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(770) 487-4038 

 TOWN COUNCIL MEETING  

 August 01, 2024 at 7:00 PM  

950 Senoia Road, Tyrone, GA 30290 
Eric Dial, Mayor 

Gloria Furr, Mayor Pro Tem, Post 4 
Jessica Whelan, Post 1        Brandon Perkins, Town Manager 
Dia Hunter, Post 2        Dee Baker, Town Clerk 
Billy Campbell, Post 3        Dennis Davenport, Town Attorney 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. INVOCATION 

III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

IV. PUBLIC COMMENTS: Comments are limited to three (3) minutes. Please state your name & 
address. Comments that require a response may not be answered during this time. The Council or 
staff may respond at a later date. 

V. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

VI. CONSENT AGENDA: All matters listed under this item are considered to be routine by the Town 
Council and will be enacted by one motion. There will not be separate discussion of these items. If 
discussion is desired, that item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered 
separately. 

1. Approval of the July 18, 2024 Council minutes.  

2. Approval for the purchase of a Ford F150 Police Responder vehicle from Wade Ford  for 
the Police Department under state contract pricing of $46,334.00. 

3. Approval of the Action Wrestling agreement for the Founders Day performance on 
October 4th for $5,000. 

4. Approval of A Blast Band agreement for Founders Day entertainment on Saturday, 
October 5, 2024, for $4,000. 

VII. PRESENTATIONS 

VIII. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

IX. OLD BUSINESS 
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X. NEW BUSINESS 

5. Approval for the renewal of Town Hall, Police/Court, and Library copier lease 
agreements. Dee Baker, Town Clerk 

6. Consideration of a Certificate of Appropriateness architectural approval for applicant 
Steven Gulas for parcel number 0726051. Phillip Trocquet, Assistant Town Manager 

XI. PUBLIC COMMENTS: The second public comment period is for any issue. Comments are limited 
to three (3) minutes. Please state your name & address. Comments that require a response may 
not be answered during this time. The Council or staff may respond at a later date. 

XII. STAFF COMMENTS 

XIII. COUNCIL COMMENTS 

XIV. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

XV. ADJOURNMENT 
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 TYRONE TOWN COUNCIL 
MEETING  

 

 
MINUTES 

 

 July 18, 2024 at 7:00 PM  

Eric Dial, Mayor 
Gloria Furr, Mayor Pro Tem, Post 4 

Jessica Whelan, Post 1        Brandon Perkins, Town Manager 
Dia Hunter, Post 2        Dee Baker, Town Clerk 
Billy Campbell, Post 3        Dennis Davenport, Town Attorney 

Also present: 
Sandy Beach, Finance Manager 
Randy Mundy, Police Chief 
Scott Langford, Town Engineer / Public Works Director  

I. CALL TO ORDER 

II. INVOCATION 

III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

IV. PUBLIC COMMENTS: Comments are limited to three (3) minutes. Please state your name & 
address. Comments that require a response may not be answered during this time. The Council or 
staff may respond at a later date. 

 A gentleman from the audience (inaudible) inquired about a possible hotel plan that would be 
located at the Southampton shopping center in front of the residential area. Mayor Dial shared 
that the item was on a previous agenda but not tonight.  

V. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

A motion was made to approve the agenda. 
 
Motion made by Council Member Campbell, seconded by Council Member Hunter.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  

VI. CONSENT AGENDA: All matters listed under this item are considered to be routine by the Town 
Council and will be enacted by one motion. There will not be separate discussion of these items. If 
discussion is desired, that item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered 
separately. 

1. Approval of the June 20, 2024 meeting minutes. 

2. Approval of 74 South LLC's Stormwater Management Operations and Maintenance 
Agreement (for 74 South Business Park located at 1400 Senoia Road) with the Town of 
Tyrone subject to receipt of missing documents prepared to staff’s satisfaction. 
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3. Approval of the Pyro Enterprises Fireworks agreement for the Founders Day fireworks 
display on October 5, 2024, in the amount of $11,000. 

A motion was made to approve the consent agenda.  
Motion made by Council Member Whelan, seconded by Council Member Campbell.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  
 

VII. PRESENTATIONS 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS 

4. Appointment of Mr. Joram Kiggundu to Post 4 of the Town of Tyrone Planning 
Commission. Eric Dial, Mayor 
 

 Mr. Kiggundu shared that he had lived in Town for approximately three years in the 
Southampton subdivision. He has attended several meetings and participated in the 
Tyrone 101 course given by Mr. Perkins and staff. He added that he was glad to be a part 
of the Town and looked forward to serving on the Planning Commission. Mayor and 
Council welcomed him.  

A motion was made to approve the appointment of Mr. Joram Kiggundu to Post 4 of the 
Planning Commission.  
Motion made by Council Member Campbell, seconded by Council Member Hunter.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  

IX. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

5. Public Hearing for the consideration of an Alcohol License application from Erum Ali for 
Sayan Properties 3 LLC d/b/a Glendalough Manor, located at 200 Glendalough Ct. for 
retail consumption of malt beverage, wine, and distilled spirits. Dee Baker, Town Clerk 

Ms. Baker shared that the public hearing was for the consideration of an alcohol license 
for Erum Ali for Sayan Properties 3, LLC, d/b/a Glendalough Manor located at 200 
Glendalough Ct. The application was for retail consumption of beer, wine, and distilled 
spirits.  

She added that legal counsel had reviewed the application, and the required legal ads 
and signage had been placed according to the Town's ordinance. If approved Ms. Ali 
would be issued the Tyrone alcohol license to apply for her State license. Once the state 
license was issued, she could commence alcohol sales at that location. Ms. Baker 
recommended approval.  

Mayor Dial opened the public hearing for anyone who wished to speak in favor of the 
item. No one spoke. 
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Mayor Dial opened the public hearing for anyone who wished to speak in opposition to 
the item. No one spoke. 

A motion was made to approve the alcohol license for Erum Ali for Sayan Properties 3, 
LLC d/b/a Glendalough Manor located at 200 Glendalough Ct. for retail consumption of 
malt beverage, wine, and distilled spirits.   
 
Motion made by Council Member Campbell, seconded by Council Member Furr.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  
 
Council Member Hunter shared that a citizen reached out to him from a neighborhood 
near Glendalough. Their complaint was that often the celebration would continue 
outside and become very disruptive and noisy. He suggested reaching out to neighboring 
communities, building relationships with them and being cognizant of their concerns.  

6. Consideration of a rezoning petition from applicant Clarendon Place, LLC to rezone a 
32.949-acre tract with parcel number 0738-156 from C-1 (Community Commercial) to 
TCMU (Town Center Mixed-Use). Phillip Trocquet, Community Development  

 Council Member Furr recused herself from voting and commenting on the item.  

Mr. Trocquet explained that he would combine the two public hearings and that the 
items were tabled from the May 16, 2024, Council meeting. He added that one was a 
northern, the other a southern tract. The tabling gave the applicant an opportunity to 
revise their plan. He stated that regarding the Town’s Comprehensive Plan and the 
development plan, it was located with the Town Center Mixed Use zoning. The TCMU 
zoning required a more traditional grid-type street pattern with no front-loaded garages 
facing the street.  

Mr. Trocquet stated that since the previous plan, discussions have taken place regarding 
green space, townhomes, and the layout of the development. He shared that the 
developer designed a more centralized green/park space and removed the townhomes. 
He displayed the different styled homes, some of which had rear access through an 
alleyway, and some with a side access. The developer also reduced the number of cul-de-
sacs to one. Mr. Trocquet stated that the number of homes was reduced from 125 to 106. 
He added that there were 1.9 units per acre, Southampton had 2 and four units per acre, 
and Tyrone Acres had 2 units per acre. He stated that there were more across the Town 
with 2 units per acre.  

