State of Tennessee
Department of Economic and Community Development

Local Planning Assistance Office

Wiltiam Snodgrass/Tenncssee Tower Building-10" Floor
312 Roaa L. Parks Avenue

Nashville, Tenncssee 37243-0405

613-741-2211

April 30, 2010

The Honorable Howard R. Bradley
Robertson County Mayor

Room 108, County Courthouse
Springfield, TN 37172

Dear Mayor Bradley:

The Local Government Planning Advisory Committee approved the amended Robertson County
Growth Plan submitted by the Robertson County Coordinating Committee. Enclosed is a copy of
the materials submitted by the Coordinating Committee and a copy of the Local Government

Planning Advisory Committee’s Resolution of Approval, effective April 28, 2010.

The Comprehensive Growth Plan law requires that you file your plan with your county register.
The Local Government Planning Advisory Committee will also keep a copy of your plan.

If Iorthe Local Government Planning Advisory Committee may be of additional assistance,
please contact me.

Sincerely,
an Haw

Director

DH/jw

Enclosures



CITY OF SPRINGFIELD

405 North Main Street

P. O. Box 788

Springfield, TN 37172-0788
Telephone (615) 382-2200
Fax (615) 382-1612

June 9, 2010
To the Following:

Chairman Don Eden and Members of the
Robertson County Growth Committee

Local Government Planning Advisory Committee
Chair, Kathryn Baldwin

Dan Hawk and Jo White of the Department
of Economic and Community Development,
Local Planning Assistance Office

This is to inform you that the Robertson County, Tennessee Growth Plan, which was
approved by the Local Government Planning Advisory Committee on April 28, 2010, has
been recorded with the Robertson County Register of Deeds.

It was recorded by County Mayor Howard Bradley on June 8, 2010 and can be found in
Book 1372, Pages 1-473 of the Register of Deeds Office. The White House Map is filed
in Plat Book 23, Page52. The Portland Map is filed in Plat Book 23, Page 53 and the
entire County Map is filed in Plat Book 23, Page 54.

Sincerely,

-~ M‘ g ™ /Lé'?___
George E. James

Secretary of the Robertson County Growth Committee

Gl/gj
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Jo White - Robertson County Growth Plan Amendment
From: Dan Hawk
To: hrbrad@robertsoncountytn.org
Date: 4/15/2010 9:19 AM » .
Subject:  — Robertson County Growth Plan Amendment—
CC: - acarrier@cityofwhitehouse.com; Art Brown; gjames@springfield-tn.org; Jo White;

KBaldwin@cortn.org; RecordersOffice@cityofportlandtn.gov
Attachments: Dan Hawk.vcf

Mayor Bradley,

I have received the amendments to the Robertson County Growth Plan as submitted by your coordinating
committee chair. The amended plan is on the Local Government Planning Advisory Committee agenda for
approval scheduled for 12:30 PM April 28, 2010 to be held in our ECD Commissioner's conference room, 11th
floor, William Snodgrass/Tennessee Tower, located at 312 Rosa L. Parks Avenue in Nashville.

I have made my first review of the plan and it is well organized and appears to have the minimum requirements
of the Committee for approval. I appreciate the work the coordinating committee and staff put into this
document and will be reviewing the material in detail today and tomorrow. I will contact George James if I

find any problems so we can address them before the meeting. I anticipate approval of the plan and will
recommend that the Committee do so if my review finds the plan to be complete. The amendments to the
Robertson County Plan wili be effective upon approval by the Local Government Planning Advisory Committee
and I will send you a copy to be filed at the County.

George James of Springfield, Angie Carrier of White House and the City Recorders office in Portland are copied
to this email. I did not find an email address for the City of Orlinda and will ask our regional office to contact
them as well. I hope anyone that has questions will feel free to contact me through my secretary Jo White at
615 741 2211 or me by email at dan.hawk@tn.gov .

Regards,

Dan C. Hawk, AICP

Community Development Administrator

State of Tennessee

Department of Economic & Community Development
Community Development Division

312 Eight Avenue North, Tenth Floor

Nashville, Tennessee 37243

Tele: 615 741 2211 or 865 594 6666

Fax: 615 741 0607

file://C:\Documents and Settings\C002L07\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4BC6DA3IM... 4/15/2010



Page 1 of 1

Subje Robertson County Growth Plan Amendment

Cres :m i ﬂw Dan.Hawk@tn.gov

Scheduled Date:

Creation Date: 4/15/2010 9:19 AM

From: Dan Hawk

Recipient Action Date & Time Comment

CC: (acarrier)

CC: Art Brown (C002L46)

CC: gjames @springfield-tn.org (gjames)

To: hrbrad @ robertsoncountytn.org (hrbrad)

CC: Jo White (C002L07)

CC: KBaldwin@cortn.org (KBaldwin)

CC: RecordersOffice @cityofportlandtn.gov (RecordersOffice)

G——:{,V?( /(ﬁ;/’ﬂ‘g‘q_/
5 5?4 - e
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Robertson County Coordinating Committee
Robertson County Courthouse, Room 108
Springfield, TN 37172

January 5, 2010

Mr. Dan Hawk, Director

Local Planning Assistance Office

10" Floor, 312 Eighth Avenue North

William Snodgrass Tennessee Tower Building
Nashville, TN. 37243

Dear Mr. Hawk:

You will find enclosed herewith the following information pertaining to an amended
Growth Plan for Robertson County:

i Submittal of Certificate of Ratification for Robertson County Growth Plan.

2, Letters of transcription and resolutions of approval by the approving Legislative
Bodies of Robertson County.

3 Copies of the amended Growth Plans for the Cities of White House, Orlinda, and
Portland.
4. Dates of all Public Hearings and Certificates of Ratifications from each entity in

Robertson County that were approved within the required 120 days.

5 Two complete copies of the Growth Plan, Maps and Supporting Documentation.

We hereby request that this item be placed on the agenda of the Local Government
Planning Advisory Committee for necessary approval at the earliest possible date.

Gl/gj



Submittal of County Growth Plan
And
Certificate of Ratification



Submittal of County Growth Plan
And
Certificate of Ratification

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has developed and
recommended to the County and Municipal Legislative Bodies of Robertson County a
Growth Plan which complies with TCA 6-58-106; and

Whereas, the County and Municipal Legislative Bodies have ratified the Robertson
County Growth Plan or have failed to take action within the required 120 days as
required by TCA 6-58-104; and

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has held the requisite Public
Hedearings pursuant to TCA 6-58-104;

Now Therefore, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee submits to the Local

Government Planning Advisory Committee the Robertson County Growth Plan for its
approval pursuant to TCA 6-58-104.

’ -

1L/ /1@
Ditd [/

Robertson County Coordinating Committee

Gl/gj



Submittal of County Growth Plan
and
Certificate of Ratification

Whereas, the County Coordinating Committee has developed and
recommended to the County and municipal legislative bodies of
County a Growth Plan which complies with TCA 6-58-106; and

Whereas, the County and the municipal bodies have ratified the
Growth Plan as required by TCA 6-58-104; and

Whereas, the County Coordinating Committee has held the
requisite public hearings pursuant to TCA 6-58-104;

Now, Therefore, the County Coordinating Committee submits to the
Local Government Planning Advisory Committee the County
Growth Plan for its approval pursuant to TCA 67-58-104.

Chair, Loéal Government Planning Advisory Committee Date

Resolution of Approval
By The
Local Government Planning Advisory Committee

Whereas, the /ﬂé@k‘{S?A/ County Coordinating Committee has submitted a
County Growth Plan for /@? bewtso County and its municipalities; and

Whereas, the Coordinating Committee has certified that the plan has been ratified
pursuant to TCA 6-58-104;

Now, Therefore Be It Resolved by the Local Government Planning Advisory
Committee that the K¢ é;tf&aag County Growth Plan is hereby approved and

becomes effective this date .

ZZ?/ W 42810

Cl/n{‘, Local‘Government Planning Advisory Committee Date




EXHIBIT “A”

AGREEMENT

This Agreement by and between Robertson County, Tennessee, hereinafter referred to as
“COUNTY?, and the City of Springfield, the City of Cross Plains, the City of Orlinda, the City of
Adams, the City of Cedar Hill, the City of White House, the City of Coopertown, the City of
Millersville, the Town of Greenbrier, the City of Ridgetop, hereinafter referred to as “CITIES”;

RECITALS:

WHEREAS, Public Chapter 1101 of the Acts of 1998 of the General Assembly of the
State of Tennessee (“Chapter 1101") requires cities and counties in Tennessee to adopt a growth
plan for the county and cities contained within that county; and

WHEREAS, these growth plans are to be developed through a system of communication
and cooperation by and between the local governments involved; and

WHEREAS, any undertaking such as the development of a 20 year growth plan requires
an input and vision of not only the governments involved but also the citizens of these
governments; and

WHEREAS, the County recognizes that certain geographical areas adjacent to the Cities
municipal boundaries may be a part of the Cities urban growth boundaries in order for the Cities
to properly plan for development and/or the impact of the area upon the Cities infrastructure; and

WHEREAS, the Cities recognize that the forestalling of the annexation of these areas
does not hinder their ability to adequately plan for the Cities future; and

WHEREAS, both the County and the Cities recognize that the adoption of a growth plan
for the County requires cooperation and compromise; and

WHEREAS, cooperation between and among local governments sometimes requires an
agreement to preserve the intent of the parties; and

WHEREAS, Public Chapter 1101, particularly T.C.A. 6-58-104, recognizes the
importance of local government’s ability to enter into such an agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and mutual covenants herein set
forth, the County and the Cities do mutually agree as follows:

Section 1. This Agreement is entered into pursuant to the authority granted the County and the
Cities by T.C.A. 6-58-104(a)(6)(A) and (C).



Section 2. The County agrees to the inclusion of certain areas in the respective Cities’ urban
growth boundaries as reflected in the recommended growth plan for Robertson County as
presently approved by the Coordinating Committee at its August 22, 2000 meeting. These areas
include areas which may otherwise be objectionable to the County absent this Agreement. The
parties agree that it is not necessary to specifically identify the geographical areas that would or
would not be approved by the parties without this Agreement.

Section 3. Other than as set forth herein, the Cities agree not to annex, by any method prescribed
by law including but not limited to ordinance, petition or referendum, any area outside the
current municipal boundary of each City but inside the proposed City’s planned urban growth
boundary as depicted in the Recommended Growth Plan for Robertson County.

Section 4. As a prerequisite to a City annexation of property outside its current municipal limits
and within its approved urban growth boundary, each City agrees as follows:

1. It shall first require the majority of a petition of property owners within the
designated area to be submitted to the City Clerk requesting annexation of a particular area into
the City.

2. The petition shall describe with reasonable certainty the area requested to be
annexed.

3. Upon receipt of such a petition, the City shall request the County Assessor of
Property to certify upon evidence of title based upon County records that said petition represents
a majority of property owners owning property within the designated area to be annexed. If
individual parcels within the area have one owner, that owner shall count as one owner,
regardless of the number of parcels owned within the area by the individual. If a parcel has
more than one owner, the owners comprising a majority of the ownership interests in that parcel
must petition together as the owner. For the purposes of defining parcel, a parcel is a separately
identified parcel of property within the records of the County Assessor of Property’s Office. The
identification of parcels and property owners, for these purposes, shall be made effective on the
date the petition is presented to the City Clerk.

4. If the petition as submitted does not Contain a majority of the property owners within
the affected area as set forth herein, the City agrees:not to annex said area. If the petition does
contain a majority of the property owners, the procedure for annexation may continue as
otherwise allowed by State law to determine whether the area shall be annexed or not.

~ Section 5. This Agreement has a set term of ten (10) years as allowed by T.C.A. 6-58-104, and
shall continue thereafter automatically until terminated or renegotiated. The parties acknowledge
that this Agreement is an integral part of the Recommended Growth Plan adopted by the County
and the Cities being submitted to the local government planning advisory committee, and
pursuant to the authority of T.C.A. 6-58-107, this Agreement is thus included as part of the
County’s growth plan. The parties agree that none of the parties will attempt to terminate or
renegotiate this Agreement except in compliance with the notice provisions of T.C.A. 6-58-



104(a)(6)(C). The parties further acknowledge that any change in this Agreement shall be treated
as an effort to amend the County’s growth plan and the coordinating committee shall be re-
established or reconvened to consider the amendment. Subsequent to any action of the
coordinating committee, the growth plan must be submitted to the local governments for their
ratification, and then be submitted to the local government planning advisory committee for final
approval. The procedures of any amendment shall follow the original procedures of adoption of
the original growth plan.

