANT 

              

Name:             City Staff                                              

Site Address:  City-Wide                               

City/State:  Forest Park, GA 

Request:         Staff is requesting approval of the updated PCD fee schedule. 

BACKGROUND 

 

The Planning & Community Development fees have not been updated since 1959??. For 

purposes of ensuring that fees cover the cost of service while remaining competitive with 

neighboring cities, the fess have been updated. Additionally, the text have been updated to 

reflect current practice in determining fees.  
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Staff Report – CUP 2024-03  

 

Attachments:   1. Text Amendment Language 

 

 

ARTICLE G. – FEES Planning & Community Development Fee Schedule 

 Sec. 8-7-81. - Fee schedule. 

At the time of application or filing the following fees shall be paid to the city clerk: 

(1) 

Preliminary plat—$2.00/lot up to 50 lots 

$1.00/lot thereafter 

(2) 

Extension of preliminary plat—$5.00 each 

(3) 

Final plat—$10.00 each 

(Code 1959, § 17-28) 

Fees are charged as determined by the Planning & Community Development Director, 

with the approval of the Mayor and City Council. Building Fees are based on the gross 

square footage and the International Code Councils (ICC) current building valuation 

data. 
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PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT FEE SCHEDULE 

Planning & Zoning 

Rezoning   

Commercial     $600 

Residential    $250 

Conditional Use   $650 

Variance    $500 

Verification Letter   $75 

Urban Review Design Board  $450 

Planning Commission  $600 

Annexation    $750 

Zoning modifications  $400 

Plan revision /Resubmittal  $475 

 

Building Permits 

Land Development Permit  $1500 + $80 per Acre 

Trade Permits    $50 + $3 for each $1K valuation 

Plat Review    $300 + $3 per lot 

Plan Review    %50 of Permit Fee 

Permit Fees 

 Valuation  Fee 

 $1 – 50 K   $100 

 $50 -100  $500  

 $100 -500  $950 

 $500 -1000  $3,000  
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 $1000 +  $4,500   
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Page 101

Item #5.



Page | 6  

Staff Report – CUP 2024-03  
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ARTICLE G. – FEES Planning & Community Development Fee Schedule 

 Sec. 8-7-81. - Fee schedule. 

At the time of application or filing the following fees shall be paid to the city clerk: 

(1) 

Preliminary plat—$2.00/lot up to 50 lots 

$1.00/lot thereafter 

(2) 

Extension of preliminary plat—$5.00 each 

(3) 

Final plat—$10.00 each 

(Code 1959, § 17-28) 

Fees are charged as determined by the Planning & Community Development Director, 

with the approval of the Mayor and City Council. Building Fees are based on the gross 

square footage and the International Code Councils (ICC) current building valuation 

data. 
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PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT FEE SCHEDULE 

Planning & Zoning 

Rezoning   

Commercial     $600 

Residential    $250 

Conditional Use   $650 

Variance    $500 

Verification Letter   $75 

Urban Review Design Board  $450 

Planning Commission  $600 

Annexation    $750 

Zoning modifications  $400 

Plan revision /Resubmittal  $475 

 

Building Permits 

Land Development Permit  $1500 + $80 per Acre 

Trade Permits    $50 + $3 for each $1K valuation 

Plat Review    $300 + $3 per lot 

Plan Review    %50 of Permit Fee 

Permit Fees 

 Valuation  Fee 

 $1 – 50 K   $100 

 $50 -100  $500  

 $100 -500  $950 

 $500 -1000  $3,000  

 $1000 +  $4,500    
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November 26, 2024  
  

Clayton News Daily  

P.O. Box 368  

Jonesboro, GA 30253  

  

Please run the following Public Hearings Section of the December 4, December 11, and December 18, 

2024, Editions.  

  

TO THE CITIZENS OF FOREST PARK, CLAYTON COUNTY, GEORGIA, AND OTHER 

INTERESTED PARTIES:  

  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN: The City of Forest Park Planning Commission will conduct a 

meeting on a series of Public Hearings for the purpose of considering the matters listed below. The Public 

Hearings will be held on Thursday, December 19, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. in the Forest Park City Hall Council 

Chambers located at 745 Forest Parkway, Forest Park, GA 30297. The Mayor and City Council will 

conduct a meeting of Public Hearings for the listed Conditional Use Permit and Text Amendments, 

recommended by the Planning Commission at Forest Park City Hall Council Chambers, 745 Forest 

Parkway, on January 6, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. 

  

 Case # VAR-2024-08 Variance request for 885 Kennesaw Drive., Parcel # 13018B D015. 

The applicant, Sophia Parrish, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum side yard 

setback from the required ten (10) feet to six (6) feet on the right side of the property and 

decrease the minimum side yard setback from the required ten (10) feet to nine (9) feet on 

the left side of the property to allow the installation of a fence at the residential home 

within the Single Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-09 Variance Request for 0 Jones Road., Parcel # 13078A A010. The 

applicant, Justin Muckle, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum lot area from 

the required 8,200 sq. ft to 7,500 sq. ft  and decrease the Minimum Lot Width from the 

required eighty (80) feet to fifty (50) feet to allow the construction of a new single-family 

home within the Single-Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-10 Variance Request for 4888 Evans Dr., Parcel # 13050B H003. The 

applicant, Ima Udoh (Hillview LLC/Udoh Enterprises), is requesting a parking variance 

to decrease the minimum parking requirements for retail sales uses from 20 spaces to 14 

spaces to allow the construction of a new 4 story mixed used townhome development 

within the Downtown Mainstreet District (DM).  

 Case # CUP-2024-04- Conditional Use for 528 Forest Pkwy, Suite G, Parcel # 13051B 

B010, - The applicant, Universal Kingdom of God, Inc (Glen Husbands Jr.) is requesting 

a conditional use permit to operate a place of worship within the Institutional 

Commercial District (IC). 

 Case #TA-2024-06 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing 

types within the GZ District.  

 Case #TA-2024-07 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest 
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Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow tiny homes 

as a permitted housing type within the UV District. 

 Case #TA-2024-08 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 2. 

– Building Regulation and code enforcement, Article C. – Plumbing, Section 8-2-21 

Plumbing Code Adopted, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such 

section, adding subsection A. Water efficiency code. 

 Case #TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. 

 Case #TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions. 

 Case #TA-2024-11 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 8. 

Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to 

amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner 

Planning & Community Development Department  

404-366-4720  
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STATE OF GEORGIA 

COUNTY OF CLAYTON 

 

ORDINANCE 2025-___ 

 

AN ORDINANCE BY MAYOR ANGELYNE BUTLER AND CITY 1 

COUNCILMEMBERS KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-2 

WELLS, AND ALLAN MEARS OF THE CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA TO AMEND 3 

ARTICLE G (FEES) WITHIN CHAPTER 7 (SUBDIVISIONS) OF TITLE 8 (PLANNING AND 4 

DEVELOPMENT) IN THE CITY’S CODE OF ORDINANCES; TO PROVIDE AN 5 

ADOPTION DATE; TO PROVIDE AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER LAWFUL 6 

PURPOSES.  7 

 WHEREAS, the duly elected governing authority of the City of Forest Park, Georgia (the 8 

“City”) is the Mayor and City Council thereof; and 9 

WHEREAS, the City is authorized by O.C.G.A. § 36-35-3 to adopt ordinances relating to 10 

its property, affairs, and local government; and 11 

WHEREAS, the City desires to amend the fee schedule for subdivision plat applications 12 

by allowing the PCD Director to determine the fees with the approval of the Mayor and City 13 

Council; and  14 

WHEREAS, the amendments contained herein would benefit the health, safety, morals, 15 

and welfare of the citizens of the City of Forest Park, Georgia.  16 

Section 1. Title 8 (“Planning and development”), Chapter 7 (“Subdivisions”), Article G 17 

(“Fees”) of the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read and codified with added 18 

text in bold font and deleted text in strikethrough font as set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto 19 

and incorporated herein. 20 
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Section 2. The preamble of this Ordinance shall be considered to be and is hereby 21 

incorporated by reference as if fully set out herein.   22 

Section 3. (a) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that all 23 

sections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses and phrases of this Ordinance are or were, upon their 24 

enactment, believed by the Mayor and Council to be fully valid, enforceable and constitutional.  25 

(b) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the greatest 26 

extent allowed by law, each and every section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 27 

Ordinance is severable from every other section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 28 

Ordinance. It is hereby further declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the 29 

greatest extent allowed by law, no section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance 30 

is mutually dependent upon any other section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this 31 

Ordinance.  32 

(c) In the event that any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance 33 

shall, for any reason whatsoever, be declared invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable 34 

by the valid judgment or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction, it is the express intent of 35 

the Mayor and Council that such invalidity, unconstitutionality or unenforceability shall, to the 36 

greatest extent allowed by law, not render invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable any 37 

of the remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs or sections of the Ordinance and that, to 38 

the greatest extent allowed by law, all remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs and 39 

sections of the Ordinance shall remain valid, constitutional, enforceable, and of full force and 40 

effect.  41 

Section 4. This Ordinance shall be codified in a manner consistent with the laws of the 42 

State of Georgia and the City.  43 
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Section 5. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby expressly 44 

repealed.  45 

Section 6. The effective date of this Ordinance shall be the date of adoption unless 46 

otherwise stated herein. 47 

Section 7. The City Clerk, with the concurrence of the City Attorney, is authorized to 48 

correct any scrivener’s errors found in this Ordinance, including any exhibits, as enacted. 49 

SO ORDAINED this 6th day of January 2025. 50 

      CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

  

      ___________________________________ 

      Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 51 

 

[…] 52 

 

CHAPTER 7. – SUBDIVISIONS 53 

 

[…] 54 

 

ARTICLE G. – FEES PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 55 

DEPARTMENT’S FEE SCHEDULE 56 
 

Sec. 8-7-81. - Fee schedule. 57 

At the time of application or filing the following fees shall be paid to the city clerk:  58 

(1) Preliminary plat—$2.00/lot up to 50 lots 59 

$1.00/lot thereafter 60 

(2)  Extension of preliminary plat—$5.00 each 61 

(3)  Final plat—$10.00 each 62 

 Fees are charged as determined by the Planning and Community Development 63 

Director, with the approval of the Mayor and City Council. Building fees are based on the 64 

gross square footage and the International Code Councils (ICC) current building valuation 65 

data. 66 
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File Attachments for Item:

6. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 7. Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City 
of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions.- Planning 
and Community Development (public hearing in regular session)

Background/History:

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. Planning & Community 
Development plat procedures have not been updated since 1959. For purposes of clarity and 
transparency the plat procedures must be updated to reflect the current review and approval 
process.  This text update has also received approval on Thursday December 19, 2024, by the city 
of forest park Planning Commission. 

If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment to update Plat Procedures and Data, The 
city of Forest Park Planning & Community Development department will be able to move forward with 
procedures and data that currently reflect our current review and approval process. 
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City Council Agenda 
Item 

Subject: Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 7. Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City of Forest Park 
Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions. 

 

Submitted By: SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner, Planning & Community Development Department  

Date Submitted: December 20, 2024  

Work Session Date: January 06, 2025  

Council Meeting Date: January 06, 2025  

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of Ordinances that 
need to be amended for clarity and formal processes.  Planning & Community Development plat procedures have not 

been updated since 1959. For purposes of clarity and transparency the plat procedures must be updated to reflect the current 
review and approval process.  This text update has also received approval on Thursday December 19, 2024, by The city of 
forest park Planning Commission.  

If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment to update Plat Procedures and Data, The city of Forest Park 
Planning & Community Development department will be able to move forward with procedures and data that currently reflect 
our current review and approval process.  

Cost:  

 

 

Budgeted for: 

  

Yes 

  

No 

Financial Impact:  

 

Action Requested from Council: To Approve Case # TA-2024-10 Text Amendment to amend such section and 
update plat instructions. 

 

 
 
 
 

N/A 

N/A 

 

. 
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November 26, 2024  
  

Clayton News Daily  

P.O. Box 368  

Jonesboro, GA 30253  

  

Please run the following Public Hearings Section of the December 4, December 11, and December 18, 

2024, Editions.  

  

TO THE CITIZENS OF FOREST PARK, CLAYTON COUNTY, GEORGIA, AND OTHER 

INTERESTED PARTIES:  

  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN: The City of Forest Park Planning Commission will conduct a 

meeting on a series of Public Hearings for the purpose of considering the matters listed below. The Public 

Hearings will be held on Thursday, December 19, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. in the Forest Park City Hall Council 

Chambers located at 745 Forest Parkway, Forest Park, GA 30297. The Mayor and City Council will 

conduct a meeting of Public Hearings for the listed Conditional Use Permit and Text Amendments, 

recommended by the Planning Commission at Forest Park City Hall Council Chambers, 745 Forest 

Parkway, on January 6, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. 

  

 Case # VAR-2024-08 Variance request for 885 Kennesaw Drive., Parcel # 13018B D015. 

The applicant, Sophia Parrish, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum side yard 

setback from the required ten (10) feet to six (6) feet on the right side of the property and 

decrease the minimum side yard setback from the required ten (10) feet to nine (9) feet on 

the left side of the property to allow the installation of a fence at the residential home 

within the Single Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-09 Variance Request for 0 Jones Road., Parcel # 13078A A010. The 

applicant, Justin Muckle, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum lot area from 

the required 8,200 sq. ft to 7,500 sq. ft  and decrease the Minimum Lot Width from the 

required eighty (80) feet to fifty (50) feet to allow the construction of a new single-family 

home within the Single-Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-10 Variance Request for 4888 Evans Dr., Parcel # 13050B H003. The 

applicant, Ima Udoh (Hillview LLC/Udoh Enterprises), is requesting a parking variance 

to decrease the minimum parking requirements for retail sales uses from 20 spaces to 14 

spaces to allow the construction of a new 4 story mixed used townhome development 

within the Downtown Mainstreet District (DM).  

 Case # CUP-2024-04- Conditional Use for 528 Forest Pkwy, Suite G, Parcel # 13051B 

B010, - The applicant, Universal Kingdom of God, Inc (Glen Husbands Jr.) is requesting 

a conditional use permit to operate a place of worship within the Institutional 

Commercial District (IC). 

 Case #TA-2024-06 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing 

types within the GZ District.  

 Case #TA-2024-07 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest 
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Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow tiny homes 

as a permitted housing type within the UV District. 

 Case #TA-2024-08 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 2. 

– Building Regulation and code enforcement, Article C. – Plumbing, Section 8-2-21 

Plumbing Code Adopted, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such 

section, adding subsection A. Water efficiency code. 

 Case #TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. 

 Case #TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions. 

 Case #TA-2024-11 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 8. 

Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to 

amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner 

Planning & Community Development Department  

404-366-4720  
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  

 ARTICLE B. - PROCEDURE 

 Sec. 8-7-11. - Pre-application review. 

 (a) Prior to the preparation of the subdivision plat, the subdivider shall prepare sketch 

plans and general subdivision proposals as outlined in article C, section 8-7-21. He or 

his agent shall then confer informally with the city manager (or an appropriate city 

official designated by the city manager) Planning & Community Development 

Department regarding the suitability of the plans. This step does not require formal 

application or filing of the plat but does require notice being given, together with 

require a copy of the proposed sketch plan, to the assistant city clerk at least 10 days 

before the date of the meeting at which the proposals are reviewed. To be provided to 

Planning & Community Development for review. 

(b) The purpose of this review is to acquaint the subdivider with plans and policies that 

might be significant to his proposed development. 

(c) Upon receiving favorable consideration, the subdivider may then proceed to 

prepare the preliminary plat for submission to the planning commission. 

(Code 1959, § 17-3) 

 Sec. 8-7-12. - Conditional approval of preliminary plat. 

(a) On reaching conclusions as described in section 8-7-11 regarding his general program 

and objectives, the subdivider shall cause to be prepared a preliminary plat, together with 

other supplementary material as deemed necessary by the planning commission and 

specified in article C, section 8-7-22. 

(b) Eight (8) copies One (1) electronic copy of the preliminary plat and supplementary 

material specified, together with two (2) copies of a the written application for conditional 

approval of the preliminary plan must be submitted to the Planning & Community 

Development Department (forms obtained from the city clerk) shall be filed with the city 

clerk at least 15 30 days prior to the meeting of the planning commission at which it is to 

be considered. The city clerk shall be responsible for their proper distribution and the 

collection of a filing fee as specified in article G of these regulations. 

(c) No preliminary plat shall be acted upon by the planning commission without holding a 

hearing thereon. The secretary of the planning commission shall notify the subdivider, by 
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registered or certified mail, of the time and place of the hearing at least five (5) days prior 

to such hearing date. 

(d ) Within 30 45 days after the submission of an application for preliminary plat approval, 

the planning commission shall: 

(1) issue a certificate of preliminary plat approval; 

(2) issue a certificate of preliminary plat approval subject to any necessary 

modifications the nature of which shall be indicated on the preliminary plat or 

attached to it in writing; or 

(3) disapprove the preliminary plat, in which case the planning commission shall so 

notify the subdivider in writing, stating the reasons therefor. 

(e) The action of the planning commission shall be noted on three (3) copies of the 

preliminary plat, referenced and attached to any conditions determined. One (1) copy 

shall be retained by the planning commission and two (2) copies returned to the city 

clerk, who will keep one (1) for the mayor and council  the city and return the other to 

the subdivider. Conditional approval of a preliminary plat shall not constitute approval 

of the final plat. 

(f)  Short-cut method. The preceding provisions of this section may be waived and a 

short-cut procedure initiated in the case of a subdivision of five (5) lots or less, and the 

subdivider may submit an application for final plat approval, without submitting a 

preliminary plat, provided: 

(1) Each lot in the proposed subdivision abuts an existing public street; 

(2) The proposed subdivision will not effect any major alterations of utility 

installations, or other existing or proposed public facilities; and 

(3) The application for final plat approval meets all the applicable procedural, design 

and other requirements of these regulations. 

(4) A subdivider intending to use this short-cut method shall first consult with the city    

manager or his agent, Planning & Community Development Department supplying 

sufficient information to assure that the specified conditions  requirements will be 

met. 

(i) Single lot splits may be approved administratively by the Director in 

accordance with (f) 

(Code 1959, § 17-4) 
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 Sec. 8-7-13. - Approval of final plat. 

(a) The final plat to be prepared as specified in section 8-7-23 shall conform 

substantially to the preliminary plat as approved, and if desired by the subdivider, it 

may constitute only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which he proposes 

to record and develop at the time, provided, however, that such portion conforms to 

all requirements of these regulations. 

(b All performance bonds must be accepted by the appropriate regulating 

departments and all filing fees according to the schedule in article G shall be paid prior 

to approval of final plat by the planning commission. 

(c) The final plat, and other supplementary material required for approval, shall be 

submitted to the city clerk at least seven (7) Planning & Community Development 

Department at least thirty (30) days prior to the meeting of the planning commission 

at which it is to be considered. It shall also be required that the above material be 

submitted to the planning commission within six (6) months after approval of the 

preliminary plat; otherwise such approval shall become null and void unless an 

extension of time is applied for and granted by the planning commission. 

(d) Within ten (10) days after the submission of the final plat and supplementary 

material required for approval, the planning commission shall express its final action. 

(e) After final action by the planning commission, the final plat and other 

supplementary material will be transmitted by the secretary of the planning 

commission to the mayor and council for their final action. 

(f) Twelve (12) copies of The final plat shall be procured by the building inspector 

submitted to the Planning & Community Development Departmentfor distribution to 

the various departments concerned, including one (1) copy for the mayor and council 

and one (1) copy for the planning commission. city. 

(g) The applicant shall have the final plat recorded in the office of the Clerk of the 

Superior Court of Clayton County and shall deliver a copy of said recorded final plat to 

the building inspector. The Planning & Community Development Department 

(h  The final plat (original tracing) may be obtained from the Planning & Community 

Development department upon approval. 

(Code 1959, § 17-5) 

  

 ARTICLE C. - PLATS AND DATA 
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 Sec. 8-7-21. - Pre-application plats and data. 

The following shall be provided at the time of preliminary review: 

(1)A Sketch plan () shall show the proposed layout of streets, lots, and other features in 

relation to existing conditions. The sketch plan may be a freehand sketch made 

directly on a print of the topographic survey, if available. The sketch plan shall include 

the existing topographic data stated in section 8-7-22 or such of these data as is 

necessary for consideration of the proposed sketch plan. 

(2)General subdivision information ) shall describe the existing conditions of the site and 

the proposed development as necessary to supplement the sketch plan. This 

information may include data on existing covenants, land characteristics, and available 

community facilities and utilities; and information describing the subdivision proposal 

such as number of residential lots, typical lot width and depth, price range, minimum 

floor area in structures, business areas, playgrounds, park areas and other public 

areas, proposed protective covenants and proposed utilities and street improvements. 

(Code 1959, § 17-6) 

 Sec. 8-7-22. - Preliminary plats and data for conditional approval. 

The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 

(1) Preliminary plat One (1) electronic copy of the site planthat  shall be at a scale of not 

less than one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch. It shall show all existing conditions 

required below and shall show all existing conditions and all proposals, including the 

following: 

a. Proposed name of subdivision. 

b. Name and address of owner of record. 

c. Name, address and telephone number of subdivider. 

d. Date of survey, date of plat drawing, north point and graphic scale. 

e. Location (land district and land lot), and acreage. 

f. Number of residential lots and typical lot sizes. 

g. A sketched vicinity map indicating streets and highways, land lot lines, railroads and 

other significant features, within one (1) mile of the proposed subdivision, drawn at a 

scale sufficient to show the information required. 
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h. Exact boundary lines of the trace, giving lengths, bearings and present zoning. 

i Phase(s) or development timelines  ,  

j. Contour lines based on sea level datum and drawn at intervals not greater than ten 

(10) feet. The source of the topographic contours shown shall be specified. 

k. Natural features within the proposed subdivision, including drainage channels, 

bodies of water and other significant features. On all watercourses the direction of 

flow shall be indicated. 

l. Cultural features within the proposed subdivision, including street names, rights-of-

way and pavement widths; easements; bridges; culverts; utility lines and structures; 

buildings; city and county lines; land lot lines; and such other information as the 

subdivider may desire. 

m. Proposed subdivision layout, including: Street names, central angles of street 

intersections, approximate street grades, street surface widths; lot lines with 

dimensions, lot number, block letters; building setback lines with dimensions; sites to 

be reserved, developed or dedicated for public uses or for nonpublic uses exclusive of 

single-family dwellings. 

n. Location and results of percolation tests for any lots which will not be served by a 

public sewage system, as required by the county health department. 

o. Location and size of all proposed drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs,  

gutters, grates and headwalls. 

p. Location of all proposed sanitary and storm sewer lines or improvements and any 

easements required with sufficient dimensions to location same on the ground. 

q. Location and description of all proposed monuments and pins. 

(2) Street profiles. , Three (3) line profiles of proposed streets shall be required. These 

profiles shall show centerline elevations and elevation along right-of-way lines on 

either side of the street, exposed rock, street layout, width, curvature and drainage 

improvements. 

(3) Draft of protective covenants (one (1) electronic copy) whereby the subdivider 

proposes to regulate land use in the subdivision and otherwise protect the proposed 

development. 

(Code 1959, § 17-7; Ord. No. 96-005, 3-18-96) 

 Sec. 8-7-23. - Plats and data for final approval. 
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The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 

(1) Final plat  to scale of the final plat shall be one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch.  

(2) The final plat shall conform substantially to the preliminary plat; it may, however, 

represent only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which the subdivider 

proposes to develop and record at any one time, provided that such portion conforms 

to the requirements of these regulations. 

(3) The final plat shall be labeled "Final Plat" and contain the following information: 

a. Name of subdivision. 

b. Graphic scale, north arrow with reference of bearings to magnetic, true or grid 

north, and date of survey. 

c. Location of tract (land lot and land district) and acreage. 

d. All dimensions accurate to the nearest one-tenth ( 1/10 ) of a foot and all angles 

accurate to the nearest minute. 

e. Sufficient data to determine readily and reproduce on the ground the location, 

bearing, and length of every street line, lot line, boundary line, and building line 

whether curved or straight. This shall include but not be limited to the radium, length 

of arc, internal angles and tangent distance for the center line of curved streets. 

f. Exact locations, right-of-way widths, and names of all streets and alleys within and 

immediately adjoining the plat along with street center lines. 

g. Street intersection angles and street pavement widths. 

h. Building setback lines with dimensions. 

i. Blocks lettered alphabetically with lots and sites numbered in numerical order. 

j. Location, dimensions and purpose of: easements, public service utility rights-of-way 

lines; areas (other than streets) to be reserved, donated, or dedicated to public use; 

and sites to be used for other than single-family residences. 

k. Location and size of all drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs, gutters, 

grates and headwalls. 

l. Location, material and description of all monuments and pins, including street 

markers. 

Page 122

Item #6.



m. Certification that the applicant is the landowner and dedicates streets, rights-of-

way and any sites for public use. 

n. Certification by the appropriate authorities for roads, water, sewers, and health that 

the subdivider has complied with one of the following alternatives: 

1. all improvements have been installed in accordance with their requirements; 

2. a performance bond has been posted in sufficient amount to assure completion of 

all required improvements; or 

3. other guarantees of satisfactory completion of required improvements have been 

accepted with their conditions specified in the certification. 

o. Space for the approval of the planning commission. 

p. Space for the acceptance of the mayor and council. 

q. Protective covenants, if any, shall be shown on the plat. 

r. Other data may be required by the Forest Park Planning Commission in the 

enforcement of these regulations. This data may include final engineering design 

reports on proposed improvements, or other certificates, affidavits, endorsements, or 

dedications necessary to support the intent of these regulations. 

 

SAMPLE CERTIFICATIONS 

ENGINEER'S OR SURVEYOR'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

It is hereby certified that this plat is true and correct and was prepared from an actual 

survey of the property made under my supervision on the ground. 

By: ___________ 

___________ 

Registered C.E. No. _______ 

Registered Ga. Land Surveyor No. _____ 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

STATE OF GEORGIA 

CLAYTON COUNTY 

CITY OF FOREST PARK 
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The owner of the land shown on this plat and whose name is subscribed hereto, and 

in person or through a duly authorized agent acknowledges that this plat was made 

from an actual survey and dedicates to the use of the public forever all streets, alleys, 

parks, watercourses, drains, easements and public places thereon shown for the 

purposes and considerations therein expressed. 

Owner _____ 

APPROVAL OF THE PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning & 

Community Development (PCD) Department and is approved by the PCD Department. 

Date this ______day of _____. 

* This is only for single lot splits 

 

APPROVAL OF THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 

This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning 

Commission and is approved by such Commission subject to the approval of the city 

council. 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 19 ___. 

THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 

By _____ , Chairman 

By _____ , Secretary 

APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GA. 

This plat having been approved by the Planning Commission and subsequent thereto 

submitted to and considered by the City Council of the City of Forest Park, Georgia, the 

same is hereby approved subject to the protective covenants shown thereon. By 

approving this plat the city does not accept for maintenance any street until same has 

been constructed in accordance with existing rules, regulations and specifications and 

a warranty deed delivered and accepted by the city nor does the city accept for 

maintenance purposes any drainage easement not within the right-of-way of a street 

deeded to the city. 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 19 ___. 

By _____ , City Manager 
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(Code 1959, § 17-8) 
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CITY OF FOREST PARK 
 

Planning & Community Development Department 
785 Forest Parkway 

 Forest Park, Georgia 30297 

(404) 366-4720  

 

   PLANNING COMMISSION STAFF REPORT 

Hearing Date: December 19, 2024 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Date:   December 2, 2024 

Case #: TA-2024-10 Plat Procedures and Data Amendment 

 

Prepared By:  Nicole C.E. Dozier, Planning & Community Development Director 

Staff Recommendation:  Approval 

APPLICANT 

              

Name:             City Staff                                              

Site Address:  City-Wide                               

City/State:  Forest Park, GA 

Request:         Staff requests approval of the updated plat procedures. 

BACKGROUND 

 

The plat procedures have not been updated since 1959. For purposes of clarity and transparency 

the plat procedures must be updated to reflect the current review and approval process. 

 ARTICLE B. - PROCEDURE 

 Sec. 8-7-11. - Pre-application review. 

 (a) Prior to the preparation of the subdivision plat, the subdivider shall prepare sketch 

plans and general subdivision proposals as outlined in article C, section 8-7-21. He or 

his agent shall then confer informally with the city manager (or an appropriate city 

official designated by the city manager) Planning & Community Development 

Department regarding the suitability of the plans. This step does not require formal 

application or filing of the plat but does require notice being given, together with 

require a copy of the proposed sketch plan, to the assistant city clerk at least 10 days 
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before the date of the meeting at which the proposals are reviewed. To be provided to 

Planning & Community Development for review. 

(b) The purpose of this review is to acquaint the subdivider with plans and policies that 

might be significant to his proposed development. 