Mr. Trocquet shared that regarding the ordinance compatibility, the TCMU district did 
encourage walkability with a commercial component. He displayed the 1.6-acre 
commercial parcel that was in place of the previous townhomes. He stated that 
regarding the environmental aspects of the development, in the past there was a hold 
placed on the property from the Environmental Protection in 2008.  
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Staff understood that the hold no longer existed, and that the developer could speak 
more about that. Mr. Trocquet stated that during the site process, staff would be 
reviewing all plans. He stated that the plan was directly tied to the zoning ordinance as it 
was a Planned Unit Development, PUD, and the developer could not detour from their 
plan, only minor technical issues.  

Mr. Trocquet mentioned the impact on the infrastructure and roadways. The northern 
tract was C1 (Light Commercial), and the traffic impact would be roughly 1,000 trips per 
day. He displayed the traffic impact regarding the different types of businesses that were 
allowed in C1 zoning. He stated that at the lower end, medical and dental offices would 
produce less impact, and convenience stores and grocery stores would be on the higher 
end of traffic flow.  

He stated that upon the Technical Review Committee review, comments were made 
regarding future environmental items: staff did not consider adjustments to the layout 
because of environmental compliance as constituting a feasibility constraint for the 
purpose of meeting the above standards. He added that staff determined that the base 
zoning of TCMU was appropriate and that the current development plan met the 
minimum standards set forth in the Comp Plan, Ordinance, and Downtown Plan.  

Mr. Trocquet shared that if Council desired to approve the rezoning request he 
recommended approval with the following conditions: the existing structures on 165 
Palmetto Road be demolished within 90 days of rezoning. The developer dedicated 
adjoining R/W of Palmetto Road, Spencer Lane, and Arrowood Road (not associated 
with the Roundabout) and connectivity was also needed to the southern tract.  

Mayor Dial stated that as the property was currently zoned, the uses toward the bottom 
of the displayed graph would be how traffic could impact it. He then asked for 
clarification, if the current BP gas station was placed within the proposed commercial 
zoning, it would create an increase in traffic flow. Mr. Trocquet agreed and added that 
during peak hours the gas station would see 40-50 trips per hour.  

Council Member Campbell asked Mr. Trocquet, with the current zoning, what were the 
uses where the two existing buildings are located. Mr. Trocquet shared that some of the 
uses would be office space, a shopping center, retail, a small supermarket, a bank, a 
pharmacy, restaurants, fast food, and a gas station/convenience store with heavy 
conditions.  

Council Member Hunter inquired that as the property was currently zoned, the 
developer could place any of those uses without coming to Council. Mr. Trocquet 
clarified that, yes, on the northern tract. The southern tract was currently zoning AR 
(Agricultural Residential) which was larger single-family homes. Council Member 
Hunter then clarified if a pet cemetery could go on an AR lot. Mr. Trocquet stated that it 
could, with conditions.  
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Council Member Campbell stated that AR zoning would allow the development of a pig 
farm. Mr. Trocquet stated that yes, they could without Council approval, however, they 
would need Planning Commission approval, along with staff review, depending on the 
scope.  

Mayor Dial stated that if rezoned to a residential development the traffic impact would 
be lower. Mr. Trocquet agreed and added that the current zoning would bring more 
traffic with the uses available. Mayor Dial referred to the density display and shared that 
currently, the Town had 8 neighborhoods that were of the proposed density or more. 
Mr. Trocquet agreed.  

Council Member Hunter asked what the developer was allowed. Mr. Trocquet stated that 
along with the contextual element, the ordinance allowed 4 units per acre. The 
developer was requesting 1.9 units per acre.  

Mayor Dial opened the public hearing for anyone who wished to speak in favor of the 
item. 

Richard Ferry, the applicant, spoke regarding his request. He stated that he was 
representing Brent Holdings/Clarendon Place, LLC. The property was initially purchased 
in 2018 and they had approached the Town with several applications over the years 
including incorporating the current two buildings, a residential development, and a 
combined development before Council. The northern property was surrounded by 3 
roads and the development standards would allow 4 units with a road. The commercial 
side would allow all the uses under the current zoning. After reviewing the 
Comprehensive Plan/Future Land Use Map they decided to apply for the Town Center 
Mixed-Use (TCMU) zoning on page 47 of the Comp Plan.  

Mr. Ferry shared that after hearing the public comments regarding their displeasure 
with the townhomes facing Arrowood Road, they removed them. They also added the 
commercial element which was called for in the TCMU zoning. They also removed most 
of the cul-de-sacs. The new layout included the called-for traditional grid pattern of 
streets. He added that removing the townhomes also added more green space. An 
easement was also added for the creation of a trail. This could also be used as a tie-in to 
the neighboring development. Mr. Ferry also mentioned how the commercial would tie 
into the future roundabout.  

Mr. Ferry then shared his staff’s comments regarding the Town’s LCI study-Envision 
Tyrone as it related to their revised plan.  Page 70 reads… clustering of single-family 
homes centered around community nodes, such as greenspaces, give a feeling of increased 
density, while staying true to the quaintness and small-town feel that Tyrone enjoys. He 
clarified that the lots were smaller but clustered to create more greenspace. He gave the 
example of the neighborhood across the street which had no green space or buffers.  
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Mr. Ferry then referred to page 46 of the LCI, … From a development design perspective, 
the key is in avoiding dispersed development projects that are unrelated to one another 
and exist in isolation at random locations. The key was to have connections from one 
neighborhood to another, which they have accomplished. He stated that page 47 stated, 
… Road connections should be made whenever possible in order to allow for traffic 
dispersion in a grid-like fashion. Page 49, … Traditional neighborhood developments 
assuming a primarily residential pattern with a small amount of supporting commercial in 
the correct context should emulate traditional architecture incorporating elements 
outlined in the Town Center Overlay.  

Council Member Hunter asked if while keeping greenspace, they would keep the mature 
trees. Mr. Ferry stated that it would be a challenge, however, most areas surrounding the 
creek would be preserved. The southern tract would be more of a challenge and would 
result in the replanting of trees. There would also be a 75-foot buffer along the adjoining 
residential pieces. Along the road would be a berm and replanting of trees.  

Council Member Campbell inquired about the northern tract and how residents would 
enter through the garage. Mr. Ferry displayed slides indicating how the homes would be 
built. He then referred to page 121 of the LCI study which had a drawing displaying rear 
parking. Council Member Campbell read section G. Driveway to extend a minimum of 20 
feet behind the front façade of the primary structure for rear parking. Mr. Ferry shared 
that they created a development in Senoia that mimicked that and would incorporate 
that in Tyrone.  

Council Member Whelan pointed out that Mr. Ferry had large front porches and no front 
garages as per the ordinance, which she liked, also coming from a small town.  

Council Member Campbell inquired about the homes becoming rental homes. Mr. Ferry 
stated that it would be capped by the HOA at 10%-15% with no tourist homes.  

Council Member Hunter inquired about the current price point of the homes. Mr. Ferry 
shared that currently, the homes would be priced at $600,000 which could change 
depending on the market. Council Member Hunter asked if the homes would be presales 
or spec homes. Mr. Ferry shared that it would be a combination of both.  