This agreement shall be effective only upon the ratification of the Recommended Growth
Plan for Robertson County, of which this agreement is a part, by all of the jurisdictions within the
County, and the subsequent approval of the growth plan by the Local Government Planning
Advisory Committee.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement is executed on the date indicated by the
County and each City, pursuant to applicable resolutions duly authorizing the signature of the
respective governmental representative.

Robertson nty, Tennessee

~7
/[0 /2
at Apple y Executlve
City of Springfield, Tennessee
/ / bj/ Q/ By: [ W %/
Date Mayor
City of i
/ / // / 7/ By: /
Date Mayor /

City of Orlinda, Tennessee

L’ﬁL By: @? 2

Date Mayor

City of Adams, Tennessee

/-9- 0/ v (Drernirstssbihn”

Date Mayor




Date
/-8-¢
Date

-9 O

Date

City of Cedar Hill, Tennessee

by ST %M%

Mayor
City of White Xusewl/
gayor ;

City of Coopertown, Tenness

’2/&7:% £

Mayor
City of Millgrsville, Tennessee
By: Q W
Mayor

Town of Greenbrier, Tennessee

By:_/éwgé—w—————

Mayor

City of Rid




Resolutions from Communities Ratifying
Growth Plan and approving the Interlocal Agreement on
Annexation

Adams
Cedar Hill
Coopertown
Cross Plains
Greenbrier
Millersville
Orlinda
Portland
Ridgetop
Robertson County
Springfield
White House



RESOLUTION 2010-01

RESOLUTION RATIFYING THE REVISED ROBERTSON COUNTY GROWTH
PLAN AS ADOPTED BY THE ROBERTSON COUNTY COORDINATING
COMMITTEE ON JANUARY 29, 2009 AND ON JANUARY §, 2010

Whereas, on January 29, 2009, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has
adopted a recommended Growth Plan Revision for Robertson County and each
municipality within the County which complies with TCA 6-58-101, et seq; and

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee and the municipalities of
Portland, White House and Orlinda have held the requisite public hearings pursuant to
TCA 6-58-104 and 6-58-106; and

Whereas, after the revised Growth Plan was approved by the Committee orf January 29,
2009, it was submitted to each respective municipality within the County for approval by
their governing body, together with the governing body of Robertson County, Tennessee;

and

Whereas, either by affirmative vote for approval or by the lack of a timely vote for
disapproval, all respective municipalities and the County approved this 2009 revision;

and

Whereas, all municipalities that had a geographical presence in Robertson County and
participated in the original Growth Plan Adoption Project approved by vote of their
respective governing bodies in January, 2001 an Agreement which provided certain
agreed restrictions upon the annexation ability of each municipality; and

Whereas, said Annexation Agreement is attached as Exhibit “A” hereto and was made an ‘
integral part of the 2000-2001 adopted original Growth Plan by the County and each
municipality participating in the original Growth Plan; and

Whereas, following the 2009 approved revision of the plan referenced above, it was
determinted that the City of Portland, Tennessee, which did not participate in the original
Growth Plan Project, had thus not approved the 2001 Annexation Agreement referenced

herein; and



Whereas, the Coordinating Committee met on January 5, 201 0 to review the current
circumstances of the 2009 Plan, and upon motion duly made, seconded and then adopted,
further ratified and approved the 2009 Revised Plan with certain suggested amendments
10 the 2001 Annexation Agreement, such that the Revised Growth Plan and 2001
restrictions would not apply to certain property located in Robertson County, Tennessee
for which, the City of Portland had already furnished certain utilities and infrastructure,
but that said Agreement would otherwise remain in full force and affect as part of the
original Plan as revised; and

Whereas, it is the purpose of this Resolution to approve the committee's suggested
Amendment to the 2001 Annexation Agreement and to further ratify and approve the
2009 Growth Plan revision, as previously approved and as amended herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Adams City Commission as follows:

Section 1. The City of Adams, Tennessee hereby approves the proposed Amendment to
that Annexation Agreement originally authorized by the Adams City Commission at the
regular meeting held on January 9, 2001, and signed by then Mayor Omer Gene
Brooksher on January 9, 2001, such that the annexation restrictions as set forth in that
Agreement will not apply to the City of Portland as to those parcels of real property
located within Robertson County as set forth on the attached map exhibit B-1 and listed
by tax map and parcel number on exhibit B-2.

Section 2. Further, the City of Adams, Tennessee does ratify and approve the revised
Growth plan approved by the coordinating Committee on January 29, 2009 and
furthermore approves the suggested amendment to the Annexation agreement as
recommended by the Committee at its meeting on January 5, 2010.

Section 3. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute any documents as
reasonably requested in the furtherance of the intent of this Resolution.

Section 4. All resolutions and policies in conflict herewith are hereby rescinded to the
extent of the conflict only.

Adopted this 2d day of march, 2010

(é’)‘ndax /&W/ ﬁ%ﬂ%‘/

Mayor Omer Gene Brooksher

Attest:

-

9_7/([ y /MAM _

Joi Gart tt, City Recorder




City of Portland Proposed Boundary Adjustments 9
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Owner

JAMES L VAUGHN

L & W PROPERTIES GP

L & W PROPERTIES GP

BC RACING GROUP LLC

MCHENRY CHARLES
ETUX

KEEN CHARLES H ETUX

HOPKINS JOSEPH E ETUX

JAMES CHERYLL
EVERETT

HOPKINS JOSEPH EARL

ANDERSON JAMES C
ETUX

HALL LOU

MARTIN GREG

THE INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

Il REAL ESTATE LLC

L & W PROPERTIES GP

THE INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

EXHIBIT "B-2"

Property Address Tax Map & Parcel #
LAKE SPRINGS RD 6247 MO012
P46.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD MO012
P48.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD MO012
P47.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD M012
P50.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD 6215 MO13
P01.00
SOUTH OLD DETOUR RD MO025
6046 P23.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD 6060 MO012
P53.00
SOUTH OLD DETOUR RD MO012
6052 P51.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD MO012
P52.00
EUBANKS RD 9545 MO012
P55.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD 6068 MO012
P54.00
LAKE SPRINGS RD 6076 MO012
P56.00
VAUGHN PKY 1124 MO012
P59.01
VAUGHN PKY 1108 M012
P59.02
VAUGHN PKY 1140 MO012
P38.02
VAUGHN PKY 1125 MO012
P43.00



Owner

THE INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

VAUGHN RICKY

L & W PROPERTIES GP

L & W PROPERTIES GP

L & W PROPERTIES GP

L & W PROPERTIES GP

L & W PROPERTIES GP

L & W PROPERTIES GP .

L & W PROPERTIES GP

THE INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

THE INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

L & W PROPERTIES GP

INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT BRD

L & W PROPERTIES GP

COLLINS TYLER

L. & W PROPERTIES GP

GROVES JERRY
BENNETT ETUX

Property Address

VAUGHN PKY 1115

WITT RD 5237
LAKE SPRINGS RD
VAUGHN PKY 1171
VAUGHN PKY
VAUGHN PKY
PAYNE RD 6721
PAYNE RD
EUBANKS RD

VAUGHN PKY 1165

VAUGHN PKY 1155

VAUGHN PKY 1100

VAUGHN PKY 1116

VAUGHN PKY 1055
VAUGHN PKY 1109
LAKE SPRINGS RD 6155

PAYNE RD 6739

Tax Map & Parcel #

MO012
P44.01

MO012
P40.03
MO012
P18.00
MO12
P39.00
M012
P40.02
MO012
P39.02
MO012
P15.00
MO012
P20.00
MO012
P38.00
MO012
P40.04

MO012
P40.00

MO012
P59.03
MO012
P59.00

M012
P44.00
MO012
P44.02
MO12
P49.00
MO012
P16.00



Owner

COOPER PRENTICE ETUX

POWERS TIMOTHY E
ETUX

L & W PROPERTIES GP

Property Address

PAYNE RD 6721

LAKE SPRINGS RD 6232

VAUGHN PKY

Tax Map & Parcel #

M012
P17.00
MO012
P45.00

MO012
P44.03



Cedar Hill

STATE OF TENNESSEE )

COUNTY OF ROBERTSON )

I, Melissa Ellis, do hereby certify that 1 am the duly appointed City Recorder of
the Cedar Hill, Tennessee, and as such official I further certify that attached hereto isa
Resolution passed on March 15,2010 which ratifies the Robertson County Growth Plan
as adopted by the Robertson County Coordination Committee. The Cedar Hill Board of
Mayor and Aldermen approved the resolution on March 15, 2010.

WITNESS MY OFFICIAL SIGNATURE and the Seal of said City, this 31"
day of March, 2010 .

Wuie b

Mc"\s{:a Ellis
City Recorder

SEAL



RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION RATIFYING THE REVISED ROBERTSON COUNTY GROWTH
PLAN AS ADOPTED BY THE ROBERTSON COUNTY COORDINATING
COMMITTEE ON JANUARY 29, 2009 AND ON JANUARY 5, 2010

Whereas, on January 29, 2009, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has
adopted a recommended Growth Plan Revision for Robettson County and each
municipality within the County which complics with TCA 6-58-101, ct seq; and

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee and the municipalities of
Portland, White House and Orlinda have held the requisite public hearings pursuant to
TCA 6-58-104 and 6-58-106; and

Whereas, after the revised Growth Plan was approved by the Cominittee on January 29,
2009, it was submitted to each respective municipality within the County for approval by
their governing body, together with the governing body of Robertson County, Tenncssee;

and

Whereas, either by affirmative vote for approval er by the lack of a timely vote for
disapproval, all respective municipalities and the County approved this 2009 revision;
and

Whereas, all municipalities that had a geographical presence in Robertson County and
participated in the original Growth Plan Adoption Project approved by vote of their
respective governing bodies in January, 2001 an Agreement which provided certain
agreed restrictionis upon the annexation ability of each municipality; and

Whereas, said Annexation Agreement is attached as Exhibit “A” hereto and was made an
integral part of the 2000-2001 adopted original Growth Plan by the County and each
municipality participating in the original Growth Plan; and

Whereas, following the 2009 approved revision of the plan referenced above, it was
determined that the City of Portland, Tennessee, which did not participate in the original
Growth Plan Project, had thus not approved the 2001 Annexation Agreement referenced

herein; and

Whereas, the Coordinating Committee met on January 5, 2010 to review the current
circumstances of the 2009 Plan, and upon motion duly made, seconded and then adopted,
further ratified and approved the 2009 Revised Plan with certain suggested amendments
1o the 2001 Annexation Agreement, such that the Revised Growth Plan and 2001
restrictions would not apply to certain property located in Robertson County, Tennessee
for which the City of Portland had already furnished certain utilities and infrastructure,
but that said Agreement would otherwise remain in full force and affect as part of the

original Plan as revised; and



Whereas, it is the purpose of this Resolution to approve the Committee’s suggested
Amendment to the 2001 Anuexation Agresment and to further ratify and approve the
2009 Growth Plan revision, as previously approved and as amended herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Mayor and Aldermen of
Cedar Hill, Tennessee as follows:

Section 1. The City of Cedar Hill, Tennessec hereby approves the proposed Amendment
to that Annexation Agreement originally authorized by the Board of Mayor and
Aldermen at the regnlar meeting held on November 20, 2000 and signed by then Mayor
Michael L.Heatherly on January 8, 2001, such that the annexation restrictions as set forth
in that Agreement will not apply to the City of Portland as to thosc parcels of real
property located within Robertson County as set forth on the attached map Exhibit B-1
and listed by tax map and parecel number on Exhibit B-2,

Section 2. Further, the City of Cedar Hill, Tennessee does ratify and approve the revised
Growth Plan approved by the Coordinating Committee on Jamiary 29, 2009 and
furthermore approves the suggested amendment to the Annexation Agreement as
recommended by the Committee at its meeting on January 5, 2010.