(c) Upon receiving favorable consideration, the subdivider may then proceed to 

prepare the preliminary plat for submission to the planning commission. 

(Code 1959, § 17-3) 

 Sec. 8-7-12. - Conditional approval of preliminary plat. 

(a) On reaching conclusions as described in section 8-7-11 regarding his general program 

and objectives, the subdivider shall cause to be prepared a preliminary plat, together with 

other supplementary material as deemed necessary by the planning commission and 

specified in article C, section 8-7-22. 

(b) Eight (8) copies One (1) electronic copy of the preliminary plat and supplementary 

material specified, together with two (2) copies of a the written application for conditional 

approval of the preliminary plan must be submitted to the Planning & Community 

Development Department (forms obtained from the city clerk) shall be filed with the city 

clerk at least 15 30 days prior to the meeting of the planning commission at which it is to 

be considered. The city clerk shall be responsible for their proper distribution and the 

collection of a filing fee as specified in article G of these regulations. 

(c) No preliminary plat shall be acted upon by the planning commission without holding a 

hearing thereon. The secretary of the planning commission shall notify the subdivider, by 

registered or certified mail, of the time and place of the hearing at least five (5) days prior 

to such hearing date. 

(d ) Within 30 45 days after the submission of an application for preliminary plat approval, 

the planning commission shall: 

(1) issue a certificate of preliminary plat approval; 

(2) issue a certificate of preliminary plat approval subject to any necessary 

modifications the nature of which shall be indicated on the preliminary plat or 

attached to it in writing; or 

(3) disapprove the preliminary plat, in which case the planning commission shall so 

notify the subdivider in writing, stating the reasons therefor. 
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(e) The action of the planning commission shall be noted on three (3) copies of the 

preliminary plat, referenced and attached to any conditions determined. One (1) copy 

shall be retained by the planning commission and two (2) copies returned to the city 

clerk, who will keep one (1) for the mayor and council  the city and return the other to 

the subdivider. Conditional approval of a preliminary plat shall not constitute approval 

of the final plat. 

(f)  Short-cut method. The preceding provisions of this section may be waived and a 

short-cut procedure initiated in the case of a subdivision of five (5) lots or less, and the 

subdivider may submit an application for final plat approval, without submitting a 

preliminary plat, provided: 

(1) Each lot in the proposed subdivision abuts an existing public street; 

(2) The proposed subdivision will not effect any major alterations of utility 

installations, or other existing or proposed public facilities; and 

(3) The application for final plat approval meets all the applicable procedural, design 

and other requirements of these regulations. 

(4) A subdivider intending to use this short-cut method shall first consult with the city    

manager or his agent, Planning & Community Development Department supplying 

sufficient information to assure that the specified conditions  requirements will be 

met. 

(i) Single lot splits may be approved administratively by the Director in 

accordance with (f) 

(Code 1959, § 17-4) 

 Sec. 8-7-13. - Approval of final plat. 

(a) The final plat to be prepared as specified in section 8-7-23 shall conform 

substantially to the preliminary plat as approved, and if desired by the subdivider, it 

may constitute only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which he proposes 

to record and develop at the time, provided, however, that such portion conforms to 

all requirements of these regulations. 

(b All performance bonds must be accepted by the appropriate regulating 

departments and all filing fees according to the schedule in article G shall be paid prior 

to approval of final plat by the planning commission. 

(c) The final plat, and other supplementary material required for approval, shall be 

submitted to the city clerk at least seven (7) Planning & Community Development 

Department at least thirty (30) days prior to the meeting of the planning commission 
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at which it is to be considered. It shall also be required that the above material be 

submitted to the planning commission within six (6) months after approval of the 

preliminary plat; otherwise such approval shall become null and void unless an 

extension of time is applied for and granted by the planning commission. 

(d) Within ten (10) days after the submission of the final plat and supplementary 

material required for approval, the planning commission shall express its final action. 

(e) After final action by the planning commission, the final plat and other 

supplementary material will be transmitted by the secretary of the planning 

commission to the mayor and council for their final action. 

(f) Twelve (12) copies of The final plat shall be procured by the building inspector 

submitted to the Planning & Community Development Departmentfor distribution to 

the various departments concerned, including one (1) copy for the mayor and council 

and one (1) copy for the planning commission. city. 

(g) The applicant shall have the final plat recorded in the office of the Clerk of the 

Superior Court of Clayton County and shall deliver a copy of said recorded final plat to 

the building inspector. The Planning & Community Development Department 

(h  The final plat (original tracing) may be obtained from the Planning & Community 

Development department upon approval. 

(Code 1959, § 17-5) 

 

 ARTICLE C. - PLATS AND DATA 

 Sec. 8-7-21. - Pre-application plats and data. 

The following shall be provided at the time of preliminary review: 

(1)A Sketch plan () shall show the proposed layout of streets, lots, and other features in 

relation to existing conditions. The sketch plan may be a freehand sketch made 

directly on a print of the topographic survey, if available. The sketch plan shall include 

the existing topographic data stated in section 8-7-22 or such of these data as is 

necessary for consideration of the proposed sketch plan. 

(2)General subdivision information ) shall describe the existing conditions of the site and 

the proposed development as necessary to supplement the sketch plan. This 

information may include data on existing covenants, land characteristics, and available 

community facilities and utilities; and information describing the subdivision proposal 

such as number of residential lots, typical lot width and depth, price range, minimum 
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floor area in structures, business areas, playgrounds, park areas and other public 

areas, proposed protective covenants and proposed utilities and street improvements. 

(Code 1959, § 17-6) 

 Sec. 8-7-22. - Preliminary plats and data for conditional approval. 

The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 

(1) Preliminary plat One (1) electronic copy of the site planthat  shall be at a scale of not 

less than one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch. It shall show all existing conditions 

required below and shall show all existing conditions and all proposals, including the 

following: 

a. Proposed name of subdivision. 

b. Name and address of owner of record. 

c. Name, address and telephone number of subdivider. 

d. Date of survey, date of plat drawing, north point and graphic scale. 

e. Location (land district and land lot), and acreage. 

f. Number of residential lots and typical lot sizes. 

g. A sketched vicinity map indicating streets and highways, land lot lines, railroads and 

other significant features, within one (1) mile of the proposed subdivision, drawn at a 

scale sufficient to show the information required. 

h. Exact boundary lines of the trace, giving lengths, bearings and present zoning. 

i Phase(s) or development timelines  ,  

j. Contour lines based on sea level datum and drawn at intervals not greater than ten 

(10) feet. The source of the topographic contours shown shall be specified. 

k. Natural features within the proposed subdivision, including drainage channels, 

bodies of water and other significant features. On all watercourses the direction of 

flow shall be indicated. 

l. Cultural features within the proposed subdivision, including street names, rights-of-

way and pavement widths; easements; bridges; culverts; utility lines and structures; 

buildings; city and county lines; land lot lines; and such other information as the 

subdivider may desire. 
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m. Proposed subdivision layout, including: Street names, central angles of street 

intersections, approximate street grades, street surface widths; lot lines with 

dimensions, lot number, block letters; building setback lines with dimensions; sites to 

be reserved, developed or dedicated for public uses or for nonpublic uses exclusive of 

single-family dwellings. 

n. Location and results of percolation tests for any lots which will not be served by a 

public sewage system, as required by the county health department. 

o. Location and size of all proposed drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs,  

gutters, grates and headwalls. 

p. Location of all proposed sanitary and storm sewer lines or improvements and any 

easements required with sufficient dimensions to location same on the ground. 

q. Location and description of all proposed monuments and pins. 

(2) Street profiles. , Three (3) line profiles of proposed streets shall be required. These 

profiles shall show centerline elevations and elevation along right-of-way lines on 

either side of the street, exposed rock, street layout, width, curvature and drainage 

improvements. 

(3) Draft of protective covenants (one (1) electronic copy) whereby the subdivider 

proposes to regulate land use in the subdivision and otherwise protect the proposed 

development. 

(Code 1959, § 17-7; Ord. No. 96-005, 3-18-96) 

 Sec. 8-7-23. - Plats and data for final approval. 

The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 

(1) Final plat  to scale of the final plat shall be one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch.  

(2) The final plat shall conform substantially to the preliminary plat; it may, however, 

represent only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which the subdivider 

proposes to develop and record at any one time, provided that such portion conforms 

to the requirements of these regulations. 

(3) The final plat shall be labeled "Final Plat" and contain the following information: 

a. Name of subdivision. 

b. Graphic scale, north arrow with reference of bearings to magnetic, true or grid 

north, and date of survey. 
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c. Location of tract (land lot and land district) and acreage. 

d. All dimensions accurate to the nearest one-tenth ( 1/10 ) of a foot and all angles 

accurate to the nearest minute. 

e. Sufficient data to determine readily and reproduce on the ground the location, 

bearing, and length of every street line, lot line, boundary line, and building line 

whether curved or straight. This shall include but not be limited to the radium, length 

of arc, internal angles and tangent distance for the center line of curved streets. 

f. Exact locations, right-of-way widths, and names of all streets and alleys within and 

immediately adjoining the plat along with street center lines. 

g. Street intersection angles and street pavement widths. 

h. Building setback lines with dimensions. 

i. Blocks lettered alphabetically with lots and sites numbered in numerical order. 

j. Location, dimensions and purpose of: easements, public service utility rights-of-way 

lines; areas (other than streets) to be reserved, donated, or dedicated to public use; 

and sites to be used for other than single-family residences. 

k. Location and size of all drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs, gutters, 

grates and headwalls. 

l. Location, material and description of all monuments and pins, including street 

markers. 

m. Certification that the applicant is the landowner and dedicates streets, rights-of-

way and any sites for public use. 

n. Certification by the appropriate authorities for roads, water, sewers, and health that 

the subdivider has complied with one of the following alternatives: 

1. all improvements have been installed in accordance with their requirements; 

2. a performance bond has been posted in sufficient amount to assure completion of 

all required improvements; or 

3. other guarantees of satisfactory completion of required improvements have been 

accepted with their conditions specified in the certification. 

o. Space for the approval of the planning commission. 

Page 132

Item #6.



Page | 8  

Staff Report – TA-2024-10  

 

p. Space for the acceptance of the mayor and council. 

q. Protective covenants, if any, shall be shown on the plat. 

r. Other data may be required by the Forest Park Planning Commission in the 

enforcement of these regulations. This data may include final engineering design 

reports on proposed improvements, or other certificates, affidavits, endorsements, or 

dedications necessary to support the intent of these regulations. 

 

SAMPLE CERTIFICATIONS 

ENGINEER'S OR SURVEYOR'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

It is hereby certified that this plat is true and correct and was prepared from an actual 

survey of the property made under my supervision on the ground. 

By: ___________ 

___________ 

Registered C.E. No. _______ 

Registered Ga. Land Surveyor No. _____ 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

STATE OF GEORGIA 

CLAYTON COUNTY 

CITY OF FOREST PARK 

The owner of the land shown on this plat and whose name is subscribed hereto, and 

in person or through a duly authorized agent acknowledges that this plat was made 

from an actual survey and dedicates to the use of the public forever all streets, alleys, 

parks, watercourses, drains, easements and public places thereon shown for the 

purposes and considerations therein expressed. 

Owner _____ 

APPROVAL OF THE PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning & 

Community Development (PCD) Department and is approved by the PCD Department. 

Date this ______day of _____. 

* This is only for single lot splits 
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APPROVAL OF THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 

This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning 

Commission and is approved by such Commission subject to the approval of the city 

council. 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 19 ___. 

THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 

By _____ , Chairman 

By _____ , Secretary 

APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GA. 

This plat having been approved by the Planning Commission and subsequent thereto 

submitted to and considered by the City Council of the City of Forest Park, Georgia, the 

same is hereby approved subject to the protective covenants shown thereon. By 

approving this plat the city does not accept for maintenance any street until same has 

been constructed in accordance with existing rules, regulations and specifications and 

a warranty deed delivered and accepted by the city nor does the city accept for 

maintenance purposes any drainage easement not within the right-of-way of a street 

deeded to the city. 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 19 ___. 

By _____ , City Manager 

(Code 1959, § 17-8) 
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STATE OF GEORGIA 

COUNTY OF CLAYTON 

 

ORDINANCE 2025-___ 

 

AN ORDINANCE BY MAYOR ANGELYNE BUTLER AND CITY COUNCILMEMBERS 1 

KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN MEARS OF 2 

THE CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA TO AMEND ARTICLE B (PROCEDURE) AND ARTICLE 3 

C (PLATS AND DATA) WITHIN CHAPTER 7 (SUBDIVISIONS) OF TITLE 8 (PLANNING AND 4 

DEVELOPMENT) IN THE CITY’S CODE OF ORDINANCES; TO PROVIDE AN ADOPTION DATE; 5 

TO PROVIDE AN EFFECTIVE DATE; AND FOR OTHER LAWFUL PURPOSES.  6 

 WHEREAS, the duly elected governing authority of the City of Forest Park, Georgia (the “City”) 7 

is the Mayor and City Council thereof; and 8 

WHEREAS, the City is authorized by O.C.G.A. § 36-35-3 to adopt ordinances relating to its 9 

property, affairs, and local government; and 10 

WHEREAS, the City desires to amend pre-application review for subdivision plat provisions by 11 

allowing the City’s Planning and Community Development Department (“PCD”) to review applications; 12 

and  13 

WHEREAS, the amendments contained herein would benefit the health, safety, morals, and 14 

welfare of the citizens of the City of Forest Park, Georgia.  15 

Section 1.  Title 8 (“Planning and development”), Chapter 7 (“Subdivisions”), Article B 16 

(“Procedure”) of the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read and codified with added text 17 

in bold font and deleted text in strikethrough font as set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated 18 

herein. 19 

Section 2.  Title 8 (“Planning and development”), Chapter 7 (“Subdivisions”), Article C (“Plats 20 

and data”) of the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to be read and codified with added text in 21 
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bold font and deleted text in strikethrough font as set forth in Exhibit B attached hereto and incorporated 22 

herein. 23 

Section 3. The preamble of this Ordinance shall be considered to be and is hereby incorporated by 24 

reference as if fully set out herein.   25 

Section 4. (a) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that all sections, 26 

paragraphs, sentences, clauses and phrases of this Ordinance are or were, upon their enactment, believed 27 

by the Mayor and Council to be fully valid, enforceable and constitutional.  28 

(b) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the greatest extent 29 

allowed by law, each and every section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is severable 30 

from every other section, paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance. It is hereby further 31 

declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the greatest extent allowed by law, no section, 32 

paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is mutually dependent upon any other section, 33 

paragraph, sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance.  34 

(c) In the event that any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance shall, for 35 

any reason whatsoever, be declared invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable by the valid 36 

judgment or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction, it is the express intent of the Mayor and Council 37 

that such invalidity, unconstitutionality or unenforceability shall, to the greatest extent allowed by law, not 38 

render invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable any of the remaining phrases, clauses, 39 

sentences, paragraphs or sections of the Ordinance and that, to the greatest extent allowed by law, all 40 

remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs and sections of the Ordinance shall remain valid, 41 

constitutional, enforceable, and of full force and effect.  42 

Section 5. This Ordinance shall be codified in a manner consistent with the laws of the State of 43 

Georgia and the City.  44 

Section 6. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby expressly 45 

repealed.  46 
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Section 7. The effective date of this Ordinance shall be the date of adoption unless otherwise stated 47 

herein. 48 

Section 8. The City Clerk, with the concurrence of the City Attorney, is authorized to correct any 49 

scrivener’s errors found in this Ordinance, including any exhibits, as enacted. 50 

SO ORDAINED this 6th day of January 2025. 51 

      CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

  

      ___________________________________ 

      Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 52 
 

[…] 53 
 

CHAPTER 7. – SUBDIVISIONS 54 
 

[…] 55 
 

ARTICLE B. – PROCEDURE 56 
 

Sec. 8-7-11. - Pre-application review. 57 

(a)  Prior to the preparation of the subdivision plat, the subdivider shall prepare sketch plans a 58 
sketch plan and a general subdivision proposals proposal as outlined in article C, section 8-59 
7-21.  He or his The subdivider or the subdivider’s agent shall then confer informally with 60 
the city manager (or an appropriate city official designated by the city manager) with the 61 
Planning and Community Development Department regarding the suitability of the plans 62 
sketch plan. This step does not require formal application or filing of the plat but does 63 
require notice being given, together with providing a copy of the proposed sketch plan, to 64 
the assistant city clerk at least 10 days before the date of the meeting at which the proposals 65 
are reviewed Planning and Community Development Department for review. The 66 
following must be provided at the time of preliminary review: 67 

(1)  A sketch plan must show the proposed layout of streets, lots, and other features in 68 
relation to existing conditions. The sketch plan may be a freehand sketch made 69 
directly on a print of the topographic survey, if available. The sketch plan shall 70 
include the existing topographic data stated in section 8-7-12 or such of these data 71 
as is necessary for consideration of the proposed sketch plan. 72 

(2)  General subdivision information must describe the existing conditions of the site and 73 
the proposed development as necessary to supplement the sketch plan. This 74 
information may include data on existing covenants, land characteristics, and 75 
available community facilities and utilities; and information describing the 76 
subdivision proposal such as number of residential lots, typical lot width and depth, 77 
price range, minimum floor area in structures, business areas, playgrounds, park 78 
areas and other public areas, proposed protective covenants and proposed utilities 79 
and street improvements. 80 

(b) The purpose of this review is to acquaint the subdivider with plans and policies that might be 81 
significant to his proposed development. 82 

(c) Upon receiving favorable consideration, the subdivider may then proceed to prepare the 83 
preliminary plat for submission to the planning commission. 84 

Sec. 8-7-12. - Conditional approval of preliminary plat. 85 

(a) On reaching conclusions as described in section 8-7-11 regarding his general program and 86 
objectives, the subdivider shall cause to be prepared a preliminary plat, together with other 87 
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supplementary material as deemed necessary by the planning commission and specified in 88 
article C, section 8-7-22 subsection (b) below.  89 

 

(b) The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 90 

(1) Preliminary plat.  One (1) electronic copy of the site plan shall be at a scale of not less 91 
than one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch. It shall show all existing conditions 92 
required below and shall show all existing conditions and all proposals, including the 93 
following: 94 

a. Proposed name of subdivision. 95 
 

b. Name and address of owner of record. 96 
 

c. Name, address and telephone number of subdivider. 97 
 

d. Date of survey, date of plat drawing, north point and graphic scale. 98 
 

e. Location (land district and land lot), and acreage. 99 
 

f. Number of residential lots and typical lot sizes. 100 
 

g. A sketched vicinity map indicating streets and highways, land lot lines, 101 
railroads and other significant features, within one (1) mile of the proposed 102 
subdivision, drawn at a scale sufficient to show the information required. 103 

 

h. Exact boundary lines of the trace, giving lengths, bearings and present zoning. 104 
 

i. Contour lines based on sea level datum and drawn at intervals not greater 105 
than ten (10) feet. The source of the topographic contours shown shall be 106 
specified. 107 

 

j. Natural features within the proposed subdivision, including drainage 108 
channels, bodies of water and other significant features. On all watercourses 109 
the direction of flow shall be indicated. 110 

 

k. Cultural features within the proposed subdivision, including street names, 111 
rights-of-way and pavement widths; easements; bridges; culverts; utility lines 112 
and structures; buildings; city and county lines; land lot lines; and such other 113 
information as the subdivider may desire. 114 

 

l. Proposed subdivision layout, including: Street names, central angles of street 115 
intersections, approximate street grades, street surface widths; lot lines with 116 
dimensions, lot number, block letters; building setback lines with dimensions; 117 
sites to be reserved, developed or dedicated for public uses or for nonpublic 118 
uses exclusive of single-family dwellings. 119 

 

m. Location and results of percolation tests for any lots which will not be served 120 
by a public sewage system, as required by the county health department. 121 
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n. Location and size of all proposed drainage structures, including catch basins, 122 
curbs, gutters, grates and headwalls. 123 

 

o. Location of all proposed sanitary and storm sewer lines or improvements and 124 
any easements required with sufficient dimensions to location same on the 125 
ground. 126 

 

p. Location and description of all proposed monuments and pins. 127 

(2) Street profiles. Three (3) line profiles of proposed streets shall be required. These 128 
profiles shall show centerline elevations and elevations along right-of-way lines on 129 
either side of the street, exposed rock, street layout, width, curvature and drainage 130 
improvements. 131 

(3) Draft of protective covenants (one (1) electronic copy) whereby the subdivider 132 
proposes to regulate land use in the subdivision and otherwise protect the proposed 133 
development. 134 

(b)  (c) Eight (8) copies One (1) electronic copy of the preliminary plat and supplementary material 135 
specified, together with two (2) copies of a the written application for conditional approval of 136 
the preliminary (forms obtained from the city clerk) shall be filed with the city clerk at least 15 137 
days prior to the meeting of the planning commission at which it is to be considered. The city 138 
clerk shall be responsible for their proper distribution and the collection of a filing fee as 139 
specified in article G of these regulations must be submitted to the Planning and 140 
Community Development Department. 141 

(c)  (d)  No preliminary plat shall be acted upon by the planning commission without holding a hearing 142 
thereon. The secretary of the planning commission shall notify the subdivider, by registered or 143 
certified mail, of the time and place of the hearing at least five (5) days prior to such hearing 144 
date. 145 

(d) (e) Within 30 forty-five (45) days after the submission of an application for preliminary plat 146 
approval, the planning commission shall: 147 

(1)  issue a certificate of preliminary plat approval; 148 

(2)   issue a certificate of preliminary plat approval subject to any necessary modifications 149 
the nature of which shall be indicated on the preliminary plat or attached to it in 150 
writing; or 151 

(3) disapprove the preliminary plat, in which case the planning commission shall so 152 
notify the subdivider in writing, stating the reasons therefor. 153 

(e)  (f) The action of the planning commission shall be noted on three (3) copies of the preliminary 154 
plat, referenced and attached to any conditions determined. One (1) copy shall be retained by 155 
the planning commission, one (1) copy shall be retained by the city clerk, two (2) copies 156 
returned to the city clerk, who will keep one (1) for the mayor and council and return the other 157 
to and the subdivider shall have a copy. Conditional approval of a preliminary plat shall not 158 
constitute approval of the final plat. 159 
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(f) (g)  Short-cut method. The preceding provisions of this section may be waived, and a short-cut 160 
procedure initiated in the case of a subdivision of five (5) lots or less, and the subdivider may 161 
submit an application for final plat approval, without submitting a preliminary plat, provided: 162 

(1) Each lot in the proposed subdivision abuts an existing public street; 163 

(2) The proposed subdivision will not effect any major alterations of utility installations, 164 
or other existing or proposed public facilities; and 165 

(3) The application for final plat approval meets all the applicable procedural, design and 166 
other requirements of these regulations. ; and 167 

(4) A subdivider intending to use this short-cut method shall first consult The subdivider 168 
first consults with the city manager or his agent, Planning and Community 169 
Development Department supplying sufficient information to assure that the 170 
specified conditions requirements will be met. 171 

(5) Single lot splits may be approved administratively by the Director of the 172 
Planning and Community Development Department. 173 

Sec. 8-7-13. - Approval of final plat. 174 

(a)  The final plat to be prepared as specified in section 8-7-23 subsection (i) below shall conform 175 
substantially to the preliminary plat as approved, and if desired by the subdivider, it may 176 
constitute only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which he proposes to record and 177 
develop at the time, provided, however, that such portion conforms to all requirements of these 178 
regulations. 179 

(b) All performance bonds must be accepted by the appropriate regulating departments and all 180 
filing fees according to the schedule in article G shall be paid prior to approval of final plat by 181 
the planning commission. 182 

(c)  The final plat, and other supplementary material required for approval, shall be submitted to 183 
the city clerk Planning and Community Development Department at least seven (7) thirty 184 
(30) days prior to the meeting of the planning commission at which it is to be considered. It 185 
shall also be required that the above material be submitted to the planning commission within 186 
six (6) months after approval of the preliminary plat; otherwise such approval shall become 187 
null and void unless an extension of time is applied for and granted by the planning 188 
commission. 189 

(d)  Within ten (10) thirty (30) days after the submission of the final plat and supplementary 190 
material required for approval, the planning commission shall express its final action. 191 

(e)  After final action by the planning commission, the final plat and other supplementary material 192 
will be transmitted by the secretary of the planning commission to the mayor and council for 193 
their final action. 194 

(f)  Twelve (12) copies of the The approved final plat shall be procured by the building inspector 195 
submitted to the Planning and Community Development Department for distribution to 196 
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the various departments concerned, including one (1) copy for the mayor and council and one 197 
(1) copy for the planning commission city. 198 

(g) The applicant shall have the approved final plat recorded in the office of the Clerk of the 199 
Superior Court of Clayton County and shall deliver a copy of said recorded final plat to the 200 
building inspector Planning and Community Development Department. 201 

(h)  The approved final plat (original tracing) may be obtained from the city clerk by the subdivider 202 
Planning and Community Development Department upon approval. 203 

(i)  The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 204 

(1) The scale of the final plat shall be one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch.  205 

(2) The final plat shall conform substantially to the preliminary plat; it may, however, 206 
represent only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which the subdivider 207 
proposes to develop and record at any one time, provided that such portion 208 
conforms to the requirements of these regulations. 209 

(3) The final plat shall be labeled "Final Plat" and contain the following information: 210 

a. Name of subdivision. 211 

b. Graphic scale, north arrow with reference of bearings to magnetic, true or 212 
grid north, and date of survey. 213 

c. Location of tract (land lot and land district) and acreage. 214 

d. All dimensions accurate to the nearest one-tenth ( 1/10 ) of a foot and all 215 
angles accurate to the nearest minute. 216 

e. Sufficient data to determine readily and reproduce on the ground the 217 
location, bearing, and length of every street line, lot line, boundary line, and 218 
building line whether curved or straight. This shall include but not be 219 
limited to the radium, length of arc, internal angles and tangent distance for 220 
the center line of curved streets. 221 

f.  Exact locations, right-of-way widths, and names of all streets and alleys 222 
within and immediately adjoining the plat along with street center lines. 223 

g.  Street intersection angles and street pavement widths. 224 

h.  Building setback lines with dimensions. 225 

i.  Blocks lettered alphabetically with lots and sites numbered in numerical 226 
order. 227 

j.  Location, dimensions and purpose of: easements, public service utility 228 
rights-of-way lines; areas (other than streets) to be reserved, donated, or 229 
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dedicated to public use; and sites to be used for other than single-family 230 
residences. 231 

k.  Location and size of all drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs, 232 
gutters, grates and headwalls. 233 

l.  Location, material and description of all monuments and pins, including 234 
street markers. 235 

m. Certification that the applicant is the land owner and dedicates streets, 236 
rights-of-way and any sites for public use. 237 

n. Certification by the appropriate authorities for roads, water, sewers, and 238 
health that the subdivider has complied with one of the following 239 
alternatives: 240 

1. all improvements have been installed in accordance with their 241 
requirements; 242 

2.  a performance bond has been posted in sufficient amount to assure 243 
completion of all required improvements; or 244 

3.   other guarantees of satisfactory completion of required improvements 245 
have been accepted with their conditions specified in the certification. 246 

o.  Space for the approval of the planning commission. 247 

p.  Space for the acceptance of the mayor and council. 248 

q.  Protective covenants, if any, shall be shown on the plat. 249 

r.  Other data may be required by the Forest Park Planning Commission in the 250 
enforcement of these regulations. This data may include final engineering 251 
design reports on proposed improvements, or other certificates, affidavits, 252 
endorsements, or dedications necessary to support the intent of these 253 
regulations. 254 

SAMPLE CERTIFICATIONS 255 

ENGINEER'S OR SURVEYOR'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 256 

It is hereby certified that this plat is true and correct and was prepared from an actual 257 
survey of the property made under my supervision on the ground. 258 

By: ___________ 259 
                ___________ 260 

Registered C.E. No. _______ 261 
 Registered Ga. Land Surveyor No. _____ 262 
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OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 263 

STATE OF GEORGIA 264 
CLAYTON COUNTY 265 
CITY OF FOREST PARK 266 

The owner of the land shown on this plat and whose name is subscribed hereto, and in 267 
person or through a duly authorized agent acknowledges that this plat was made from an actual 268 
survey and dedicates to the use of the public forever all streets, alleys, parks, watercourses, drains, 269 
easements and public places thereon shown for the purposes and considerations therein expressed. 270 

Owner _____ 271 

APPROVAL OF THE PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 272 

 This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning and 273 
Community Development (PCD) Department and is approved by the PCD Department. 274 

 Dated this ______ day of _______, 20___. 275 
 By ______, Director 276 

 *This is only for single lot splits. 277 

APPROVAL OF THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 278 

This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning Commission 279 
and is approved by such Commission subject to the approval of the city council. 280 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 20___. 281 

THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 282 

By _____ , Chairman 283 
By _____ , Secretary 284 

APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GA. 285 

This plat having been approved by the Planning Commission and subsequent thereto 286 
submitted to and considered by the City Council of the City of Forest Park, Georgia, the same is 287 
hereby approved subject to the protective covenants shown thereon. By approving this plat the city 288 
does not accept for maintenance any street until same has been constructed in accordance with 289 
existing rules, regulations and specifications and a warranty deed delivered and accepted by the 290 
city nor does the city accept for maintenance purposes any drainage easement not within the right-291 
of-way of a street deeded to the city. 292 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 20___. 293 
By _____ , City Manager 294 
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EXHIBIT B 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 295 
 

[…] 296 
 

CHAPTER 7. – SUBDIVISIONS 297 
 

[…] 298 
 

ARTICLE C. – PLATS AND DATA RESERVED 299 
 

Sec. 8-7-21. - Pre-application plats and data. 300 

The following shall be provided at the time of preliminary review: 301 

(1)   Sketch plan (two (2) copies) shall show in sketch form the proposed layout of streets, lots, 302 
and other features in relation to existing conditions. The sketch plan may be a freehand sketch 303 
made directly on a print of the topographic survey, if available. The sketch plan shall include 304 
the existing topographic data stated in section 8-7-22 or such of these data as is necessary for 305 
consideration of the proposed sketch plan. 306 

(2)  General subdivision information (two (2) copies) shall describe or outline the existing 307 
conditions of the site and the proposed development as necessary to supplement the sketch 308 
plan. This information may include data on existing covenants, land characteristics, and 309 
available community facilities and utilities; and information describing the subdivision 310 
proposal such as number of residential lots, typical lot width and depth, price range, minimum 311 
floor area in structures, business areas, playgrounds, park areas and other public areas, 312 
proposed protective covenants and proposed utilities and street improvements. 313 

Sec. 8-7-22. - Preliminary plats and data for conditional approval. 314 

The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 315 

(1)    Preliminary plat. Eight (8) copies of blueline prints shall be at a scale of not less than one 316 
hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch. It shall show all existing conditions required below and 317 
shall show all existing conditions and all proposals, including the following: 318 

a. Proposed name of subdivision. 319 

b. Name and address of owner of record. 320 

c. Name, address and telephone number of subdivider. 321 

d. Date of survey, date of plat drawing, north point and graphic scale. 322 

e. Location (land district and land lot), and acreage. 323 
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f. Number of residential lots and typical lot sizes. 324 

g. A sketched vicinity map indicating streets and highways, land lot lines, railroads and 325 
other significant features, within one (1) mile of the proposed subdivision, drawn at a 326 
scale sufficient to show the information required. 327 

h. Exact boundary lines of the trace, giving lengths, bearings and present zoning. 328 

i.  Unit divisions or stage development, if any, proposed by the subdivider. 329 

j.  Contour lines based on sea level datum and drawn at intervals not greater than ten (10) 330 
feet. The source of the topographic contours shown shall be specified. 331 

k. Natural features within the proposed subdivision, including drainage channels, bodies 332 
of water and other significant features. On all watercourses the direction of flow shall 333 
be indicated. 334 

l. Cultural features within the proposed subdivision, including street names, rights-of-335 
way and pavement widths; easements; bridges; culverts; utility lines and structures; 336 
buildings; city and county lines; land lot lines; and such other information as the 337 
subdivider may desire. 338 

m. Proposed subdivision layout, including: Street names, central angles of street 339 
intersections, approximate street grades, street surface widths; lot lines with 340 
dimensions, lot number, block letters; building setback lines with dimensions; sites to 341 
be reserved, developed or dedicated for public uses or for nonpublic uses exclusive of 342 
single-family dwellings. 343 

n. Location and results of percolation tests for any lots which will not be served by a 344 
public sewage system, as required by the county health department. 345 

o. Location and size of all proposed drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs, 346 
gutters, grates and headwalls. 347 

p. Location of all proposed sanitary and storm sewer lines or improvements and any 348 
easements required with sufficient dimensions to location same on the ground. 349 

q. Location and description of all proposed monuments and pins. 350 

(2)   Street profiles. When requested by the city manager or his designee, three (3) line profiles of 351 
proposed streets shall be required. These profiles shall show centerline elevations and 352 
elevation along right-of-way lines on either side of the street, exposed rock, street layout, 353 
width, curvature and drainage improvements. 354 

(3)    Draft of protective covenants (one (1) copy) whereby the subdivider proposes to regulate 355 
land use in the subdivision and otherwise protect the proposed development. 356 
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Sec. 8-7-23. - Plats and data for final approval. 357 

The following shall be provided at the time of the application: 358 

(1)   Final plat (one (1) original tracing) shall be drawn in ink on tracing cloth or paper. The 359 
scale of the final plat shall be one hundred (100) feet to one (1) inch. Each sheet size shall 360 
not exceed twenty-two (22) inches by thirty-four (34) inches. 361 

(2)   The final plat shall conform substantially to the preliminary plat; it may, however, represent 362 
only that portion of the approved preliminary plat which the subdivider proposes to develop 363 
and record at any one time, provided that such portion conforms to the requirements of 364 
these regulations. 365 

(3) The final plat shall be labeled "Final Plat" and contain the following information: 366 

a. Name of subdivision. 367 

b. Graphic scale, north arrow with reference of bearings to magnetic, true or grid north, 368 
and date of survey. 369 

c. Location of tract (land lot and land district) and acreage. 370 

d. All dimensions accurate to the nearest one-tenth ( 1/10 ) of a foot and all angles 371 
accurate to the nearest minute. 372 

e.  Sufficient data to determine readily and reproduce on the ground the location, bearing, 373 
and length of every street line, lot line, boundary line, and building line whether 374 
curved or straight. This shall include but not be limited to the radium, length of arc, 375 
internal angles and tangent distance for the center line of curved streets. 376 

f. Exact locations, right-of-way widths, and names of all streets and alleys within and 377 
immediately adjoining the plat along with street center lines. 378 

g. Street intersection angles and street pavement widths. 379 

h. Building setback lines with dimensions. 380 

i. Blocks lettered alphabetically with lots and sites numbered in numerical order. 381 

j. Location, dimensions and purpose of: easements, public service utility rights-of-way 382 
lines; areas (other than streets) to be reserved, donated, or dedicated to public use; and 383 
sites to be used for other than single-family residences. 384 

k. Location and size of all drainage structures, including catch basins, curbs, gutters, 385 
grates and headwalls. 386 

l. Location, material and description of all monuments and pins, including street markers. 387 
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m. Certification that the applicant is the land owner and dedicates streets, rights-of-way 388 
and any sites for public use. 389 

n. Certification by the appropriate authorities for roads, water, sewers, and health that the 390 
subdivider has complied with one of the following alternatives: 391 

1. all improvements have been installed in accordance with their requirements; 392 

2. a performance bond has been posted in sufficient amount to assure completion 393 
of all required improvements; or 394 

3. other guarantees of satisfactory completion of required improvements have 395 
been accepted with their conditions specified in the certification. 396 

o.  Space for the approval of the planning commission. 397 

p.  Space for the acceptance of the mayor and council. 398 

q.  Protective covenants, if any, shall be shown on the plat. 399 

r.  Other data may be required by the Forest Park Planning Commission in the 400 
enforcement of these regulations. This data may include final engineering design 401 
reports on proposed improvements, or other certificates, affidavits, endorsements, or 402 
dedications necessary to support the intent of these regulations. 403 

SAMPLE CERTIFICATIONS 404 

ENGINEER'S OR SURVEYOR'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 405 

It is hereby certified that this plat is true and correct and was prepared from an actual survey of 406 
the property made under my supervision on the ground. 407 

By: ___________ 408 
        ___________ 409 

Registered C.E. No. _______ 410 
Registered Ga. Land Surveyor No. _____ 411 

OWNER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 412 

STATE OF GEORGIA 413 
CLAYTON COUNTY 414 
CITY OF FOREST PARK 415 

The owner of the land shown on this plat and whose name is subscribed hereto, and in person or 416 
through a duly authorized agent acknowledges that this plat was made from an actual survey and 417 
dedicates to the use of the public forever all streets, alleys, parks, watercourses, drains, easements and 418 
public places thereon shown for the purposes and considerations therein expressed. 419 
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Owner _____ 420 

APPROVAL OF THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 421 

This plat has been submitted to and considered by the Forest Park Planning Commission and is 422 
approved by such Commission subject to the approval of the city council. 423 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 19 ___. 424 

THE FOREST PARK PLANNING COMMISSION 425 

By _____ , Chairman 426 

By _____ , Secretary 427 

APPROVAL OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GA. 428 

This plat having been approved by the Planning Commission and subsequent thereto submitted 429 
to and considered by the City Council of the City of Forest Park, Georgia, the same is hereby approved 430 
subject to the protective covenants shown thereon. By approving this plat the city does not accept for 431 
maintenance any street until same has been constructed in accordance with existing rules, regulations and 432 
specifications and a warranty deed delivered and accepted by the city nor does the city accept for 433 
maintenance purposes any drainage easement not within the right-of-way of a street deeded to the city. 434 

Dated this _______ day of _______, 19 ___. 435 

By _____ , City Manager 436 

Secs. 8-7-21 – 8-7-30. – Reserved. 437 
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File Attachments for Item:

7. Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-11 Text Amendments for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 8. Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of 
Ordinances to amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance.- Planning and 
Community Development (public hearing in regular session)

Background/History:

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 
Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. This update promotes 
environmental sustainability, enhances urban greenery, and mitigates the loss of trees due to 
development. A tree bank allows developers to offset tree removal by contributing to a fund 
dedicated to tree planting and maintenance in other areas, ensuring that the community continues 
to benefit from tree cover. This approach helps improve air quality, manage stormwater, and 
preserve biodiversity, while also fostering compliance with environmental regulations.

On Thursday, December 19, 2024, the City of Forest Park Planning Commission voted to approve 
the amendment to the ordinance. If the Mayor and Council approve the proposed text amendment, 
the City of Forest Park will be able to move forward with establishing a tree bank ordinance.
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City Council Agenda 
Item 

Subject: Council Discussion to approve Case # TA-2024-11 Text Amendments for Title 8. – Planning and 
Development, Chapter 8. Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to 
amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance.  

 

Submitted By: SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner, Planning & Community Development Department  

Date Submitted: December 20, 2024  

Work Session Date: January 06, 2025  

Council Meeting Date: January 06, 2025  

Background/History: 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of Ordinances that 
need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. This update promotes environmental sustainability, enhances 
urban greenery, and mitigates the loss of trees due to development. A tree bank allows developers to offset tree 
removal by contributing to a fund dedicated to tree planting and maintenance in other areas, ensuring that the 
community continues to benefit from tree cover. This approach helps improve air quality, manage stormwater, and 
preserve biodiversity, while also fostering compliance with environmental regulations. 

On Thursday December 19, 2024, The city of forest park Planning Commission voted to approve the amendment to the 
ordinance.  If the Mayor and Council approves the proposed text amendment, The city of Forest Park will be able to move 
forward with establishing a tree bank ordinance. 

Cost:  

 

 

Budgeted for: 

  

Yes 

  

No 

Financial Impact:  

 

Action Requested from Council: To Approve Case # TA-2024-11 Text Amendment amending such section, 
adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

N/A 

N/A 

 

. 

Page 154

Item #7.



November 26, 2024  
  

Clayton News Daily  

P.O. Box 368  

Jonesboro, GA 30253  

  

Please run the following Public Hearings Section of the December 4, December 11, and December 18, 

2024, Editions.  

  

TO THE CITIZENS OF FOREST PARK, CLAYTON COUNTY, GEORGIA, AND OTHER 

INTERESTED PARTIES:  

  

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN: The City of Forest Park Planning Commission will conduct a 

meeting on a series of Public Hearings for the purpose of considering the matters listed below. The Public 

Hearings will be held on Thursday, December 19, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. in the Forest Park City Hall Council 

Chambers located at 745 Forest Parkway, Forest Park, GA 30297. The Mayor and City Council will 

conduct a meeting of Public Hearings for the listed Conditional Use Permit and Text Amendments, 

recommended by the Planning Commission at Forest Park City Hall Council Chambers, 745 Forest 

Parkway, on January 6, 2024, at 6:00 p.m. 

  

 Case # VAR-2024-08 Variance request for 885 Kennesaw Drive., Parcel # 13018B D015. 

The applicant, Sophia Parrish, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum side yard 

setback from the required ten (10) feet to six (6) feet on the right side of the property and 

decrease the minimum side yard setback from the required ten (10) feet to nine (9) feet on 

the left side of the property to allow the installation of a fence at the residential home 

within the Single Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-09 Variance Request for 0 Jones Road., Parcel # 13078A A010. The 

applicant, Justin Muckle, is requesting a variance to decrease the minimum lot area from 

the required 8,200 sq. ft to 7,500 sq. ft  and decrease the Minimum Lot Width from the 

required eighty (80) feet to fifty (50) feet to allow the construction of a new single-family 

home within the Single-Family Residential District (RS).  

 Case #VAR-2024-10 Variance Request for 4888 Evans Dr., Parcel # 13050B H003. The 

applicant, Ima Udoh (Hillview LLC/Udoh Enterprises), is requesting a parking variance 

to decrease the minimum parking requirements for retail sales uses from 20 spaces to 14 

spaces to allow the construction of a new 4 story mixed used townhome development 

within the Downtown Mainstreet District (DM).  

 Case # CUP-2024-04- Conditional Use for 528 Forest Pkwy, Suite G, Parcel # 13051B 

B010, - The applicant, Universal Kingdom of God, Inc (Glen Husbands Jr.) is requesting 

a conditional use permit to operate a place of worship within the Institutional 

Commercial District (IC). 

 Case #TA-2024-06 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-50 Gillem District (GZ) of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow additional housing 

types within the GZ District.  

 Case #TA-2024-07 Text Amendment for Article B. – Zoning Districts, and Design 

Guidelines Established, Section 8-8-42 Urban Village District (UV) of the City of Forest 
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Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding provisions to allow tiny homes 

as a permitted housing type within the UV District. 

 Case #TA-2024-08 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 2. 

– Building Regulation and code enforcement, Article C. – Plumbing, Section 8-2-21 

Plumbing Code Adopted, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such 

section, adding subsection A. Water efficiency code. 

 Case #TA-2024-09 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article G. – Fees, Section 8-7-81 Fee Schedule, of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section and update fee schedule text. 

 Case #TA-2024-10 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 7. 

Subdivisions, Article B. – Procedure, Article C. Plats and Data of the City of Forest Park 

Code of Ordinances to amend such section, and update plat instructions. 

 Case #TA-2024-11 Text Amendment for Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 8. 

Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to 

amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner 

Planning & Community Development Department  

404-366-4720  
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STAFF REPORT – Text Amendments   

Public Hearing Date: December 19, 2024  

City Council Meeting: January 6, 2025  
 

Case:  TA-2024-11      

Proposed Request:  Text Amendments to The City of Forest Park Zoning Code of Ordinance          

Staff Report Compiled By:  SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner       

Staff Recommendation: Approval to amend Zoning Ordinance   

PROPOSED TEXT AMENDMENTS  

1. The Planning & Community Development Department is proposing a text amendment to the 

Code of Ordinances. Case # TA-2024-11 includes an amendment to Title 8. – Planning and 

Development, Chapter 8. Zoning, Article E. – Tree Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code 

of Ordinances to amend such section, adding section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The Planning & Community Development Department has discovered some areas of the Code of 

Ordinances that need to be amended for clarity and formal processes. The requested text amendments 

will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the community, and the 

use will not be affected in an adverse manner.  

 

 

The following text amendments have been proposed:  

 

1. An amendment to Title 8. – Planning and Development, Chapter 8. Zoning, Article E. – Tree 

Protection, of the City of Forest Park Code of Ordinances to amend such section, adding section 

8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

 

 

This update promotes environmental sustainability, enhances urban greenery, and mitigates the loss of 

trees due to development. A tree bank allows developers to offset tree removal by contributing to a fund 

dedicated to tree planting and maintenance in other areas, ensuring that the community continues to 

benefit from tree cover. This approach helps improve air quality, manage stormwater, and preserve 

biodiversity, while also fostering compliance with environmental regulations. 

 

ARTICLE E. TREE PROTECTION 

Section 8-8-142 Tree Bank Ordinance. 

1. CREATION OF THE TREE BANK FUND 
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1.1. Establishment of Fund: There is hereby established a Tree Bank Fund (the “Fund”) for the City of 

Forest Park, Georgia, which shall be used to acquire, plant, and maintain trees on public properties or 

in areas designated by the City, including parks, green spaces, and rights-of-way. 

1.2. Fund Sources: The Fund shall receive contributions from: 

a) Fees paid by developers in lieu of planting or replacing trees on development sites as part of 

land use or building permit requirements. 

b) Grants, donations, or other contributions from individuals, businesses, or organizations for tree-

related activities. 

c) City budget allocations, if applicable, for tree planting and environmental sustainability projects. 

1.3. Fund Administration: The Fund shall be administered by the City’s Department of Public Works or 

another designated city agency. The designated agency shall have the authority to use the Fund for the 

purposes set forth in this ordinance, including paying for tree planting, maintenance, and associated 

costs, as well as other tree-related projects. 

  

2. APPLICABILITY 

applicability aims to balance development with environmental sustainability, ensuring that trees are 

planted where possible while allowing flexibility through tree banking contributions where necessary. 

 2.1. Staff Review Process: In the initial phase of development, City Planning and Community 

Development staff  will review the project for tree banking during key stages of the development process, 

particularly during the predevelopment application meeting in which staff will review site plans or 

development permit application prior to submission to decide if applicant will be required to plant trees 

per landscaping standards (section. 8-8-89) or donate to tree fund. The review will focus on the following: 

a) Tree Assessment and Inventory 

i. A review of existing trees on the site, identifying trees for preservation, removal, and 

new planting. 

ii. Determining if the removal of trees is necessary for the project and ensuring 

compliance with local tree protection ordinances. 

b) Compliance with Landscape Standards 

i.  Assessing if the project complies with the landscaping standards, which specifies 

minimum tree planting requirements based on the size of the site, its location, and the 

intended land use. 

ii. Ensuring that the species and sizes of trees to be planted meet the standards outlined 

in section. 8-8-89. 

c) Feasibility of On-Site Tree Planting 

i. Evaluating the feasibility of planting trees on-site given the constraints of the project 

(e.g., space limitations, soil conditions, and the urban environment). 

ii. If adequate space for tree planting cannot be provided, staff will consider alternative 

options such as donating to the tree fund or contributing to other environmental 

sustainability efforts. 

d) Hybrid Approach 

i. In some cases, a combination of on-site tree planting and tree fund contributions may 

be required. This approach is typically used when there is limited space on-site, but 

planting some trees is still possible. 

               2.2. Circumstances for Staff Review: 

a) Residential Development: For both new homes and multi-family developments, tree planting 

or contributions to the tree fund will be required based on the number of units and the size of 

the property. 

b) Commercial and Mixed-Use Development: Projects such as office buildings, retail 

developments, or mixed-use spaces will also undergo review to determine if adequate space is 

available for tree planting or if a tree fund donation is necessary. 

Page 158

Item #7.

https://library.municode.com/ga/forest_park/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=COOR_TIT8PLDE_CH8ZO_ARTCDEUSST_S8-8-89LAST
https://library.municode.com/ga/forest_park/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=COOR_TIT8PLDE_CH8ZO_ARTCDEUSST_S8-8-89LAST


Page | 3  

Staff Report – Text Amendment – December 19, 2024   

c) Redevelopment Projects: Projects involving the renovation or expansion of existing buildings 

may have different criteria depending on the extent of land alteration and available space for 

new trees. 

d) Public or Government Projects: Government-led initiatives will follow the same criteria but 

may also be evaluated for opportunities to enhance public green spaces with tree planting or 

donations.  

               2.3 Implementation:  

a) Notification and Compliance: Applicants will be notified during the review process about the 

specific requirements for tree planting or the donation to the tree fund. All decisions will be 

based on compliance with local tree protection laws, site feasibility, and project design. 

b) Monitoring and Enforcement: Staff will monitor compliance during the construction phase to 

ensure that trees are planted as required, or tree fund donations are made as agreed upon. 

 

3.   FEES IN LIEU OF TREE PLANTING 

3.1. Fee Requirement: When a development project or land-disturbing activity results in the removal of 

trees, and the developer is unable to replace the removed trees on-site due to space limitations or other 

reasons, the developer may pay a fee into the Tree Bank Fund. The amount of the fee shall be determined 

according to the following criteria: 

a) The number, size, and type of trees removed. 

b) The cost of planting and maintaining a comparable number of trees in public spaces or other 

locations is determined by the City. 

c) Trees will be planted based upon city landscaping standards (section. 8-8-89 1a.., 1d., 1e.) 

3.2. Fee Calculation: The fee shall be based on an evaluation of the project’s environmental impact, 

determined by the City’s Tree Ordinance Guidelines or other applicable regulations. Fees may be 

adjusted annually to reflect inflation or changes in the costs of planting and maintaining trees. 

3.3. Use of Fees: Fees paid into the Fund shall be used exclusively for the planting, establishment, 

maintenance, and care of trees within the City of Forest Park’s public spaces, rights-of-way, or other 

designated areas as determined by the City Council. 

 

4.       TREE PLANTING AND MAINTENANCE 

4.1. Selection of Planting Sites: The City shall identify and prioritize areas for tree planting, with a focus 

on: 

a) Public parks and recreational areas. 

b) Streets, rights-of-way, and medians. 

c) Areas impacted by development or tree loss. 

d) Private property along the right-of-way. 

i. Any developer who plans to plant street trees, will follow standards as outlined within 

the Sidewalk and street tree standards (section 8-8-88 (d)). 

4.2. Species Selection: The City shall select tree species for planting based on the local climate, soil 

conditions, and aesthetic considerations, and prioritize native species or those that provide significant 

ecological or environmental benefits. 

4.3. Ongoing Maintenance: Trees planted through the Tree Bank Fund shall be maintained by the City 

or its designated contractors. Maintenance shall include watering, pruning, pest management, and other 

necessary activities to ensure the long-term health and survival of the trees. 

4.4. Monitoring and Reporting: The City shall maintain records of tree planting activities funded 

through the Tree Bank and report annually on the status of the Fund, including the number of trees 

planted, locations, and any challenges encountered in the planting and maintenance process. 

 

 

5.       ENFORCEMENT AND PENALTIES 

Page 159

Item #7.

https://library.municode.com/ga/forest_park/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=COOR_TIT8PLDE_CH8ZO_ARTCDEUSST_S8-8-89LAST
https://library.municode.com/ga/forest_park/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=COOR_TIT8PLDE_CH8ZO_ARTCDEUSST_S8-8-88SISTTRST


Page | 4  

Staff Report – Text Amendment – December 19, 2024   

5.1. Compliance: Developers, contractors, and property owners must comply with the tree preservation and 

replacement requirements set forth in the City’s Planning and Development Ordinance, Failure to do so 

may result in the assessment of additional fees or penalties. 

5.2. Penalty for Non-Payment of Fees: Failure to pay the required tree bank fee in lieu of planting shall be 

subject to penalties, including interest charges or the withholding of building permits or other approvals 

until payment is made in full. 
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STATE OF GEORGIA  

COUNTY OF CLAYTON  

ORDINANCE 2025-____ 

 

AN ORDINANCE BY MAYOR ANGELYNE BUTLER AND COUNCILMEMBERS 1 

KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN 2 

MEARS OF THE CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA TO AMEND THE CITY’S CODE OF 3 

ORDINANCES BY ADOPTING SECTION 8-8-142 (TREE BANK) WITHIN ARTICLE E 4 

(TREE PROTECTION), CHAPTER 8 (ZONING), TITLE 8 (PLANNING AND 5 

DEVELOPMENT); TO PROVIDE AN ADOPTION DATE; TO PROVIDE AN EFFECTIVE 6 

DATE; AND FOR OTHER LAWFUL PURPOSES. 7 

WHEREAS, the duly elected governing authority of the City of Forest Park, Georgia 8 

(“City”) is the Mayor and Council thereof; and  9 

WHEREAS, these changes adhere to all zoning procedures as well as notice and hearing 10 

requirements pursuant to O.C.G.A. § 36-66-1, et seq.; and  11 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to establish a tree bank fund to balance development 12 

with environmental sustainability, ensuring that trees are planted where possible while allowing 13 

flexibility through tree banking contributions where necessary; and  14 

WHEREAS, the amendments contained herein would benefit the health, safety, morals, 15 

and welfare of the citizens of the City.  16 

BE IT AND IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the City of Forest 17 

Park, Georgia, and by the authority thereof:  18 

Section 1. Title 8 (“Planning and Development”), Chapter 8 (“Zoning”), Article E (“Tree 19 

Protection”) in the City’s Code of Ordinances is hereby amended by adopting Section 8-8-142 20 
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(“Tree Banking”) to be read and codified as set forth in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated 21 

herein. 22 

Section 2. The preamble of this Ordinance shall be considered to be and is hereby 23 

incorporated by reference as if fully set out herein.  24 

Section 3. This Ordinance shall be codified in a manner consistent with the laws of the 25 

State of Georgia and the City of Forest Park.  26 

Section 4. (a) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that all 27 

sections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, and phrases of this Ordinance are or were, upon their 28 

enactment, believed by the Mayor and Council to be fully valid, enforceable, and constitutional.  29 

(b) It is hereby declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the greatest 30 

extent allowed by law, each and every section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 31 

Ordinance is severable from every other section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 32 

Ordinance. It is hereby further declared to be the intention of the Mayor and Council that, to the 33 

greatest extent allowed by law, no section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this Ordinance 34 

is mutually dependent upon any other section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 35 

Ordinance.  36 

(c) In the event that any phrase, clause, sentence, paragraph or section of this Ordinance 37 

shall, for any reason whatsoever, be declared invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable 38 

by the valid judgment or decree of any court of competent jurisdiction, it is the express intent of 39 

the Mayor and Council that such invalidity, unconstitutionality or unenforceability shall, to the 40 

greatest extent allowed by law, not render invalid, unconstitutional or otherwise unenforceable any 41 

of the remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs or sections of the Ordinance and that, to 42 

the greatest extent allowed by law, all remaining phrases, clauses, sentences, paragraphs and 43 
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sections of the Ordinance shall remain valid, constitutional, enforceable, and of full force and 44 

effect.  45 

Section 5. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby expressly 46 

repealed.  47 

Section 6. This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon its adoption by the 48 

Mayor and City Council of the City of Forest Park as provided in the City Charter.  49 

Section 7. The City Clerk, with the concurrence of the City Attorney, authorized to correct 50 

any scrivener’s errors found in this Ordinance, including any exhibits, as enacted.  51 

SO ORDAINED this 6th day of January 2025. 52 

CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA  

       ___________________________________ 

       Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

ATTEST:  

 

______________________________________ (SEAL)  

City Clerk  

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM:  

 

______________________________________  

City Attorney  
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EXHIBIT A 

 

TITLE 8 – PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT 53 
 

[…] 54 
 

CHAPTER 8. – ZONING 55 
 

[…] 56 
 

ARTICLE E. – TREE PROTECTION 57 

 

[…] 58 

Section 8-8-142. - Tree Banking. 59 

 

(a) Tree Bank Fund. There is hereby established a Tree Bank Fund (the “Fund”) for the City 60 

of Forest Park, Georgia, which shall be used to acquire, plant, and maintain trees on public 61 

properties or in areas designated by the City, including parks, green spaces, and rights-of-62 

way.  63 

 

(1) Mission of the Fund. The Fund aims to balance development with environmental 64 

sustainability, ensuring that trees are planted where possible while allowing 65 

flexibility through tree banking contributions where necessary.  66 

 

(2) Tree Bank Fund Contributions. The Fund shall receive contributions from (i) fees 67 

paid by developers in lieu of planting or replacing trees on development sites as part 68 

of land use or building permit requirements; (ii) grants, donations, or other 69 

contributions from individuals, businesses, or organizations for tree-related activities; 70 

and (iii) city budget allocations, if applicable, for tree planting and environmental 71 

sustainability projects. 72 

 

(3) Administration of the Tree Bank Fund. The Fund shall be administered by the City’s 73 

Department of Public Works or another designated city agency. The designated 74 

agency shall have the authority to use the Fund for the purposes set forth in this 75 

ordinance, including paying for tree planting, maintenance, and associated costs, as 76 

well as other tree-related projects. 77 

 