Mayor Dial asked if the development would use national or local builders. Mr. Ferry 
shared that he would like to stay local. Council Member Campbell asked if any of the 
homes would have a basement. Mr. Ferry shared that according to the topography, most 
would be on a slab. Mayor Dial clarified that until an HOA was created, the developer 
would control rentals. He asked Mr. Ferry to commit to the 10%-15% rental. Mr. Ferry 
stated that as the declarant he had the authority to control the rentals until the HOA 
takes over. For the HOA board to make changes they would need greater than a 50% 
vote to do so.  Mr. Ferry then displayed renderings of the new homes with porches, and 
side and rear garages. He displayed one with a courtyard garage.  
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Council Member Hunter inquired if the same style of home would be used throughout. 
He clarified that they do not stagger the homes (one close to the road, one back further). 
Mayor Dial asked what the square footage would be. Mr. Ferry stated that there would 
be approximately 2,500 square feet. He moved to the commercial element and displayed 
renderings of a similar development. It would be landscaped and then displayed a 
general store with a style that would fit within the development.  

Mayor Dial opened the public hearing for anyone who wished to speak in opposition to 
the item. 

Mr. Gary Chapo who lives on Arrowood Rd.  spoke against the roundabout. It sounded 
like a good idea but large trucks with 53-foot trailers were still traveling down 
Arrowood Road. It would only get worse with the development. There were cars with 
two axles versus 50% of them being trucks with four to six axles. Would the potential 
homeowners know that their homes were built over hazardous materials? 

Mr. Hunihan who lives on Arrowood Road stated that he appreciated that Clarendon 
Place, LLC made the recommended changes from the Planning Commission. He liked the 
general store and that they reduced the commercial area from 32 acres to 1 or two. He 
wished to see more commercial development such as a restaurant.  

Ms. Diana Harvey who lives on Oakhurst Drive spoke and asked how the new 
development would affect the senior citizen’s taxes. She also inquired about how fire 
services, rescue, and schools would also be affected. She shared her concerns about the 
roundabout how narrow the road was, and whether trucks be able to fit through the 
roundabout. We need a traffic light and an impact study. It does not seem like a good 
idea; however, it did need something for control.  

Mayor Dial asked staff to clarify the need for a roundabout. Mr. Perkins stated that the 
need for a roundabout was the result of a traffic study performed by traffic engineers 
approximately 2 years ago. The 2017 SPLOST called for a mini roundabout. We realized 
that would not be sufficient, so an engineer was hired for the study.  The “traffic circle” 
was designed to handle commercial vehicles, current traffic, and future traffic. During 
the study, a traffic light was mentioned but not a choice of the engineers. He added that 
the ongoing costs to maintain a traffic light were much higher than a roundabout. Mr. 
Trocquet stated that the level of service for that intersection during peak hours 
registered as a “D” which was failing. The roundabout would bring the intersection up to 
a free-flowing A- or a B+. The county also completed traffic studies and due to the 
connection to Collinsworth Road and Interstate 85, the road would eventually be 
widened to a 4-lane highway. The plan was heavily opposed by residents, so the plan 
was to keep Palmetto Road traffic flowing and the speed low.  

Ms. Dena Cowan who lives on Arrowood Road shared that her concerns were regarding 
the traffic, conservation of trees, and that the homes closest to Arrowood and Palmetto 
Roads, would be back facing the road.  She thanked Mr. Ferry for the modifications to the 
plan and asked if there would be a fence or trees to block that view.  
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Barbie Wafford who lives on Palmetto Road spoke regarding the roundabout. Is it going 
to be one or two lanes, was it going to be massive? She added that traffic was 
horrendous. She suggested a traffic light as the one at Tyrone/Flat Creek Road.  

Mr. Rockne Vidourek who lives on Crestwood Road shared that he grew up in Tyrone, 
moved away, and came back for the non-cookie-cutter neighborhoods. He was 
disappointed with the number of lots proposed for that small size of land. He agreed that 
traffic was an issue and suggested more greenspace and trees within the proposed 
development along with bigger lot sizes.  

Mr. Chris Marosy spoke regarding population growth. He thanked Mr. Trocquet for his 
clarity. He asked, how big does Tyrone want to be. He hoped that the traffic engineer did 
not do any work with Fairburn or Peachtree City. We need to look at the scope and 
pause with the current information so citizens can be objective. The current zoning 
ordinance needs to be looked at, so we are not taken advantage of. He added that all 
citizens needed to be informed and not act in haste. He thanked Mr. Ferry for the 
changes but added that he did not like the alleyways. He liked that the project was 
moving forward but wanted to pause for all citizens to have more information.  

Amalie Rosales who lives on Arrowood Road shared that she had been a resident of 
Tyrone for 20 years and wanted to give a younger opinion. She liked the fact that the 
current homes were front-facing and inviting. She wished that the proposed 
development would be integrated into the rest of the area. She was also concerned with 
the current speed limit on Arrowood and the future influx in traffic. She would like to 
see front-facing lots and more green space. She added that she would also like to see 
kids playing in their front yards and riding their bikes, subdivisions cut off from the rest 
of Town was a tragedy.  

Rebecca Marosy who lives off Arrowood Road spoke regarding the roundabout. She 
stated that the community was happy with the D rating because it did not attract traffic. 
An A rating would invite more traffic. The current influx of traffic in Fairburn makes it 
difficult for Peachtree City residents to get to I85. Those residents are diverting into 
Tyrone onto Palmetto/Collinsworth Road to I85. We do not want to be the natural flow 
to an already backed-up 85 access from Collinsworth. She added that the Stars Mill area 
was still developing and all that traffic and the rest of the county would be coming 
through Tyrone to the Interstate. People are happy with the D rating detouring travelers 
around Tyrone. She appreciated the developer removing the townhomes, and then 
pointed out the importance of larger lots. Our land is our access, others that want land 
are traveling to south Coweta and Hogansville for land.  

(Young) Edison Marosy who lives off Arrowood stated that having more houses took up 
a lot of room leaving very small yards. Kids’ parents are not able to take them to the park 
every day which leaves them playing video games inside which is not good.  
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Tara Bryan who lives on Westmont Way shared her concerns with the possibility of 
more traffic coming through Southampton to Hwy 74 if traffic became more of an issue.   

David Swafford who lives on Palmetto Road shared his concerns regarding the traffic on 
Palmetto Road, especially the 18-wheelers and dump trucks. It is very dangerous. There 
must be a solution to traffic. It would be an issue with the roundabout and if the train 
was stopped, traffic would back up. He also asked where the entrance and exit were to 
the commercial property for the development.  

Mr. Ferry appreciated Edison’s comments and he would love to produce bigger front 
yards; however, the market shows a need for more greenspace and smaller lots. He 
stated that regarding taxes, fire services, and schools, that type of house would pay for 
itself. He clarified that there were 6 lots that backed up to Arrowood Road. A berm 
would be created, and he did not like fences, he would place a green fence with magnolia 
trees and evergreens. Initially, the townhomes fronted Arrowood, and no one liked that 
either. It made more sense for the homes to face the access road within the subdivision. 
He stated that regarding the Southampton cut through, the study did not indicate that, 
however, it was possible. He did not mean to begin the traffic conversation, but he 
believed that everyone would adjust to the roundabout.  

Mayor Dial asked for clarification on the entrance and exit to the commercial property. 
Mr. Ferry stated that it would be approximately 150 feet off the roundabout. Mayor Dial 
stated that travelers would save more time if they would cut through the Publix parking 
lot if they were to cut-through, not Southampton.  

Council Member Campbell stated that the traffic issue was separate from the 
development. The roundabout design came long before the development. He mentioned 
that the GDOT would be shutting down the corridor at Interstate 85 for at least 2 years. 
Also, Peachtree City would be working on the 74/54 intersection. Tyrone was and would 
be a cut-through. Our roads are public roads, we are concerned about traffic. He added 
that traffic was the number  1 priority in any subdivision. Our police department is 
second to none, but the officers cannot be everywhere at one time. He stated that the 
roundabout would help the traffic flow. Would it cut down on traffic? No one knows the 
answer to that, but we will do our best.  