Section 3. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute any documents as
reasonably requested in the furtherance of the intent of this Resolution.

Seetion 4. All resolutions and policies in conflict herewith are hereby rescinded to the
extent of the conflict only.

Adopted this 15™ day of March 2010

Tom Richards, Mayor

Attest:
YV \ i 2l

Melissa ENis, City Recorder




Coopertown

STATE OF TENNESSEE )

COUNTY OF ROBERTSON )

I, Rhonda Bogard, do hereby certify that I am the duly appointed City Recorder of
the City of Coopertown, Tennessee, and as such official I further certify that attached
hereto is Resolution 2010-002 which ratifies the Robertson County Growth Plan as
adopted by the Robertson County Coordination Committee. The City of Coopertown
Board of Mayor and Aldermen approved the resolution on February 23, 2010.

WITNESS MY OFFICIAL SIGNATURE and the Seal of said City, this _ 31%
day of March, 2010 .

Rhonda Bogard v
City Recorder

SEAL



RESOLUTION 2010-002

RESOLUTION RATIFYING THE REVISED ROBERTSON COUNTY GROWTH PLAN
AS ADOPTED BY THE ROBERTSON COUNTY COORDINATING COMMITTEE ON
JANUARY 29,2009 AND ON JANUARY 5, 2010

~ Whereas, on January 2009, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has adopted
a recommended Growth Plan Revision for Robertson County and each municipality within the
County which complies with T.C.A. §6-58-101, et seq.; and

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee and the municipalities of
Portland, White House and Orlinda have held the requisite public hearings pursuant to TEA
§§6-58-104 and 6-58-106; and

Whereas, after the revised Growth Plan was approved by the Committee on January 29,
2009, it was submitted to each respective municipality within the County for approval by their
governing body, together with the governing body of Robertson County, Tennessee; and

Whereas, cither by affirmative vote for approval or by the lack of a timely vote for
disapproval, all respective municipalities and the County approved this 2009 revision; and

Whereas, all municipalities that had a geographical presence in Robertson County and
participated in the original Growth Plan Adoption Project approved by vote of their respective
governing bodies in January 2001, an Agreement which provided certain agreed restrictions
upon the annexation ability of each municipality; and

Whereas, said Annexation Agreement is attached as Exhibit “A” hereto and was made an
integral part of the 2000-2001 adopted original Growth Plan by the County and each
municipality participating in the original Growth Plan; and

Whereas, following the 2009 approved revision of the plan referenced above, it was
determined that the City of Portland, Tennessee, which did not participate in the original Growth
Plan Project, had thus not approved the 2001 Annexation Agreement referenced herein; and

Whereas, the Coordinating Committee met on January 5, 2010 to review the current
circumstances of the 2009 Plan, and upon motion duly made, seconded and then adopted, further
ratified and approved the 2009 Revised Plan with certain suggested amendments to the 2001
Annexation Agreement, such that the Revised Growth Plan and 2001 restrictions would not
apply to certain property located in Robertson County, Tennessee for which the city of Portland
had already furnished certain utilities and infrastructure, but that said Agreement would
otherwise remain in full force and affect as part of the original Plan as revised; and

Whereas, it is the purpose of this Resolution to approve the Committee’s suggested

Amendment to the 2001 Annexation Agreement and to further ratify and approve the 2009
Growth Plan revision, as previously approved and as amended herein.

C:\Users\Cityrecorder\Documents\Resolutions\2010\2010-002. Docx



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Mayor and Aldermen of
Coopertown, Tennessee as follows:

Section 1. The Town of Coopertown, Tennessee hereby approved the proposed
Amendment to that Annexation Agreement originally authorized by the Board of Mayor and
Aldermen at the regular meeting held on November 28, 2000 and signed by then Mayor Herman
Davis on January 9, 2001, such that the annexation restrictions as set forth in that Agreement will
not apply to the City of Portland as to those parcels of real property located within Robertson
County as set forth on the attached map as Exhibit B-1 and listed by tax map and parcel number
on Exhibit B-2.

Section 2. Further, the Town of Coopertown, Tennessee does ratify and approve the
revised Growth Plan approved by the Coordinating Committee on January 29, 2009 and further
more approves the suggested amendment to the Annexation Agreement as recommended by the
Committee at its meeting on January 5, 2010.

Section 3. The Mayor is hereby authorized and directed to execute any documents as
reasonably requested in the furtherance of the intent of the Resolution.

Section 4. All resolutions and policies in conflict herewith are hereby rescinded to
the extent of the conflict only.

M.
Adopted thisé)a_ day of February 2010.

f/' /) f::':l //; 2
Sl (G P
_J#Sam Childs, Mayor

Attest:

e, AL

Rhonda Bogard, City Recorder

C:\Users\Cityrecorder\Documents\Resolutions\2010\002 Growth Plan - Rob. Co..Docx



State of Tennessee
Department of Economic and Community Development

Local Planning Assistance Office

William Snodgrass/Tennessce Tower Building-10" Iloor
312 8th Avenue North

Nashville, Tennessec 37243-0405

615-741-2211

April 26, 2001

The Honorable Roy A. Apple

County Executive of Robertson County
County Courthouse, Room 108
Springfield, Tennessee 37172

Dear Mr. Apple:

The Local Government Planning Advisory Committee at its meeting April 25 approved
the Robertson County Growth Plan submitted by the Robertson County Coordinating
Committee. Enclosed is one copy of the materials submitted by the Coordinating
Committee and a copy of the Local Government Planning Advisory Committee
Resolution of Approval.

The Comprehensive Growth Plan law requires that you file your plan with your county
register. The Local Government Planning Advisory will also keep a copy of your plan.

If 1 or the Local Government Planning Advisory Committee may be of additional

Director

DW/jw

Enclosure



Submittal of County Growth Plan
And
Certificate of Ratification

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has developed and
recommended to the County and municipal legislative bodies of Robertson
County a Growth Plan which complies with TCA 6-58-106; and

Whereas, the County and municipal legislative bodies have ratified the Robertson
County Growth Plan as required by TCA 6-58-104; and

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has held the requisite public
hearings pursuant to TCA 6-58-104;

Now Therefore, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee submits to the Local
Government Planning Advisory Committee the Robertson County Growth Plan for
its approval pursuant to TCA 6-58-104.

Garid 2,200 |\
Date

Chair, County Coofdinating Committee

Resolution of Approval
By The
Local Government Planning Advisory Committee

Whereas, the Robertson County Coordinating Committee has submitted a County
Growth Plan for Robertson County and its municipalities; and

Whereas, the Coordinating Committee has certified that the plan has been ratified
pursuant to TCA 6-58-104;

Now, Therefore Be It Resolved by the Local Government Planning Advisory

Committee that the Robertson County Growth Plan is hereby approved and becomes
effective this date.

S S .59/

Chair, Local Government Planning Advisery Committee Date
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RESOLUTION NO.99-02

WHEREAS, after investigation and discussion, the Board of Commissioners
of Adams does not plan or anticipate any expansion of its city limits within
the next twenty (20) years; and

WHEREAS, the Poard of Commissioners of the City of Adams has determined
the current city limits of the city is adequate for it's urban growth boundary
for the purposes of Public Chapter 1101;

NOW, TIERETORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
CITY OF ADAMS, that

Section 1. The City Recorder shall transmit a copy of this Resolution
to the coordinating committee for flobertson County, and

Section 2. The city's staff may, iﬁ%equested by the county coordinating
committee, prepare and submit such available information about the city and
its plans as the coordinating committee may request in its preparation of the
county growth plan required by Public Chapter 1101.

Section 3. Such information may, when available, include: (1) the
percentage of the city which is developed, (2) the current population of
the city along with projections for the next twenty years at five year
intervals, (3) the city's projected needs for infrastructure improvements,
including utility construction, road construction and other city facilities,
(4) the city needs for urban services, including police protection, fire
protection, water service, sanitary sewer service, electrical service, solid
waste collection, road and street construction and repair, recreation facilities
and programs, street lighting and zoning servVices.

Section 4. The city's staff, when requested, may also identify the current
cost and projected costs of these services and infrastructure improvements.

Section 5. the Board of Commissioners of the City of Adams adopts this
resolution with the understanding, that once the growth plan for the County
is adopted and approved by the Local Government Planning Advisory Committee
(LGPAC) of the State of Tennessee, it will not be able to expand its corporate
limits without an amendment to the County's growth plan and approval of that
amendment by LGPAC.

This Resolution approved on thel3th day of July 1999.

Signed: /e LV Cep il /

Mayor

Attested: le el Mol

City Recorder



CITY OF ADAMS

P.O. Box 67,
Adams, TN 37010

June 8, 1939

The Adams City Commission met June 8, 1999 7:00 P.M. at City Hall with Mayor
Brooksher and Commissioner McCroy present also present Commissioner-Elect

Mike Harbert and Phil Armor from Greater Nashville Regional Council. This
public hearing was to make decisions regarding the Urban Growth Plan required by
Public Chapter 1101. The decision of the Board was to pass a resolution stating
the current city limits is adequate for it's Urban Growth Boundary.

Meeting adjourned with the 2nd public hearing to be June 22, 1999.

/s/ Omer Gene Brooksher /s/ Rachel Nolen

Mayor Recorder

June 22, 1999

The Adams City Commission met June 22, 1999 7:00 P.M. at City Hall with Mayor
Brooksher and Commissioner McCroy present also present Commissioner-Elect
Mike Harbert, Emerson Meggs and Phil Armor from GNRC. This was the second
and final public hearing regarding the Urban Growth Plan required by Public
Chapter 1101. The decision remained to pass a Resolution stating the present
city limits is adequate for our Urban Growth Boundary. This Resolution,

Res. #99-02 to be passed at city meeting July 13, 1999.

/s/ Omer Gene Brooksher /s/ Rachel Nolen
Mayor Recorder
OMER GENE BROOKSHER DAVID McCROY WAYNE EVANS RACHEL NOLEN

Mayor Vice Mayor Commiissioner Recorder
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A Sample Resolution to be used by cilies who do not anticipate any growth in their city limits in
the next 20 years and who wish to comply with the requirements under Public Chapter 1101.

resoLution no. 992

WIIEREAS, after investigation and discussion, the (governing body) of the City of

<l t4. 4L doesnol plan or anticipale any expansion of ils city limits within the next twenty
(20) years; and

WHEREAS, the (governing body) of the Cily of tis'[{lr H L { has determined the
current city limits of the city is adequate for it's urban growth boundary for the purposes of

Public Chapter 1101,

. NOW THEREFORE BE 1T RESOLVED BY THE (poverning body) OF THE CITY
or L-‘E&u.f* | , that

Scction 1. The City Recorder shall transmil a copy of this Resolution to the coordinating
committee for _Re bres {511 Counly, and

Scction 2. The city's stall may, if requested by the county coordinating committee,
prepare and submil such available information about the cily and its plans as the coordinating
commillce may request in its preparation of the county growth plan required by Public Chapler
1101,

Seclion 3. Such information may, when available, include: (1) the percentage of the city
which is developed, (2) the current population of the city along with projections for the next
twenly years at five year intervals, (3) the city's projected needs for infrastructure improvements,
including utility construction, road construction and other city facilities, (4) the city needs for
urban services, including police protection, fire proteclion, waler service, sanitary sewer service,
electrical service, solid waste collection, road and street construction and repair, recreation
facilities and programs, street lighting and zoning services.

Scction 4. The cily's stalf, when requested, may also identify the current coslts and
projected costs of these services and infrastructure improvements.




Mayor: Tom Richards
Commissioners:
Jimmy Bigsbee,

and Mike Heatherly.

City Recorder:
Louise Hollingsworth

Phone 615-696-4802

P.O.Box 113
Cedar Hill,
Tennessee
) 37032

Section 4. The city's staff, when requested, may also identify the
current cost and projected costa of these services and infrastructure im-

provements.

