SEP 6 2005

SERVICE DELIVERY STRATEGY UPDATE,
CERTIFICATIONS

Instruchions:

This two page form must, at a mif&!mum‘ be signed by an su.thorjzed r:prc:aepra:i:;ez . 5 2)
serving as the county seat; 3) all cities having a 2000 pupulatm_n 'ofrm?r 9,000 residing, w;l%u_n the_cnunt-,r_; and 4) no Ilcss than 50% of all other
¢cities with a 2000 population of between 500 and 9,000 r;stdmg ?\-‘llhll? the county  Cities with a 2000 population helow 500 and local
authorities providing services nnder the strategy are not required to sign this form, but are encouraged to do sn.

af the [ollowing governmenrs: 1) the county; 2) the city

UPDATED SERVICE DELIVERY STRATEGYFOR _____ Clinch  COUNTY ]

R
i

1| we. the undersigned authorized representatives of the jurisdictions listed below, certify that;
¥y

1. We have reviewed our existing Scrvice Delivery Strategy and have determined that;
(Check only one box for question 1)

. A, Our Strategy continues lo accurately reflect our preferred arrangements for providing local services throughout our
3 county and no changes in our Strategy are needed at this time; or

[0 B. OurStrategy has been revised to reflect our preferred arrangements for providing local services.

' If Option A is selected, only this form, signed by the appropriate local government representatives must be provided to DCA.

If Option B is selected, this form, signed by the appropriate lacal government representatives, must be submitted to DCA along

| with:

* anupdated “Summary of Service Arrangements” form (page 2) for each local scrvice that has be

¢ any supporting local agreements pertaining to cach of th

* anupdated service area map depicting the agreed upon
provider for each service that has been revised/updated
coincide with local political boundaries,

en revised/updated:
ese scrvices that has been revised/updated: and

service area for each provider if there is more than one service
within the county, and if the agreed upon service areas do not

2. Each of our governing bodies (County Commission and City Councils) that are 4 party fo this strategy have adopted
tesolutinns agreeing to the Service Delivery arrangements identified in our strategy and have executed

agrcements for
implementation of our service delivery strategy (O.C.G.A. 36-70-2 1);

L

Our service delivery strategy continues to promote the de

livery of local government services in the most efficient, cffective,
and responsive marner for ]l residents, individuals and

property owners thronghout the county (O.C.G.A. 36-70. 24(1));

4. Ourservice delivery strategy continues to provide that water o sewer fees cl
Eeographic boundaries of a service provider
located within the geographic

1arged to customers located outside the
are reasonable and are not arbitrarily higher than the fees charged to customers
boundaries of the service provider (0.C.G.A.36-70-24 (2));

Our service delivery Strategy continues to ensure that the cost of any services the county government provides (inchuding
[h”“iﬁ_lvllm}' funded by the caunty and one or more municipalitics) primarily for the benefit of the unincorporated area of the
County are home by the unincorporated area residents, individuals, and property owners who receive such service (0,C.G.A.
36-70-24 (3)):
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Strategy continues to ensure that the officially adopted County and City land use plans of all local
in the County are compatible and nonconflicting (0.C.G.A. 36-70-24 (4)(A));

Strategy continues to ensure that the provision of extraterritorial water and sewer services by any
wsistent with all County and City land use plans and ordinances (0.C.G.A. 36-70-24 (4)(B)); and

ivery Strategy continues to contain an agreed upon process between the county government and each city
county to resolve land use classification disputes when the county objects to the proposed land use of an area to
ato a city within the county (0.C.G.A. 36-70-24 (4)(C)) and;

en provided a copy of this certification and copies of all forms, maps and supporting agreements needed to
:_m our agreed upon strategy (0.C.G.A. 36-70-27).

does not have an Annexation/Land Use dispute resolution process with each of its cilies, list the cities where no
rocess exisis:

NAME: TITLE: JURISDICTION: DATE:
‘,()Pleasc print or type) ;

E N ]
M‘ ohn W. Strickland |Chairman County E-20-6%

L[Carol W. Chambers |Mayor City of Homerville 3’* 301')3'
>
Patricia Oettmeier Mayor

_ 8—30-0< |
City of Fargo

Y- 3e ~ X7

| Raymond James Mayor City of Argyle
: . ? - S0 -0 S‘
Herbert E. Register [Mayor City of Dupont
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