 Council Member Whelan asked for clarification on how the green space would be used.  

Mr. Ferry stated that there would be a trail around the creek conservation area. It was a 
great amenity, and the HOA would maintain it. The lower conservation area could house 
a “tot lot” or small playground, a pavilion, or a dog park. It would not be able to house a 
pool. He added that another requirement would be the multiuse cart paths connecting 
other developments.  

Council Member Hunter shared that the multiuse paths were key as the Town was 
currently further developing Shamrock Park. Connectivity to the paths would bring 
more residents downtown and to the park.  

 

11

Section VI, Item 1.



 
 

Page 10 of 16 
 

He added that the Downtown Development Authority (DDA) was currently working 
with an individual to bring another restaurant downtown. He thanked Mr. Ferry for 
taking the public’s input into consideration, most developers have a plan in mind and try 
to force the idea without citizen input. Mr. Ferry thanked Council for the time to amend 
the document.  

Mr. Davenport stated that multiple parcels required multiple public hearings. He advised 
to hear both public hearings before a vote.  

Mayor Dial asked Mr. Trocquet if there was a separate presentation. Mr. Trocquet stated 
that there was not, however, he restated the conditions of the northern property. The 
demolition of the two buildings on the property for the northern tract, for the southern 
tract would be the addition of the access point, and for both properties any right-of-way 
would be dedicated to the Town.  

Mayor Dial asked the applicant if he had anything further to add regarding the southern 
tract. He did not.  

Mayor Dial opened the public hearing for anyone who wished to speak in favor of the 
rezoning of a 21.887-acre tract with parcel number 0738-158 from AR (Agricultural 
Residential) to TCMU (Town Center Mixed-Use). No one spoke.  

Mayor Dial opened the public hearing for anyone who wished to speak in opposition to 
the item.  

Melanie Allen who lives on Arrowood Road asked for clarification on the side and front 
yard measurements. Her understanding was that between properties were 5 feet and 
the front yard was only 15 feet which calculated to 10 feet in between homes. In her 
opinion, these were still townhomes. She stated that their son was 7 and due to the 
traffic on Arrowood he was unable to ride his bike. Her husband grew up in their house 
and in the 80’s and 90’s was able to ride his bike all over Tyrone. Growth was inevitable 
but as a young family, we would not purchase these homes because our kids would not 
be able to play outside. As Edison said, kids need outside time, not screen time. She and 
her husband grew up in Tyrone and have fond memories, the more Tyrone builds and 
packs residents in, the more we lose that small-town feel. She added that the trees 
needed to remain, and the decision should be clear-cut.  

Ms. Stalling Marosy who lives on Alison Way shared that the homes would be bought 
however, do we want high density? The southern tract was zoned Agricultural 
Residential for larger lots which added to Tyrone’s charm. Would they still be able to 
have gardens and chickens, and land to call their own? Her family lived on a one-acre lot 
and was still able to have those things and to live close to Atlanta. She stated that it was 
said that the proposed development was compatible with the surrounding 
neighborhoods. It seemed that the surrounding neighborhoods had larger lots and 
several farms.  
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She stated that she understood that growth was inevitable, however, another dense 
neighborhood to add to the 8 was not necessary. We need to get away from cookie-
cutter neighborhoods. Her family came from Decatur, and it made her mom happy that 
they could ride their bikes without the traffic.  

“Cheryl” spoke regarding the through traffic in the Southampton subdivision. The 
development would bring more traffic through the neighborhood, they already speed, so 
it would be worse. She mentioned that Publix parking was difficult to locate. Would 
there be another grocery store? Publix was attracting Fairburn citizens. We keep 
building but adding another grocery store would accommodate the new growth.  

Mr. Ferry answered the question regarding 5-foot side yards and 15-foot front yards. 
That was correct according to the ordinance and the comprehensive plan.  He indicated 
that the “yellow” lots would have the driveways on the side leaving additional front and 
side space. Mayor Dial clarified that homes would be at least 10 feet away and some 
more including the driveway. Council Member Campbell clarified the conditions as the 
two buildings being taken down on the northern tract within 90 days, the connectivity 
on the southern tract, and the  

Council Member Furr recused herself.  

A motion was made to approve the rezoning of parcel number 0738-156 from C-1 
(Community Commercial) to TCMU (Town Center Mixed-Use) for the 32.949 acre-tract 
with the conditions that the two current buildings be demolished within 90-days and 
that the developer dedicates adjoining R/W of Palmetto Road, Spencer Lane, and 
Arrowood Road (not associated with the Roundabout). 
 
Motion made by Council Member Campbell, seconded by Council Member Whelan.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, Council Member 
Hunter. Council Member Furr recused herself. 

7. Consideration of a rezoning petition from applicant Clarendon Place, LLC to rezone a 
21.887-acre tract with parcel number 0738-158 from AR (Agricultural Residential) to 
TCMU (Town Center Mixed-Use). Phillip Trocquet, Community Development  

A motion was made to approve the rezoning of parcel number 0738-158 from AR 
(Agricultural Residential) to TCMU (Town Center Mixed-Use) for the 21.887-acre tract 
with the condition that the developer dedicates adjoining R/W of Palmetto Road, 
Spencer Lane, and Arrowood Road (not associated with the Roundabout) and 
connectivity was also needed to the southern tract.  

Council Member Furr recused herself.  
 
Motion made by Council Member Campbell, seconded by Council Member Hunter.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, Council Member 
Hunter. Council Member Furr recused herself. 
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X. OLD BUSINESS 

XI. PUBLIC COMMENTS: The second public comment period is for any issue. Comments are limited 
to three (3) minutes. Please state your name & address. Comments that require a response may 
not be answered during this time. The Council or staff may respond at a later date. 

Ms. Lynn Redwood who lives on Trickum Creek stated that she served on the Planning 
Commission for 8 years and the Town Council for 2 years and was sympathetic with the 
citizens regarding growth. She stated that the Comprehensive Plan began in the 80’s, 
which included Planned Unit Development. That was when the 1-acre lots became 4 
units per acre. She asked them to review the Comprehensive Plan look at the areas in 
question and determine if the zoning was appropriate and if that was the direction the 
Town wished to go in. Now would be the time to change the zonings.  

XII. STAFF COMMENTS 

XIII. COUNCIL COMMENTS 

Council Member Hunter asked staff when the last time the Comprehensive Plan and 
Future Land Use Map was discussed. Mr. Trocquet shared that the Comprehensive Plan 
was updated in 2021 and the Land Use Map in 2022. There were multiple public 
engagement sessions, including online participation and multiple public hearings, where 
approximately 500 citizens were involved.  

Council Member Hunter shared that there was also the Citizen Academy which allowed 
citizens the opportunity to voice their opinions on zoning matters. We have inherited 
decisions made in the past which have become a legal document that Council followed 
by the law. It was in the best interest of the citizens that Council follows the law to 
prevent us from getting sued and protect taxpayer dollars. Council would also do right 
by Tyrone regardless of how citizens feel about our decisions. The applicant had owned 
the land for a long time, it was a process, and he had rights. He added that Council would 
also protect the citizens and their property rights. He stated that Mayor Dial asked 
everyone to stay civil and he realized that citizens were emotionally charged. Council 
Member Hunter asked that citizens respect the process and be informed. Get involved 
with the Citizen Academy. We as Council are also citizens and homeowners and do our 
best as Council. He understood that things did not go as some had planned, however, 
Council was going to do what was legal and ethical.  