(b) Tree Banking Procedure and Process. In the initial phase of development, City Planning 78 

and Community Development staff will review the project for tree banking during key 79 

stages of the development process, particularly during the predevelopment application 80 

meeting in which staff will review site plans or development permit application prior to 81 
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submission to decide if applicant will be required to plant trees per landscaping standards 82 

in section 8-8-89 or donate to tree fund. Applicants shall be notified during the review 83 

process about the specific requirements for tree planting or the donation to the Fund. All 84 

decisions shall be based on compliance with local tree protection laws, site feasibility, and 85 

project design. Staff shall monitor compliance during the construction phase to ensure that 86 

trees are planted as required, or Fund donations are made as agreed upon. 87 

 

(1) The city review will focus on the following: 88 

 

a. A review of existing trees on the site will occur to identify trees for preservation, 89 

removal, and new planting.  90 

 

b. An assessment if the project complies with the landscaping standards in section 91 

8-8-89. 92 

 

c. An evaluation of the feasibility of planting trees on-site given project 93 

constraints (i.e., space limitations, soil conditions, environment, etc.) If 94 

adequate space for tree planting cannot be provided, staff may consider 95 

alternative options such as donating to the tree fund or contributing to other 96 

environmental sustainability efforts. 97 

 

d. In some cases, a combination of on-site tree planting and tree fund contributions 98 

may be required. This hybrid approach is typically used when there is limited 99 

space on-site, but planting some trees is still possible. 100 

 

(2) Circumstances for city review will be based on the following: 101 

 

a.    Residential Development. For both new homes and multi-family 102 

developments, tree planting or contributions to the tree fund will be required 103 

based on the number of units and the size of the property. 104 

 

b.   Commercial and Mixed-Use Development. Projects such as office 105 

buildings, retail developments, or mixed-use spaces will also undergo 106 

review to determine if adequate space is available for tree planting or if a 107 

tree fund donation is necessary. 108 

 

c. Redevelopment Projects. Projects involving the renovation or expansion of 109 

existing buildings may have different criteria depending on the extent of 110 

land alteration and available space for new trees. 111 
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d. Public Projects. Government-led initiatives will follow the same criteria but 112 

may also be evaluated for opportunities to enhance public green spaces with 113 

tree planting or donations.  114 

 

(c) Fees in lieu of tree planting. When a development project or land-disturbing activity 115 

results in the removal of trees, and the developer is unable to replace the removed trees 116 

on-site due to space limitations or other reasons, the developer may pay a fee into the 117 

Fund. Fees paid into the Fund shall be used exclusively for the planting, establishment, 118 

maintenance, and care of trees within the City’s public spaces, rights-of-way, or other 119 

designated areas as determined by the City Council. 120 

 

(1) Fee Calculation. The amount of the fee shall be determined according to the 121 

following criteria: (i) the number, size, and type of trees removed; (ii) the cost of 122 

planting and maintaining a comparable number of trees in public spaces or other 123 

locations is determined by the city; and (iii) landscaping standards within section 124 

8-8-89 and overall environmental impact determined by the City and other 125 

applicable regulations. Fees may be adjusted annually to reflect inflation or 126 

changes in the costs of planting and maintaining trees. 127 

 

(d) Tree planting and maintenance.  128 

 

(1) Selection of Planting Sites. The City shall identify and prioritize areas for tree 129 

planting, with a focus on (i) public parks and recreational areas; (ii) streets, rights-130 

of-way, and medians; (iii) areas impacted by development or tree loss; and (iv) 131 

private property along the right-of-way. Any developer who plans to plant street 132 

trees, will follow standards as outlined within the Sidewalk and street tree 133 

standards in section 8-8-88(d). 134 

 

(2) Species Selection. The City shall select tree species for planting based on the local 135 

climate, soil conditions, and aesthetic considerations, and prioritize native species 136 

or those that provide significant ecological or environmental benefits. 137 

 

(3) Maintenance. Trees planted through the Fund shall be maintained by the City or 138 

its designated contractors. Maintenance shall include watering, pruning, pest 139 

management, and other necessary activities to ensure the long-term health and 140 

survival of the trees. 141 

 

(4) Monitoring and Reporting. The City shall maintain records of tree planting 142 

activities funded through the Tree Bank and report annually on the status of the 143 

Fund, including the number of trees planted, locations, and any challenges 144 

encountered in the planting and maintenance process. 145 
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(e) Enforcement and Penalties.  146 

 

(1) Compliance. Developers, contractors, and property owners must comply with the 147 

tree preservation and replacement requirements set forth in the City’s Planning 148 

and Development Ordinance. Failure to do so may result in the assessment of 149 

additional fees or penalties. 150 

 

(2) Penalty for Non-Payment of Fees. Failure to pay the required tree bank fee in lieu 151 

of planting may be subject to penalties as determined by section 1-1-8.  152 
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File Attachments for Item:

8. Council Discussion to Adopt the City of Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study- Planning
and Community Development

Background/History:

The City of Forest Park Planning & Community Development Department is requesting approval for the 
adoption of the City of Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study. The City of Forest Park received 
funding from the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) to perform a feasibility study and develop a concept 
plan for a potential pedestrian bridge connecting the City Center-City Hall Complex to Downtown Main 
Street. The City of Forest Park retained Kimley-Horn to perform the feasibility study, prepare a Georgia 
Department of Transportation (GDOT) concept report, and engage key stakeholders and the public.

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the feasibility of constructing a pedestrian bridge over the Norfolk-
Southern Railroad and SR 331/Forest Parkway. This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the 
project’s viability, and addresses key factors such as safety, accessibility, and community benefits. It 
outlines the potential for improved pedestrian connectivity, to Starr park, reduced traffic congestion due to 
the train, and enhances public health through walking. The study also identifies cost, environmental impact,
and funding options, helping to make an informed decision on whether the bridge is a worthwhile 
investment for the community. If the Mayor and Council approve to adopt the pedestrian bridge feasibility 
study, the approval will assist the project with moving forward to the next stages and potentially securing 
funding, conducting detailed design work, and beginning the planning and construction phases of the 
pedestrian bridge. The approval will also signify that the project is deemed viable and aligns with the 
community's goals and allows for further exploration of the planning, costs, and environmental impacts 
necessary to implement the bridge. 
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City Council Agenda 
Item 

Subject: Council Discussion to adopt the City of Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study  

Submitted By: SaVaughn Irons-Kumassah, Principal Planner, Planning & Community Development Department  

Date Submitted: December 30, 2024  

Work Session Date: January 06, 2025  

Council Meeting Date: January 06, 2025  

Background/History: 

The City of Forest Park Planning & Community Development Department is requesting approval for adoption of the City of 
Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study. The City of Forest Park received funding from the Atlanta Regional 
Commission (ARC) to perform a feasibility study and develop a concept plan for a potential pedestrian bridge connecting the 
City Center-City Hall Complex to Downtown Main Street. The City of Forest Park retained Kimley-Horn to perform the 
feasibility study, prepare a Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) concept report, and engage key stakeholders and 
the public. The purpose of this study is to evaluate the feasibility of constructing a pedestrian bridge over the Norfolk-Southern 
Railroad and SR 331/Forest Parkway. This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the project’s viability, and addresses 
key factors such as safety, accessibility, and community benefits. It outlines the potential for improved pedestrian connectivity, 
to Starr park, reduced traffic congestion due to the train, and enhances public health through walking. The study also identifies 
cost, environmental impact, and funding options, helping to make an informed decision on whether the bridge is a worthwhile 
investment for the community. If the Mayor and Council approve to adopt the pedestrian bridge feasibility study, the approval 
will assist the project with moving forward to the next stages and potentially securing funding, conducting detailed design 
work, and beginning the planning and construction phases of the pedestrian bridge. The approval will also signify that the 
project is deemed viable and aligns with the community's goals and allows for further exploration of the planning, costs, and 
environmental impacts necessary to implement the bridge.  

 

Cost:  

 

 

Budgeted for: 

  

Yes 

  

No 

Financial Impact:  

 

Action Requested from Council: To Adopt the City of Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study. 

 

$0.00 

N/A 
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4 

 

1.0 Introduction 
The City of Forest Park received funding from the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) to 

perform a feasibility study and develop a concept plan for a potential pedestrian bridge 

connecting the City Center-City Hall Complex to Downtown Main Street. Kimley-Horn was 

retained by the City of Forest Park to perform the feasibility study, prepare a Georgia 

Department of Transportation (GDOT) concept report, and engage key stakeholders and the 

public. The purpose of this study is to evaluate the feasibility of constructing a pedestrian 

bridge over the Norfolk-Southern Railroad and SR 331/Forest Parkway.  

 

2.0 Study Area 
The study area is between Oak Street and Park Avenue on SR 331/Forest Parkway and 

around the intersection of Lake Drive and Main Street. The points of interests in the study 

area are:  

• City Hall 

• Starr Park 

• Forest Park Recreation Center 

• Bill Lee Park 

• Main Street businesses 

• Proposed townhomes on Main Street 

• Proposed city center 

• Proposed multi use trail on Main Street 

• MARTA bus stops  

• Planned MARTA BRT station  
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3.0 Methodology 
The tasks for this study included: 

▪ Identification and engagement of key stakeholders 

o Once stakeholders are identified, the project team scheduled and conducted 

individually with each stakeholder. 

o Incuded Stakeholders were: 

▪ MARTA SR 54 BRT Team 

▪ Clayton County Department of Transportation 

▪ GDOT 

▪ City of Forest Park 

▪ Aerotropolis Alliance 

▪ ATL Airport Community Improvement Districts 

▪ Georgia Power 

▪ Norfolk-Southern 

▪ Local Business Owners 

▪ Data Collection  

o Review available planning studies, GIS databases, roadway and site plans 

o Available Resources 

▪ Clayton County GIS 

▪ GDOT right of way plans 

▪ Numetric Crash data 

▪ Norfolk-Southern Public Improvements Projects Manual 

▪ City of Forest Park 2018 Comprehensive Plan Update 

▪ City of Forest Park 2023 Comprehensive Plan 

▪ AeroATL Greenway Plan 

▪ AeroATL Greenway Model Mile Feasibility Study 

▪ Downtown Forest Park Livable Centers Initiative Study 

o Develop bridge plan and elevation 

▪ Documentation   
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4.0 Former Study/Literature Review 
Several past studies were reviewed to better understand the history and context of 

Downtown Forest Park and how infrastructure improvements will support its livability. 

4.1 2018 Comprehensive Plan 

An update to the City’s comprehensive plan was completed in 2018. The plan established a 

vision and identified priorities for the City related to economic development, housing, land 

use, and transportation. The 2018 Comprehensive Plan cited “walkability” as a major 

concern of residents noting that the railroad and state routes were impediments to 

pedestrian connectivity to community assets. A stated goal in the plan was to position the 

city for MARTA’s high-capacity transit. Another goal in the plan is to “Create a unique sense of 

place in the region”. A pedestrian bridge was listed as an implementation project in the 2018 

Comprehensive Plan, having been included as a potential project as early as the 2010 

Comprehensive Plan.  

4.2 2021 Downtown Forest Park Livable Centers Initiative Study 

The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) created a program called the Livable Centers 

Initiative (LCI) to plan and implement walkable communities to improve mobility and healthy 

lifestyles. Findings from the 2021 LCI study demonstrated widespread support for improving 

walkability around Downtown Forest Park. Walkability was stated as a goal by itself, but also 

supports several other goals of Downtown like Main Street Linkage, Connected Streets, and 

Quality of Life. Studying the feasibility of a pedestrian bridge linking Main Street to Starr Park 

over the railroad and Forest Parkway is a key recommendation of the LCI implementation 

plan. Forest Parkway and the railroad together presents a wide barrier between the two 

community nodes of Main Street and the City Center that discourages pedestrian trips 

between the nodes. A pedestrian bridge would provide the connectivity that is comfortable 

for pedestrians and is an asset for other planned projects in the area like the multi-use trail 

on Main Street. 

 

2021 Downtown Forest Park Livable Centers Initiative Study June 2021 
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4.3 2018 AeroATL Greenway Plan 

The Aerotropolis Atlanta Alliance, Aerotropolis Atlanta Community Improvement Districts, and 

Atlanta Regional Commission developed a study for a greenway network for the communities 

in the south metropolitan area. The City of Forest Park identified two priority trail corridors. 

One trail runs roughly east and west connecting the State Farmers’ Market to Fort Gillem 

partially along Main Street in Downtown. The other trail corridor runs north and south 

between Hendrix Elementary School and WA Fountain Elementary School connecting to Starr 

Park. The Forest Park trails are planned to connect with the existing and proposed networks 

within the Atlanta region such as Finding the Flint initiative, Atlanta BeltLine, and South River 

Trails.  

 

AeroATL Greenway Report 11-6-2018 

4.4 2020 AeroATL Model Mile Feasibility Study 

After completion of the 2018 AeroATL Greenway Plan, a project was created to study and 

develop concepts for seven segments of the greenway network. A model mile project was 

studied for seven jurisdictions identified in the greenway plan. Forest Park selected the Lake 

Drive connection linking WA Fountain Elementary School to Starr Park and downtown.  
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4.5 2023 City of Forest Park  

Comprehensive Plan 

In 2023, another Comprehensive Plan was completed to 

update the findings and priorities from the 2018 

Comprehensive Plan. Community input received during the 

2023 Comprehensive Plan indicated a majority of residents 

feel pedestrian safety is poor or below average. Improving 

connectivity between Main Street, city center, and Starr Park 

was identified as a priority activity in the plan. The need to 

study the feasibility of a pedestrian bridge linking Main Street 

and Starr Park was reiterated in the 2023 plan. 

 

5.0 Existing Conditions 

5.1 Roadway Network 

The proposed pedestrian bridge is in the vicinity of three public roads. SR 331/Forest 

Parkway is a four-lane divided minor arterial owned and maintained by GDOT. Forest Parkway 

has curb and gutter and five-foot sidewalks within the project area. The posted speed limit is 

40 MPH with daily traffic of 20,000 vehicles a day. Historical plans from GDOT show the right 

of way on Forest Parkway to be approximately 10 feet from the edge of pavement on the 

south side and 14 feet from the edge of pavement on the northside of Forest Parkway.  

Main Street is a city street with one lane in each direction with curb and gutter and five-foot 

brick sidewalks. The posted speed limit is 30 MPH, and the daily traffic is approximately 

4,500 vehicles per day. Clayton County GIS shows Main Street to have 50 feet of right of 

way. The intersection with Lake Drive is signalized with cross walks and ADA 

accommodations on all four corners. 

Lake Drive is a two-lane city street with curb and gutter and a 10 foot brick sidewalk on the 

west side. The east side of Lake Drive has no pedestrian facilities. The posted speed limit is 

25 MPH. No traffic data is available for Lake Drive. Clayton County GIS shows Lake Drive to 

have 40 feet of right of way. The intersection with Forest Parkway is signalized with 

crosswalks and ADA accommodations in all four corners. 

GDOT does not have any projects planned within the project area. The AeroATL Greenway 

plan does propose a multi-use trail along Main Street and another along Lake Drive.  

5.2 Railroad 

Norfolk-Southern operates a single rail line within the project limits. The tracks cross Lake 

Drive at grade between Forest Parkway and Main Street. The crossing has crossbucks, gates, 

warning lights, bells, signs, and pavement markings. The 10-foot sidewalk on the approaches 

to the crossing stop before the crossing. No ADA accommodations are provided for 

pedestrians to leave the sidewalk and use Lake Drive to cross the tracks. Stakeholders 

revealed in interviews that trains are frequently parked in Forest Park blocking the Lake Drive 

crossing which prevents use of the crossing for cars and pedestrians. 
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5.3 Land Use & Planned Developments 

Main Street is currently lined with low density commercial buildings. Forest Parkway around 

Lake Drive features Forest Park City Hall to the west of Lake Drive and city offices and 

recreational building to the east of Lake Drive. Adjacent to the city facilities is commercial 

development. The 2021 LCI Study proposes changes to the zoning to promote a traditional 

small downtown core mixing townhomes, office and retail on Main Street.  Building codes 

should encourage pedestrian activity with shared parking behind buildings and buildings 

close to the sidewalk. The current city zoning map is consistent with the 2021 LCI Study with 

Main Street near Lake Drive zoned for “Downtown Mainstreet” or “Multi-family Residential”. 

Forest Parkway near Lake Drive is zoned for “Institutional Commercial”. 

 

 

2021 Downtown Forest Park Livable Centers Initiative Study June 2021 
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Precision Planning City Center Master Plan Schematic June 2024 

5.4 Transit 

MARTA serves Forest Parkway with two bus routes, Route 193 and 195. MARTA is currently 

working to develop a locally preferred alternative for a bus rapid transit (BRT) system 

between the East Point MARTA Station and Lovejoy. BRT station locations is a key deliverable 

for the team working on the project. A BRT station is planned near the intersection Forest 

Parkway and Lake Drive to serve the city center and Main Street area. One concern cited by 

the State Route 54 BRT team is the railroad poses a barrier that may discourage or prevent 

pedestrian connectivity from Main Street to the station. 

5.5 Environmental Resources 

A screening for cultural and NEPA resources was conducted within the project area. A variety 

of resources were utilized including Georgia’s Natural, Archaeological, and Historic 

Resources GIS (GNAHRGIS) database, historical maps and aerial photography, and Clayton 

County tax assessor records. The cultural resources screening identified no historic 

resources within the project area currently listed in the National Register of Historic Places 

(NRHP). The screening did identify the NRHP-eligible Macon & Western Railroad which 

bisects the project area. Several additional properties 50+ year old properties within the 

project area were also identified; however, none appear likely to be found eligible for listing 

in the NRHP. None of these properties were formally evaluated for NRHP eligibility. Starr Park 

is within the project area and is considered a NEPA resource and would be provided 

protections under Section 4(f). 
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The project is within the GDOT MS4 area. A pedestrian bridge would likely receive a project 

level exemption under current guidelines. 

 

Photo: Macon & Western Railroad (green) within project area. Source: Google Earth, 2021. 

 

Clayton County GIS 
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5.6 Utilities 

Overhead utilities along Forest Parkway would conflict with a pedestrian bridge. Georgia 

Power Distribution and communication facilities are running on both side of Forest Parkway. 

The communication lines are on poles owned by Georgia Power. No electrical transmission 

lines are within the project limits. No upgrades to the power lines are planned at this time. 

Fiber optic lines are buried on railroad right of way and should be avoided or relocated if in 

conflict with proposed pedestrian bridge substructure. There are no known utility conflicts on 

Main Street at this time. 

5.7 Right of Way and Parcels 

Property adjacent to the south side of Forest Parkway is owned by the City of Forest Park. 

Norfolk-Southern owns the railroad right of way on the north side of Forest Parkway. A 

pedestrian bridge would require permanent easement for the bridge. Proposed bridge would 

have to comply with the Norfolk-Southern Public Projects Manual. 
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6.0 Public Engagement 
A pedestrian bridge is a major piece of infrastructure that can increase the quality of life of 

future users by increasing connectivity and access to key destinations. Therefore, an 

equitable public outreach and stakeholder engagement strategy must allow for considerable 

opportunities to educate, connect with, and hear from a wide variety of stakeholders.  

The stakeholder engagement process implemented for this study utilized a variety of 

techniques and levels of involvement to gain a complete understanding of existing 

conditions, community goals and values, needs and opportunities, and desires for the future. 

This process included a variety of techniques to reach broad and diverse audiences with 

varying degrees of expertise; time availability; and investment in the outcomes of the study. 

The following methods were used to promote and encourage engagement: 

• Distribution of press releases by the City of Forest Park Public Information Office.  

• Distribution of announcements via the City of Forest Park social media channels. 

• Distribution of physical flyers to Main Street and Forest Parkway tenants and 

businesses.  

• Outreach to key stakeholders and partners to encourage information distribution.  

• Distribution of an email campaign to outreach database.  

• Establishment of a project website.  

• Posting of all meeting announcements on the project website.  

• Targeted Facebook campaigns to City of Forest Park residents. 

 

KEY STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT 

Stakeholder Interviews 

Key stakeholders were identified and interviewed in a series of virtual meetings to introduce 

the feasibility study to those who could potentially be affected by the project or are likely to 

have a keen interest in the study outcomes. During these virtual interviews, the study team 

identified what this study is seeking to accomplish, discussed potential issues related to 

accessibility and safety, discussed current and future projects and how this infrastructure 

project might impact or be impacted, and identified appropriate community engagement 

opportunities.  

Interviews were held with the following key stakeholder groups: 

• MARTA SR 54 BRT Team 

• Clayton County Transportation Department  

• GDOT (District 7) 

• City of Forest Park 

• Aerotropolis Atlanta 

• Atlanta Airport CIDs 
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• Local Business Owners/Operators 

• Georgia Power Company 

 

Many questions, ideas, challenges, and solutions were raised throughout the various 

discussions. A few common themes emerged from the interviews, which are summarized as 

follows: 

Urban Development and Connectivity: It is important that the study considers the ongoing 

and planned urban development in the area. The bridge aims to connect key downtown 

destinations, enhancing accessibility and fostering connectivity between various 

developments and projects such as the new City Center complex and residential and 

commercial projects that are on the horizon. 

Integration with Transportation Projects: There is a strong emphasis on integrating the 

pedestrian bridge with existing and planned transportation projects. Specifically, this project 

will provide connectivity to the Model Mile Greenway project, which is in close proximity to the 

northernmost touch down point for the bridge. It also presents an opportunity to align with 

the planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) network. The bridge is seen as complementary to the 

BRT, enhancing its effectiveness and accessibility. 

Stakeholder Engagement and Funding: Stakeholder involvement is crucial, including 

coordination with governmental bodies, utilities, transportation agencies like GDOT and 

MARTA, and the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Funding discussions revolved around potential 

sources and the role of various entities in securing funding for the project. 

Community Placemaking: The bridge is envisioned as a signature piece that enhances the 

city's identity and serves as a focal point for placemaking efforts. It is important to ensure the 

bridge design aligns with City branding, aesthetics, and design guidelines while also serving 

as a gateway and positive community asset. Additionally, considerations for aesthetics, 

landscaping, and signage can be used to create an inviting and functional space for 

pedestrians. 

Key Stakeholder Workshop 

The key stakeholder interviewees were also convened as an Ad Hoc Committee and 

participated in a Visioning Workshop. The purpose of the workshop was to share and 

brainstorm ideas and details for the pedestrian bridge including potential design, 

construction materials, and amenities. The outcomes of this meeting were used to answer 

additional questions, to identify challenges with the bridge, and to help inform the direction 

of the community survey. The three key takeaways from this workshop are summarized as 

follows: 

Branding and Experience: Determine the desired brand impact of the bridge and how it 

should influence the user experience, considering both the architectural design and the 

sensory impact when driving under the bridge. 

Functionality and Activation: Focus on the practical aspects of the bridge's functionality and 

explore how to activate and utilize the space between Forest Parkway and the Norfolk 

Southern Railroad, including potential activities and garden opportunities at the touchdown 

locations. 
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Design Considerations: Decide whether the bridge should lean more towards an architectural 

or billboard style, address elevation changes including slope requirements, and plan for 

elevator redundancy in case of malfunctions. 

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT STRATEGY 

Engagement with the general public was implemented through online engagement, social 

media, and a series of in person public engagement events hosted at key stages in the 

planning process used to educate and gain feedback from stakeholders and the public. The 

specific elements of this strategy are described below.  

Online Engagement  

A project webpage (https://forestparkpedbridge.com/) was launched at the onset of the 

study and served as the main source of study information, documents, and  

announcements for the general public. Meeting flyers and displays were posted on the site.  

A document library was also created that included links to relevant plans and studies, such 

as the AeroATL Greenway Plan, the Forest Park LCI Plan, and the Forest Park Comprehensive 

Plan.  

Online engagement was 

enhanced through interactive 

engagement opportunities 

including a quick poll and an 

online survey. These tools 

were used to gather 

feedback, data, and diverse 

perspectives from 

stakeholders to inform the 

feasibility study. Additionally, 

a discussion “forum” was 

posted to collect input on the 

draft concepts. 

At the time of this reporting, 

the project website saw: 

• A total of 1,311 visits from 1,177 unique visitors 

• A total of 67 document downloads 

• A total of 67 quick poll entries 

• A total of 93 online survey entries 

Social Media Outreach 

Social media outreach offered a convenient method to promote and encourage participation 

in the project and helped to reach people who may not have been able to participate in 

person. Content was developed in close coordination with the City of Forest Park Public 

Information Office for posting on established social media platforms and for distribution 
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through the City’s electronic newsletter as deemed appropriate. An example of the social 

media post and performance analytics can be found in the appendix.  

In-Person Engagement 

Designed to be accessible to all community members, 

the in-person engagement strategy included a pop-up 

appearance to meet people where they are and a more 

traditional community open house meeting to formally 

unveil the draft concepts to the public and to collect 

input. A flyer, available in English, Spanish and 

Vietnamese, was created to highlight the public input 

opportunities. 

Community Pop-Up 

The purpose of the community pop-up was to connect 

with and gather input from community members via a 

community survey, to share information about the study 

and process, and to encourage attendance at the 

community open house meeting. 

Four members of the engagement team along with two 

interpreters (Spanish and Vietnamese) hosted the pop-

up at an existing “Food Truck Friday” event at Bill Lee 

Park, near the potential pedestrian bridge location. 

The setup for the pop-up engagement included a tent; a map of the potential bridge location; 

a graphic rendering of a potential bridge design for illustrative purposes; flyers in English, 

Spanish and Vietnamese with a QR code and link to the interactive website; a sign-up sheet 

to receive email updates; and a brief survey. The team also handed out flyers to passersby 

that were less inclined to engage directly.  

 

Community Open House 

A community open house event was hosted to educate the public on the purpose of the 

pedestrian bridge and to get feedback on the design concept. The community open house 
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was hosted on Tuesday, August 20, 2024, at the Forest Park City Council Chambers from 

5:30 – 7:30 PM. A total of 22 community stakeholders attended the meeting, as well as City 

staff.  

The open house began with a welcome by City of Forest Park Mayor Angelyne Butler, MPA, 

who encouraged those in attendance to give their input and ask questions. The meeting 

transitioned to an open house format that allowed for stakeholders to drop in and attend at a 

time most convenient for them during the open house hours. Attendees received a comment 

form and survey when entering the open house and were encouraged to visit the study 

displays and engage with the project team.  

 

WHAT WE HEARD: COMMUNITY INPUT RESULTS 

The community was invited to provide input via the website quick poll, at the pop-up event, 

during the community open house via a general comment form and printed survey identical 

to the online survey, and via the website survey. The results of these methods of input are 

summarized below.  

Online Quick Poll Results 

The quick poll received input between the time period of May 14, 2024 – July 15, 2024, and 

asked one question - Where do you visit most frequently in downtown Forest Park? Response 

options included Starr Park, Main Street, City Hall, or Other Destinations. 

 

Where do you visit most frequently in downtown Forest Park? 

 

 

A total of 67 individuals responded to the poll. Of the 67 responses submitted, 69% 

responded that Starr Park is where they visit most frequently, followed by Main Street (19%) 

and Other Destinations (12%).  

Pop Up Event Input 

The team conversed with 24 individuals and a total of 14 surveys were collected during the 

pop-up event on July 12, 2024. Generally, the survey respondents commented that: 

• Walking to destinations within the city is rarely or never done.  
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• Safety and personal health/abilities are the greatest hinderances to physical 

activity, 

• A pedestrian bridge “could provide a safe crossing over busy roads and the railroad 

tracks, reducing the risk of pedestrian accidents and promoting an active lifestyle” 

and  

• Active recreation, passive recreation and artwork combined should be considered if 

small pocket parks or public spaces in the touchdown locations are developed to 

serve the community.  

Verbal comments also centered around pedestrian safety and lack of safe, easy, pedestrian 

access across the roadway and railroad tracks. 

Online Survey Results 

The online survey received input between the time period of June 21, 2024 – August 23, 

2024, and asked four questions. A total of 93 individuals responded to the survey. Input for 

each question is summarized below. 

 

Q1: How frequently do you walk to destinations within the City? 

 

 

The majority (approximately 41%) report never walking to destinations within the city. 

However, the remaining 59% of those responding to the survey report walking: 

• Rarely (once a month or less): 17% 

• Occasionally (2 – 3 times a month): 15% 

• Sometimes (once a week): 3% 

• Often (2 or more times a week): 24% 
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Q2: What are the primary factors that influence your decision to walk or not walk to key city 

locations? 

 

 

When exploring the primary factors that influence respondents’ decisions to walk or not walk 

to key city locations, most replied that safety was the primary factor followed by convenience 

and accessibility: 

• Safety: 52% 

• Convenience: 17% 

• Accessibility: 15% 

• Personal health/abilities: 8% 

• Other: 8% 
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Q3: In what specific ways do you believe a pedestrian bridge could enhance walkability and 

promote active living in our community? 