Section 5. The Board of Commissioners of the City of Cedar Hill adopts

this resolution with the understanding, that once the growth plan for the
County is adopted and approved by the Local Government Planning Advisory

Committee (LGPAC) of the State of Tennessee, it will not be able to ex-

pand its corporate limits without an amendment to the County's growth
plan and approval of that amendment by LGPAC.

This Resolution approved on the 19th day of July 1999

Signed J/ﬁ%&/é%.y«l/&&

Mayor
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RESOLUTION NO. 99-03

WHEREAS, after investigation and discussion, the Board of Mayor and
Alderman of the Town of Coopertown does not plan or anticipate any expansion of
its city limits within the next twenty (20) years; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Mayor and alderman of the Town of Coopertown
has determined the current city limits of the city is adequate for its urban growth
boundary for the purposes of Public Chapter 1101.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF
MAYOR AND ALDERMEN OF THE TOWN OF COOPERTOWN, that

Section 1. The City Recorder shall transmit a copy of this Resolution to the
coordinating committee for Robertson County, and

Section 2. The city's staff may, if requested by the Robertson County
Coordinating Committee, prepare and submit such available information about the
city and its plans as the coordinating committee may request in its preparation of the
county growth plan required by Public Chapter 1101.

Section 3. Such information may, when available, include: (1) the
percentage of the city which is developed, (2) the current population of the city
along with projections for the next twenty years at five year intervals, (3) the city's
projected needs for infrastructure improvements, including utility construction, road
construction and other city facilities, (4) the city needs for urban services, including
police protection, fire protection, water service, sanitary sewer services, electrical
service, solid waste collection, road and street construction and repair, recreation
facilities and programs, street lighting and zoning services.



Section 4. The city's staff, when requested, may also identify the current
costs and projected costs of these services and infrastructure improvements.

Section 5. The Board of Mayor and Aldermen of the Town of Coopertown,
adopts this resolution with the understanding, that once the growth plan for the
County is adopted and approved by the Local Government Planning Advisory
Committee (LGPAC) of the State of Tennessee, it will not be able to expand its
corporate limits without an amendment to the County's growth plan and approval of
that amendment by LGPAC, except by referendum.

This resolution approved onthe (0 7* day of m“‘éf 1999,

Signed: il ,Mf{”

Ethel Spiller, Mayor

Attested: %A_ Jf%ﬁ/\/_ﬁéu

City Recorder

Approved as to form / %/7 %

Ci{y Attorney
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City of Cross Plains »-

7622 HIGHWAY 23 FAST ¢ (RNOSKS PLAING TAM 27040

PLBLIC NOTICE

In complivnce with Tenncsser Code Annotated 6-58-106 () (2), the public is notifizd
that the City of Cross Plains will conduct o public hearings to receive puonc comim2nts on the

city’s proposed urban growih boundaries, v.h'c—ln 2 city is proposing under Public Chapter
1101. A copy of the proposed urban growth boundary map and justification is on filc in the

Recorder’s office and s available for public review during nonnal business hours. The

following hearing dates 'r’ imes have bzen established:

Hearing 1 maﬂ 6_, }qqq at b: ?)0 P.M.
date)

(trmie)

(44N

Hearing 2 Moy 20,99 6130 »um
U (dute) (time)

The hearings will be conducted at the Cross Plains City THall.

ﬂm st

arry f-m...mt.r

\4&} or




City of Cross Plains

7622 HIGHWAY 25 EAST ¢ CROSS PLAINS, TN 37049

The Cross Plains City Commission met on Thursday May 06, 1999 at 6:30 pm at Cross
Plains City Hall for a Public Hearing.

Those present were Vice Mayor Charles Yates, Commissioner Carl Swann, Commissioner ’
Bill Yeager, City Manager Chip Hellmann and City Recorder Tammy Covington. Absent
were Mayor Barry Faulkner and Commissioner Jimmy Stark.

Discussion was Urban Growth Development Plan. Map was discussed and Commissioner

Bill Yeager made the motion to accept the Urban Growth Development Plan Map as
shown. Commissioner Carl Swana seconded the motion. All in favor.

Meeting adjourned.

i )//,»“, Méfu—f«

Ma}, or

\_Q/Mmtd &M v(/ZL‘

City Recorder (/




City of Cross Plains

7622 HIGHWAY 25 EAST * CROSS PLAINS. TN 37049

The Cross Plains City Commission met on Thursday May 20, 1999 at 6:30 pm at Cross
Plains City Hall for a second Public Hearing and final reading concerning Urban Growth
Development.

Those present were Vice Mayor Charles Yates, Commissioner Carl Swann, Commissioner
Bill Yeager, Commissioner Jimmy Stark and City Manager Chip Hellmann. Absent was
Mayor Barry Faulkner and City Recorder Tammy Covington

Discussion was Urban Growth Development Plan. Map was discussed and Commissioner

Bill Yeager made the motion to accept the Urban Growth Development Plan Map as
shown. Commissioner Carl Swann seconded the motion. All in favor,

/2}%7%_/

Mayor

\QW?M%&L&"/%%—‘

City Recorder

Meeting adjourned.

Robertson County's First Settlement — CROSS PLAINS — Settled by Thomas Kilgore in 1779



City of Cross Plains

7622 HIGHWAY 25 EAST ¢ CROSS PLAINS. TN 37049

CITY OF CROSS PLAINS

URBAN GROWTH PLAN

December 1999

Robertson County'’s First Settlement — CROSS PLAINS — Settled by Thomas Kilgore in 1779



Sarvices Provided

The services provided by the City of Cross Plains to current residents would be
available within five years of any annexation undertaken as a result of the approval of this
growth plan, Fire and police protection, street maintenance, zoning control and parks
would be available immediately after the annexation was effective.

Fire Department

The City of Cross Plains Volunteer Fire Department has an ISO rating of 7 within
a five mile radius of station and a rating of 9 outside the five mile radius. The Cross Plains
Volunteer Fire Department has one full-time firefighter and 20 volunteers firefighters. We
have one fire station located at Cross Plains Municipal Building at 7622 Highway 25 East.
This station contains living quarters with a full kitchen and bathroom. There can be up to 5
firefighters stay overnight. The Fire Department responds inside the city and outside with
mutual aid agreements. We currently have 4 pumpers with a pumping capacity of 1500
gallons per minute and 1,000 gallon tanks and one mini-pumper rescue truck with a
pumping capacity of 150 gallons per minute and a 250 gallon tank. Currently, we have
applied for a state grant to build a satellite station in the Owens Chapel community. The
station will house 1 pumper and 1 tanker. This application has met with approval from the
Robertson County Commission.

Police Department

Cross Plains Police Department is staffed by 3 certified and one active reserve
officers. There are four cruisers currently in service in the department. The Dispatch
function for Police and Fire is done through Robertson County 911.
Ambulance

Robertson County provides ambulance service as well as emergency rescue and
extraction to Cross Plains as well as other cities in the County. This service supplemented
in Cross Plains by a First Responders Unit based at the city fire department.

Water

The City of Cross Plains does not provide any water service; the White House
Utility District services the entire area.

Electrical

The City of Cross Plains does not provide any clectrical service; the area is
serviced by Cumberland Electric Membership Corporation.



Gas

The City of Cross Plains does not provide any natural gas service; Springfield
Utilities services the area where natural gas is available.

Library

Cross Plains Historical Society is currently restoring an older home that is
conveniently located in the center of town. It will house archives of the city and
surrounding community and will include a public library. Opening is scheduled for fall of
2000.

Parks and Recreation

The City of Cross Plains maintains 2 parks. One is located at the municipal
building that contains playground equipment and basketball court. The other park is
located below city hall and contains 2 baseball/softball diamonds, picnic shelter and
concessions stand. Bathrooms are wheelchair accessible. The City of Cross Plains has an
active Parks and Recreation Committee which consist of 8 members. The Parks and
Recreation Committee has been successful in past years on making several improvements
including receiving grant funds from the State of Tennessee. The City of Cross Plains is
currently trying to acquire land inside the city limits to build a new municipal park that will
include ballfields, practice fields, walking trails and soccer fields.

Solid Waste Collection

The City of Cross Plains does not provide Solid Waste Collection at this time.
Each individual homeowner is responsible for contracting with private services to remove
the trash generated at their property. However, a trash convenience center is located on
Cross Plains municipal property and is maintained by Robertson County. Dumping is free
to county residents.

Roads and Streets

There are currently 49 miles of roads and streets inside the City of Cross Plains.
Nine (9) miles are maintained by TDOT and the remaining forty (40) miles are maintained
by the city. All of the streets maintained by the City of Cross Plains are two lane roads.
The Street Maintenance Budget is $40,000. There is one dump truck and one tractor for
mowing purposes.



Street Lighting

The City of Cross Plains provides street lights in neighborhoods inside the city.
There are approximately 400 street lights inside the City of Cross Plains and the city pays
an average of $3.00 per street light.

Land Use Controls and Municipal Codes

Cross Plains through its Municipal Planning Commission and Building Inspector enforces
a Municipal Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Regulations. In addition, the city contracts
with State of Tennessee Municipal Codes for Zoning and with C E Designers of Monterey
TN. Presently the city enforces the latest edition of the Standard Building Code of the
Southern Building Code Congress.



Cross Plains, Tennessee

Major Roads in Proposed Urban Growth

Highway 25 to Woodrow Wilson Road 1.5 miles
Ruby Keith Road 1.5 miles
Cross Plains Road 1.8 miles
Rippy Road to Greenwood Road 0.8 miles
Yates Cave Road 1.1 miles
Greenwood Road 0.5 miles
Friendship Road 1.1 miles
Campbell Road 1.0 miles
Cedar Grove Road 3.2 miles
Cedar Grove Road to Guthrie Road to Highway 31 W, 0.8 miles

*all figures are to nearest 10th of a mile



 CITY OF CROSS PLAINS_

/
HELPFUL FACTS FOR GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING

Size of existing city (incorporated area) in acres or square miles: . 10.3 sq, mile

Sizzs of city 20 years ago: 6.4 sg. mile ’

Sizs of proposad Urban Growith arsa: 5.2 sg. mile

Present distance betwesn reporting city and adjoining cities: hoarding Orlinda and
White House TN

Dis‘zncs between cities 20 yearsego: . 1_2nd 3 miles

Existing/proposad acreage by zoning classification:

| Agriculture
Residentizl
Commercial

Industrial
Institutional (:a{ks.s:hccls,e’.c.} | o2 45
Other (oescrize) |
|
Pepuiztion; 2000__1850 2010 __2700 2020 2950

Estimatsd costs of city services:

Fire ves

Water White House Utility Distriict

Sewer | Proposed Whitle House Utillity District

Solid Waste ) no ‘

Roads | ves

Electrical Cumberland Ellectric Membhershipn Corp

Gas ] Springfield ({as L

Other 7 | Cable TV - Telemedia i -

‘Regplan on NitServeAPRINIELPFUL FACTS FOR GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING.dec
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URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY

CITY OF GREENBRIER, TENNESSEE
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URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY REPORT
GREENBRIER, TENNESSEE

l. INTRODUCTION
Purpose '

This report is prepared pursuant to the requirements of Section 7, (a), (2), of Public
Chapter 1101, outlining a municipality's duties to review and report on the urban
services and public facilities within the municipality and its proposed urban growth
boundary. The legislation states: -

“Before formally proposing urban growth boundaries to the coordinating committee, the
municipality shall develop and report population growth projections; such projections
shall be developed in conjunction with the University of Tennessee. The municipality
shall also determine and repont the current costs and the projected costs of core
infrastructure, urban services and public facilities necessary to facilitate full
development of resources within the current boundaries of the municipality and to
expand such infrastructure, services and facilities throughout the territory under
consideration for inclusion within the urban growth boundaries. The municipality shall
also determine and report on the need for additional land suitable for high density,
industrial, commercial and residential development, after taking into account all areas
within the municipality’s current boundaries that can be used, reused or redeveloped to
meet such needs. The municipality shall examine and report on agricultural lands,
forests, recreational areas and wildlife management areas within the territory under
consideration for inclusion within the urban growth boundaries and shall examine and
report on the likely long-term effects of urban expansion on such agricultural lands,
forests, recreational areas and wildlife management areas.” TCA 6-58-106, (a), (2)

This report will serve to provide background information for Greenbrier's Urban Growth
Boundary.