Council Member Campell shared that he would like for Council to consider that the 
Tyrone Police Department needed to hire an additional two officers moving forward 
which would bring the force to twenty members. He suggested that one new hire begin 
on January 1, 2025, and the other begin by July 1, 2025.  
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Motion made by Council Member Campbell, seconded by Council Member Whelan.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  

Mayor Dial asked Chief Mundy what the formula was for the need for additional officers.  

Chief Mundy stated that currently there were seventeen officers, including himself, with 
two openings. After the additional two officers were hired a staff analysis would be 
carried out, usually indicating that there would be no need for more. However, studies 
did not include sick time, class time, and vacations as a factor. He also gave the example 
of when two officers were on duty at any time and one was performing an arrest, or 
visiting the jail, or hospital, other agencies would step in to assist and Tyrone usually 
helped other agencies as well. He stated that he would welcome two additional officers 
on a swing shift on each team. Chief Mundy informed Council that one officer was aiming 
to retire soon and if needed, the detective would also fill in when needed.  

Mayor Dial asked what it would look like if two more were hired. Chief Mundy stated 
that currently there were two open positions and three applicants. The applicants would 
first perform a ride-along to get to know the officers they would be working with. Hiring 
had been difficult in the past; however, Council had made it easier with adjustments to 
pay, retirement, and benefits. The last candidate was sent to the academy and graduated 
close to the top of the class.  

Mayor Dial asked about the cost of two additional officers. Mr. Perkins stated that based 
on base pay, benefits, and family insurance, the annual cost would be $186,417.94 not 
including the full equipment and uniforms for both. That total would be approximately 
$190,000 to $200,000 for the first year, then approximately $187,000 for both. Mayor 
Dial asked if the budget had already been approved, how would that process work? Mr. 
Perkins stated that if Council Member Campbell’s proposal was approved, there would 
need to be a budget amendment for the officer in January. Next July, the second officer 
would be added to the FY25/26 budget.  

Council Member Whelan asked for clarification regarding staffing and coverage. Chief 
Mundy explained that fully staffed would require three officers for each of the four 
shifts. With two additional officers, they would work a swing shift. That would assist 
with vacations, training, and sick time. The minimum staffing level would be two on each 
shift with a floater which would be three. Mayor Dial asked how it would affect the 
financial aspect and the millage rate.  

Mr. Perkins explained that it was approaching the time to consider the millage rate and 
that he was working on a presentation. He shared that Tyrone had the lowest millage 
rate in the state. In cities below a population of 8,000, the average was 6.8 and Tyrone’s 
was 2.889. For the last several years, the Town had been surviving off reserve funds. 
While budging the budget with reserve funds was good, the Town had a reserve policy. 
The Town could retain 50% of our operating costs in reserve, what was over and above 
was surplus for balancing the budget. The Town had been doing that for several years. 
He added that there would be a time when we would reach our minimum and the 
millage rate would not cover the costs.  
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Our millage rate brings in approximately $1.8 million a year, payroll alone was $4.5 
million. He stated that within his presentation he would show what the millage rate 
brought to the police department’s operating costs. The anticipated $1.8 million from 
property taxes was 15% of the Town’s operating funds. 

He explained that most communities’ millage rate covered 30% to 40% of the operating 
budget. Tyrone’s police department’s operating costs totaled approximately $2.6 million. 
He stated that the current millage rate could not sustain Tyrone’s operating costs. There 
will be a time soon when the Town will not be able to offer the services, pave roads, or 
pay the staff, by maintaining the current millage rate. The development that was just 
approved would pay taxes. 106 homes would not bring in as much as a data center, we 
want a combination of tax base and millage rate. He stated that one mill in Peachtree 
City did not mean the same as in Tyrone. Peachtree City had a larger population and a 
larger commercial tax base. Could the Town add officers and operate for a few more 
years, absolutely, but from a business standpoint, the Town could not sustain the 
current millage rate. An adjustment needed to happen within a 5-to-10-year period to 
sustain services and the paving of roads.  

Council Member Hunter asked that even though residents’ property tax bills increase 
every year, how much of that does the Town see? Mr. Perkins stated Tyrone’s portion of 
your tax bill was only 9.7%. Council Member Hunter shared that if the tax bill was 
$6,000, only $600 would go to the Town. Mr. Perkins shared that based on the 2023 
average home price of $372,000, less than $500 of those taxes went to the Town. Council 
Member Hunter stated that if the millage rate were to double, the taxpayers would see 
an increase of $500 to $600 in their tax bill. He added that Town’s millage rate had not 
increased in 16 to 17 years, intentionally.  

Mayor Dial requested that one police officer be approved and to not bind Council to the 
second until the next budget year.  All agreed.  

A motion was made for staff to begin the process of locating and hiring two additional 
officers.  

An amended motion was made to hire one additional officer by January 1, 2025.  
 
Motion made by Council Member Campbell, second amended motion by Council Member 
Whelan.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  

Chief Mundy clarified that one additional officer could be hired now. All agreed.  
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Council Member Whelan wished to echo Council Member Hunter’s comments regarding 
Council being constrained by law from what was already on the books. She added that 
they wanted to keep Tyrone as it was, but growth was inevitable. No matter what we do 
someone would be unhappy but know that we have your interest at heart. We did hear 
you and the builder was responsive, kudos to you for being heard and having the 
development plan amended.  

Mayor Dial gave an update on the Tyrone Post Office. He stated that a citizen sent a basic 
email complaint to the United States Postal Service (USPS) and received an email back. 
The email said that the Tyrone Post Office would not be reopening. That prompted 
Council into action again. Mayor Dial stated that he had spoken with the property owner 
four times over the last three days. That was news to the property owner as she had 
handed over the keys and they had signed a four-year lease. Mayor Dial then contacted 
our congressman’s office for the congressional liaison from the postal service. They had 
no luck. He then contacted the Federal Government Affairs office for the post service, 
which was forwarded to the Acting Manager of Customer Relations in Atlanta.  Her 
response at first was, it was her understanding that it would not be reopened but she 
would check with the Facilities Manager. She called back three hours later and stated 
that they were rebuilding that facility. Mayor Dial shared with her that it was completed, 
and it had been built for the last two years, and that she had the keys and was paying the 
lease. She assured Mayor Dial that it was being reopened but that she was not sure 
when. He added that there were people more powerful than Tyrone Council that were 
advocating for the reopening. It could be next week, or three months from now.  

Mayor Dial thanked Ms. Angela Haynes for being patient and asked her forward to 
introduce herself. Ms. Angela Hayes spoke regarding her run for the Fayette County Tax 
Commissioner position. She stated that she lived in unincorporated Fayette County and 
her background was in finance and accounting. She worked as the Controller for the 
Atlanta Life History Center, the Director of Operations for Atlanta Life Financial Group, 
an Executive Consultant for Fanny Mae in Washington, D.C., an auditor for Habitat for 
Humanity, and currently an accounting analyst for Assurant. She added that she had 
served on the board of Georgia’s Association of Certified Flood Examiners and was the 
current Treasurer for the Democratic Party. She was also a retired member of the 
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. If elected, she would go beyond what 
the Georgia Department of Revenue offered and host learning sessions for citizens to 
better understand how their tax dollars were spent. She would also send out 
newsletters. She would like citizens to better understand how community development 
helps cities better survive. She would request to work with Council Members and 
Commissioners to better inform the public about their taxes, she added to please 
consider her on November 5th. Jokingly, Mayor Dial asked Ms. Haynes if she had any 
contacts with the USPS. She stated that she could contact Senator Jon Ossoff.  
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Mr. Davenport explained that on June 20, 2024, Council approved a resolution regarding 
Federal funding for transportation projects that Fayette County and Tyrone would be 
participating in. The project was the Tyrone/Palmetto Road and Tyrone would have a 
local match for the project. He added that the scope of the work on the project sheet 
reflected the Fayette County numbers, not Tyrone’s. He shared that the original numbers 
were a local match of $487,682.59, Federal at $1,950,730.8, and totaled $2,438,412.97. 
The actual Tyrone numbers should have been Tyrone $191,785.29, Federal $767,141.16, 
and total 4958,926.45. He recommended approval of revised resolution 2024-06 Rev. 
which superseded the previous resolution.  