 

 

This question offered four detailed response options. “Improved Safety” was by far the 

leading response selected regarding the specific was a pedestrian bridge could enhance 

walkability and promote active living: 

• Improved Safety: A pedestrian bridge could provide a safe crossing over busy roads 

and the railroad tracks, reducing the risk of pedestrian accidents and promoting an 

active lifestyle: 64% 

• Connectivity: It would enhance connectivity between neighborhoods, parks, schools, 

and other community destinations, making it easier for residents to access amenities 

without relying on cars: 8% 

• Encouraging Physical Activity: By creating a convenient and accessible route for 

pedestrians and cyclists, the bridge could encourage people to incorporate walking 

and biking into their daily routines, promoting active living and healthier lifestyles: 

13%  

• Community Engagement: The presence of a pedestrian bridge could foster a sense of 

community by providing a space for social interaction and recreational activities, 

such as walking groups, events, and gatherings, thereby promoting active living: 15% 
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Q4: The pedestrian bridge may provide opportunities for small pocket parks or public spaces 

in three locations. How would you envision the utilization of these spaces to serve the 

community's needs? 

 

 

The final survey question asked for input on opportunities to activate spaces near the bridge 

touchdown points. Options include active recreational amenities (playgrounds, sports courts), 

passive recreational amenities (benches, greenery), public art, or a combination of all three. 

An overwhelming majority (83%) selected that they would prefer a combination of amenities 

in these locations: 

• I would prefer active recreational amenities: 7% 

• I would prefer passive recreational elements: 9% 

• I would prefer public art: 1% 

• I would prefer a combination of all three: 83% 

 

Community Open House Comment Form & Survey Input 

The August 20, 2024, Community Open House utilized comment forms to collect open-ended 

input from those in attendance. A total of seven (7) comment forms were returned. This input 

is summarized as follows: 

• This is a much-needed bridge to enhance safety in the city. 

• I like the concept of the bridge, but I feel that the steps will prevent a lot of people 

from using it. I would like to see "Welcome to Forest Park" on both sides of the bridge 

• Consider parking at midway touch down in grassy area to shorten the walk distance 

from end to end.  

• Make sure motorized vehicles/scooters are allowed/permitted 

• I love the idea! I am into my 3rd month of being 69 years old. I would love to park my 

car and walk around Main St. and other places. Who will be the maintainer of the 
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bridge? Will police be visible along the bridge? Will the bridge be open 24/7? Trash 

receptacles would be great. Will there be cameras located in or around elevators? 

How will the bridge keep people from jumping or throwing things off? 

• Interested in knowing how the BRT line will integrate with this pedestrian bridge 

design. Looks great right now. 

• All for pedestrian safety especially children crossing to the park! Love the idea of a 

bridge over Forest Pkwy and promoting walkable cities! 

• Respectfully, this is an absolute mistake and obvious misallocation of funds. I am 

against the bridge. 

Those in attendance at this meeting were also given the option to take the online survey in 

print format to be returned the night of the meeting. A total of six (6) surveys were received. 

This input is summarized as follows: 

• Walking to destinations within the city is rarely done.  

• Convenience and personal health/abilities are the greatest hinderances to physical 

activity. 

• A pedestrian bridge could equally enhance walkability and promote active living by 

improving safety, enhancing connectivity, encouraging physical activity, and by 

fostering a since of community. 

• Active recreation, passive recreation and artwork combined should be considered if 

small pocket parks or public spaces in the touchdown locations are developed to 

serve the community.  

CITY COUNCIL COORDINATION 

The final public event was an appearance before the City of Forest Park City Council. Open to 

the public to attend, the selected design concept was shown to the City Council for approval 

by the governing body at the October 7, 2024 meeting. 
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7.0 Alternative Analysis 
Design constraints for a pedestrian bridge are dictated by clearance requirements of the 

railroad and GDOT, maintaining utility service, ADA requirements, and proposed 

developments near Lake Drive. Other considerations in this study include developing options 

that avoid or minimize environmental impacts that commonly delay or cancel projects and 

right of way impacts. The concept development process also considered elements beyond 

just connectivity, but also how a pedestrian bridge can serve as a gateway for downtown 

Forest Park and enhance the pedestrian experience.   

7.1 Railroad Constraints 

A new bridge over Norfolk-Southern has some key requirements. Typically, Norfolk-Southern 

requires that a bridge span be long enough to provide space for an additional line. Rail lines 

are to be separated by a minimum of 14 feet from center of track to center of track. There 

are no known plans to add a second track through Forest Park so space must be provided on 

either side of the existing line to preclude an impediment to any potential widening. Bridge 

piers must be located at least 25 feet from the centerline of the nearest track or a crash wall 

is required to protect the pier. To avoid the cost of a crash wall, the bridge span was set to be 

over 25 feet from a potential future track on either side of the existing track. The horizontal 

clearance zone used in the feasibility study was a minimum of 45 feet from the centerline of 

the existing track. With the expected skew of the bridge the resulting span length of the 

pedestrian bridge over the railroad is 103 feet long.  

The vertical clearance of a new bridge over the Norfolk-Southern Railroad must allow for a 

railroad car stacked with two standard trucking containers on top. The minimum vertical 

clearance over the existing rail and any potential future rails is 23’-6”.  

Norfolk-Southern requires that a pedestrian structure be fully enclosed with fencing or a 

canopy over the railroad right of way. Stormwater must be directed away from the railroad.  
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7.2 GDOT Requirements 

Bridge piers represent a crash hazard to errant vehicles leaving the roadway.  Forest Parkway 

is signed for 40 MPH so the minimum horizontal clear zone required by the AASHTO 

Roadside Design Guide is 14 feet from the edge of the traveled way. The concept plan for the 

study proposes the bridge pier, stairs, and elevator be 17 feet from the face of curb on the 

south side of Forest Parkway and 13 feet on the north side. With the 2.5 foot curb and gutter 

and the 9 foot wide paved shoulder, the clear zone is achieved without needing to protect 

the bridge sub structure. A single span is proposed over Forest Parkway to avoid constructing 

a pier in the middle of the road. The resulting span is 115 feet long. 

GDOT requires the vertical clearance under the bridge to be 17’-6” minimum.  

7.3 Utilities 

Overhead utilities will need to be buried before constructing the pedestrian bridge. Conduit 

must be installed for power and communication lines. Georgia Power facilities must be in a 

separate conduit run than the communication lines. Georgia Power lines cannot be located 

under the foundation of the bridge structure and must be at least 10 feet away from the 

bridge foundation. Communication conduit should be placed under sidewalk between Forest 

Parkway and the bridge pier. Georgia Power conduit should be placed north of the bridge pier 

and elevator. 

7.4 ADA 

To meet the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act, the ramps on the bridge 

cannot exceed 8.33% grade. On the north end of the bridge the ADA pathway requires switch 

backs or curves on the ramps to bring the pedestrian route down to the grade of Main Street. 

Due to the terrain and proposed development on the south end of the bridge, ramps are not 

practical. To comply with ADA on the south end of the bridge an elevator is required. Another 

elevator is required to allow ADA access to the north side of Forest Parkway including the 

existing MARTA bus stop and proposed BRT station.  

7.5 Bridge Layout 

The beginning and end points of the pedestrian bridge were determined by proposed 

development on Forest Parkway and Main Street. The proposed city center building on Forest 

Parkway is planned to utilize most of the undeveloped city owned parcel on the southwest 

corner of Forest Parkway and Lake Drive. The bridge pier, stairs, and elevator will have to be 

constructed at the corner of the existing driveway on Forest Park to the current city hall. The 

north end of the facility is to connect at the southwest corner of Main Street and Lake Drive 

with the structure utilizing some of the city owned parcel between Lake Drive and an existing 

commercial development. Once the bridge has crossed the railroad right of way on the north 

side, the ramps and stairs begin dropping to match the grade at the corner of Lake Drive and 

Main Street. Two options were considered for providing an ADA compliant path from the 

bridge to the existing grade. Option 1 uses a traditional switchback design for ADA path and 

stairs. Option 2 is a curved meagering pathway without stairs. Option 1 was selected as the 

preferred alternative because it leaves some of the city owned parcel open for other uses.  
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Option 1 

 

Option 2 
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The final recommendation for the pedestrian bridge is a four span structure. The first span 

begins at the stairs and elevator tower on the south side of Forest Parkway. Span 1 would be 

approximately 115 feet long crossing perpendicular to Forest Parkway including the 

sidewalks and streetscapes. Two short spans would angle the bridge toward Lake Drive 

before a 103 foot span over the railroad. Span 4 ends at the ramps and stairs. The stairs and 

ramps should be supported with a mechanically stabilized earth (MSE) retaining wall. 

 

7.6 Aesthetics 

Previous planning studies reflect the desire for a bridge that serves as a landmark for the 

downtown area. During the stakeholder visioning session, several ideas were presented to 

explore themes for the pedestrian bridge. Stakeholders favored modern aesthetic treatments 

and some means of placing the City’s brand. The elevator towers can be a means to frame 

the span over Forest Parkway which is the portion that is most prominent view for drivers. 

The bridge can serve as a signal to drivers that they are in an active pedestrian area. A 

rendering was developed for the bridge as a potential option. The final aesthetic elements of 

the facility will need to be determined during final design. The rendering presented to the 

public can be done using a standard bridge design with elements added that are not 

structural. The features shown in the element do provide things the participants in the 

visioning session prefer such as the ability to add lighting to enhance the bridges 

appearance and an opportunity to place the city seal on the elevator towers. The elevator 

towers could include etched glass to add to the character of downtown Forest Park. Form 

liners or paint can be used on the MSE wall on the north end of the project. 
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7.7 Benefits of Pedestrian Bridge 

A proposed pedestrian bridge in Downtown Forest Park is one of several projects in the City. 

Continuous pedestrian connectivity is vital to the success of the other planned projects. 

Forest Park is finalizing a master plan to construct a new city center including a police station 

and city hall to begin construction in 2025. MARTA is in the early stages of developing a Bus 

Rapid Transit (BRT) route that connects the East Point MARTA Station to south Clayton 

County with a station located near the Forest Park City Center. The Forest Park Model Mile is 

proposed to run along Lake Drive and would connect with the proposed pedestrian bridge at 

the new city center and Starr Park. A future path is planned to connect the State Farmers 

Market to Fort Gillem via Main Street. The City is also expecting residential and commercial 

developments along Main Street. The success of the planned projects make connectivity to 

both sides of SR 331/Forest Parkway and the railroad vital so residents north of the railroad 

have access to the amenities south of Forest Parkway. Parked trains on the railroad create 

an unpredictable barrier severing the pedestrian connectivity between the projects that are 

meant to function as a cohesive city center. The busy arterial, Forest Parkway, also 

discourages pedestrian activity. Furthermore, the bridge can serve as a gateway to the city 

center and an attractive landmark to complement the other projects and signaling to drivers 

the change to a city center.  

A pedestrian bridge will serve to ensure that trains and a busy arterial do not sever a 

convenient link for pedestrians between all the planned projects. If a parked train prevents 

residents from being able to reliably access the BRT station on Forest Parkway, then the 

investment into the new transit facilities will be underutilized. With BRT servicing the Forest 

Park City Center and a pedestrian bridge ensuring connectivity to and from the stops, the 

BRT station is an asset to the City.  
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The planned trail network can expect more foot and bike traffic if the critical east-west 

segment running along Main Street is reliably connected to the planned north-south segment 

between Starr Park and Main Street. The proposed development at the City Center and Main 

Street will complement each other enhancing the collective investment with the safe and 

continuous crossing of the railroad and Forest Parkway. Stakeholders have witnessed 

pedestrians climbing between rail cars of a parked trains around the Lake Drive crossing. 

Fortunately, no records show that a pedestrian has suffered injury or death from climbing 

between railcars, the risk for serious injury or death remains. Similarly, GDOT records do not 

show a pedestrian crash on Forest Parkway near Lake Drive, the planned development and 

BRT station will attract more pedestrian activity thereby increasing pedestrian exposure to 

crash risk. A pedestrian bridge eliminates the exposure of pedestrians crossing the railroad 

and Forest Parkway. 

8.0 Opinion of Probable Costs 
The project costs are expected to be: 

Preliminary Engineering $1,200,000 

Utility Relocation $200,000 

Right of Way and Easement $50,000 

Construction $5,600,000 

Total $7,050,000 

 

The estimate for the preliminary engineering includes survey, structural design, 

environmental studies, utility coordination, railroad coordination, landscape architectural 

design, electrical engineering (lighting and elevators), mechanical engineering (elevators), 

and activities required by the GDOT Plan Development Process. The preliminary engineering 

costs assumes the project will be implemented using federal funding. Federal funding 

requires the National Environmental Policy Act is followed. The estimate for utility relocation 

is based on the need to bury the aerial utility lines. The right of way costs are for the 

permanent easement needed from Norfolk-Southern including the negotiation and closing 

attorney fees. The construction estimate uses a square foot cost for similar bridges, square 

foot retaining wall costs for the north end of the bridge, typical stair costs, and two elevators. 

Additional costs are assumed for aesthetic treatments of the bridge and a contingency.  

9.0 Funding Sources 
 Potential sources of implementation funding include: 

• The Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC): ARC solicits applications for projects 

periodically for federal funding. Awarded projects can use the funds for preliminary 

engineering, right of way, utility relocation, and construction. Funding will require a 

20% match from the local sponsor. Local sponsors must have current Locally 
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Administered Project (LAP) certification from GDOT prior to project beginning any of 

the federally funded activities.  https://atlantaregional.org/ 

• GDOT Transportation Alternatives (TA) Program: GDOT accepts applications for 

pedestrian facilities that enhances pedestrian connectivity and a improves safety for 

vulnerable road users. Applications are typically due in August and funding is 

identified in the State Transportation Block Grant at least through 2026. Grants are 

awarded competitively. Funding will require a 20% match from the local sponsor. 

Minimum funding amounts are $1,000,000 and the maximum is subject to annual 

funding availability and number of awarded projects within the state. 

https://www.dot.ga.gov/GDOT/Pages/TAP.aspx 

• Rebuilding American Infrastructure with Sustainability and Equity or RAISE 

Discretionary Grant program: RAISE grants are administered by the United States 

Department of Transportation. Grants are awarded competitively. Grants can be 

awarded directly to the applicant. Funding will require a 20% match from the local 

sponsor.  https://grants.gov/ 

• Georgia Transportation Infrastructure Bank (GTIB): GTIB awards grants and 

infrastructure loans to local governments in Georgia. GTIB applications are usually 

due every January. GTIB has a limited budget for grants, but loans have less 

restrictions than grants.  https://srta.ga.gov/gtib/ 

• Clayton County Special Local Option Sales Tax (SPLOST): City may request inclusion 

in upcoming SPLOST. 

10.    Next Steps 
To implement the project, the City should begin applying for federal funding grants such as 

RAISE or state funding through GTIB. ARC typically opens a call for projects every two years 

where local governments can apply for funding for implementation funding for new projects. 

The competitive grant programs require a commitment from the applicants to provide 

matching funds from non-federal sources, i.e. state or local match. The feasibility study with 

a demonstration of public support provides much of the supporting documentation needed 

for a federal grant application.    
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Project Management Plan  

Document Overview 

The Project Management Plan includes a list of key contacts, the scope of work that has been negotiated with 

City of Forest Park as well as an overall schedule for the Forest Park and Main Street Pedestrian Bridge 

Feasibility Study. 

Key Contacts 

The following individuals will serve on the Consultant Team for the plan:  

Mike Lobdell (Kimley-Horn)  
Consultant Team, Project Manager  
Direct: 404-998-8673, Cell: 404-274-7587 
mike.lobdell@kimley-horn.com 

 

Jon Tuley (Kimley-Horn)  
Consultant Team, Public Engagement 
Direct: 404-419-8708, Cell: 678-939-3613 
jon.tuley@kimley-horn.com  

 

Nick Bauer (Kimley-Horn)  
Consultant Team, Structural Lead  
Direct: 470-273-8177 
nick.bauer@kimley-horn.com 

 

Gabe Hogan (Kimley-Horn)  
Consultant Team, Landscape Architect Lead 
Direct: 404-201-6121 
gabe.hogan@kimley-horn.com 
 

 

Jen Price (Sycamore Consulting) 
Consultant Team, Public Engagement Lead 
Direct: 404-377-9147 
jenprice@sycamoreconsulting.net 
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Scope of Services 

Overview  

The study is a planning effort led by the City of Forest Park with Regional Transportation Planning Study (RTPS) 

funding from the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) and matching funds from the City of Forest Park. Funding 

is provided to local governments for transportation plans, corridor studies and feasibility studies that support the 

goals and objectives of the Atlanta Region's Plan. The purpose of these studies is to develop project concepts 

that improve safety, mobility, connectivity, and access to all roadway users, while also preparing them for 

advancement into scoping and/or Preliminary Engineering (PE) phases (in future Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP) project solicitations.   

The study must be completed by October 31, 2024.  

  

Project Objectives  

 

The Forest Parkway and Main Street Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study will have the following objectives:  

1.  Develop a feasibility study and concept plan to facilitate the construction of a pedestrian bridge that 

will connect Starr Park and the proposed City Center-City Hall Complex to the Downtown Main Street 

District. The bridge will provide better connectivity in the city, and access to the city's amenities (Starr 

Park, City Center-City Hall Complex, and the Recreation Center), as well as other government facilities. 

The railroad impedes connectivity in the city, SR 331/Forest Parkway is a multi-lane highway and 

pedestrians compete with automobile traffic and trains. A pedestrian overpass bridge will provide safer 

crossing over the Norfolk Southern railroad tracks and State Route 331/Forest Parkway.  

2. Assess potential design constraints, right-of-way, utility, and environmental impacts and determine 

mitigation or avoidance strategies.  

3. Develop implementation plan with schedule, funding sources and project cost estimates.  

4. Achieve local stakeholders support and input from affected agencies (i.e.: ARC, GDOT District  7, and 

Norfolk Southern Railroad).  

5. Provide data on best location for bridge landings, span of bridge, examine the multi-land state route 

and railroad tract, the height of bridge for safe passage of the train under the bridge, and coordination 

with GDOT and the railroad for any right-of-way acquisition, utility relocation, intersection improvement, 

and the feasibility to move forward with the project including estimated construction costs. 

 

Task 1. Project Management, Public Involvement and Agency Coordination  

  

The City and consultant team will work together to develop a Project Management Team (PMT). The PMT will 

serve as the decision-making body for the study. The PMT will consist of LaShawn Gardiner and SaVaughn 

Irons from the City of Forest Park; Ansley Goddard and Amy Goodwin from the ARC; Mike Lobdell and Jon Tuley 

with Kimley-Horn; and Jen Price from Sycamore Consulting.  The PMT will meet monthly in-person and also 

coordinate as needed via email, phone, and virtually meetings for timely resolution of issues. Project Manager, 

Mike Lobdell, will be the prime point of contact for the team and the PMT. Mike Lobdell will meet with the 

Consultant Team one week ahead of the scheduled monthly meetings with the PMT. After the PMT meetings, 

the consultant team will prepare and distribute minutes with key decisions and action items. The internal 
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meetings in between PMT meetings ensure the team is accountable to the rest of team and provide time to 

resolve the inevitable unforeseen items before the next PMT meeting.  

Stakeholder engagement is the critical first step in project development. Key Stakeholders will be identified by 

the PMT at the project kick off meeting. Sycamore will lead the effort of interviewing the stakeholders. Having 

the support and buy-in from key team members such as the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) and 

the Atlanta Regional Commission (ARC) is important for alignment of projects with state and federal funding 

opportunities. Buy-in of Norfolk-Southern RR and Georgia Power is also critical for efficient implementation 

because crossing their facilities is necessary to implement a pedestrian bridge.  

Deliverables:  

1. Kick-off meeting and meeting summary  

2. Project Management Plan  

3. PMT meeting minutes  

4. Stakeholder and Public Engagement Strategy  

5. Project website and communication materials  

6. Public engagement meetings and activities summary 

 

Task 2: Existing Conditions & Technical Analysis  

  

The feasibility study will coordinate the concepts for the pedestrian bridge with other initiatives and plans done 

in the City. The City will provide current planning studies for the redevelopment around City Hall, Model Mile, 

AeroATL Greenway, and the City of Forest Park Comprehensive Master Plan. The consultant team will reach 

out to MARTA to discuss proposed BRT route, GDOT, Georgia Power, and Norfolk Southern Railroad.   

One of the deliverables for this contract is a draft GDOT Limited Scope Concept Report. The concept report will 

not be circulated through GDOT at this time, but the Task 2 will be gathering data needed for a GDOT concept 

report on a pedestrian bridge project.  

Task 2 activities include:  

1. Review an assessment of available base data, GIS information, property plats, relevant plans and 

studies, engineering design plans for planned or programmed transportation projects in the study area, 

current land use, zoning or policies that impact the study area, and developments underway, permitted 

or programmed in the study area.  

2. Conduct environmental analysis and survey to determine potential impacts, and the need for avoidance 

or mitigation, as related to cultural and historic resources, MS4 permits, floodplains, wetlands, stream 

buffer, existence of underground storage tanks, threatened and endangered species, and other 

resources covered by NEPA.  

3. Research Right-of-Way (ROW) information to determine number of parcels, easement, property 

owners, and other impacts, and estimated costs for acquisitions including easements.  

4. Identify pre-existing utilities that could be impacted by any of the concepts identified. Reach out to 

Georgia Power and Norfolk-Southern Railroad to understand what their facilities mean for the project. 

5. Evaluate the possibility of placing existing utilities underground.  
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Deliverables:  

1. Existing Conditions Analysis Memo 

 

Task 3: Alternative Analysis & Concept Plan Development  

  

Through feedback received by the Stakeholders in Task 1, the consultant team will prepare a concept layout, 

typical sections, and up to two alternate concept layouts for the proposed bridge project based on the existing 

conditions, technical analysis, and public involvement. The layouts will focus on the constructability of the bridge, 

touch down points, and compatibility with existing and proposed development. The layouts will also plan for 

beneficial connections to the planned multi-use trail on Forest Parkway and BRT station using plans available in 

the Summer of 2024. 

Developed layouts and graphics will be shared with the PMT for feedback and comments. After the PMT 

comments are addressed, the alternatives will be presented to the public in an open house meeting for public 

feedback. The comments received at the open house will be addressed and appropriate adjustments made to 

the preferred alternative. 

Specific elements are:  

1. Evaluation of the relative feasibility and constructability of alternative pedestrian pathways over Forest 

Parkway/SR 331 and the Norfolk Southern Railroad.  

2. Include cost benefits of each alternative and document decision making process for determining 

preferred alternative.  

3. Evaluation of innovation stormwater management alternatives and minimization of environmental 

impacts. Concepts should also be consistent with ARC's and GDOT's Complete Streets and other design 

policies and incorporate FHWA's Proven Safety Countermeasures where appropriate.  

4. Prepare an implementation schedule that identifies the logical phases of implementation, potential 

funding or implementation partners, responsibilities, cost estimates, timeline, and potential sources of 

funding for each phase.  

  

Deliverables:  

1. Concept Plan 

 

Task 4: Prepare Project Deliverables  
  
Task 4 includes the preparation of a Draft GDOT Concept Report for the pedestrian bridge connection over SR 
331/Forest Parkway and NS Railroad. The concept report will not be submitted to GDOT as part of this project. 
Along with the draft GDOT concept report, the consultant team will prepare a feasibility study documenting: 

• the methodology for developing and selecting a preferred alternative 

• public engagement summary 

• opinion of probable construction costs 

• a proposed timeline for implementation 

• risks to project implementation 

• technical analysis 
 
Deliverables:  
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1. Forest Parkway & Main Street Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study (City of Forest Park) Summary 
Document: Prepare a document summarizing the goals of the project, methodology, public 
involvement process and input obtained, existing conditions, technical analysis findings and cost 
estimates. Include concept layout and typical sections for any preferred alternatives.  
 

2. Completed draft GDOT Concept Report Form, including appendices (ex: traffic and safety data, 
environmental surveys, etc.).  

3. Prepare a GDOT Concept Report for the preferred concept, which includes analysis of potential 

environmental impacts, ROW (temporary and permanent) and utility relocation cost estimates (Including 

railroads), and a concept layout and typical sections. Seek preliminary review and comments of concept 

report from appropriate GDOT staff.  

 
4. In addition, a formal presentation of the completed study and recommended solutions shall be 
presented to the City Council and City Staff.  

 

Project Schedule 

 

 

 

ACTIVITY FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT

Task 1: Stakeholder Engagement i  u  v 

Task 2: Data Gathering

Task 3: Alternatives Analysis

Task 4: Documentation

Plan Completion

i







●

Stakeholder Committee Visioning Workshop

Community Open House

City Council Presentation

Pop Up Engagements

Key Stakeholder Interviews
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APPENDIX B: 

Stakeholder Engagement Summary 
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Forest Parkway & Main Street 
Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study 
Summary of Community Engagement 
A pedestrian bridge is a major piece of infrastructure that can increase the quality of 
life of future users by increasing connectivity and access to key destinations. 
Therefore, an equitable public outreach and stakeholder engagement strategy must 
allow for considerable opportunities to educate, connect with, and hear from a wide 
variety of stakeholders.  

The stakeholder engagement process implemented for this study utilized a variety of 
techniques and levels of involvement to gain a complete understanding of existing 
conditions, community goals and values, needs and opportunities, and desires for 
the future. This process included a variety of techniques to reach broad and diverse 
audiences with varying degrees of expertise; time availability; and investment in the 
outcomes of the study. The following methods were used to promote and encourage 
engagement: 

 
• Distribution of press releases by the City of Forest Park Public Information 

Office.  
• Distribution of announcements via the City of Forest Park social media 

channels. 
• Distribution of physical flyers to Main Street and Forest Parkway tenants and 

businesses.  
• Outreach to key stakeholders and partners to encourage information 

distribution.  
• Distribution of an email campaign to outreach database.  
• Establishment of a project website.  
• Posting of all meeting announcements on the project website.  
• Targeted Facebook campaigns to City of Forest Park residents. 

 
 

KEY STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT 
Stakeholder Interviews 
Key stakeholders were identified and interviewed in a series of virtual meetings to 
introduce the feasibility study to those who could potentially be affected by the 
project or are likely to have a keen interest in the study outcomes. During these 
virtual interviews, the study team identified what this study is seeking to accomplish, 
discussed potential issues related to accessibility and safety, discussed current and 
future projects and how this infrastructure project might impact or be impacted, 
and identified appropriate community engagement opportunities.  
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Interviews were held with the following key stakeholder groups: 
 

• MARTA SR 54 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Team 
• Clayton County Transportation Department  
• Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) District 7 Staff 
• City of Forest Park staff 
• Aerotropolis Atlanta Alliance 
• Atlanta Airport CIDs 
• Local Business Owners/Operators 
• Georgia Power Company 

 
Many questions, ideas, challenges, and solutions were raised throughout the various 
discussions. A few common themes emerged from the interviews, which are 
summarized as follows: 
 

Urban Development and Connectivity: It is important that the feasibility 
study considers the ongoing and planned urban development in the area. The 
bridge aims to connect key downtown destinations, enhancing accessibility 
and fostering connectivity between various developments and projects such 
as the new City Center complex and residential and commercial projects that 
are on the horizon. 
 
Integration with Transportation Projects: There is a strong emphasis on 
integrating the pedestrian bridge with existing and planned transportation 
projects. Specifically, this project will provide connectivity to the Model Mile 
Greenway project, which is in close proximity to the northernmost touch down 
point for the bridge. It also presents an opportunity to align with the planned 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) network. The bridge is seen as complementary to the 
BRT, enhancing its effectiveness and accessibility. 
 
Stakeholder Engagement and Funding: Stakeholder involvement is crucial, 
including coordination with governmental bodies, utilities, transportation 
agencies like GDOT and MARTA, and the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Funding 
discussions revolved around potential sources and the role of various entities 
in securing funding for the project. 
 
Community Placemaking: The bridge is envisioned as a signature piece that 
enhances the city's identity and serves as a focal point for placemaking efforts. 
It is important to ensure the bridge design aligns with City branding, 
aesthetics, and design guidelines while also serving as a gateway and positive 
community asset. Additionally, considerations for aesthetics, landscaping, and 
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signage can be used to create an inviting and functional space for 
pedestrians. 

 
Key Stakeholder Workshop 
The key stakeholder interviewees were also convened as an Ad Hoc Committee and 
participated in a Visioning Workshop. The purpose of the workshop was to share and 
brainstorm ideas and details for the pedestrian bridge including potential design, 
construction materials, and amenities. The outcomes of this meeting were used to 
answer additional questions, to identify challenges with the bridge, and to help 
inform the direction of the community survey. The three key takeaways from this 
workshop are summarized as follows: 
 

Branding and Experience: Determine the desired brand impact of the bridge 
and how it should influence the user experience, considering both the 
architectural design and the sensory impact when driving under the bridge. 
 
Functionality and Activation: Focus on the practical aspects of the bridge's 
functionality and explore how to activate and utilize the space between Forest 
Parkway and the Norfolk Southern Railroad, including potential activities and 
garden opportunities at the touchdown locations. 
 