Methodoloay

This report was prepared using a variety of methods: review and study of previously
prepared planning and annexation documents, interviews with local officials, and field
Interviews. Land uses were inventoried and analyzed using GIS Mapping System from
previously gathered information from field surveys. Information on public services and
facilities was gathered through a checklist completed by city officials, interviews with city
officials, and field checking results. Population projections used to forecast residential
growth was developed by the University of Tennessee. The average residential density
was calculated by using the number of residential units and the number of acres
currently in use as residential property, as determined above. That number (1.88 units
per residential acre) is used as the average residential density. Also, the 1998 certified

Urban Growth Boundary Report — Greenbrier, Tennessee Page 1



pepulation of 3,955 was used in conjunction with the number of residential dwelling
units (1,532) to determine the average household size (2.58), and in turn to forecast ihe
number of housing units required to accommodate the planned population. Information
regarding natural development constraint features was gathered using U.S.G.S.
Topographic Maps and Property Tax Maps indicating these areas. This information was
then processed, using the guidelines and priorities set by Public Chapter 1101, and
used to prepare the Urban Growth Boundary and accompanying report.

Definitions

The following words, terms, and phrases are hereby defined as follows and will be
interpreted as such throughout this report. Terms not herein defined shall have the
customary dictionary meaning assigned to them:

(1) “Urban Growth Boundary” the municipality and contiguous territory where
high density residential, commercial, and industrial growth is expected, or
where the municipality is better able than other municipalities to provide
urban services.

(2)  “Density” is not well defined by Public Chapter 1101, but as it relates to
land development, refers to the number of persons, structures, or housing
units of a specified area. Highest densities would most often be found in
urban areas and lowest densities would be found in rural areas. The
Bureau of the Census defines rural density as 1,000 or fewer persons per
square mile, which equates roughly to one unit per two acres. Residential
densities in the City of Greenbrier range from a low of .91 single family
units per developed acre of single-family residential property to a high of
8.7 multi-family units per developed acre in use as multi-family. The gross
residential density for Greenbrier is 1.88 units per acre.

(3) ; "Improved Vacant Land" means undeveloped property with immediate
- access to all municipal utility services, including public sewer service.

(4) "Unimproved Vacant Land” means undeveloped property with access to
some or no municipal utility services, but without specific immediate
access to public sewer service.

1. EXISTING MUNICIPAL LAND USE ANALYSIS

Land Use Inventory

Land Use Categories — The total incorporated acreage of Greenbrier is 2,819.3 acres.
Table 1, shows the breakdown of land use types, including areas with natural
constraints for development to be explained later in this section.
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TABLE 1
EXISTING LAND USE BREAKDOWN

LAND USE CATEGORY ACREAGE PERCENT OF TOTAL
Developed Land AliLand |

Residential 814 58.5 324
Commercial/Private Services 63 4.5 2.2
Industrial 58 4.2 2.1
Public/Semi-Public 215 15.4 7.6
Transportation Rights of Way 242 17.4 8.7
Sub-Total Developed 1,352 100.0 49.4
Vacant 1,427 50.6
Total 2,819 100.0
Vacant Land with Physical 927 65
Restrictions
Useable Vacant Land 500 35

Commercial uses comprise retail and service uses. Industrial contains manufacturing,
fabricating, and warehousing operations. Public/semi-public includes all municipal
buildings and uses, churches and cemeteries, and schools. The transportation category
includes street rights-of-way, railroads, and the airport. The vacant land category can
be further divided into improved or unimproved, as defined in the previous section.
lilustration 1, depicts existing land uses on a parcel level.

Physical Constraints — Development within the corporate limits of Greenbrier is
affected by a variety of development constraints, including excessive slope, a large
number of natural gas transmission lines and a large city owned lake that was formally
used as the city water supply. One or more of these conditions affects a total of over
900 acres out of Greenbrier's total 2,819 acres.  Development of these areas is
completely prohibited or requires development at reduced densities from those allowed
in other sections of the city. There are no areas that FEMA has classified as a
floodplain, but there is a very large lake in the northern section of the city. The “slope”
designation is for areas exceeding 20% slope, located primarily along the Carr Creek
Basin. While development is not precluded, in these areas it will be of a much lesser
density than in other areas of the city, if it occurs at all. Much of this area with
development constraints will not be considered for development at any level while other
areas must be considered for development at considerably reduced densities.
Illlustration 2, shows the locations and types of constraints within Greenbrier.

Vacant Land Development Potential Within the Corporate Boundary

Approximately 50.6 percent of the City of Greenbrier is presently vacant. There are
approximately 1427 vacant acres within the city. Of this, approximately 927 acres can
be classified as having the physical constraints present as noted earlier. Of the 500
acres available, all types of almost all the areas can be served by existing public
infrastructure with limited improvements.
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By subtracting out existing developed areas, and after deducting public and semi-public
areas and other lands already committed to specific uses, approximately 500 vacant
acres remain for future development. Approximately 292.5 or 58.5 percent of these
useable vacant acres should be considered as future residential. Existing land use
indicates that only 8.7 percent of the useable vacant land will be developed as
commercial or industrial property, but recent development trends indicate that much of
the future commercial land will come from redevelopment of existing residential areas
along Highway 41, the city's main arterial. Therefore, additional residential acres will be
needed to replace the areas being redeveloped. These figures are only general
estimates of future growth patterns based on the established patterns of development
during the last seven (7) years.

1R EXISTING MUNICIPAL PUBLIC SERVICES ANALYSIS
Utilities

Water Service Area — Greenbrier's water system serves the entire city with
water and has additional 125 customers that are located outside the city limits.
The weak part of the city's water system is that it purchases it water from the City
of Springfield and is dependent on their treatment and pumping capacity to
expand their system. Presently Greenbrier has a capacity to pump a little over
one million gallons a day to serve the city's needs. Springfield recently
completed an expansion of their treatment plant and the city will be in
negotiations within the next two (2) years on a new water contract for additional
capacity. lllustration 3, shows the present water lines and sizes of the
Greenbrier system.

Sewer Service Area - Presently 1,505 of the city's 1,555 water customers are
served by the public sewer system. Those not on the sewer system are located
either in isolated areas of the city or within newly annexed areas that will be
provided sewer in the near future. Rapid growth over the past five (5) years has
pushed the wastewater treatment plant to over seventy (70) percent of the plant
capacity. The approximately 120 new homes constructed each of the last five (5)
years has pushed the average daily flow during dry periods to 320,000 gallons a
day and to near capacity during wet periods of the year. A project to double the
size of the present waste water treatment plant has completed the design phase
and is scheduled to bégin construction in fiscal year 1998-2000. Upon
completion, the system will be able to handle the areas of the city presently not
served as well as additional residential and commercial growth that the city is
experiencing. lllustration 4, shows the existing sanitary sewer lines in the
Greenbrier system. '

Natural Gas and Electricity - The Nashville Gas Company serves all major
developed areas of the city with natural gas. The Cumberland Electric
Membership Corporation supplies electric power to the -city as well as the
remainder of Robertson County, except for the City of Springfield.
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Emergency Services

Police Department — Greenbrier's Police Department consists of nine (9) full
time officers and one part time with each officer having his own cruiser. All
dispatching is handled through the Robertson County E-811. Greenbrier
presently exceeds the minimum number of officers for a city with a population of
fewer than 30,000 using the International Association of Policemen
recommendation of 2.1 officers for each 1,000 in population.

Fire Department — Presently the Greenbrier Fire Department consists of one full
time fire fighter and twenty-five (25) volunteers that man the one firehouse with
four (4) fire fighting units on a twenty-four hour basis. The city currently has a
Class 7, ISO rating and presently working to improve this rating. Greenbrier is
considering participating in a county wide fire system by serving the area
surrounding Greenbrier and Ridgetop by a contract with Robertson County.

Ambulance - Robertson County provides ambulance service as well as
emergency rescue and extraction to Greenbrier as well as all other cities in the
County. This service supplemented in Greenbrier by a First Responder Unit
based at the city fire department.

Solid Waste Manadgement

Greenbrier's has city wide solid waste collection system that is contracted out to a
rivate hauler and each customer is billed a $12.00 a month sanitation fee on their utility
ill. New customers can be added by signing up for the service at City Hall.

Roads and Streets

Greenbrier currently maintains 38.5 miles of local streets, while TDOT maintains 5 miles
of State and Federal roads within the corporate limits. The Greenbrier projects that the
roadway surface of city streets will have a ten (10) year life. The street maintenance
budget last fiscal year was approximately $270,000.

Parks and Recreation

At the present time, Greenbrier maintains three (3) parks totaling six (6) acres, but the
city has recently completed purchase of a new seventy (70) acre tract for a new park.
Plans for the new park and ways to better utilize the city owned Greenbrier Lake are
presently being developed by the city's first Park Board. Previously city residents
depended on the use of Robertson County School Board property for all forms of active
recreational uses. -

Land Use Controls and Municipal Codes

Greenbrier through its Municipal Planning Commission and Building Inspector enforces
a Municipal Zoning Ordinance and Subdivision Regulations. |n addition, the city
contracts with Hart-Freeland-Roberts Engineers to assist in the review and development
of new development proposals.” Presently the city enforces the latest edition of the
Standard Building Code of the Southern Building Code Congress.
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Unimproved Vacant Land Service Provision

Much of the area not served by sewer is located in areas that were annexed into the city
in the last five (5) years. The city has implemented plans to serve these areas, but
many of the dwellings in these area may choose not to connect to sewer since the
septic tanks serving these homes are less than five (5) years old. All undeveloped
areas of the city with the exception of a few isolated areas can be served by existing
water and sewer lines or by projects that are presently under construction. Although, it
is the goal of the city to serve every area of the city with public sewer there will always
be isolated areas that are not feasible to serve until land use changes occur.

Existing Municipal Land Use/Existing Municipal Public Service Findings

Based on the analysis provided thus far, it appears that approximately 500 vacant acres
within the corporate limits are available for immediate development, with either in place
or with minimal extensions. These properties can potentially accommodate 550
housing units, or 1419 people, based on the present-over-all city residential density and
average developed lot size. With these areas fully developed this will be adequate to
accommodate approximately 65 percent of the planned population increase for
Greenbrier, as forecasted by the University of Tennessee.

Additional vacant land will be needed by the City of Greenbrier to accommodate the
additional residential and commercial growth that will occur by the Year 2020. The area
required for growth could exceed the projected Urban Growth Boundary should the
rapid growth experienced in the last seven (7) years continue.

IV. PROJECTED GROWTH NEEDS FOR LAND AND PUBLIC SERVICES

Projected 20-Year Population Growth and Residential Land Needs

The projected population for the City of Greenbrier as provided by the University of
Tennessee Center for Business and Economic Research indicates that the population
will increase 2,168 persons from the present certified count by the Year 2020. These
projections along with the percentage change for each five (5) year period are shown on
Table 2. These projections indicate that the population will more than double by the
Year 2020, from the 1990 census. The city's present population was established by

"Special Census" performed by the U.S. Bureau of Census. '

TABLE 2
POPULATION ESTIMATES AND PROJECTIONS 1995-2020
Year Population Net Increase Percent Increase
1990 2,873 _
Present 3,955 , 1,122 39.1%
2000 4,128 173 2 4.4 %
2005 4,581 -453 11 %
2010 5,063 482 105 %
2015 5,576 - 513 7 10.1 %
| 2020 6,123 547 98 %
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The 2020 projected pepulation is a 2,168-person increase over the 1998 certified
population of 3,955. Using the average household size of 2.6 persons per-household as
calculated in this report, a total of 833 new housing units will be required. Using the
average residential density of 1.8 units per acre, 833 new housing units should require
approximately 463 acres of land for residential lots only. An additional 432 adres will
also be needed for commercial, industrial, public/semi public and rights-of-way to
support the increased population. However if growth rate shown between 1990, and the
present continues the projected increase for the Year 2020 will more than double the
University of Tennessee projections which will increase the need for additional acres.