A motion was made to approve Resolution 2024-06 Revised.  
 
Motion made by Council Member Hunter, second amended motion by Council Member 
Whelan.  
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  
 

XIV. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

XV. ADJOURNMENT 

A motion was made to adjourn.  
 
Motion made by Council Member Campbell. 
Voting Yea: Council Member Furr, Council Member Whelan, Council Member Campbell, 
Council Member Hunter.  

The meeting adjourned at 9:25 p.m.  

 

 

 

 
 

 
By:   Attest:  
 Eric Dial, Mayor   Dee Baker, Town Clerk 
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COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 

Meeting Type: Council - Regular 
Meeting Date: August 1, 2024 

Agenda Item Type: Consent Agenda 
Staff Contact: Brandon Perkins, Town Manager 

 

STAFF REPORT 

AGENDA ITEM: 

Consideration to approve the purchase of a Ford F150 Police Responder vehicle from Wade 

Ford for the Police Department under state contract pricing for $46,334.00.  

BACKGROUND: 

This vehicle will replace a detective vehicle that is being marked and equipped for use by a 

patrol officer.  

 

 

 

FUNDING: 

1. $46,334.00 from the FY2025 Administration Vehicle Budget. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff recommends approval.  

ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Quote 

PREVIOUS DISCUSSIONS: 

None. 
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PRICING  PROPOSAL
DATE

GA STATE WIDE CONTRACT 2024 UTILITY POLICE INTERCEPTOR (99999-001-SPD0000183-0006)

CUSTOMER TOWN OF TYRONE

CONTACT MAJOR VAN BROCK

PHONE

EMAIL

ADDRESS

Vehicle Vehicle

Color

Stock # VIN

Miles

$52,175.00 -

 $500.00 -

 $0.00 -

$0.00 -

$52,675.00 -

 $0.00 -

- ($6,341.00) +
$46,334.00 $0.00

+ $0.00 Name

Trade Payoff + $0.00 Address

+ $0.00

+ $0.00 Phone

+ $0.00

$46,334.00 Email

Total Quantity 1
Order Total $46,334.00

X Ron Morgan

Buyer Date Account Manager Date

770 487-4732 EXT 206

Wednesday, July 24, 2024

Account Manager:  RON MORGAN

vbrock@tyrone.org

VEHICLE TRADE

STOCK FEE Mileage Adjustment

2023 POLICE RESPONDER

OXFORD WHITE

PKD03869

PRICING Actual Value

Vehicle Price Tires

Tag/Registration Fee (estimate) Mechanical repairs

DOC Brakes

Vehicle Selling Price Scratches / Paint

TOTAL UPFIT Body Damage / Dents

Customer Rebates / GPC Extra Allowance
Difference Allowance:

Balance Due (estimate)

7/24/2024

NOTES

 ThIs sales order does not guaranty  available. 

A purchase order is required to guarantee availability.

FLEETTAIL

Service PLAN 7 / 100

Shipping Fee 

Taxes 7%

Maintenance Plan 7 / 100
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COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 

Meeting Type: Council - Regular 
Meeting Date: August 1, 2024 

Agenda Item Type: Consent Agenda 
Staff Contact: Lynda Owens 

 

STAFF REPORT 

AGENDA ITEM: 

Action Wrestling Show October 4, 2024. 

BACKGROUND: 

Background/History:  

The lawyer has made suggested revisions.  Action Wrestling has agreed. The contract 

is signed by Matt Griffin, owner of Action Wrestling 

FUNDING: 

$5.000.00  Budget   Line Item#230-62.51.1350 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Contract 

PREVIOUS DISCUSSIONS: 

Click or tap here to enter text. 
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COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 

Meeting Type: Council - Regular 
Meeting Date: August 1, 2024 

Agenda Item Type: Consent Agenda 
Staff Contact: Lynda Owens 

 

STAFF REPORT 

AGENDA ITEM: 

The Blast Band performance on Founders Day, October 5, 2024 

BACKGROUND: 

Background/History:  

The lawyer has made suggested revisions.  The Blast Band has declined revisions. The 

original contract has been signed by an Rick Sanford, Blast Band representative.  

FUNDING: 

$4,000.00  Budgeted/Sponsored   Line Item#230-62.51.1350 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve 

ATTACHMENTS: 

Contract 

PREVIOUS DISCUSSIONS: 

Click or tap here to enter text. 
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BLAST BAND contract 
From: Ali Cox <eacoxatty@gmail.com>  

Sent: Fri, Jun 7, 2024 at 12:22 pm 

To: lowens@tyrone.org  

Cc: phillip.trocquet@tyrone.org  

4577 Blast Band 6 Piece For Town Of Tyrone Sat Oct. 5th 2024 (1) (1).pdf (932.1 KB) 

Hello Lynda – 
Please find the Blast Band agreement above.  Prior to accepting this please note the following : 

1. The deposit amount in paragraph 2 should be no more that 10%, that is $400.  
2. Note that the deposit is non-refundable accoding to paragraph 4; and 
3. Paragraph 5 should be redrafted to provide reciprocal protections to both parties 

“ This agreement can be cancelled by either party with the written consent of both parties.  In the event cancellation is caused by action of 
Purchaser, the refund shall be non-refundable.  Should the event be cancelled due to action of  A Blast Entertainment, the deposit shall be 
refunded within 30 days of cancellation.” 

Let me know if you have any questions. 
Ali 
 

 

 

E. Allison Ivey Cox 

McNally, Fox, Grant & Davenport, P.C. 

100 Habersham Drive 

Fayetteville, Georgia 30214 

(770) 461-2223 
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COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM COVER SHEET 

Meeting Type: Council - Regular 
Meeting Date: August 1, 2024 

Agenda Item Type: New Business 
Staff Contact: Dee Baker 

 

STAFF REPORT 

AGENDA ITEM: 

Copier renewal for Administration, Court/Police, and Library 

BACKGROUND: 

The four-year copier leases were up in June. The new lease will be under state contract through 

Milner. Milner has been our copier supplier for at least 12 years. We have a good working 

relationship which includes attentive maintenance staff. Both legal teams have discussed the 

agreement. I have included Attorney Stough’s concerns regarding 3 items which are included 

within the packet (email).  Council needs to choose between a 48 month or 60 month lease. 

FUNDING: 

This item is budgeted through the small equipment line for each department. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

1. Approval of the Admin., Court/Police, and Library copiers through Milner’s state 

contract.  

Or 

2. Direct staff to seek three bids for copiers and have legal review all documents.  

ATTACHMENTS: 

. 

PREVIOUS DISCUSSIONS: 

. 
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TOWN COUNCIL  DATEAPPLICATION NO.

07/25/2024

The applicant Kamlesh Patel & MAP Equities has submitted an application for a certificate of appropriateness for parcel 0726-051 to construct a hotel. 