Design Considerations: Decide whether the bridge should lean more towards 
an architectural or billboard style, address elevation changes including slope 
requirements, and plan for elevator redundancy in case of malfunctions. 

 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT STRATEGY 
Engagement with the general public was implemented through online 
engagement, social media, and a series of in-person public engagement events 
hosted at key stages in the planning process used to educate and gain feedback 
from stakeholders and the public. The specific elements of this strategy are 
described below.  
 
Online Engagement  
A project webpage (https://forestparkpedbridge.com/) was launched at the onset of 
the study and served as the main source of study information, documents, and 
announcements for the general public. Meeting flyers and displays were posted on 
the site. A document library was also created that included links to relevant plans 
and studies, such as the AeroATL Greenway Plan, the Forest Park LCI Plan, and the 
Forest Park Comprehensive Plan.  
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Online engagement was enhanced through interactive engagement opportunities 
including a quick poll and an online survey. These tools were used to gather 
feedback, data, and diverse perspectives from stakeholders to inform the feasibility 
study. Additionally, a discussion “forum” was posted to collect input on the draft 
concepts. 
 
At the time of this reporting, the project website saw: 

• A total of 1,311 visits from 1,177 unique visitors 
• A total of 67 document downloads 
• A total of 67 quick poll entries 
• A total of 93 online survey entries 

 

Social Media Outreach 

Social media outreach offered a convenient method to promote and encourage 
participation in the project and helped to reach people who may not have been able 
to participate in person. Content was developed in close coordination with the City of 
Forest Park Public Information Office for posting on established social media 
platforms and for distribution through the City’s electronic newsletter as deemed 
appropriate. An example of the social media post and performance analytics can be 
found in the appendix.  
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In-Person Engagement 

Designed to be accessible to all community members, 
the in-person engagement strategy included a pop-
up appearance to meet people where they are and a 
more traditional community open house meeting to 
formally unveil the draft concepts to the public and to 
collect input. A flyer, available in English, Spanish and 
Vietnamese, was created to highlight the public input 
opportunities. 
 

Community Pop-Up 

The purpose of the community pop-up was to connect 
with and gather input from community members via 
a community survey, to share information about the 
study and process, and to encourage attendance at 
the community open house meeting. 

Four members of the engagement team along with 
two interpreters (Spanish and Vietnamese) hosted the pop-up at an existing “Food 
Truck Friday” event at Bill Lee Park, near the potential pedestrian bridge location. 

The setup for the pop-up engagement included a tent; a map of the potential bridge 
location; a graphic rendering of a potential bridge design for illustrative purposes; 
flyers in English, Spanish and Vietnamese with a QR code and link to the interactive 
website; a sign-up sheet to receive email updates; and a brief survey. The team also 
handed out flyers to passersby that were less inclined to engage directly.  
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Community Open House 

A community open house event was hosted to educate the public on the purpose of 
the pedestrian bridge and to get feedback on the design concept. The community 
open house was hosted on Tuesday, August 20, 2024 at the Forest Park City Council 
Chambers from 5:30 – 7:30 PM. A total of 22 community stakeholders attended the 
meeting, as well as City staff.  

The open house began with a welcome by City of Forest Park Mayor Angelyne Butler, 
MPA, who encouraged those in attendance to give their input and ask questions. 
The meeting transitioned to an open house format that allowed for stakeholders to 
drop in and attend at a time most convenient for them during the open house 
hours. Attendees received a comment form and survey when entering the open 
house and were encouraged to visit the study displays and engage with the project 
team.  
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WHAT WE HEARD: COMMUNITY INPUT RESULTS 
The community was invited to provide input via the website quick poll, at the pop-up 
event, during the community open house via a general comment form and printed 
survey identical to the online survey, and via the website survey. The results of these 
methods of input are summarized below.  
 
Online Quick Poll Results 
The quick poll received input between the time period of May 14, 2024 – July 15, 2024 
and asked one question - Where do you visit most frequently in downtown Forest 
Park? Response options included Starr Park, Main Street, City Hall, or Other 
Destinations. 
 
Where do you visit most frequently in downtown Forest Park? 

 
A total of 67 individuals responded to the poll. Of the 67 responses submitted, 69% 
responded that Starr Park is where they visit most frequently, followed by Main 
Street (19%) and Other Destinations (12%).  
 
 
Pop Up Event Input 

The team conversed with 24 individuals and a total of 14 surveys were collected 
during the pop-up event on July 12, 2024. Generally, the survey respondents 
commented that: 

• Walking to destinations within the city is rarely or never done.  

• Safety and personal health/abilities are the greatest hinderances to physical 
activity, 

• A pedestrian bridge “could provide a safe crossing over busy roads and the 
railroad tracks, reducing the risk of pedestrian accidents and promoting an 
active lifestyle” and  

• Active recreation, passive recreation and artwork combined should be 
considered if small pocket parks or public spaces in the touchdown locations 
are developed to serve the community.  

 

Verbal comments also centered around pedestrian safety and lack of safe, easy, 
pedestrian access across the roadway and railroad tracks. 
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Online Survey Results 
The online survey received input between the time period of June 21, 2024 – August 
23, 2024, and asked four questions. A total of 93 individuals responded to the survey. 
Input for each question is summarized below. 
 
Q1: How frequently do you walk to destinations within the City? 
 

 
The majority (approximately 41%) report never walking to destinations within the city. 
However, the remaining 59% of those responding to the survey report walking: 

• Rarely (once a month or less): 17% 
• Occasionally (2 – 3 times a month): 15% 
• Sometimes (once a week): 3% 
• Often (2 or more times a week): 24% 

 
Q2: What are the primary factors that influence your decision to walk or not 
walk to key city locations? 
 

 
When exploring the primary factors that influence respondents’ decisions to walk or 
not walk to key city locations, most replied that safety was the primary factor 
followed by convenience and accessibility: 

• Safety: 52% 
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• Convenience: 17% 
• Accessibility: 15% 
• Personal health/abilities: 8% 
• Other: 8% 

 

Q3: In what specific ways do you believe a pedestrian bridge could enhance 
walkability and promote active living in our community? 

 
This question offered four detailed response options. “Improved Safety” was by far 
the leading response selected regarding the specific was a pedestrian bridge could 
enhance walkability and promote active living: 

• Improved Safety: A pedestrian bridge could provide a safe crossing over busy 
roads and the railroad tracks, reducing the risk of pedestrian accidents and 
promoting an active lifestyle: 64% 

• Connectivity: It would enhance connectivity between neighborhoods, parks, 
schools, and other community destinations, making it easier for residents to 
access amenities without relying on cars: 8% 

• Encouraging Physical Activity: By creating a convenient and accessible route 
for pedestrians and cyclists, the bridge could encourage people to incorporate 
walking and biking into their daily routines, promoting active living and 
healthier lifestyles: 13%  

• Community Engagement: The presence of a pedestrian bridge could foster a 
sense of community by providing a space for social interaction and 
recreational activities, such as walking groups, events, and gatherings, thereby 
promoting active living: 15% 

 
Q4: The pedestrian bridge may provide opportunities for small pocket parks or 
public spaces in three locations. How would you envision the utilization of these 
spaces to serve the community's needs? 
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The final survey question asked for input on opportunities to activate spaces near 
the bridge touchdown points. Options include active recreational amenities 
(playgrounds, sports courts), passive recreational amenities (benches, greenery), 
public art, or a combination of all three. An overwhelming majority (83%) selected 
that they would prefer a combination of amenities in these locations: 

• I would prefer active recreational amenities: 7% 
• I would prefer passive recreational elements: 9% 
• I would prefer public art: 1% 
• I would prefer a combination of all three: 83% 

 

Community Open House Comment Form & Survey Input 

The August 20, 2024 Community Open House utilized comment forms to collect 
open-ended input from those in attendance. A total of seven (7) comment forms 
were returned. This input is summarized as follows: 

• This is a much-needed bridge to enhance safety in the city. 
• I like the concept of the bridge, but I feel that the steps will prevent a lot of 

people from using it. I would like to see "Welcome to Forest Park" on both 
sides of the bridge 

• Consider parking at midway touch down in grassy area to shorten the walk 
distance from end to end.  

• Make sure motorized vehicles/scooters are allowed/permitted 
• I love the idea! I am into my 3rd month of being 69 years old. I would love to 

park my car and walk around Main St. and other places. Who will be the 
maintainer of the bridge? Will police be visible along the bridge? Will the 
bridge be open 24/7? Trash receptacles would be great. Will there be cameras 
located in or around elevators? How will the bridge keep people from jumping 
or throwing things off? 

• Interested in knowing how the BRT line will integrate with this pedestrian 
bridge design. Looks great right now. 

• All for pedestrian safety especially children crossing to the park! Love the idea 
of a bridge over Forest Pkwy and promoting walkable cities! 

• Respectfully, this is an absolute mistake and obvious misallocation of funds. I 
am against the bridge. 
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Those in attendance at this meeting were also given the option to take the online 
survey in print format to be returned the night of the meeting. A total of six (6) 
surveys were received. This input is summarized as follows: 

 
• Walking to destinations within the city is rarely done.  

• Convenience and personal health/abilities are the greatest hinderances to 
physical activity. 

• A pedestrian bridge could equally enhance walkability and promote active 
living by improving safety, enhancing connectivity, encouraging physical 
activity, and by fostering a since of community. 

• Active recreation, passive recreation and artwork combined should be 
considered if small pocket parks or public spaces in the touchdown locations 
are developed to serve the community.  

 

 

CITY COUNCIL COORDINATION 
The final public event was an appearance before the City of Forest Park City Council. 
Open to the public to attend, the selected design concept was shown to the City 
Council for approval by the governing body at the October 7, 2024 meeting. 
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APPENDIX 
 

Forest Parkway & Main Street 
Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study 
Key Stakeholder Interview – Common Themes 

 
 
Key stakeholders were identified and interviewed in a series of virtual meetings to 
introduce the feasibility study to those who could potentially be affected by the 
project or are likely to have a keen interest in the study outcomes. During these 
virtual interviews, the study team identified what this study is seeking to accomplish; 
discussed potential issues related to accessibility and safety; discussed current and 
future projects and how this infrastructure project might impact or be impacted; 
and identified appropriate community engagement opportunities.  
 
Interviews were held with the following key stakeholder groups: 
 

• MARTA SR 54 BRT Team 
• Clayton County Transportation Department  
• GDOT (District 7) 
• City of Forest Park 
• Aerotropolis Atlanta 
• Atlanta Airport CIDs 
• Local Business Owners/Operators 
• Georgia Power Company 

 
Many questions, ideas, challenges, and solutions were raised throughout the various 
discussions. However, there were a few common themes that emerged from the key 
stakeholder interviews, summarized as follows: 
 
Urban Development and Connectivity: It is important that the study considers the 
ongoing and planned urban development in the area. The bridge aims to connect 
key downtown destinations, enhancing accessibility and fostering connectivity 
between various developments and projects such as the new City Center complex 
and residential and commercial projects that are on the horizon. 
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Integration with Transportation Projects: There is a strong emphasis on integrating 
the pedestrian bridge with existing and planned transportation projects. Specifically, 
this project will provide connectivity to the Model Mile Greenway project which is in 
close proximity to the northernmost touch down point for the bridge. It also presents 
an opportunity to align with the planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) network. The 
bridge is seen as a complementary infrastructure to the BRT, enhancing its 
effectiveness and accessibility. 
 
Stakeholder Engagement and Funding: Stakeholder involvement is crucial, 
including coordination with governmental bodies, utilities, and transportation 
agencies like GDOT and MARTA, and the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Funding 
discussions revolved around potential sources and the role of various entities in 
securing funding for the project. 
 
Community Placemaking: The bridge is envisioned as a signature piece that 
enhances the city's identity and serves as a focal point for placemaking efforts. It is 
important to ensure the bridge design aligns with City branding and aesthetics, 
design guidelines, while also serving as a gateway and positive community asset. 
Additionally, considerations for aesthetics, landscaping, and signage can be used to 
create an inviting and functional space for pedestrians. 
 
Summaries of individual interviews with key stakeholders are included in the pages 
that follow. 
 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

MARTA BRT Team 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Natavis Eric Harris, MARTA 
Jenny Wang, VHB 
Allison Bell, VHB 
SaVaughn Irons, Forest Park 
James Shelby, Forest Park 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley-Horn 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Is this concept showing the exact location?  
o No. there is still some flexibility on exact touchdown points. 
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• With the redevelopment focus being on south side of Forest Pkwy and 
railroad, what will the bridge go to? Does it cross the Forest Parkway and RR? 
32  

o There is a townhome development being built and additional 
development planned west of Lake Drive as well. There is more 
development – not only residential but also commercial.  

o Townhomes are in the final stages.  
o Also east of area, more development is planned. Area will see an 

increase in density. Bridge will be a connector to them.  
• Planned development info is helpful to the BRT team. If there is additional info 

on development happening in the general area, this will be good for the BRT 
study. They would like to have that info. Will coordinate with SaVaughn/city. 

• BRT is in prelim stages. Study has been underway. Focus has shifted from 
commuter rail to BRT system on SR 54. Have identified four alternatives from 
East Point MARTA station to Lovejoy. The section in Forest Park is the same in 
all 4 alignments. Have identified some preliminary stations that will align well 
with the study/ped bridge in the vicinity of Lake Dr for BRT station. 

• BRT study is going through conceptual design now.  
• Ped bridge would work well with the BRT planning effort.  
• East bound and west bound platforms will be on either side of the 

intersections. The team is now planning these locations and should be aligned 
well with general touchdown points for the ped bridge. 

• What is the timeline of ped bridge study? 
o Drafting a GDOT concept report to city by Oct of this year.  

• Is this an ARC study? Yes 
• Is this study funded? No, this is just feasibility study and will show any 

constraints, pricing, and will set the City up for funding after Oct.  
• What would the length of the bridge be? Approximately 350 feet. Will need 2 

touchdowns, ADA pathway on railroad right of way.  
• Have you been in touch with RR yet?  
• BRT should have an Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in the fall and then the 

environmental work can start. The team is looking at a 2030 – 2032 opening 
year. Working on a more detailed schedule. It will be 6 to 8 years before it is 
complete.  Looking to phase the project since it’s so long (25 – 30 miles long).  

• There is a standing bimonthly meeting for BRT and would love to have Forest 
Park on that call/meeting.  

• Bridge study is funded through ARC /Forest Park. Has the city begun 
identifying funding for the implementation and construction?  

o No, but the city is looking at Congressional funding. This study will be 
the impetus for pursuing funding. The City has not looked at all of its 
avenues but is looking at ways to fund the bridge.  
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o This is like an ARC scoping phase to set the project up for PE, 
construction, etc.  

• Ped bridges ae also being studied in Clayton/Tara Blvd. and are a hot topic.  
• What is ped activity like here? Are there crash incidents involving peds to 

support purpose and need?  
o Did not see this in the data pulled; just vehicular.  

• Starr Park is the main reason why this bridge is needed.  
• What do we need from the MARTA BRT team? 

o Concepts as they come together (end of May/early June) 
o Station area planning workshop in June – the team will host his near 

Clayton State – a 2 day charrette to stop by and talk about the needs 
and goals.  

o Participate in our upcoming workshop 
 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Clayton County 
Transportation 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Keith Rohling, Assistant 
Director Clayton County 
Transportation Department 
Jon Tuley 
SaVaughn Irons- Kumassah 
James Shelby 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  
• Involved in the BRT Planning efforts with MARTA/VHB with the Southlake line 

including how the stops will work; this is still in flux.  
• Since this is in the city there is not much by way of projects here from the County.  
• Will there be elevators? No room for massive ramps.  

o Yes. That is likely. 
• There may be a challenge getting people to use the ped bridge. There are some 

in Macon that do not get much use. One over Shirling Drive in Macon near a 
school and if the teachers are not there to make students use it, they won’t use it. 
Where they’re going from/to determines whether or not the bridge will get used.  

o The City believes that the development in the area, future development 
and current activity will make this attractive.  

o There is also a multiuse path coming to this area in the future. There will be 
a critical mass in the area to use the bridge.  

• RR line is often times blocked so that makes this bridge more attractive. 
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• With the grade on the north side, it will help if you decide to go with a ramp. 
Looks like about 110 – 115 ft between the sidewalk and edge of rail. This may be 
enough space for a ramp; depends on what the railroad will let you access. There 
is enough vertical space and that will make it easier. On the other end, if you put 
ramps in you will have to bridge over Lake Drive to make it a viable ADA ramp.  

• County insights on ped bridges? Tips? Other ideas?  
o Working with railroad is tediously slow. Will have to pay railroad to do 

reviews of your work. Be wary of the timeline on this 
o GDOT will be fairly receptive as long as you have proper height.  
o GA Power may be a struggle with trying to get utilities above the bridge. 

Have to be 10 ft below their neutral. If we’re at 16 ft over roadway, that puts 
you at 26-28 ft and then 10 more ft (38) that’s a pretty tall pole. May be 
challenging.  

• Who maintains 54?  
o Right now, city maintains the median. County maintains all traffic signals.  

 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Georgia DOT 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Paul DeNard, GDOT 
Landon Perry, GDOT 
Megan Wilson, GDOT 
Joshua Higgins, GDOT 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley-Horn  
Jen Price, Sycamore 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Any GDOT activity/projects in this area? 
o At State Route 331/Forest Parkway there is a project coming here; off set 

left turn and right turn lanes being developed there but nothing else 
• What time frame? 

o This is a feasibility study. Essentially a scoping phase with ARC 
o If this project has a need, there will be a need to look for additional 

funding 
• Is the railroad at the table? 

o They are one of the stakeholders who we want to have at the table. 
There will definitely be a railroad permit needed in this area.  

• Is this the only location being considered that does not have the associated 
grade changes?  

o This is the only location being considered since it’s the main activity 
node of the city.  

Page 225

Item #8.



19 
 

• Make sure to consider landings of the bridge. Will draw more people if it 
directly connects to the park and city center vs just the right of way on Forest 
Parkway.  

• Concerns/Challenges 
o Did not see any major utility conflicts. There is some fiber optic lines 

buried somewhere along this route.  
o Only concern is the grade on Lake Drive 

• Timeframe? 
o Would be at least 4 years from today being realistic.  

• Funding  
o Consider alternative funding sources. The railroad may have additional 

funding for this so consider resources that increase and enhance 
pedestrian safety at railroad crossings. 

o If there is a situation where this goes through ARC and may impact 
their LOP (?) status. 

• Our team can make sure GDOT is tied into the MARTA BRT study. 
o Will GDOT be removing ped movements from the intersection if the 

ped bridge comes to be? May look at channeling if we do keep the ped 
movements. Will this bridge get used if the option to cross is still there?  

• Any other planned crossings on Forest Pkwy? 
o No that we know of 

 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Clayton County 
Transportation 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Bobby Jinks, Public Works 
Director, City of Forest Park 
James Shelby, Planning 
Director, City of Forest Park 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Connectivity throughout downtown, Starr Park, and to the government offices 
is needed and this bridge will enhance the area. Is an important part of the 
future of the city 

• Will create placemaking for downtown Forest Park. 
• The bridge will be a signature piece and will be a prominent piece. Needs to 

be something that is a good signature piece 
• Would like to see the city logo and name on the bridge.  
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• At the visioning session, we will have designers who can sketch ideas for how 
you want this signature piece to look  

o Are there elements within the city, features, etc. that we want to bring 
out in the design, we can work through these ideas during the 
workshop. Please send anything that you’ve seen and want envisioned 
to our team so that we can work these ideas into the plan.   

• Bridge will have at least three places where it touches down; one on the south 
side and one on north side of Forest Pkwy and one at Main Street 

• Need to make sure people want to use the bridge vs the crosswalk. 
• 775 Forest Pkwy lot 

o City or DDA owns this lot 
o Will there be parking spaces over here too so people can park here and 

walk across?  
o Pavilion, dog park for townhomes may be located here. Not sure if there 

will be any parking here 
o There is overflow parking at townhome site.  

• Is there an architectural template that we can follow? Will Precision Planning 
be developing this that we can use as a guide?  

o Right now, we are not close enough to this point but this is a good idea 
• Materials? 

o Will want to use the logo but do not have any materials selected yet for 
the city center.  

o The workshop will help determine the ‘flavor’ of the bridge/what it can 
look like  

• Landscaping and signage? 
o Yes, there is space for that here 
o Bushes and landscaping design can be used to lead/channel people 

toward the bridge and deter them from crossing the street.  
o Pocket park opportunities at touchdown points 
o City Center will be built and there will be hardscapes there. Will have to 

coordinate that with this design.  
• Will there be an area between the police station and city building provide 

access?  
o Yes, a portion of Lake Drive on southside of Forest Pkwy will be closed 
o Can ped bridge tie into this area near the park and amphitheater. 

Pedestrian bridges in the area: 
o Acworth 
o Peachtree Corners 
o 278 toward Hiram (Lithia Springs/south of Hiram) – Silver Comet Trail 
o Truist Park (one across 285; other on Cobb Pkwy) 
o Newnan/Peachtree City area 
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• Many projects coming online at the same time: 
o City Center development 
o Starr Park development 
o Main Street Development 
o Model Mile 
o Ped bridge 

• Other engagement opportunities 
o Pop up at Food truck Fridays;  
o Don’t want to over saturate the public with meetings! 

 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 16, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Aerotropolis Atlanta 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Shannon James, 
Aerotropolis Atlanta 
Brian Dorelus, Aerotropolis 
Atlanta 
Robert Caudill, Aerotropolis 
Atlanta 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Jon Tuley, Kimley-Horn 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 
SaVaughn Irons, Forest Park 
James Shelby, Forest Park 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

Aerotropolis Atlanta 
• Northeast 2 blocks from College St – big discussions about redeveloping the 

Four Square Shopping Center via the large surface parking lot to Main Street. 
Aero has had discussions with owners re: redevelopment. This is a catalytic site 
for Blueprint 2.0.  

• The goal is to bring more density to the area. Recognize the need to create 
continuity in this area with city center plan 

• Focusing on implementation with end users. Will connect their consultants 
with us to understand what they’re planning, the impact and the flow and 
how this can be aligned (Pond & Co). This is separate from Model Mile study. 

• Having convos about connecting to Greenway plan via infrastructure dollars 
being committed. The Beltline will come east of the airport and to Flint River. 
Will want to ultimately connect the Model Miel to this segment of the Beltline. 
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Can share the preliminary identified route for the Beltline south segment. This 
connection will create more opportunities. 

• Agree with this bridge and the City’s thinking for this study. Walkability, 
activity and access are key. 

• Jeff Goolsby – new contact at GA Power and on Aero Board – who we should 
talk to about utilities.  

• Highly likely that Forest Park will become a centerpiece east of the airport. 
This could be a huge opportunity to create a destination for this area.  

• Blueprint 2.0 efforts will help ensure that all of these projects are connected 
and have synergy (Model Mile, MARTA/BRT, City Center development, Ped 
Bridge).  

• Funding – getting the city certified such that they can qualify for federal 
funding. This is in progress. 

 
Airport CIDs  

• Does not have any projects in Forest Park. 
• Three miles to the west, there is an LCI study going on. 
• Agree with the purpose of the study. The North / South connectivity will be 

increased by BRT/MARTA. Concerned with East/West connectivity. This could 
use some additional support/ this transit service needs to be increased. Transit 
generally south of the airport needs to be more complete. That’s happening 
with the BRT study.  

• LCI is south of  5th runway in Riverdale area. Important to consider the bridge 
in the context of the Riverdale LCI as we consider how to increase alternative 
transportation options to the public. 

 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 17, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Business Owners 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Skip Can, Forest Park 
Army/Navy Store  
Melissa Middleton, Forest 
Park Army/Navy Store  
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 
SaVaughn Irons, City of 
Forest Park 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• What is the thought behind closing a portion of Lake Drive? 

Page 229

Item #8.



23 
 

• How many access points/touch downs will the bridge have?  
• Have seen people climbing over/around trains that are parked at Lake Drive 
• When do we start?? 
• Definite need for this 
• New school opening – students will need a way to get across the tracks.  

 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 17, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Business Owners 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: George Crews (Region 
External for Henry, Area 
Manager), Southern 
Company 
Jeff J. Goolsby (Region 
Executive/External Affairs 
for Metro South), Southern 
Company 
Brandon M. Johnson 
(Distribution Engineer), 
Southern Company 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 
SaVaughn Irons, City of 
Forest Park 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Any expansions planned?  
o At this time, no. May upsize the wire to a larger wire for more capacity 

but that is many years down the line. No transmission lines planned.  
• What would the separation need to be? 

o Can bury the lines – 3 sets of these cables can be buried, going past the 
intersection of Forest Parkway and Main Street, and would come out 
overhead further down.  

• Does GA Power have an idea of linear foot costs? 
o The price is project based. No linear foot costs. What is your project 

liable to bring? This can be used to offset the costs.  
o Is there a minimal length that we need to consider? Is there a certain 

distance from the bridge foundations you would like to be?  
▪ Need 30 to 50 feet buffer from the foundation to stat the burial 
▪ Do need a 10 foot wide path to clear. Cannot go under the 

foundation. The foundation cannot encroach.  
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• Will there be any lights on the bridge? Elevator? 
o Would anticipate an elevator and lighting on the bridge. Will be some 

sort of power on it.  
• Burial of comms lines needs to be separate and should be 1 ft away from GA 

Power burial. Will be 4 ft deep burial; 6 inch conduit. The easement is 10 ft (5 ft 
on both sides of the path) 

• What’s the height of the BRT platform? 
o 14 in from top of the pavement.  

• Is the BRT platform covered?  
o Yes ; 10 – 12 feet from ground to platform roof 

• How soon will plans be available?  
o Not doing survey or final design 
o Will have aerial plan and some GIS backup; some dimensions of span, 

horizontal/vertical clearances, and how the other plans fit together by 
the end of Oct. 

• Costs?  
o Will send load sheets. Team will we have prelim load info that can be 

provided to begin getting an idea of costs. 
• How soon will you need project costs info? 

o Mid September would be great.  
• Transformers size can be determined as soon as we have more info. 
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APPENDIX 

Public Engagement Flyers 
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Social Media Campaign #1 
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Facebook Analytics 
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Social Media Campaign #2 

 
 
Facebook Analytics 
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APPENDIX C: 

City Center Plan 
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APPENDIX D: 

Crash Summary 
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Date and Time

Roadway (From Crash 

Report)

Intersection Name (from 

Crash Report) KABCO Severity Manner of Collision (Crash Level) 

# of Fatalities 

per Crash

# Serious 

Injuries # Visible Injuries

# Complaint 

Injuries

# of 

Vehicles 

Weather 

Conditions Surface Condition (Crash Level) 

Light Conditions 

(Crash Level)

8/30/2022 15:14 Hwy 331 Hwy 331 and N Lake Dr (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Angle (Other) 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

4/30/2020 16:30 Main St Lake Dr and Main St (O) No Injury Angle (Other) 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Daylight

1/15/2021 9:11 Bennett Dr Lake Dr and Bennett Dr (O) No Injury Angle (Other) 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Daylight

12/15/2021 17:12 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Angle (Other) 0 0 0 0 3 Clear Dry Daylight

10/12/2019 17:22 Lake Dr Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Angle (Other) 0 0 0 0 2 Cloudy Dry Daylight

1/13/2022 19:04 Lake Dr Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Head On 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Dark-Lighted

2/7/2020 18:47 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (K) Fatal Injury Head On 3 0 0 2 3 Clear Dry Dark-Lighted

11/12/2021 18:16 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Left Angle Crash 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Dark-Lighted

9/18/2021 18:37 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Left Angle Crash 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

6/30/2020 8:33 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (A) Suspected Serious Injury Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 0 2 0 0 1 Clear Dry Daylight

9/21/2021 14:00 Lake Dr Main St and Lake Dr (O) No Injury Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 0 0 0 0 1 Cloudy Wet Daylight

7/28/2020 22:10 Lake Dr Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy Unknown Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 0 0 0 0 1 Clear Dry Dark-Lighted

1/2/2020 6:30 Lake Dr Main St and Lake Dr (O) No Injury Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 0 0 0 0 1 Rain Wet Daylight

7/23/2021 19:22 Main St Lake Dr and Main St (A) Suspected Serious Injury Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 0 1 0 2 1 Clear Dry Daylight

12/21/2018 8:46 Main St Lake Dr and Main St (O) No Injury Not a Collision with Motor Vehicle 0 0 0 0 1 Rain Wet Daylight

5/18/2020 17:45 700 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and 700 Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 3 Rain Wet Daylight

6/25/2020 16:32 700-Blk Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and 700-Blk Forest Pkwy(C) Possible Injury / Complaint Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 Rain Wet Daylight

9/3/2020 8:09 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 1 Clear Dry Daylight

8/12/2020 17:26 800 Blk Forest Pkwy Ash St and 800 Blk Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 2 Rain Wet Daylight

5/2/2020 17:46 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

10/15/2020 10:16 Lake Dr Main St and Lake Dr (B) Suspected Minor/Visible Injury Rear End 0 0 1 0 2 Clear Dry Daylight

10/28/2021 15:15 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

3/24/2020 14:52 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

8/7/2022 15:13 Lake Dr Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Daylight

10/24/2022 11:40 Hwy 331 Hwy 331 and N Lake Dr (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Daylight

10/29/2021 9:53 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 2 CloudyWater (standing or moving)Daylight

9/27/2022 7:31 Hwy 331 Hwy 331 and N Lake Dr (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 2 Clear Dry Daylight

3/6/2020 15:16 Main St Lake Dr and Main St (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

9/1/2020 16:48 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Rear End 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

3/14/2022 14:04 Lake Dr Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Rear End 0 0 0 0 3 Clear Dry Daylight

6/22/2022 10:43 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (C) Possible Injury / Complaint Right Angle Crash 0 0 0 1 2 Clear Dry Daylight

11/26/2018 18:05 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (O) No Injury Sideswipe-Same Direction 0 0 0 0 2 Cloudy Dry Dark-Not Lighted

9/5/2022 10:03 Forest Pkwy Lake Dr and Forest Pkwy (B) Suspected Minor/Visible Injury Sideswipe-Same Direction 0 0 1 0 2 Cloudy Dry Daylight

Page 239

Item #8.