Projected Economic/Business Growth and Commercial Land Needs

Projections of economic and business growth, especially when used to determine land
use needs must be based on assumptions. The first assumption is that there is a
correlation between the population of a community and the need for a specific amount
of commercial/retail/services land acreage to serve that population. A second
necessary assumption in Greenbrier's case-.is that Highway 41, will continue to generate
commercial and retail growth unrelated to Greenbrier's population base. Together,
these assumptions will lend guidance to the amount of land needed to serve the local
population, albeit with specific locations undetermined, and the location of land where
retail services are already established to serve commuter traffic. To determine local
population needs for commercial property, a constant must be obtained. In 1999,
Greenbrier had approximately 63 acres in use for commercial purposes. The most
recent certified population of Greenbrier (1998) is 3,955, which produces a constant of
.016 acre per capita. Based on this information, and using the UT population figure for
2020, Greenbrier will require a total of 116 acres of commercial property, or an increase
of 35 acres over the current amount of land used for these purposes. All property
fronting Highway 41, is presently located within an existing municipality thus providing
no new commercial land to expand into. If present trends continue, much of this
additional acreage will come from existing residential development fronting on
Highway 41.

The Highway 257, area is being considered for potential commercial development, but
the city sewer is presently not extended to this area. The first phase of a project to
extend sewer service to this area is underway, but it is not expected to reach this area
for a couple of years.

Special Land Manadement Concerns: Forest, Aariculture, Wildlife Management,
Recreation and Open Space

Although, Robertson County has long been considered the only remaining agricultural
county in the Nashville MSA, the Greenbrier area of Robertson County has not been a
farming community for over forty (40) years. What farmland does remain is being used
only as pasture land or hay fields. The fate of this remaining agricultural land seems to
be the development of low-density residential development no matter whether the
property is located within the city or in Robertson County. Greenbrier's purchase of a
seventy (70) acre tract near the center of the city will keep a.portion of the city open.
Greenbrier encourages the preservation of its agricultural areas within the corporate
limits by establishing an Agricultural Zoning District that requires a minimum of two (2)
acres per dwelling unit. This will only serve as a temporary measure since developers
continue to request rezoning and are willing to extend utilities to develop these areas.
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Projecied Land Needs Cutside Corporate Boundary

It is apparent that in addition to the existing vacant land presently within the corporate
limits additional acreage will be needed to accommodate the proposed residential and
business growth projected by the University of Tennessee. The population projections
do not reflect the thirty-nine (39) percent that the city grew from 1990 to 1997, and the
fact that the city has issued permits for more single family dwellings units since the
"Special Census " was taken than the population is projected to grow by 2000.
Continued growth at this rate will require double the amount of acreage needed to
accommodate future growth. It is beyond the city's control to forecast which properties
will be developed and the timing of such development. While vacant land may exist
within the city, this property may not be available for development due to private
ownership desiring to keep the property as open space. Additional land beyond the
matl;lematicg! needs shown by the projections is needed to enable the city to react to
market needs. =

Projected Public Service Capability OQutside Corporate Boundary

Water - Greenbrier provides water service to the existing city limits and a small portion
of the proposed Urban Growth Boundary. The remaining portions of the growth area
are served by the City of Springfield to the west and by the White House Utility District
to the north and east. If these areas are annexed the city will have to acquire these
lines from the existing water provider. All major lines in the entire Urban Growth
Boundary are six (6) inch or larger and have adequate pressure and flow to provide fire
protection. Engineering estimates by the city indicate that it would need to make
$450,000 in changes and improvements to the current system to add these lines to the
city’s system. .

Sewer -The expansion of the city's waste water treatment plat makes it possible for
Greenbrier to have the capacity 1o provide service for a population of at least 8,000
persons and a commercial area twice its present size. Providing sewer to the Urban
Growth Boundary is projected to cost $1,162,600 to provide sewer trunk lines to the
growth area. Since the entire growth area has only scattered development it is
assumed that future developers will install service lines to the areas that they are
developing. o

Police - Greenbrier will need to employ a minimum of three (3) additional police officers
in order to meet the recommendations of the International Association of Policemen.
Proposed cost is $45,000 per year per policeman, for a total annual cost of $180,000,
including vehicles and equipment. :

Fire — The current fire service area, covered by the Greenbrier Fire Department
includes all areas of the proposed Growth Boundary and additional areas proposed as
part of Springfield and Ridgetops Growth Boundary. All properties within the service
area will not receive the cities 1SO rating of 7, unless additional fire stations, fire fighting
equipment and manpower are provided. Greenbrier will need to hire three (3) additional
fire fighters and purchase one additional engine to provide the same level of service that
now exists in the city. No additional fire stations are needed, unless the city pursues a
better 1SO rating.
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Solid Waste Collection — The city contract for the collection of solid waste allows for
tomers and araas tc be added at the present rats.

Roads and Streets — The city will provide routine maintenance on all streets within its
corporate limits in accordance with current maintenance policies. At the present time,
there are only 1.9 miles of road in the Urban Growth Area that are locally maintained
and would be the responsibility of the city to maintain if brought into the city. Presently,
the city budgets $80,000 a year for road resurfacing and does not foresee having to
significantly increase this expenditure to serve the area.

Parks and Recreation — The city has already developed, or has plans to develop,
approximately 70 acres of additional parks and open spaces. This acreage is at the low
end of the recommended range of municipal park acreage for Greenbrier's population,
as predicted by the University of Tennessee. The city should consider development of
additional parks in southern portion of the city as the Highway 257 area develops.

V. DESCRIPTION OF URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY

Based on the land use analysis presented in the first section of this report, Greenbrier
has within its corporate limits land sufficient to meet over half of the projected population
growth as published by the University of Tennessee. This includes lands to provide
much of the associated commercial and service uses associated with residential growth.
Therefore, based on a strict land use needs assessment, Greenbrier will require an
additional three hundred (300) acres to satisfy the projected residential growth.
However, these projections do not consider the increased growth that has occurred
since the Highway 41, was widened in 1980. The growth that the city has experienced
in the 80's around forty (40) percent exceeds any projections made for the city. The
opening of the new highway has also increased the demand for additional commercial
sites located along this busy arterial. Much of the land presently being used for
commercial is some of the older residential areas located in the southeast portion of the
city. These two (2) factors make forecasting future acreage needs speculative at best.
Much of the proposed growth area is within the drainage basin of the Greenbrier Sewer
System and can be served more easily by Greenbrier than any other system in the
county. Although, Greenbrier does not control the water in much of the area, they have
a long history of working with the other providers in provision of service to the area.

A map of the proposed Urban Growth Boundary is shown as lllustration 5. The Urban
Growth Boundary was drawn based on area topography, potential for future
development and a study of the areas that the city could reasonably expect to provide
urban services to. This area consists of 1,321 acres located largely within the Carr
Creek drainage basin. When possible naturzl features or parcels lines were followed
when possible in developing the boundary, but portions follow an existing road
maintaining a set distance off said road. At the present time there are no areas of
development concentration located in the growth area in need of additional services.
Only scatted residential, agricultural and commercial uses presently exist in the area.
Much of the growth area is considered prime for residential growth with a small portion
for commercial and industrial. Although much of the area is considered prime for
development, several areas do have excessive slopes and the same gas transmission
lines that affect a large portion of the existing city limits.
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The Urban Growth Area can be separated into four distinct areas located along the
three (E) sides of the city that will allow the city to grow. Logan Road is the center of an
area to the north of the city that is the last buffer between Greenbrier and the Springfield
Urban Growth Area. Carr Creek provides the south boundary to an area that follows
this creek to the Lights Chapel Road area to the north. In the southern portion of the
city, Highway 257 and Dorris Road provide the boundaries of an area with future
potential but the highest cost in providing services. The final area is located off Distillery
Road and adjacent to two of the larger recent residential developments. The location of
this property provides immediate access to all city infrastructures. The completion of
the Highway 41, widening project has doomed much of the existing residential
development along this corridor to be redeveloped as commercial to serve an
increasing traffic volume accessing |-65 and Nashville. Residents losing homes to
commercialization tend to remain in the Greenbrier area and additional residential areas
will be needed to replace those lost. ~ Recent land use trends indicate that new
residential developments exceed the older areas in lot size and the amount of area
dedicated to street right-of-ways. -

Greenbrier proposes an Urban Growth Boundary a little over twice the size that will be
needed for the future population increases and an increased commercial base. It is not
possible to project or control what property will be available for development due to
private ownership of property and an ever-changing market. An area larger than is
needed must be provided to allow Greenbrier the ability to control growth along its
boundaries by ensuring that adequate utilities are provided in the proposed Urban
Growth Boundary. Although current zoning standards allow for High-Density -
Residential developments (8.7 units per acre), a large portion of the existing
development will be single family developments at a maximum of four (4) units per acre.
Greenbrier does not anticipate that the urban growth boundary will become part of the
city, but it must be in a position to incorporate areas that will develop.
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“Greenbrier Long Range Growth and Planning Committee”
(Minutes for June 29, 1999 meeting)

The meeting was called to order by Lynn Burge. In attendance were Committee
Members Andy Parker, Jack Woodard, Sonny Jones, Rodney Pinson, Bill
Vernich, and the Principle Planner with the State of Tennessee, Bob Hoge. Also
in attendance were citizens, James Ford, Joe Durham, Debbie Henderson a county
representative, who was visiting from & neighboring county and alderman Doug
purpose of the committee at this public
The purpose being a mandatory plan to project our growth for th e city of
Greenbrier. The citizens asked about boundary lines and revenue sources. It was
explained to them that boundary lines followed roads, creeks and topography lines
for areas that could be serviced by the city of Greenbrier. The source of revenue
for water and sewer are self-sufficient and those property taxes would support the

other services. It was also explained that annexation could not take place outside

of these boundaries for three years. Then this process of reestablishing a new
growth area would have to be done. It was also ‘nlamed that if the clrv failed to

the cities in the county don’t agree on each other’s growth areas then an

administration judge will be assigned by the state to settle the dispute. It was

A iy

adiourned at 7:40



“Greenbrier Long Range Growth.and Planning Committee”
(Minutes for May 18, 1999 meeting)

The meeting was called to order by Lynn Burge. In attendance were Committee
Members Andy Parker, Jack Woodard, Sonny Jones, Rodney Pinson, Bill
Vernich, and the Principle Planner with the State of Tennessee, Bob Hoge.
The department heads were present to discuss their needs for the growth area. The
chief of Police gave a rough estimate of needing ten new police officers, establish
2 to 3 zones, and have approximately a million dollar budget to support the new
growth area.
The chicf of the fire department estimated needing one full time employee per
shift for a total of three full time employee to support the growth area.
The superintendent \Ivas; not present. The independent operation was discussed for
the sewer in the growth area.
There are three classifications for land urban, residential & commercial, and
agriculture & forestry. These classifications are done by the state. These are not
controlled by cities.
The projections for police, fire, water and sewer were requested before the next
meeting. There was discussion of drafting a notice for the first public hearing for
the next meeting. The urban growth boundary report structure was discussed.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:00P.M

By Lucinda Richards



“Greenbrier Long Range Growth and Planning Committee”
(Minutes for April 20, 1999 Meeting)

The meeting was called to order by Lynn Burge. In attendance were Committee
Members Andy Parker, Jack Woodard, Sonny Jones, Rodney Pinson, Bill
Vernich, and the Principle Planner with the State of Tennessee, Bob Hoge.
The Questionnaire that the city departments filled out was discussed
Jack reviewed the needs of the Fire Department in regards to the growth area. The
Fire department would need additional daytime help, more volunteers, and
additional fire hydrants in the growth area to sufficiently serve the area. Bob Hoge
asked jack to project using 50% increase, which would serve approximately 6,000
people or 700 households.
The water department should be projected using the same 50% increase. Need
projections from the superintendent for water storage and additional water
sources. The city is currently purchasing water from the city of Springfield. Is
there a limit to purchase the water and at what cost?
Sewer projections are also needed from the superintendent at the 50% increase.
Sanitation is currently contracted éut. What is the impact for the growth area?
The roads and streets should also be projected at 50% of current expenditures.
The advertisement for the Growth Plan Hearing was in the local newspaper.
The remainder of the Questionnaire was reviewed.
The superintendent’s attendance to the next meeting was requested for
clarification on the water, sewer, and sanitation. Small maps for water and sewer

was also discussed. The meeting was adjourned at 8:45P.M



“Greenbrier Long Range Growth and Planning Committee”
(Minutes for March 16, 1999 Meeting)

The meeting was called to order by Lynn Burge. In attendance were Committee Members
Sonny Jones, Andy Parker, Bill Vernich, Rodney Pinson, and the Principle Planner with

the State of Tennessee, Bob Hoge.