Upon staff’s review of the proposed landscape plan, site plan, and architectural renderings, the submission appears to meet the SR-74 Overlay

standards. Staff would l ike to note that the approval of the proposed Certificate of Appropriateness only pertains to architectural and site elements as

they pertain to Quality Growth Overlay district. Approval of a specific hotel brand or the internal operations and floorplan of hotel is not a component

of this approval. Approval of such items wil l  be part of the site plan and construction plan approval process. Hotel wil l  need to comply with all other

ordinance conditions at such time. 

PREPARED BY: Phil l ip Trocquet, Asst. Town Manager | ptrocquet@tyrone.org | (770) 881-8322 | Tyrone Town Hall , 950 Senoia Road, Tyrone, GA 30290

24TYR-CA0002

PLANNING COMMISSION DATE

N/A

SUMMARY & HISTORY

EX. ZONING

C-2

FUTURE LAND USE SURROUNDING ZONING SITE IMPROVEMENTS ACREAGE

N/A
North: C-2 South: C-2  

East: C-2 West: LUR
3.01 ac

PROPOSED ZONINGADDRESS PARCEL NO.

0726051N/A Phil l ip R. Seay

STAFF REPORT
CERTIFICATE OF

APPROPRIATENESS

The property l ies within the Community Gateway character area which encourages commercial development consistent with the Town’s C-1, C-2, CMU,

and O-I zoning classifications to maintain a high standard of architecture, landscaping, and sign controls that also accommodate pedestrian and

traffic circulation throughout the developments.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN & FUTURE DEVELOPMENT MAP COMPATABILITY 

Upon review, it is staff’s determination that the proposed architectural and site plans are consistent with the Town’s overlay ordinance and Certificate

of Appropriateness requirements. The architectural renderings meet the minimum standards outlined for the Quality Growth Overlay. The submission

also meets the minimum requirements for a Certificate of Appropriateness as outlined in section 109-84 of the land development code. 

**NOTE** Certificate of Appropriateness (CA) compliance does not serve as approval for non-architectural or internal operations ordinance

requirements. Conditions relating to cooktop equipment, room stays, internal room/lobby square footages, etc. . . must sti l l  be adhered to at the time

of site plan and construction plan application submission. The CA also is not an approval of a specific brand or company associated with the hotel. 

ORDINANCE COMPATABILITY 

OWNER

Commercial Corridor N/A
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EACH OWNER IS TO VERIFY WITH THE LOCAL CODE
ENFORCEMENT AGENCY FOR ACCESSIBILITY OR
BARRIER-FREE REQUIREMENTS. THE OWNER OF
THE PROJECT CONTROLS THE ULTIMATE DESIGN
AND CONSTRUCTION AND IS URGED TO SEEK
APPROPRIATE COUNSEL TO ENSURE SUCH
COMPLIANCE.

NOTE OF CAUTION: USE OF THESE PLANS AND/OR
SPECIFICATIONS SHALL IN NO WAY GIVE RISE TO
ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF HILTON FOR ANY
DEFECT OR DEFICIENCY OF SAID PLANS AND/OR
SPECIFICATIONS. ANY PERSON USING THESE
PLANS AND/OR SPECIFICATIONS MUST VERIFY
THROUGH HIS OWN MEANS, ARCHITECT,
ENGINEERS AND OTHER PROFESSIONALS, THEIR
COMPLIANCE WITH ANY LAW AND ADEQUACY FOR
THE INTENDED PURPOSE, AS HILTON HOTELS
CORPORATION MAKES NO REPRESENTATION
WHATSOEVER IN THAT REGARD. THE QUALITY OF
WORKMANSHIP, AND THE ADEQUACY AND
SUITABILITY OF THE PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND
DESIGN DATA FOR A PARTICULAR PROJECT IS THE
SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE OWNER.

THIS DRAWING, PRINTED OR OTHERWISE, IS THE
COPYRIGHTED PROPERTY OF HILTON. THE
DRAWINGS MAY NOT BE USED, REPRODUCED OR
COPIED WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF HILTON.

IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE FRANCHISEE
AND THEIR CONSULTANTS TO COORDINATE ALL
ADDENDA ITEMS ISSUED BY HILTON INTO THEIR
RECORD SET OF CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS.
ADDENDA ARE AVAILABLE JUST BELOW THE
PROTOTYPE DRAWINGS ON THE
WWW.HILTONWORLDWIDE.COM WEBSITE.

HILTON DOES NOT MAKE ANY REPRESENTATION
OR WARRANTY AS TO, NOR SHALL IT BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY OMISSIONS ON THE PART
OF THE FRANCHISEE OR THEIR CONSULTANTS.
OMISSIONS BY THE FRANCHISEE OR THEIR
CONSULTANTS DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A WAIVER
AND DOES NOT RELEASE THE FRANCHISEE FROM
ANY RESPONSIBILITY TO CONFORM TO THE
CRITERIA DEFINED IN THE BRAND'S PROTOTYPE
REQUIREMENTS, ASSOCIATED ADDENDA AND/OR
DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS.
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VERSION:

Prototype
Package

North America

2.2

1 REFER TO ENLARGED GUESTROOM PLANS FOR INFORMATION

OVERALL BUILDING DIMENSIONS BASED ON  WOOD FRAME
CONSTRUCTION - OVERALL DIMENSION WILL VARY BASED ON FINAL
BUILDING CONSTRUCTION

EGRESS STAIR IN CONCRETE MASONRY STAIR ENCLOSURE

LOCATION OF ROOF ACCESS HATCH - VERIFY REQUIREMENTS WITH
LOCAL JURISDICTIONS

LINE OF ROOF/ CANOPY

FIRE SEPARATION DOORS (IF REQUIRED) TO BE ON AUTOMATIC
CLOSURES ACTIVATED BY FIRE ALARM SYSTEM - VERIFY
REQUIREMENTS WITH LOCAL JURISDICTIONS

POTENTIAL LOCATION FOR MECHANICAL/ELECTRICAL/PLUMBING CHASE

CANOPY ROOF DRAIN BELOW

ELEVATOR LOBBY DOORS REQUIRED IF BUILDING IS 4 STORIES OR
MORE IN HEIGHT - INSTALL SO DOORS ARE ON AUTOMATIC CLOSURES
ACTIVATED BY FIRE ALARM SYSTEM - VERIFY REQUIREMENTS WITH
LOCAL JURISDICTIONS

SHEER ROLLER SHADE AT GUEST CORRIDOR AND ELEVATOR LOBBY

PROVIDE ADEQUATE STORAGE SOLUTIONS FOR LINEN STORAGE, LINEN
CART STORAGE AND HOUSEKEEPING APPLIANCE STORAGE PER TRU BY
HILTON BRAND STANDARDS

THIS ELEVATOR CAR SHALL PROVIDE EMERGENCY ACCESS TO ALL
FLOORS AND BE LARGE ENOUGH TO ACCOMMODATE AN AMBULANCE
STRETCHER

LINEN CHUTE  - FIRE SEPARATION PER LOCAL JURISDICTIONS - REFER
TO TRU BY HILTON BRAND STANDARDS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

KEYCARD READER ENTRANCE HARDWARE; MOUNTED SO THAT TOP OF
READER IS A MAXIMUM OF 48" ABOVE GRADE OR FINISH FLOOR

2

3

5

6

7

9

10

11

12

13

14

4

8

ACCESSIBLE ROOM

C.F. ROOM - REFER TO ENLARGED GUESTROOM PLANS FOR POWER
AND SIGNAL

MAGNETIC DOOR HOLD OPENER TIED TO BUILDING ALARM SYSTEM
-- REFER TO DOOR SCHEDULE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

DOOR TAG - REFER TO ENLARGED GUESTROOM PLANS FOR
GUESTROOM DOOR TYPES

FLOOR DRAIN - SLOPE FLOOR AS REQ.