 

34 

 

APPENDIX E: 

Cost Preakdown 
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Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge over Norfolk-Southern & Forest Parkway

Preliminary Engineering 1,200,000.00$  

Roadway Design 150,000.00$      

Landscape Architectural 150,000.00$      

Structural 400,000.00$      

Mechanical & Electrical 200,000.00$      

Environmental 300,000.00$      

Utilities 156,000.00$      

Burial of Overhead Utilities

Section 404 Mitigation -$                        

Right of Way 47,550.00$         

Permanent Easement Cost 17,550.00$         

Negotiation and Legal Fees 30,000.00$         

Construction 5,537,500.00$  

Bridge 2,000,000.00$  

Architectural Features 500,000.00$      

Elevators 1,200,000.00$  

Stairs 200,000.00$      

Retaining Wall 430,000.00$      

Mobilization, Traffic Control, Erosion Control 100,000.00$      

Contingency 1,107,500.00$  

Total Project Cost 6,941,050.00$  
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  Limited Scope 

Project Concept Report 
Template version: 2023.06.26 

Project Type: Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities P.I. Number: N/A 

GDOT District: 7 County: Clayton 

Federal Route Number: N/A State Route Number: 331 

Project Number: N/A 
 

Pedestrian bridge over SR 331/Forest Parkway and Norfolk-Southern Railroad near Lake Drive in Forest Park. 

 

 

Submitted for approval:   

   

Mike Lobdell, P.E., PTOE, Kimley-Horn & Associates  Date 

 
  

City of Forest Park  Date 

   

State Program Delivery Administrator   Date 

   

GDOT Project Manager  Date 
 

Recommendation for approval:  

   

State Environmental Administrator   Date 

   

State Traffic Engineer   Date 

 
  

District Engineer   Date 

 
  

State Bridge Engineer   Date 

 ☒ MPO Area:  This project is consistent with the MPO adopted Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Long 

Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). 

☐ Rural Area: This project is consistent with the goals outlined in the Statewide Transportation Plan 

(SWTP) and/or is included in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). 

   

for Division of Planning  

 

 Date 

 

Approval: 

Concur:    

 GDOT Director of Engineering  Date 

Approve:    

 GDOT Chief Engineer  Date 
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PROJECT LOCATION MAP 

Google Earth 

 Google Maps 

Project Location 

North 
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PLANNING & BACKGROUND DATA 
 

Prepared By: Kimley-Horn Date Completed:   6/5/2024  
Project Justification Statement:  The study awarded to the City of Forest Park as part of the Atlanta Regional 

Commission’s (ARC) Livable Centers Initiative (LCI). The study is to determine the feasibility and public support for 

a pedestrian bridge in downtown Forest Park. The project was identified in the 2021 Downtown Forest Park LCI 

Study. A key finding from the public engagement during the 2021 LCI Study was the need to improve the walkability 

of Downtown Forest Park. The downtown area has businesses on Main Street and Bill Lee Park north of SR 

331/Forest Parkway and the railroad. South of SR 331/Forest Parkway and the railroad is City Hall, the City 

Recreation Center, and Starr Park. As noted by City officials and business owners, trains are frequently stopped in 

Downtown Forest Park blocking the grade crossing at Lake Drive. The facilities of SR 331/Forest Parkway and the 

railroad separating the two pedestrian oriented centers discourages pedestrian activity.  

 

A proposed pedestrian bridge in Downtown Forest Park is one of several projects in the City. Continuous pedestrian 

connectivity is vital to the success of the planned projects. Forest Park is finalizing a master plan to construct a new 

city center including a police station and city hall. MARTA is in the early stages of developing a Bus Rapid Transit 

(BRT) route that connects the East Point MARTA Station to south Clayton County with a station located near the 

Forest Park City Center. ARC funded a Greenway Master Plan for the municipalities surrounding Hartsfield-Jackson 

Atlanta International Airport. After the studied was completed, seven of the jurisdictions began developing concepts 

for trails planned in their respective jurisdictions. The seven concepts are called the AeroATL Greenway Model 

Miles. The Forest Park Model Mile is proposed to run along Lake Drive and would connect with the proposed 

pedestrian bridge at the new city center and Starr Park. A future path is planned connecting the State Farmers 

Market to Fort Gillem via Main Street. The City is also expecting residential and commercial developments along 

Main Street. The planned projects make connectivity to both sides of SR 331/Forest Parkway and the railroad more 

important. The feasibility study of the proposed pedestrian bridge must coordinate with the other planned projects 

to maximize the benefit to the public and private investments. 

 

The pedestrian bridge will begin on the south side of SR 331/Forest Parkway near Lake Drive with a span over SR 

331/Forest Parkway touching down on the north side of SR 331/Forest Parkway. A second span will bridge over 

the railroad with a touch down near Main Street and Lake Drive. Aerial utilities will be buried in the vicinity of the 

pedestrian bridge. A bridge will ensure a continuous pedestrian pathway between Main Street, MARTA bus stops, 

and the City Center that is ADA compliant. Stopped trains and a four lane arterial will not be barriers for pedestrians 

between the two destinations. 

 

Existing conditions: SR 331/Forest Parkway is a four-lane divided minor arterial owned and maintained by GDOT. 

Forest Parkway has curb and gutter and five-foot sidewalks within the project area. The posted speed limit is 40 

MPH with daily traffic of 20,000 vehicles a day. Main Street is a city street with one lane in each direction with curb 

and gutter and five-foot brick sidewalks. The posted speed limit is 30 MPH, and the daily traffic is approximately 

4,500 vehicles per day. Lake Drive is a two-lane city street with curb and gutter and a 10 foot brick sidewalk on the 

west side. The east side of Lake Drive has no pedestrian facilities. The posted speed limit is 25 MPH. Current 

pedestrian crossing over the Norfolk Southern Railroad is via a 10 foot wide brick sidewalk along the west side of 

Lake Drive. Sidewalk is not continuous across the tracks and ADA ramps are located at the intersection of Lake 

Drive at Main Street and Lake Drive at SR 331/Forest Parkway. Persons in wheel chairs needing to cross the tracks 

at Lake Drive would have to use the general purpose lanes of Lake Drive. Pedestrians crossing SR 331/Forest 

Parkway at Lake Drive must cross at grade. The crosswalk is approximately 80 feet long.   

 

Other projects in the area:  MARTA SR 54 Bus Rapid Transit Corridor 

 

MPO:  Atlanta TMA    TIP #: N/A    

Congressional District(s):  5 

 

Federal Oversight: ☐ PoDI ☐ Exempt ☐ State Funded ☐ Other 
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Projected Traffic:   24 HR T: 7 % Current Year (2022):   20,300      

Traffic data source: TADA 

Traffic Projections Performed by:   N/A 

Date approved by the GDOT Office of Planning:    Date N/A 

AASHTO Functional Classification (Mainline):  Minor Arterial  

AASHTO Context Classification (Mainline):  Urban  

AASHTO Project Type (Mainline):  New Construction 

Is the project located on a NHS roadway?  ☒ No  ☐ Yes 

Complete Streets - Bicycle, Pedestrian, and/or Transit Standards Warrants: 

Warrants met:  ☐ None  ☒ Bicycle ☒ Pedestrian ☒ Transit 

Pedestrian warrants 1, 2, and 4 are met. Bicycle warrants 2 and 3 are met. Transit warrants 1 and 2 are 

met. 

 

Is this a 3R (Resurfacing, Restoration, & Rehabilitation) Project? ☒ No   ☐ Yes      

 

Pavement Evaluation and Recommendations 

Initial Pavement Evaluation Summary Report Required?   ☒ No   ☐ Yes 

Feasible Pavement Alternatives:    ☒ HMA ☐ PCC   ☐ HMA & PCC 

 

Is the project located on a Special Roadway or Network?  ☒ No   ☐ Yes    

 

Do the limits of the project include one or more signalized intersections?  ☒ No  ☐ Yes 

 

Is Federal Aviation Administration coordination anticipated?   ☐ No ☒ Yes 

 

DESIGN AND STRUCTURAL 
 
Description of the proposed project: The proposed pedestrian bridge would begin on the south side of SR 

331/Forest Parkway approximately 180 feet west of the existing intersection of SR 331/Forest Parkway and Lake 

Drive. The bridge will span approximately 115 feet over SR 331/Forest Parkway and 103 feet over the Norfolk-

Southern Railroad. The project will terminate approximately 15 feet from the southwest corner of Main Street and 

Lake Drive. The proposed bridge is to provide a continuous connection between Starr Park and the new City Center 

on the south side of SR 331/Forest Parkway to Main Street and the Model Mile on the north side of the Norfolk-

Southern Railroad.   

 

Major Structures:  

Structure Existing Proposed 

N/A N/A 270 feet long, 10 feet wide 3 span bridge   

 

Accelerated Bridge Construction (ABC) techniques anticipated:   ☒ No  ☐ Yes   

 

 

Mainline Design Features:   

Pedestrian bridge is to begin on south side of SR 331/Forest Parkway approximately 180 feet west of the 

intersection of SR 331/Forest Parkway and Lake Drive. Pedestrians can access the bridge via stairs or an elevator 

on both side of SR 331/Forest Parkway. Span 1 will be approximately 115 feet long with a minimum vertical 

clearance of 17.5 feet over SR 331/Forest Parkway. An elevator will provide access to pedestrians needing access 

to the north side of SR 331/Forest Parkway and proposed BRT station. Span 2 is an intermediate span approaching 

railroad tracks. Span 3 is proposed to be approximately 103 feet with a minimum 23.5 feet of vertical clearance 
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from the bottom of the structure to the top of rail. The north end of the bridge will connect with stairs and ADA 

compliant ramps to tie into the sidewalk on the southern side of Main Street at Lake Drive. 

 

SR 331/Forest Parkway Functional Classification: Minor Arterial 

Feature 

 
Existing *Policy Proposed 

Typical Section:    

- Number of Through Lanes  4  4 

- Lane Width(s) (-ft) 12-ft 11-12-ft 12-ft 

- Median Width (-ft) & Type 20-ft raised 20-ft raised 20-ft raised 

- Border Area Width (-ft)  12-ft 10-16-ft 13-17-ft 

- Cross Slope (%) 2% 2% 2% 

- Sidewalks (-ft)  5-ft 5-ft 5-ft 

- Auxiliary Lanes  12-ft RTL and LTL  12-ft RTL and LTL 

- Bike Accommodations  None None None 

Posted Speed (mph) 40 mph  40 mph 

Design Speed (mph) 40 mph  40 mph 

Minimum Horizontal Curve Radius (-ft)   N/A 

Maximum Superelevation Rate (%) 4%  N/A 

Access Control By permit By permit By permit 

*According to current GDOT Design Policy if applicable 

 

Design Exceptions/Design Variances to FHWA or GDOT Controlling Criteria anticipated:   

None anticipated 

 

Design Variances to GDOT Standard Criteria anticipated: 

None anticipated 

 

Lighting Proposed:  ☐ No  ☒ Yes 

Lighting proposed on pedestrian walkway 

 

Off-site Detours Anticipated:  ☐ No     ☐ Undetermined  ☒ Yes  

If yes:  Roadway type to be closed:  ☐ Local Road ☒ State Route 

 Detour route selected: ☒ Local Road ☐ State Route  

 District concurrence with detour route: ☒ No/Pending ☐ Received Date 

Detour presented to public:  ☒ No ☐ Yes Date   

An overnight closure of SR 331/Forest Parkway will likely be needed to set the bridge. Traffic can be routed to Main 

Street during closure.  

 

Transportation Management Plan [TMP] Required: ☒ No  ☐ Yes   

 

INTERCHANGES AND INTERSECTIONS 
 

Interchanges/Major Intersections:  SR 331/Forest Parkway at Lake Drive is a signalized intersection within the 

project limits. 

 

Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) Required:  ☒ No ☐ Yes  
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Roundabout Concept Validation Required:  ☒ No  ☐ Yes ☐ Completed     

 

UTILITY AND PROPERTY 
 

Railroad Involvement: Yes. The proposed pedestrian bridge will require a permit from Norfolk-Southern Railroad.   

 

Utility Involvements: Georgia Power, AT&T, and signal communication overhead utilities will be buried in the 

vicinity of the bridge. Underground fiber optic cable near railroad tracks will be avoided. 

 

SUE Required:   ☒ No  ☐Yes   

 

Public Interest Determination Policy and Procedure recommended:    ☒ No   ☐ Yes 

 

Right-of-Way (ROW):  Existing width:  107 ft.  Proposed width:  107 ft. 

Required Right-of-Way anticipated:  ☒  None ☐ Yes ☐ Undetermined 

Easements anticipated:  ☐  None ☐ Temporary ☒ Permanent   ☐ Utility ☐ Other 

 

Anticipated total number of impacted parcels:   1 

Displacements anticipated: 

 Businesses: 0 

Residences: 0 

Other: 0 

     Total Displacements: 0 

 

Location and Design approval: ☐ Not Required ☒ Required 

 

Impacts to federally managed property anticipated: ☒ No ☐ Yes ☐ Undetermined 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL AND PERMITS 
 

Anticipated Environmental Document:  NEPA ~  PCE  

 

Level of Environmental Analysis – The environmental considerations are based on:  

☒  A preliminary desktop or screening level environmental analysis and are subject to revision after the 
completion of resource identification, delineation, and agency concurrence.  

☐  Completion of resource identification and delineation and are subject to revision after the completion of 
agency concurrence.   

☐  Completion of resource identification, delineation, and agency concurrence. 
 

MS4 Permit Compliance – Is the project located in a MS4 area?  ☐ No  ☒ Yes 

If yes, is the GDOT MS4 Permit anticipated to apply to all or part of this project?  ☒ No  ☐ Yes 

Is ecology water quality mitigation anticipated?   ☒ No  ☐ Yes 

Will a Non-MS4 Detention Report be required during preliminary design?   ☒ No  ☐ Yes 

Environmental Permits, Variances, Commitments, and Coordination anticipated: None 

 

Air Quality: 

Is the project located in an Ozone Non-attainment area?  ☐ No  ☒ Yes 

Is a Carbon Monoxide hotspot analysis required?  ☒ No  ☐ Yes 
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NEPA/GEPA Comments & Information:  A variety of resources were utilized including Georgia’s Natural, 

Archaeological, and Historic Resources GIS (GNAHRGIS) database, historical maps and aerial photography, and 

Clayton County tax assessor records. The cultural resources screening identified no historic resources within the 

project area currently listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The screening did identify the NRHP-

eligible Macon & Western Railroad which bisects the project area. Several additional properties 50+ year old 

properties within the project area were also identified; however, none appear to be likely to be found eligible for 

listing in the NRHP. None of these properties were formally evaluated for NRHP eligibility. Starr Park is within the 

project area and is considered a NEPA resource and would be provided protections under Section 4(f). 

 

Public Involvement:  The feasibility study included a variety of public engagement activities. Stakeholders were 

identified by staff at the City of Forest Park and interviewed April of 2024. A visioning session was held with the 

stakeholders May 22, 2024. Some members of the project team attended a pop-up event at Bill Lee Park near the 

project site on July 12, 2024. A formal PIOH was held at City Hall on August 20, 2024.  

 

The following methods were used to promote and encourage engagement and awareness: 

 

• Distribution of press releases by the City of Forest Park Public Information Office  

• Distribution of announcements via the City of Forest Park social media channels 

• Distribution of physical flyers to Main Street and Forest Parkway tenants and businesses  

• Outreach to key stakeholders and partners to encourage information distribution  

• Distribution of an email campaign to outreach database  

• Establishment of a project website  

• Posting of all meeting announcements on the project website  

• Targeted Facebook campaigns to City of Forest Park residents 

 

COORDINATION, ACTIVITIES, RESPONSIBILITIES, AND COSTS 
 

Constructability/Construction:  The construction of the bridge over SR 331/ Forest Parkway will likely require a 

short-term off-site detour that can be done over a weekend. Main Street is a convenient option to detour traffic. 

Construction over the railroad will require coordination with Norfolk-Southern including contracting for a flagger.  

 

Project Meetings:  N/A 

 

Other coordination to date:  

 

Project Activity Party Responsible for Performing Task(s) 

Concept Development  City of Forest Park 

Design City of Forest Park 

Right-of-Way Acquisition City of Forest Park 

Utility Coordination (Preconstruction) City of Forest Park 

Utility Relocation (Construction) Utility Owners 

Letting to Contract City of Forest Park 

Construction Supervision City of Forest Park 

Providing Material Pits N/A 

Providing Detours City of Forest Park 

Environmental Studies, Documents, & Permits City of Forest Park 

Environmental Mitigation City of Forest Park 

Construction Inspection & Materials Testing City of Forest Park 
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Project Cost Estimate Summary and Funding Responsibilities:  

 PE Activities 

ROW 
Reimbursable 

Utilities 
CST* Total Cost PE 

Funding 

Section 

404 

Mitigation 

Date of 

Estimate: 
9/15/2024 N/A 9/15/2024 9/15/2024 9/15/2024  

Proposed 

Funding 

Source(s): 

Federal, 

Local 
N/A 

Federal, 

Local 

Federal, 

Local 
Federal, Local  

Programmed 

Cost: 
N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A 

Estimated 

Cost: 
$1,200,000 N/A $50,000 $200,000 $5,600,000 $7,050,000 

Total Cost 

Difference: 
     N/A 

*CST Cost includes Construction, Engineering and Inspection, Contingencies and Asphalt Fuel Price Adjustment.  

 

ALTERNATIVES DISCUSSION 
Alternative selection:  

Preferred Alternative:  270 foot long by 10 foot wide pedestrian bridge spanning SR 331/Forest Parkway and 

Norfolk Southern Railroad 

 

Estimated Property Impacts: 1 Estimated Total Cost: $7,050,000 

Estimated ROW Cost: * $50,000 Estimated CST Time: 12 months 

Rationale: Preferred alternative provides a continuous, ADA compliant path connecting planned city center 

building, Starr Park, and proposed BRT stations with existing and planned development on Main Street and Bill Lee 

Park. The proposed pedestrian bridge will prevent railroad activities from disrupting pedestrian connectivity between 

the city center and Main Street. The bridge provides a unique placemaking and branding opportunity for downtown 

Forest Park. 

*Estimated ROW cost by design team. 

 

No-Build Alternative:  No change to current pedestrian accommodations along Lake Drive across Norfolk 

Southern Railroad and SR 331/Forest Parkway 

 

Estimated Property Impacts: 0 Estimated Total Cost: 0 

Estimated ROW Cost: 0 Estimated CST Time: 0 

Rationale:  No-build alternative does not address the barriers to connectivity for pedestrians separated by 

Norfolk-Southern and SR 331/Forest Parkway.  

 

 

Alternative 1:  150 foot long by 10 foot wide pedestrian bridge over Norfolk Southern Railroad 

 

Estimated Property Impacts: 1 Estimated Total Cost: $4,000,000 

Estimated ROW Cost: * $50,000 Estimated CST Time: 12 months 

Rationale:  A bridge over the railroad only does provide continuous ADA compliant path over the railroad but 

does not address concerns of pedestrians crossing a four-lane divided state arterial. Other community goals of 

placemaking are not well addressed with a bridge only over the railroad. 

 

*Estimated ROW cost by design team. 
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS/SUPPORTING DATA  
1. Concept Layout – Preferred Alternative.   

2. Bridge Elevation 

3. Detailed Cost Estimates 

4. MS4 Concept Report  

5. Public Involvement Summary  
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FOREST PARKWAY SR 331 FUTURE 
STREETSCAPE
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Forest Park Pedestrian Bridge over Norfolk-Southern & Forest Parkway

Preliminary Engineering 1,200,000.00$  

Roadway Design 150,000.00$      

Landscape Architectural 150,000.00$      

Structural 400,000.00$      

Mechanical & Electrical 200,000.00$      

Environmental 300,000.00$      

Utilities 156,000.00$      

Burial of Overhead Utilities

Section 404 Mitigation -$                        

Right of Way 47,550.00$         

Permanent Easement Cost 17,550.00$         

Negotiation and Legal Fees 30,000.00$         

Construction 5,537,500.00$  

Bridge 2,000,000.00$  

Architectural Features 500,000.00$      

Elevators 1,200,000.00$  

Stairs 200,000.00$      

Retaining Wall 430,000.00$      

Mobilization, Traffic Control, Erosion Control 100,000.00$      

Contingency 1,107,500.00$  

Total Project Cost 6,941,050.00$  
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PLE Evaluation 
 
Attach the following checklist information to the Concept Report Template: 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Is there a Project Level Exclusion that applies to this project:    ☐ No  ☒ Yes 
 If yes, please indicate which of the following exclusions apply: 

☒  1. Roadway not owned or operated (maintained) by GDOT may not require post-construction BMPs. 

Coordinate with the appropriate local government or entity to determine stormwater management 

requirements. 

☐  2. The project location is not in an GDOT’s MS4 area. 

☒  3. Maintenance and safety improvement project such as resurfacing, maintenance projects that do not add 

impervious surface area, driveway access paving, shoulder paving and building, fiber optic line installation, 

sign addition, safety barrier installation, multi-use projects used solely for recreational purposes and 

separate from transportation projects (e.g. bike lanes on roads), and sound barrier installation. (RCUTs and 

roundabouts do not qualify for PLE 3 but they may be evaluated for PLE 5 during preliminary design). 

☐  4. Project with environmental documents approved or right-of-way plans submitted for approval on or 

before June 30, 2012. 

     5. Road project that disturbs less than 1 acre (Evaluate during Preliminary Design). 

     6. Site development/redevelopment project that creates, adds, or replaces less than 5,000 ft2 of impervious 

area (Evaluate during Preliminary Design). 

☐  7. Project in MS4 area added to GDOT’s 2017 MS4 permit with concept approval (start of preliminary 

engineering) before January 3, 2018. 

☐  8. Project in Combined Sewer Overflow area. 

_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Concept Outfall Evaluation 

Complete the tables below and include as an attachment to the Concept Report. Add additional rows, if needed. It 
is understood that this information will be approximate based on available information at the time of the concept. 
 

Drainage Area Summary 

Outfall Pre-Development Post-Development 

Area (Acres) Area (Acres) 

1   

2   

3   
 

Concept Level Judgement 

Outfall Using a concept level judgement, is this outfall likely to have a structural BMP? *This will be 
finalized later in the design process. 

1  

2  

3  
In addition to the above charts, attach the Drainage Area Map (using existing topographic information) to the 

Concept Report. 

Things to consider while making this concept level judgement are:  

• Discharges which exit right-of-way as sheet flow 

• Flows that originate offsite 

• Reduction or no change (or negligible increase) in impervious area  

• Impact on a cultural / community resource  

• Displacement of residence or business  

• Violation of state or federal law (e.g. fill in a FEMA zone or structural BMP in the clear zone) 
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Forest Parkway & Main Street 
Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study 
Summary of Community Engagement 
A pedestrian bridge is a major piece of infrastructure that can increase the quality of 
life of future users by increasing connectivity and access to key destinations. 
Therefore, an equitable public outreach and stakeholder engagement strategy must 
allow for considerable opportunities to educate, connect with, and hear from a wide 
variety of stakeholders.  

The stakeholder engagement process implemented for this study utilized a variety of 
techniques and levels of involvement to gain a complete understanding of existing 
conditions, community goals and values, needs and opportunities, and desires for 
the future. This process included a variety of techniques to reach broad and diverse 
audiences with varying degrees of expertise; time availability; and investment in the 
outcomes of the study. The following methods were used to promote and encourage 
engagement: 

 
• Distribution of press releases by the City of Forest Park Public Information 

Office.  
• Distribution of announcements via the City of Forest Park social media 

channels. 
• Distribution of physical flyers to Main Street and Forest Parkway tenants and 

businesses.  
• Outreach to key stakeholders and partners to encourage information 

distribution.  
• Distribution of an email campaign to outreach database.  
• Establishment of a project website.  
• Posting of all meeting announcements on the project website.  
• Targeted Facebook campaigns to City of Forest Park residents. 

 
 

KEY STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT 
Stakeholder Interviews 
Key stakeholders were identified and interviewed in a series of virtual meetings to 
introduce the feasibility study to those who could potentially be affected by the 
project or are likely to have a keen interest in the study outcomes. During these 
virtual interviews, the study team identified what this study is seeking to accomplish, 
discussed potential issues related to accessibility and safety, discussed current and 
future projects and how this infrastructure project might impact or be impacted, 
and identified appropriate community engagement opportunities.  
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Interviews were held with the following key stakeholder groups: 
 

• MARTA SR 54 Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Team 
• Clayton County Transportation Department  
• Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT) District 7 Staff 
• City of Forest Park staff 
• Aerotropolis Atlanta Alliance 
• Atlanta Airport CIDs 
• Local Business Owners/Operators 
• Georgia Power Company 

 
Many questions, ideas, challenges, and solutions were raised throughout the various 
discussions. A few common themes emerged from the interviews, which are 
summarized as follows: 
 

Urban Development and Connectivity: It is important that the feasibility 
study considers the ongoing and planned urban development in the area. The 
bridge aims to connect key downtown destinations, enhancing accessibility 
and fostering connectivity between various developments and projects such 
as the new City Center complex and residential and commercial projects that 
are on the horizon. 
 
Integration with Transportation Projects: There is a strong emphasis on 
integrating the pedestrian bridge with existing and planned transportation 
projects. Specifically, this project will provide connectivity to the Model Mile 
Greenway project, which is in close proximity to the northernmost touch down 
point for the bridge. It also presents an opportunity to align with the planned 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) network. The bridge is seen as complementary to the 
BRT, enhancing its effectiveness and accessibility. 
 
Stakeholder Engagement and Funding: Stakeholder involvement is crucial, 
including coordination with governmental bodies, utilities, transportation 
agencies like GDOT and MARTA, and the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Funding 
discussions revolved around potential sources and the role of various entities 
in securing funding for the project. 
 
Community Placemaking: The bridge is envisioned as a signature piece that 
enhances the city's identity and serves as a focal point for placemaking efforts. 
It is important to ensure the bridge design aligns with City branding, 
aesthetics, and design guidelines while also serving as a gateway and positive 
community asset. Additionally, considerations for aesthetics, landscaping, and 
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signage can be used to create an inviting and functional space for 
pedestrians. 

 
Key Stakeholder Workshop 
The key stakeholder interviewees were also convened as an Ad Hoc Committee and 
participated in a Visioning Workshop. The purpose of the workshop was to share and 
brainstorm ideas and details for the pedestrian bridge including potential design, 
construction materials, and amenities. The outcomes of this meeting were used to 
answer additional questions, to identify challenges with the bridge, and to help 
inform the direction of the community survey. The three key takeaways from this 
workshop are summarized as follows: 
 

Branding and Experience: Determine the desired brand impact of the bridge 
and how it should influence the user experience, considering both the 
architectural design and the sensory impact when driving under the bridge. 
 
Functionality and Activation: Focus on the practical aspects of the bridge's 
functionality and explore how to activate and utilize the space between Forest 
Parkway and the Norfolk Southern Railroad, including potential activities and 
garden opportunities at the touchdown locations. 
 
Design Considerations: Decide whether the bridge should lean more towards 
an architectural or billboard style, address elevation changes including slope 
requirements, and plan for elevator redundancy in case of malfunctions. 

 
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT STRATEGY 
Engagement with the general public was implemented through online 
engagement, social media, and a series of in-person public engagement events 
hosted at key stages in the planning process used to educate and gain feedback 
from stakeholders and the public. The specific elements of this strategy are 
described below.  
 