Discussion on the parameters of the growth areas werc reviewed. A topography map was

used to determine the useability of the land in the selected growth plan areas.

Bob Hoge informed the group of the progress of other cities. An outline for a Urban
Growth Boundary Report was viewed to see the amount of time and money to justifying
the selection of growth area. Several things need to be looked at in order to decide if the

desired areas arc acceptable.

A city data questionnairc was also handed out to assist in the gathering of necessary

information.

Input {from the engineers is needed to determine what area of town is feasible to service
now and in the future, Bob Hoge and Lynn Burge are going to attend the Joint committee
meeting on march 29, 1999 to inform the Mayor and Board of alderman the possible cost

to city if the areas that have been selected for growth must be justified.

’

The meeting was adjourned at 9:00pm



“Greenbrier Long Range Growth and Planning Committee”
(Minutes for Feb. 16, 1999 Meeting)

The meeting was called to order by Lynn Burge. In attendance were Committee
Members Andy Parker, Jack Woodard, Sonny Jones, Sherry Perry, and the
Principle Planner with the State of Tennessee, Bob Hoge.

Bob Hoge gave the projected growth was 150% of the 1990 census total, which
was approximately 7,000 by the year of 2020.

Jack Woodard spoke with the superintendent and established that the potential
arca for growth to develop services for was a 1,000 feet off Dorris Road, a 1,000
feet off Betts Road to Lights Chapel Road back to the city limits area. The sewer
plant is centrally located in this area.

The need for additional fire and police services was also discussed.

The next step in the growth projection is to submit a rough map for the mayor and
the boards of aldermen and after their consideration hold a public hearing in
regards to the growth projection. -

MOTION: to accept the rough pfeh'minary sketches to pass to the mayor and the
board of aldermen by Sonny Jones and to develop a preliminary growth plan from
the rough sketches.

BY: Andy Parker and the motion was seconded by Sonny Jones

The motion passed unanimously.

Andy Parker moved to adjourned the meeting and Lynn so moved to adjourned

the meeting at 8:45P.M

By dutrid Richord:



“Greenbrier Long Range Growth and Planning Committee™
(Minutes for Jan. 19,.1999 Meeting)

The meeting was called to order by Lynn Burge. In attendance was
Committee Members Andy Parker, Jack Woodard, Sonny Jones, Sherry Perry,
Rodney Pinson, and the Principle Planner with the State of Tennessee, Bob Hoge.

Bob Hoge explained the 20 year growth plan that must be adopted by all
forms of government. We must establish the projected plans of annexation and
growth that we expect in the next 20 years. A plan of services must accompany
the projection of growth. Then it is submitted 1 the Coordinating Committee at the
state level for their consideration. The Coordinating Committee is made up of 20
members from across the county. Each City must accept the surrounding cities
projection plan or reject it. If rejected the rejected city must start over. A plan of
services must also accompany the 20 year growth plan.

After much discussion the boundaries of the first stage of the projection
was established. The meeting progressed to the discussion of the needed services
to an area this large. The necessary services that is needed over the 20 year period
such as police, fire and water and sewer.

It was established that input from the water and sewer engineers and plant -
superintendent was needed to narrow the area that can be successfully provided
services for by the city of Greenbrier.

The meeting was adjourned at 9:00P.M
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CITY OF MILLERSVILLE
MINUTES OF
PUBLIC TRARING AND REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING

TUESDAY, JULY 20, 1999 A'T 6:00 .0,

Mayor Hall called the meeting to order at 6:05 P.M. with these Board members present: Mayor, Ray (ally
Vice Mayor, Milton Douris; Commissioncrs: Robert Mobley, Sheila Jones and Phillip Uldrich. Also present:
City Manager, Mike Gorham; City Attorney, Rob Wheeler; and City Recorder, Holly Murphy.

PUBIIC HEARING:

I CITY’S PROPOSED URBAN GROWTII BOUNDARY IN ROBERTSON AND SUMNER COUNTIES.

Mayor Hall opened the public hearing for questions aud comments regarding the proposed Urhan Growth
Boundary in Robertson and Sumner Counties. Mr. Gorham posted the map for public viewing and outlincd
the areas that they’ve proposed for future anticipated growth. All the cities in each county are working
together to form a Lweaty-year growth plan. The City has reached an agreement with Sumner County,
Goodlettsville and White House regarding (uture anncxation, however there is still a conflict with Ridgetop
over the Gideon Road area. The current plan shows the road itself as the dividing line between the two cities,
which Mr. Gorham and the Board agrecs that it docsn’t make sense for each city to service cach side of the
road. They agreed that Millersville is in a much better position to provide service, especially sewer, to that
area. Mr. Gorbam said he will continue to work with the mayor of Ridgetop and see if they can reach a
compromisc. Further discussion will be held during the July 22nd work session. Mayor Hall dectared the
public hearing closed at 6:15 p.m.

2. PROPOSED BUDGET FOR 1999-2000 FISCAL YEAR.

Mayor Hall opened the public hearing tor questions and comments on the proposed budget for
1999-2000. Tim Parker of Cove Street and a Millersville reserve otficer commented on the police
department’s recent purchase of vehicles, onc of them being the City Manager's. tle said he didn’t teel that
the Police Department should have to pay for Mr. Gorham’s car when the otficers need cars so badly. Tim
stated that the officers aren’t happy with the sjtuation becausc they thought they would be getting newer cars,
but all they’re gelting are the former cars driven by the police chief and city manager that have 125,000 and
150,000 milcs on them. He said in his opinion some of the cars the officers are driving now are unsafe and
wom ot

Mayor Hall advised Mr. Parker that it didn’t matter which department paid for the city manager’s car
because it all comes out of the same fund. The Board did agree that the budget line items should be changed
to reflect the $12,750.00 purchasc of Mr. Gorham's car out of the General Government machinery and
equipment. The police department budget will be decreased by the same amount.

No othee comments were made, Mayor Hall declared the public hearing closed at 6:30 p.m.

"I'he regular meeting was called to ordec a1 6:30 P.M,

1. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE TO THE FLAG.
Invocation by Mike Gorham followed by the Pledge to the Flag of the United States led by Mayor Hall.

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES I'ROM JUNE 15th REGULAR MEETING AND JUNE 215t SPECIAL

MEETING.
Motlon to approve the minutes from June 15 and Junc 21 made by Commissioner Uldrich,

seconded by Commissioner Mobley. (Vote 5 yea -0 nay.) Motion carried,

E P NNNNS———

T0d  WdrE:ird 6667 81 "AON $Z8T158519 : 'ON 3NOHd TUNSIITIW 40 ALID ¢ WO¥S



et & LI LF Mlcleshin

of

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM JULY 1st SPECIAL MEETING,

Motion to approve the minutes from July 1 made by Vice Mayor Dorris, seconded by
Commissioner Mobley. (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay. ) Motion carried.
4.  APPROVAL OF JUNE, 1999 FINANCIAL REPORT. -

A recommendation was made by Mr. Gorham to table the financial report until the 1998-99 audit is
completed and the final entrics are made. Motion to table June's financial report made by Vice Mayor
Dorris, seconded by Commissioner Uldrich. (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay,) Motion carried.

5. APPROVAL OF NEW CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY OF MILLERSVILLE AND LOCAL
PLANNING ASSISTANCE OFFICE.

Mr. Gorham indicated that the City's new contract with the Local Planning Office reflects a rate increase
of 25 percent. Last year’s fee was $4,400.00 and the new fec for the upcoming year will be $6,000.00. Mr.
Gorham recommended approval of the new contract.

Motion to approve the new contract with the Local Planning Office made by Commissioner
Uldrich, seconded by Commissioner Jones. (Votc 5 yea - 0 nay.) Motion carried. Mr. Gorham will
increase the Jine item in the budget by $1,000 and reduce the reserve account.

6. APPROVAL OF $50 PER MONTII RAISE FOR BOARD OIF COMMISSIONERS.

Motion to table vntil after the July 22nd work session made by Mayor Xall, scconded by
Commissivner Jones. (Vote 4 yen - 1 abstention, with Comumissioner Moblcy abstaining.)
Motion carried.

7. APPROVAL OF CITY ATTORNEY HOURLY RATE INCREASE.

Mr. Gorham advised the Board that Mr. Wheeler’s hourly raic has not changed in the three years he has
scrved as the City’s attorney. Rob indicated in a letter to Mv. Gorham that the City is his only client stilt
paying the lower rate. He and Rob have discussed changing his hourly fee from $80.00 to $100.00 per hour
and dropping the retainer of $250.00. Mr. Gorham seid he fecls the City js recciving good representalion by
My. Wheeler and recommended the Board's approval of the increase,

Motion to increase Mr. Wheeler’s hourly fee to $100.00 made by Commissioner Uldrich, scconded
by Commissioner Mobley. (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.) Motion carricd.

8.  APPROVAL OF CITY MANAGER’S SALARY.

Motion to table until after the work scssion made by Mayor 11all, seconded by Yice Mayor Dorris.
(Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.) Motion carried,

Commissioner Mobley commented that the City Manager and Commissioners’ salarics are public issucs
and should be handled during a public meeling. Mayor Hall ugreed and indicated that they'H just be
discussing the salarics at the work session but the voling will take place during a regular Board mecling.

9. APPROVAL OF CHANGE IN CONTRACT WITH EMPLOYEE BENEFIT SPECIALISTS WITII
REGARD TO CODE 457 DEFERRED COMPENSATION SAVINGS PLAN.

Mr. Gorham advised the Board that a new contract is necessary because of a change in the IRS law
regarding the 457 Deferred Compensation Plan, The tax deferred savings plan was offered to the employces
through Employee Benefits Specialists, the City’s health insurance administrator, al nocost to the City. The
moucy paid into the plan is tax exempt and is used to fund a Jife insurance policy which is held in trust for the
employec’s estate if something happens to him/her. '

Notion fo approve the centract made by Commissioner Mobley, sceonded by Commissioner
Uldrich. (Vote 5 yen - 0 nay.) Motion carried.



10. APPROVAL OF SALARY RANGES AS AMENDED.

Mayor Hall said he still wasn’t satisfied with the salary ranges and made a motion to table them
until after July 22ud work sesslon. The motion was scconded by Vice Mayor Dorris. (Vote 5 yea- 0
nay.) Motion varricd. :

1, SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE 99-337, AN ORDINANCE TO ADOPT THE CITY OF
MILLERSVILLE'S OPERATING BUDGET FOR 1999-2000.

Motion to tuble until after July 22nd york session made by Mayor Uall, scconded by Viee Mayor
Dorrls. (Vote 5 yea - ) nay.) Motion carried.

Comumissioner Uldrich suggested that they get the budget passed as soon as possible after the work
session. Commissiouer Mobley said he would prefer that they go ahead and approve the budget and addrcss
the salary ranges as a scparate issuc because they have no affect on the bottom line. Mayor Hall said he thinks
they should get the salary ranges worked out before approving the budget.

12. TIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 99-338, AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND ‘THE CITY PERSONNEL
MANUAL WITH REGARD TO HOLIDAYS AND OVERTIME.

Mr. Gorham reviewed the amendment to allow holiday, vacation and comp time to be considered when
caleulating vvertime pay. Discussion was held on hourly holiday pay. Mr. Gorham indicated that employees
are cureently paid cight hours holiday pay plus straight time for every hour worked on the holiday.
Commissioner Uldrich said he feels employees should be paid time and a half for the hours they actually work
on a holiday. Mr. Gorham agreed and said he feels it would be casier to get someone to work on a holiday if
they knew they would be compensated for it, especially on a day that they would rather spend with their
familics.