1. REFER TO TRU BY HILTON BRAND STANDARDS FOR
ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR PASSENGER ELEVATORS,
ELEVATOR LOBBIES & CORRIDORS

2. REFER TO TRU BY HILTON BRAND STANDARDS FOR
ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR BACK OF HOUSE AREAS

3. FIRE EXTINGUISHERS, SMOKE DETECTORS & OTHER
EMERGENCY DEVICES TO BE LOCATED PER LOCAL CODE - FIRE
EXTINGUISHER LOCATIONS W/IN THE PUBLIC SPACE SHALL BE
CONTAINED WITHIN FULLY RECESSED CABINETS

4. REFER TO HADG FOR ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR PUBLIC
SPACES & EQUIPMENT

5. LIFE SAFETY AND FIRE ALARM SYSTEM DRAWINGS ARE TO BE
COORDINATE BY ARCHITECT OF RECORD TO BE COMPLIANT
WITH ALL LOCAL CODES/JURISDICTIONS

K E Y  N O T E S :

S Y M B O L  K E Y :

G E N E R A L  N O T E S :

#

F.D.

GUESTROOM INFORMATION:

ROOM TYPE: REFER TO SHEET:
KING A4.01
DOUBLE QUEEN A4.02
ACCESSIBLE KING A4.03 + A4.04
ACCESSIBLE DOUBLE QUEEN A4.05 + A4.06

    O W N E R  S U P P L I E D  I T E M S :

REFER TO TRU BY HILTON ARCHITECTURAL FINISH &
FIXTURE SPECIFICATIONS, THE PROCUREMENT GUIDE
AND/OR TRU BY HILTON FOOD SERVICE DOCUMENTS FOR
SOURCING INFORMATION.

OS-202 HALF ROUND TRASH RECEPTACLE @ LOBBY AND 
ELEVATOR LOBBIES

OS-204 SMALL TRASH RECEPTACLE @ FITNESS, WATER/ICE
OS-303 ICE MACHINE @ WATER/ICE
OS-402 WALK OFF MAT @ SECONDARY ENTRANCE

PA-402 SHEER ROLLER SHADE @ GUEST CORRIDORS AND ELEVATOR
LOBBIES

    F U R N I S H I N G S  L E G E N D :

234'-11 1/2"±

1/8" = 1'-0"
16AOVERALL GROUND FLOOR PLAN - OPTIONAL 3-STORY 84-GUESTROOMS
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1/8" = 1'-0"
16GOVERALL TYPICAL FLOOR PLAN - OPTIONAL 3-STORY 84-GUESTROOMS
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ALERT:

SHADED AREA INDICATES THE TYPICAL 4-STORY
98- GUESTROOM PROTOTYPE. REFER TO THE TYPICAL
PROTOYTYPE FLOOR PLANS FOR INFORMATION

ALERT:

SHADED AREA INDICATES THE TYPICAL 4-STORY
98- GUESTROOM PROTOTYPE. REFER TO THE TYPICAL
PROTOYTYPE FLOOR PLANS FOR INFORMATION
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EACH OWNER IS TO VERIFY WITH THE LOCAL CODE
ENFORCEMENT AGENCY FOR ACCESSIBILITY OR
BARRIER-FREE REQUIREMENTS. THE OWNER OF
THE PROJECT CONTROLS THE ULTIMATE DESIGN
AND CONSTRUCTION AND IS URGED TO SEEK
APPROPRIATE COUNSEL TO ENSURE SUCH
COMPLIANCE.

NOTE OF CAUTION: USE OF THESE PLANS AND/OR
SPECIFICATIONS SHALL IN NO WAY GIVE RISE TO
ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF HILTON FOR ANY
DEFECT OR DEFICIENCY OF SAID PLANS AND/OR
SPECIFICATIONS. ANY PERSON USING THESE
PLANS AND/OR SPECIFICATIONS MUST VERIFY
THROUGH HIS OWN MEANS, ARCHITECT,
ENGINEERS AND OTHER PROFESSIONALS, THEIR
COMPLIANCE WITH ANY LAW AND ADEQUACY FOR
THE INTENDED PURPOSE, AS HILTON HOTELS
CORPORATION MAKES NO REPRESENTATION
WHATSOEVER IN THAT REGARD. THE QUALITY OF
WORKMANSHIP, AND THE ADEQUACY AND
SUITABILITY OF THE PLANS, SPECIFICATIONS, AND
DESIGN DATA FOR A PARTICULAR PROJECT IS THE
SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE OWNER.

THIS DRAWING, PRINTED OR OTHERWISE, IS THE
COPYRIGHTED PROPERTY OF HILTON. THE
DRAWINGS MAY NOT BE USED, REPRODUCED OR
COPIED WITHOUT THE PERMISSION OF HILTON.

IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE FRANCHISEE
AND THEIR CONSULTANTS TO COORDINATE ALL
ADDENDA ITEMS ISSUED BY HILTON INTO THEIR
RECORD SET OF CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS.
ADDENDA ARE AVAILABLE JUST BELOW THE
PROTOTYPE DRAWINGS ON THE
WWW.HILTONWORLDWIDE.COM WEBSITE.

HILTON DOES NOT MAKE ANY REPRESENTATION
OR WARRANTY AS TO, NOR SHALL IT BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY OMISSIONS ON THE PART
OF THE FRANCHISEE OR THEIR CONSULTANTS.
OMISSIONS BY THE FRANCHISEE OR THEIR
CONSULTANTS DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A WAIVER
AND DOES NOT RELEASE THE FRANCHISEE FROM
ANY RESPONSIBILITY TO CONFORM TO THE
CRITERIA DEFINED IN THE BRAND'S PROTOTYPE
REQUIREMENTS, ASSOCIATED ADDENDA AND/OR
DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS.
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TRU BY HILTON TYRONE 

BRICK SELECTED SAVANNAH MOSS (BROWN BRICK) AND BERKSHIRE (RED BRICK WITH CHARCOAL MIXED IN) AND ALPINE 

(OFF WHITE BRICK) 

7-16-24 

 

 

BROWN BRICK SLEECTED TO BE SIMILAR TO KIKU RESTAURANT – SAVANNAH MOSS  

 

KIKU JAPANESE RESTAURANT BROWN BRICK AND WHITE EIFS 
82
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KKU JAPANESE RESTAURANT BROWN BRICK AND WHITE EIFS 
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RED BRICK SLECTED TO BE SIMILAR TO PUBLIX– BERKSHIRE  

  

PUBLIX BRICK (RED AND CHARCOAL MIX) 
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WHITE BRICK SELECTED – ALPINE (COLOR SIMILAR TO KIKU JAPANESE RESTAURANT) 

 

 

KIKU WHITE EIFS WILL BE MATCHED IN COLOR FOR NEW HOTEL EIFS 
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Letter of Intent Hwy 74 Overlay  

6-10-24 

Hotel  

The site shall maintain a physically and aesthetically pleasing gateway into the Town of 

Tyrone, while keeping it in line with the surrounding environment to ensure visual continuity. 

The general design, the character and appropriateness of design, scale of buildings, 

arrangement, texture, materials, and colors of structures in question and the relationship of 

such elements to similar features of structures in the surrounding area are all appropriate 

with Publix large building as a neighbor in the commercial complex. Our structure is within 

800 feet of the State Route 74 right-of-way line or is part of a common development within 

800 feet of the State 74 right-of-way line.  The exterior shall meet 70% Class A materials (brick 

and glass) at all four sides.   
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