Online Engagement  
A project webpage (https://forestparkpedbridge.com/) was launched at the onset of 
the study and served as the main source of study information, documents, and 
announcements for the general public. Meeting flyers and displays were posted on 
the site. A document library was also created that included links to relevant plans 
and studies, such as the AeroATL Greenway Plan, the Forest Park LCI Plan, and the 
Forest Park Comprehensive Plan.  
 

Page 257

Item #8.

https://forestparkpedbridge.com/


4 
 

 
  
Online engagement was enhanced through interactive engagement opportunities 
including a quick poll and an online survey. These tools were used to gather 
feedback, data, and diverse perspectives from stakeholders to inform the feasibility 
study. Additionally, a discussion “forum” was posted to collect input on the draft 
concepts. 
 
At the time of this reporting, the project website saw: 

• A total of 1,311 visits from 1,177 unique visitors 
• A total of 67 document downloads 
• A total of 67 quick poll entries 
• A total of 93 online survey entries 

 

Social Media Outreach 

Social media outreach offered a convenient method to promote and encourage 
participation in the project and helped to reach people who may not have been able 
to participate in person. Content was developed in close coordination with the City of 
Forest Park Public Information Office for posting on established social media 
platforms and for distribution through the City’s electronic newsletter as deemed 
appropriate. An example of the social media post and performance analytics can be 
found in the appendix.  
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In-Person Engagement 

Designed to be accessible to all community members, 
the in-person engagement strategy included a pop-
up appearance to meet people where they are and a 
more traditional community open house meeting to 
formally unveil the draft concepts to the public and to 
collect input. A flyer, available in English, Spanish and 
Vietnamese, was created to highlight the public input 
opportunities. 
 

Community Pop-Up 

The purpose of the community pop-up was to connect 
with and gather input from community members via 
a community survey, to share information about the 
study and process, and to encourage attendance at 
the community open house meeting. 

Four members of the engagement team along with 
two interpreters (Spanish and Vietnamese) hosted the pop-up at an existing “Food 
Truck Friday” event at Bill Lee Park, near the potential pedestrian bridge location. 

The setup for the pop-up engagement included a tent; a map of the potential bridge 
location; a graphic rendering of a potential bridge design for illustrative purposes; 
flyers in English, Spanish and Vietnamese with a QR code and link to the interactive 
website; a sign-up sheet to receive email updates; and a brief survey. The team also 
handed out flyers to passersby that were less inclined to engage directly.  
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Community Open House 

A community open house event was hosted to educate the public on the purpose of 
the pedestrian bridge and to get feedback on the design concept. The community 
open house was hosted on Tuesday, August 20, 2024 at the Forest Park City Council 
Chambers from 5:30 – 7:30 PM. A total of 22 community stakeholders attended the 
meeting, as well as City staff.  

The open house began with a welcome by City of Forest Park Mayor Angelyne Butler, 
MPA, who encouraged those in attendance to give their input and ask questions. 
The meeting transitioned to an open house format that allowed for stakeholders to 
drop in and attend at a time most convenient for them during the open house 
hours. Attendees received a comment form and survey when entering the open 
house and were encouraged to visit the study displays and engage with the project 
team.  
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WHAT WE HEARD: COMMUNITY INPUT RESULTS 
The community was invited to provide input via the website quick poll, at the pop-up 
event, during the community open house via a general comment form and printed 
survey identical to the online survey, and via the website survey. The results of these 
methods of input are summarized below.  
 
Online Quick Poll Results 
The quick poll received input between the time period of May 14, 2024 – July 15, 2024 
and asked one question - Where do you visit most frequently in downtown Forest 
Park? Response options included Starr Park, Main Street, City Hall, or Other 
Destinations. 
 
Where do you visit most frequently in downtown Forest Park? 

 
A total of 67 individuals responded to the poll. Of the 67 responses submitted, 69% 
responded that Starr Park is where they visit most frequently, followed by Main 
Street (19%) and Other Destinations (12%).  
 
 
Pop Up Event Input 

The team conversed with 24 individuals and a total of 14 surveys were collected 
during the pop-up event on July 12, 2024. Generally, the survey respondents 
commented that: 

• Walking to destinations within the city is rarely or never done.  

• Safety and personal health/abilities are the greatest hinderances to physical 
activity, 

• A pedestrian bridge “could provide a safe crossing over busy roads and the 
railroad tracks, reducing the risk of pedestrian accidents and promoting an 
active lifestyle” and  

• Active recreation, passive recreation and artwork combined should be 
considered if small pocket parks or public spaces in the touchdown locations 
are developed to serve the community.  

 

Verbal comments also centered around pedestrian safety and lack of safe, easy, 
pedestrian access across the roadway and railroad tracks. 
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Online Survey Results 
The online survey received input between the time period of June 21, 2024 – August 
23, 2024, and asked four questions. A total of 93 individuals responded to the survey. 
Input for each question is summarized below. 
 
Q1: How frequently do you walk to destinations within the City? 
 

 
The majority (approximately 41%) report never walking to destinations within the city. 
However, the remaining 59% of those responding to the survey report walking: 

• Rarely (once a month or less): 17% 
• Occasionally (2 – 3 times a month): 15% 
• Sometimes (once a week): 3% 
• Often (2 or more times a week): 24% 

 
Q2: What are the primary factors that influence your decision to walk or not 
walk to key city locations? 
 

 
When exploring the primary factors that influence respondents’ decisions to walk or 
not walk to key city locations, most replied that safety was the primary factor 
followed by convenience and accessibility: 

• Safety: 52% 

Page 264

Item #8.



11 
 

• Convenience: 17% 
• Accessibility: 15% 
• Personal health/abilities: 8% 
• Other: 8% 

 

Q3: In what specific ways do you believe a pedestrian bridge could enhance 
walkability and promote active living in our community? 

 
This question offered four detailed response options. “Improved Safety” was by far 
the leading response selected regarding the specific was a pedestrian bridge could 
enhance walkability and promote active living: 

• Improved Safety: A pedestrian bridge could provide a safe crossing over busy 
roads and the railroad tracks, reducing the risk of pedestrian accidents and 
promoting an active lifestyle: 64% 

• Connectivity: It would enhance connectivity between neighborhoods, parks, 
schools, and other community destinations, making it easier for residents to 
access amenities without relying on cars: 8% 

• Encouraging Physical Activity: By creating a convenient and accessible route 
for pedestrians and cyclists, the bridge could encourage people to incorporate 
walking and biking into their daily routines, promoting active living and 
healthier lifestyles: 13%  

• Community Engagement: The presence of a pedestrian bridge could foster a 
sense of community by providing a space for social interaction and 
recreational activities, such as walking groups, events, and gatherings, thereby 
promoting active living: 15% 

 
Q4: The pedestrian bridge may provide opportunities for small pocket parks or 
public spaces in three locations. How would you envision the utilization of these 
spaces to serve the community's needs? 
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The final survey question asked for input on opportunities to activate spaces near 
the bridge touchdown points. Options include active recreational amenities 
(playgrounds, sports courts), passive recreational amenities (benches, greenery), 
public art, or a combination of all three. An overwhelming majority (83%) selected 
that they would prefer a combination of amenities in these locations: 

• I would prefer active recreational amenities: 7% 
• I would prefer passive recreational elements: 9% 
• I would prefer public art: 1% 
• I would prefer a combination of all three: 83% 

 

Community Open House Comment Form & Survey Input 

The August 20, 2024 Community Open House utilized comment forms to collect 
open-ended input from those in attendance. A total of seven (7) comment forms 
were returned. This input is summarized as follows: 

• This is a much-needed bridge to enhance safety in the city. 
• I like the concept of the bridge, but I feel that the steps will prevent a lot of 

people from using it. I would like to see "Welcome to Forest Park" on both 
sides of the bridge 

• Consider parking at midway touch down in grassy area to shorten the walk 
distance from end to end.  

• Make sure motorized vehicles/scooters are allowed/permitted 
• I love the idea! I am into my 3rd month of being 69 years old. I would love to 

park my car and walk around Main St. and other places. Who will be the 
maintainer of the bridge? Will police be visible along the bridge? Will the 
bridge be open 24/7? Trash receptacles would be great. Will there be cameras 
located in or around elevators? How will the bridge keep people from jumping 
or throwing things off? 

• Interested in knowing how the BRT line will integrate with this pedestrian 
bridge design. Looks great right now. 

• All for pedestrian safety especially children crossing to the park! Love the idea 
of a bridge over Forest Pkwy and promoting walkable cities! 

• Respectfully, this is an absolute mistake and obvious misallocation of funds. I 
am against the bridge. 
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Those in attendance at this meeting were also given the option to take the online 
survey in print format to be returned the night of the meeting. A total of six (6) 
surveys were received. This input is summarized as follows: 

 
• Walking to destinations within the city is rarely done.  

• Convenience and personal health/abilities are the greatest hinderances to 
physical activity. 

• A pedestrian bridge could equally enhance walkability and promote active 
living by improving safety, enhancing connectivity, encouraging physical 
activity, and by fostering a since of community. 

• Active recreation, passive recreation and artwork combined should be 
considered if small pocket parks or public spaces in the touchdown locations 
are developed to serve the community.  

 

 

CITY COUNCIL COORDINATION 
The final public event was an appearance before the City of Forest Park City Council. 
Open to the public to attend, the selected design concept was shown to the City 
Council for approval by the governing body at the October 7, 2024 meeting. 
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APPENDIX 
 

Forest Parkway & Main Street 
Pedestrian Bridge Feasibility Study 
Key Stakeholder Interview – Common Themes 

 
 
Key stakeholders were identified and interviewed in a series of virtual meetings to 
introduce the feasibility study to those who could potentially be affected by the 
project or are likely to have a keen interest in the study outcomes. During these 
virtual interviews, the study team identified what this study is seeking to accomplish; 
discussed potential issues related to accessibility and safety; discussed current and 
future projects and how this infrastructure project might impact or be impacted; 
and identified appropriate community engagement opportunities.  
 
Interviews were held with the following key stakeholder groups: 
 

• MARTA SR 54 BRT Team 
• Clayton County Transportation Department  
• GDOT (District 7) 
• City of Forest Park 
• Aerotropolis Atlanta 
• Atlanta Airport CIDs 
• Local Business Owners/Operators 
• Georgia Power Company 

 
Many questions, ideas, challenges, and solutions were raised throughout the various 
discussions. However, there were a few common themes that emerged from the key 
stakeholder interviews, summarized as follows: 
 
Urban Development and Connectivity: It is important that the study considers the 
ongoing and planned urban development in the area. The bridge aims to connect 
key downtown destinations, enhancing accessibility and fostering connectivity 
between various developments and projects such as the new City Center complex 
and residential and commercial projects that are on the horizon. 
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Integration with Transportation Projects: There is a strong emphasis on integrating 
the pedestrian bridge with existing and planned transportation projects. Specifically, 
this project will provide connectivity to the Model Mile Greenway project which is in 
close proximity to the northernmost touch down point for the bridge. It also presents 
an opportunity to align with the planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) network. The 
bridge is seen as a complementary infrastructure to the BRT, enhancing its 
effectiveness and accessibility. 
 
Stakeholder Engagement and Funding: Stakeholder involvement is crucial, 
including coordination with governmental bodies, utilities, and transportation 
agencies like GDOT and MARTA, and the Norfolk Southern Railroad. Funding 
discussions revolved around potential sources and the role of various entities in 
securing funding for the project. 
 
Community Placemaking: The bridge is envisioned as a signature piece that 
enhances the city's identity and serves as a focal point for placemaking efforts. It is 
important to ensure the bridge design aligns with City branding and aesthetics, 
design guidelines, while also serving as a gateway and positive community asset. 
Additionally, considerations for aesthetics, landscaping, and signage can be used to 
create an inviting and functional space for pedestrians. 
 
Summaries of individual interviews with key stakeholders are included in the pages 
that follow. 
 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

MARTA BRT Team 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Natavis Eric Harris, MARTA 
Jenny Wang, VHB 
Allison Bell, VHB 
SaVaughn Irons, Forest Park 
James Shelby, Forest Park 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley-Horn 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Is this concept showing the exact location?  
o No. there is still some flexibility on exact touchdown points. 
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• With the redevelopment focus being on south side of Forest Pkwy and 
railroad, what will the bridge go to? Does it cross the Forest Parkway and RR? 
32  

o There is a townhome development being built and additional 
development planned west of Lake Drive as well. There is more 
development – not only residential but also commercial.  

o Townhomes are in the final stages.  
o Also east of area, more development is planned. Area will see an 

increase in density. Bridge will be a connector to them.  
• Planned development info is helpful to the BRT team. If there is additional info 

on development happening in the general area, this will be good for the BRT 
study. They would like to have that info. Will coordinate with SaVaughn/city. 

• BRT is in prelim stages. Study has been underway. Focus has shifted from 
commuter rail to BRT system on SR 54. Have identified four alternatives from 
East Point MARTA station to Lovejoy. The section in Forest Park is the same in 
all 4 alignments. Have identified some preliminary stations that will align well 
with the study/ped bridge in the vicinity of Lake Dr for BRT station. 

• BRT study is going through conceptual design now.  
• Ped bridge would work well with the BRT planning effort.  
• East bound and west bound platforms will be on either side of the 

intersections. The team is now planning these locations and should be aligned 
well with general touchdown points for the ped bridge. 

• What is the timeline of ped bridge study? 
o Drafting a GDOT concept report to city by Oct of this year.  

• Is this an ARC study? Yes 
• Is this study funded? No, this is just feasibility study and will show any 

constraints, pricing, and will set the City up for funding after Oct.  
• What would the length of the bridge be? Approximately 350 feet. Will need 2 

touchdowns, ADA pathway on railroad right of way.  
• Have you been in touch with RR yet?  
• BRT should have an Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in the fall and then the 

environmental work can start. The team is looking at a 2030 – 2032 opening 
year. Working on a more detailed schedule. It will be 6 to 8 years before it is 
complete.  Looking to phase the project since it’s so long (25 – 30 miles long).  

• There is a standing bimonthly meeting for BRT and would love to have Forest 
Park on that call/meeting.  

• Bridge study is funded through ARC /Forest Park. Has the city begun 
identifying funding for the implementation and construction?  

o No, but the city is looking at Congressional funding. This study will be 
the impetus for pursuing funding. The City has not looked at all of its 
avenues but is looking at ways to fund the bridge.  
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o This is like an ARC scoping phase to set the project up for PE, 
construction, etc.  

• Ped bridges ae also being studied in Clayton/Tara Blvd. and are a hot topic.  
• What is ped activity like here? Are there crash incidents involving peds to 

support purpose and need?  
o Did not see this in the data pulled; just vehicular.  

• Starr Park is the main reason why this bridge is needed.  
• What do we need from the MARTA BRT team? 

o Concepts as they come together (end of May/early June) 
o Station area planning workshop in June – the team will host his near 

Clayton State – a 2 day charrette to stop by and talk about the needs 
and goals.  

o Participate in our upcoming workshop 
 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Clayton County 
Transportation 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Keith Rohling, Assistant 
Director Clayton County 
Transportation Department 
Jon Tuley 
SaVaughn Irons- Kumassah 
James Shelby 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  
• Involved in the BRT Planning efforts with MARTA/VHB with the Southlake line 

including how the stops will work; this is still in flux.  
• Since this is in the city there is not much by way of projects here from the County.  
• Will there be elevators? No room for massive ramps.  

o Yes. That is likely. 
• There may be a challenge getting people to use the ped bridge. There are some 

in Macon that do not get much use. One over Shirling Drive in Macon near a 
school and if the teachers are not there to make students use it, they won’t use it. 
Where they’re going from/to determines whether or not the bridge will get used.  

o The City believes that the development in the area, future development 
and current activity will make this attractive.  

o There is also a multiuse path coming to this area in the future. There will be 
a critical mass in the area to use the bridge.  

• RR line is often times blocked so that makes this bridge more attractive. 
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• With the grade on the north side, it will help if you decide to go with a ramp. 
Looks like about 110 – 115 ft between the sidewalk and edge of rail. This may be 
enough space for a ramp; depends on what the railroad will let you access. There 
is enough vertical space and that will make it easier. On the other end, if you put 
ramps in you will have to bridge over Lake Drive to make it a viable ADA ramp.  

• County insights on ped bridges? Tips? Other ideas?  
o Working with railroad is tediously slow. Will have to pay railroad to do 

reviews of your work. Be wary of the timeline on this 
o GDOT will be fairly receptive as long as you have proper height.  
o GA Power may be a struggle with trying to get utilities above the bridge. 

Have to be 10 ft below their neutral. If we’re at 16 ft over roadway, that puts 
you at 26-28 ft and then 10 more ft (38) that’s a pretty tall pole. May be 
challenging.  

• Who maintains 54?  
o Right now, city maintains the median. County maintains all traffic signals.  

 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Georgia DOT 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Paul DeNard, GDOT 
Landon Perry, GDOT 
Megan Wilson, GDOT 
Joshua Higgins, GDOT 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley-Horn  
Jen Price, Sycamore 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Any GDOT activity/projects in this area? 
o At State Route 331/Forest Parkway there is a project coming here; off set 

left turn and right turn lanes being developed there but nothing else 
• What time frame? 

o This is a feasibility study. Essentially a scoping phase with ARC 
o If this project has a need, there will be a need to look for additional 

funding 
• Is the railroad at the table? 

o They are one of the stakeholders who we want to have at the table. 
There will definitely be a railroad permit needed in this area.  

• Is this the only location being considered that does not have the associated 
grade changes?  

o This is the only location being considered since it’s the main activity 
node of the city.  
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• Make sure to consider landings of the bridge. Will draw more people if it 
directly connects to the park and city center vs just the right of way on Forest 
Parkway.  

• Concerns/Challenges 
o Did not see any major utility conflicts. There is some fiber optic lines 

buried somewhere along this route.  
o Only concern is the grade on Lake Drive 

• Timeframe? 
o Would be at least 4 years from today being realistic.  

• Funding  
o Consider alternative funding sources. The railroad may have additional 

funding for this so consider resources that increase and enhance 
pedestrian safety at railroad crossings. 

o If there is a situation where this goes through ARC and may impact 
their LOP (?) status. 

• Our team can make sure GDOT is tied into the MARTA BRT study. 
o Will GDOT be removing ped movements from the intersection if the 

ped bridge comes to be? May look at channeling if we do keep the ped 
movements. Will this bridge get used if the option to cross is still there?  

• Any other planned crossings on Forest Pkwy? 
o No that we know of 

 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 15, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Clayton County 
Transportation 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Bobby Jinks, Public Works 
Director, City of Forest Park 
James Shelby, Planning 
Director, City of Forest Park 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Connectivity throughout downtown, Starr Park, and to the government offices 
is needed and this bridge will enhance the area. Is an important part of the 
future of the city 

• Will create placemaking for downtown Forest Park. 
• The bridge will be a signature piece and will be a prominent piece. Needs to 

be something that is a good signature piece 
• Would like to see the city logo and name on the bridge.  
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• At the visioning session, we will have designers who can sketch ideas for how 
you want this signature piece to look  

o Are there elements within the city, features, etc. that we want to bring 
out in the design, we can work through these ideas during the 
workshop. Please send anything that you’ve seen and want envisioned 
to our team so that we can work these ideas into the plan.   

• Bridge will have at least three places where it touches down; one on the south 
side and one on north side of Forest Pkwy and one at Main Street 

• Need to make sure people want to use the bridge vs the crosswalk. 
• 775 Forest Pkwy lot 

o City or DDA owns this lot 
o Will there be parking spaces over here too so people can park here and 

walk across?  
o Pavilion, dog park for townhomes may be located here. Not sure if there 

will be any parking here 
o There is overflow parking at townhome site.  

• Is there an architectural template that we can follow? Will Precision Planning 
be developing this that we can use as a guide?  

o Right now, we are not close enough to this point but this is a good idea 
• Materials? 

o Will want to use the logo but do not have any materials selected yet for 
the city center.  

o The workshop will help determine the ‘flavor’ of the bridge/what it can 
look like  

• Landscaping and signage? 
o Yes, there is space for that here 
o Bushes and landscaping design can be used to lead/channel people 

toward the bridge and deter them from crossing the street.  
o Pocket park opportunities at touchdown points 
o City Center will be built and there will be hardscapes there. Will have to 

coordinate that with this design.  
• Will there be an area between the police station and city building provide 

access?  
o Yes, a portion of Lake Drive on southside of Forest Pkwy will be closed 
o Can ped bridge tie into this area near the park and amphitheater. 

Pedestrian bridges in the area: 
o Acworth 
o Peachtree Corners 
o 278 toward Hiram (Lithia Springs/south of Hiram) – Silver Comet Trail 
o Truist Park (one across 285; other on Cobb Pkwy) 
o Newnan/Peachtree City area 
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• Many projects coming online at the same time: 
o City Center development 
o Starr Park development 
o Main Street Development 
o Model Mile 
o Ped bridge 

• Other engagement opportunities 
o Pop up at Food truck Fridays;  
o Don’t want to over saturate the public with meetings! 

 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 16, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Aerotropolis Atlanta 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Shannon James, 
Aerotropolis Atlanta 
Brian Dorelus, Aerotropolis 
Atlanta 
Robert Caudill, Aerotropolis 
Atlanta 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Jon Tuley, Kimley-Horn 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 
SaVaughn Irons, Forest Park 
James Shelby, Forest Park 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

Aerotropolis Atlanta 
• Northeast 2 blocks from College St – big discussions about redeveloping the 

Four Square Shopping Center via the large surface parking lot to Main Street. 
Aero has had discussions with owners re: redevelopment. This is a catalytic site 
for Blueprint 2.0.  

• The goal is to bring more density to the area. Recognize the need to create 
continuity in this area with city center plan 

• Focusing on implementation with end users. Will connect their consultants 
with us to understand what they’re planning, the impact and the flow and 
how this can be aligned (Pond & Co). This is separate from Model Mile study. 

• Having convos about connecting to Greenway plan via infrastructure dollars 
being committed. The Beltline will come east of the airport and to Flint River. 
Will want to ultimately connect the Model Miel to this segment of the Beltline. 
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Can share the preliminary identified route for the Beltline south segment. This 
connection will create more opportunities. 

• Agree with this bridge and the City’s thinking for this study. Walkability, 
activity and access are key. 

• Jeff Goolsby – new contact at GA Power and on Aero Board – who we should 
talk to about utilities.  

• Highly likely that Forest Park will become a centerpiece east of the airport. 
This could be a huge opportunity to create a destination for this area.  

• Blueprint 2.0 efforts will help ensure that all of these projects are connected 
and have synergy (Model Mile, MARTA/BRT, City Center development, Ped 
Bridge).  

• Funding – getting the city certified such that they can qualify for federal 
funding. This is in progress. 

 
Airport CIDs  

• Does not have any projects in Forest Park. 
• Three miles to the west, there is an LCI study going on. 
• Agree with the purpose of the study. The North / South connectivity will be 

increased by BRT/MARTA. Concerned with East/West connectivity. This could 
use some additional support/ this transit service needs to be increased. Transit 
generally south of the airport needs to be more complete. That’s happening 
with the BRT study.  

• LCI is south of  5th runway in Riverdale area. Important to consider the bridge 
in the context of the Riverdale LCI as we consider how to increase alternative 
transportation options to the public. 

 
 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 17, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Business Owners 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: Skip Can, Forest Park 
Army/Navy Store  
Melissa Middleton, Forest 
Park Army/Navy Store  
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 
SaVaughn Irons, City of 
Forest Park 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• What is the thought behind closing a portion of Lake Drive? 
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• How many access points/touch downs will the bridge have?  
• Have seen people climbing over/around trains that are parked at Lake Drive 
• When do we start?? 
• Definite need for this 
• New school opening – students will need a way to get across the tracks.  

 
Stakeholder Interview Details  

Interview 
Date:  

April 17, 2024 Target 
Population:  

Business Owners 

Meeting 
Location:  

Virtual (Zoom) Attendees: George Crews (Region 
External for Henry, Area 
Manager), Southern 
Company 
Jeff J. Goolsby (Region 
Executive/External Affairs 
for Metro South), Southern 
Company 
Brandon M. Johnson 
(Distribution Engineer), 
Southern Company 
Jen Price, Sycamore 
Mike Lobdell, Kimley Horn 
SaVaughn Irons, City of 
Forest Park 

 
INTERVIEW SUMMARY  

• Any expansions planned?  
o At this time, no. May upsize the wire to a larger wire for more capacity 

but that is many years down the line. No transmission lines planned.  
• What would the separation need to be? 

o Can bury the lines – 3 sets of these cables can be buried, going past the 
intersection of Forest Parkway and Main Street, and would come out 
overhead further down.  

• Does GA Power have an idea of linear foot costs? 
o The price is project based. No linear foot costs. What is your project 

liable to bring? This can be used to offset the costs.  
o Is there a minimal length that we need to consider? Is there a certain 

distance from the bridge foundations you would like to be?  
▪ Need 30 to 50 feet buffer from the foundation to stat the burial 
▪ Do need a 10 foot wide path to clear. Cannot go under the 

foundation. The foundation cannot encroach.  
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• Will there be any lights on the bridge? Elevator? 
o Would anticipate an elevator and lighting on the bridge. Will be some 

sort of power on it.  
• Burial of comms lines needs to be separate and should be 1 ft away from GA 

Power burial. Will be 4 ft deep burial; 6 inch conduit. The easement is 10 ft (5 ft 
on both sides of the path) 

• What’s the height of the BRT platform? 
o 14 in from top of the pavement.  

• Is the BRT platform covered?  
o Yes ; 10 – 12 feet from ground to platform roof 

• How soon will plans be available?  
o Not doing survey or final design 
o Will have aerial plan and some GIS backup; some dimensions of span, 

horizontal/vertical clearances, and how the other plans fit together by 
the end of Oct. 

• Costs?  
o Will send load sheets. Team will we have prelim load info that can be 

provided to begin getting an idea of costs. 
• How soon will you need project costs info? 

o Mid September would be great.  
• Transformers size can be determined as soon as we have more info. 
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APPENDIX 

Public Engagement Flyers 
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Social Media Campaign #1 
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Facebook Analytics 
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Social Media Campaign #2 

 
 
Facebook Analytics 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2025-____ 

 

A RESOLUTION BY COUNCILMEMBERS KIMBERLY JAMES, HECTOR 

GUTIERREZ, LATRESA AKINS-WELLS, AND ALLAN MEARS TO APPROVE THE 

ADOPTION OF THE CITY OF FOREST PARK PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE FEASIBILITY 

STUDY FROM THE CITY’S PLANNING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

DEPARTMENT. 

 

WHEREAS, the City of Forest Park (“City”) is a municipal corporation duly organized 

and existing under the laws of the State of Georgia; and 

 

WHEREAS, the City received funding from the Atlanta Regional Commission (“ARC”) 

to perform a feasibility study and develop a concept plan for a potential pedestrian bridge 

connecting the City Center-City Hall complex to the Downtown Main Street (“Project”); and 

 

WHEREAS, the City retained Kimley-Horn to perform the City of Forest Park Pedestrian 

Bridge Feasibility Study (“Study”) which will evaluate the feasibility of constructing a pedestrian 

bridge over the Norfolk-Southern Railroad and SR 331/Forest Parkway; and  

 

WHEREAS, the Study provides a comprehensive analysis of the Project’s viability, 

addresses key factors such as safety, accessibility, and community benefits, and outlines the 

potential for improved pedestrian connectivity and reduced traffic congestion; and  

 

WHEREAS, the Study also identifies funding for the Project, the total cost for the Project, 

and the Project’s environmental impact; and   

 

WHEREAS, the City’s Planning and Community Department (“Department”) requests 

the approval to officially adopt the Study to assist with the Project moving forward; and   

 

WHEREAS, the approval of this Study is necessary for the health, safety, and welfare of 

the citizens.  

 

THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA HEREBY 

RESOLVES:  

 

Section 1. Approval. The Department’s request to approve the City of Forest Park Pedestrian 

Bridge Feasibility Study as presented to the Mayor and Council on January 6, 2025 is hereby 

approved.  

 

Section 2. Public Record. This document shall be maintained as a public record by the City Clerk 

(“Clerk”) and shall be accessible to the public during all normal business hours of the City. 

 

Section 3. Authorization of Execution. The Mayor is hereby authorized to sign all documents 

necessary to effectuate this Resolution.  
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Section 4. Attestation. The Clerk is authorized to execute, attest to, and seal any documents 

necessary to effectuate this Resolution, subject to approval as to form by the City Attorney.  

 

Section 5. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its adoption 

by the Mayor and City Council of the City of Forest Park as provided in the City Charter.  

 

SO RESOLVED this 6th day of January 2025. 

 

 

CITY OF FOREST PARK, GEORGIA 

 

 

________________________________ 

Angelyne Butler, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

___________________________________ (SEAL) 

City Clerk 

 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

 

___________________________________ 

City Attorney 
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