Commissioner Uldrich made @ motion to change the holiday pay to time and a half but then rescinded his
motion after Mayor Hall suggested that they pass the ordinance on first reading and discuss it further in the

work session. No objections were made.
Motion to approve the first reading of Ordinance 99-338 was made by Vice Mayor Dorrls, seconded

by Commissioner Joues. (Yote S yea - 0 nay.) Motion carried. Ordinance 99-338 passes first reading,

13, REPORT OF EMERGENCY PURCHASE OF VEHICLES.

In compliarce with the City’s purchasing policy, Mr: Gorham provided the Board with a letier expluining
the emergency purchase of four vehicles due to limited availability. The report advised of the purchase of two
cars with approximately 41,000 miles and a theee year/50,000 mile warranty, and two program cars (Chict
White's & Mr. Gocham’s) with approximately 24,000 miles.

Vice Mayor Dorris inquired about a datc for the auction and asked if the proceeds would be used to buy
another car. Mr. Gorham said he expects te sct a date in the next two or three weeks, He indicated that the
proceeds from the sale will go to specific department that owned the equipment.

14. DISCUSSION OF BUDGET WORKSHOP FOR SULY 22nd, 1999.
The Board agreed to schedule the work session at 9:00 A.M. on Thursday, July 22nd,

15. CITIZENS COMMENTS. .
Chief Whitc commented on Mr. Parker’s statement earlicr about the officers being unhappy with the
purchase of the cars. [fe stated that the officers ave not unhappy. He said he polled each one individually and
they are personally very happy with the situation and the purchase of the lesser mileage reconditioned cars.

Chief White indicared that the cars they now have {a their flect are in rather good shape.
Geary Falk inquired about Mrs. Joaes® decision on whether to serve as a volunteer fireman or a
Commissioner. Mr. Gorham indicated that she chose the Commission seat. According to the legal opinions
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submitted by the City Attorney and Mr. Hemsley with MTAS, Cumnmissionet Jones can continue to serve as a
volunteer fireman without compensation from the fire department,

16. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS. :
Mr. Gorham prescnted the new city map. The maps were paid for through a company that came in and
sold advertising to local businesses. The maps will be distributed free of charge.

17. CITY ATTORNEY’S COMMENTS.
Mr. Whecler thanked the Board for approving his rate increasc and said he looked forward to working

with the new Connissioners.

1S. COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS.

Comumissioner Mobley commented on several complaints he's received about the plastic bags of grass
clippings being left in front of the Quailwood Subdivision. Tony advised Mr. Mobley that they spoke with the
individual and advised him not to do it anymore.

Commissioner Moebley also mentioned the complaints he's rcceived about cars and trucks parking in the
steeets und on the right of ways. Mr. Gorham agreed it was a problem and said he would to look into
developing some type of parking restrictions. Commissioner Uldrich agreed that it needs to be addressed as
soan as possible becausc it's getting dangerous in some areas, He faxed Rob a copy of an ordinance that
Goodlettsville just passed and the Board will discuss adopting a similar ordinance during their work session
Thursday, .

Commissioner Uldrich thanked Public Works for cutting the grass in Cimmaron Trace. Mr. Gorham
indicated that the City has an ordinance in place which allows a fee to be charged if the City has to mow
someone’s property, but a fee was never established, He said Lee has seat out about 20 letters to property
owners but so far they’ve only had to cut two. The Board will consider a fee and discuss it further «t the wark
session, ;

Vice Mayor Docris commented that the City almost lost control of the dumping situation on Woady Lane
and the incident at Quailwood could cventually tead to more dumping and even spread throughout the City if
they don't stop it now.

19. ADJOURNMENT.
Mayor Hall thanked everyone for coming and called for a motion to adjourn, Motion by Vice Mayor
Dorris, seconded by Commlssioner Uldrich, (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.)
Meeting adjourned at 7:30 P, M.
Respectfully submitted,
Jﬁw? Thurphad -

Holly Murphy
City Recorder
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CITY OF MILLERSVILLE.
MINUTES OF
PUBLIC HEARING AND REGULAR COMMISSION MELTING

TULSDAY, AUGUST 17,1999 AT 6:00 P.M.

Mayor Hall called the mesting to order at 6:05 P.M. with these Board members present: Mayor, Ray Hally Viee
Mayor, Milton Dorris; Commissioners: Robert Mobley, Sheila Jones and Phillip Uldrich. Also present: City
Manager, Mike Gorham; City Attomey, Rob Wheeler; and City Recorder, Holly Murphy. '

PUBLIC HEARING:

1. MILLERSVILLE PROPOSED URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY, ROBERTSON AND SUMNER COUNTIES.

Mayor Hall opened the public hearing for questions and comments regarding the City's proposed Urban
Crrowth Boundavies, Mr. Gorham reviewed and discussed the map with the Board. No public comments were
made. Mayor Hall declaced the public hearing closed at 6:20 p.m.

REGULAR COMMISSION MEETING
L. “The regular meeting was called to order at 6:32 P.M.

2. INVOCATION AND PLEDGE TO THE FLAG.
Invocation by Mike Ciorham followed by the Pledge to the Flag of the United States led by Mayor FHall.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM JULY 20th REGULAR MEETING AND JULY 22nd SPECIAL
MEETING.

Motion to approve the minutes made by Commissioner Uldrich, seconded by Commissioner Mobley.
(Vote S yen - 0 nay.) ivotion carvied.

4. DISCUSSION OF MINUTES FROM DEPARTMENT HEAD MEETINGS BEING ADOPTED IN AUDIO
FORM.

Mr. Gorham indicated to the Bourd that the minutes from the department head meetings would be very difficult
to transcribe because they basically consist of informal discussions. Since no action is taken, he recommended that
they adopt the audio tape as the official record of the menthly department head meetings. City Attorney Rob
Whesler advised that there is no requirement for writteil minutes of an informal meeting where no action is taken.,
Mayor Hall indicated that, if necessary, a special meeting could be held immediately following the acjournment of
the depaitment head mecting for any city business that requires action by the Board.

Commissioner Mobley indicated that he didn’t object to using the audio tape as long as the tapes could be
copied or heard using any tape recorder. The City Recorder advised the Bourd that the tape recorder used for the
meetings has the capacity to record on a standard cassette. The tape recocder is modified to extend the length of the
tapes in order to conserve on tapes and storage, which is why she tapes the meetings using the ‘extended play’
mode. 5
Comimissioner Yobley made a motion to approve the audio tape of the Uepartnient head meetings nnder
the provision that it can be heard 9n uny standard cassette player. The motion was secvnded by

Commissioner Uldrich. (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.) Ylotlon carried,

5. APPROVAL OF SALARY RANGES.
Motion 1o approve the salary ranges made by Commissioncr Uldrich, seconded by Commissioner Jones.

(Vote Syea-1) nay,) votion carried.
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6. APPROVAL OF CITY MANAGER’S SALARY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1999-2000 AT $44,000.

Motion to approve the City Manager’s salary increase made by Vice Mayor Dorriy, scconded by
Commissioner Jones. (Vote S yea - 0 nay.) Motion carried.
7. APPROVAL OF BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS SALARY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1999-2000 AT $400 FOR
COMMISSIONERS AND $450 FOR THE MAYOR.

Motion made by Commissioner Jones. No second was made. Motion failed due to the lack of a second.

5. SCCOND READING OF ORDINANCL 97-302, REZONING OF SUMNER COUNTY MAP | I8, PARCEL
130 TO RESIDENTIAL 5. (Bobby Henson property).

Motion made by Commissioner Mobley to suspend the rules and allow discusslon prior to a motion,
seconded by Commissioner Uldrich, (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.)

Me. Gorharn indicated that he and Mr. Wheeler met with the Local Plapning Office along with Clayton Homes
and their attomey regarding the zoning change never being completed on Mr, Henson's property. The Local
Planning Office recommended that the Board table the zoning change at this time peading the results of the traffic
study currently being conducted by T.D.O.T.

Bascd on that recommendation Commissioner Mobley made a motlon to table the second veading of
Ordinance 97-302, scconded by Vice Mayor Dorris. (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.) Motion carried. Second Reading of
Ordinance 97-302 tabled. '

9. SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE 99-337, BUDGET FOR 1999-2000 AND ADOPTION OF
PROPERTY TAX RATE.

Motion ty approve the 1999-2000 fiscal ycar budget made by Commissioner Uldrich, seconded by
Commissioner Wobley. (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.) Motion carried. Qrdinance 99-337 passes second and fina)

reading.

0. SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE 99-338, AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE PERSONNEL
MANUAL OF THE CITY OF MILLERSVILLE WITH REGARD TO OVERTIME AND HOLIDAY PAY.

Motion to approve Ordinance 99-338 made by Commissioncr Jones, seconded by Commissioner Uldrich.
(Vote 5yea -0 nay) Motion carried. Ordinange 99-338 passes second and final reading.

. FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 99-339, AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CITY OF
MILLERSVILLE ZONING ORDINANCE,

Motion made by Comumissioner Uldrich, seconded by Commissioner Joues.

Mr. Gorham indicated that he drafted this amendment Ordinance at the request of the Planning Comumission
with the top portiou reterring to the requirement of signs being posted announcing a public hearing for property
rezontng, and the bottom portion referring to a change in the wording of Residential 5 zoing. Mr. Maples from the
Local Planning Office advised Mr. Gorham that even though it was requested by the Planning Commission, the
drafted form of the ordinance must go before them for approval prior to coming before the Board of Commissioners.

With no further discussion Mayor Hall called for a vote on Ordinance 99-339. (Vote 0 yea - 5 nay.) First
Reading of Ordinance 99-339 fuiled pending the presentation of the ordinance to the Planning Commission.

12, FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 99-340, AN ORDINANCE TO ADOPT PARKING REGULATIONS

FOR CITY STREETS.
Motion made by Muayor Eall to table for further discussion during a work session, seconded by Yice

(Vlayor Dorris. (Vote S yea - 0 nay.) Ordinance 99-340 tabled.

(3. FIRST RIADING OF ORDINANCE 99-341, AN ORDINANCE TO ADOPT REGULATIONS DEALING
WITH CARNIVALS OPERATING INSIDE THE CITY OF MILLERSVILLE.

Motion made by Mayor Hall to table untit work session, seconded by Commissioner Mobley.
(Vote S yea - 0 nay.) Ordinance 99-341 tabled.
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{4. FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 99-342, AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND T(1E SEWER USE
ORDINANCE WITII REGARD TO TAP FEES AND USAGE RATES FOR CUSTOMERS QUTSIDE THE CITY
LIMITS.

Motion made by Commissioner Uldrich to tahle until work session, sceonded by Commissiener Jones.
(Yote § yea - 0 nay.) Ordinance 99-342 tabled.

[5. FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 99-343, AN QRDINANCE TO AMEND ORDINANCE 94-214 WITH
REGARD TO BUILDING PERMIT FEES.

Motion made by Mayor Hall to table until work session, seconded by Commissioner Uldrich,
(Vote S yea -  nay.) Ovdinance 99-343 table,

16. REPORT FROM CITY MANAGER OF EMERGENCY PURCHASE OF CENTRAL HEAT AND AIR
CONDITIONING FOR THE COMMUNITY CENTER.

Mr. Gorham provided the Board with a written report to justify the cmergency purchase and instaliation of the
heat and air unit for the Community Center for $15,000.00. The cortractor who provided the lowest bid indicated
that he could go ahead and do the rest of the building for $21,000, or Just the front half of the building (gym, office,
front three classrooms and hallway) for $15,000 if he was already there. Mr, Gorham said he authorized the
expenditure of $15,000 to perfonm the work and indicated in his report that the bid process would have delayed the
installation of the air conditioning which is desperately needed there now. No action was neceessary,

17. CIVIZENS COMMENTS.

Geary Falk commended the Board on the way they conducted the meeting and the intelligent decisions that he
felt they made. He also commeated that he didn’t think the citizons would object to the Board voting themselves a
vaisc if they would produce tor them and show them that they're capable of giving them what they want.

18. CITY MANAGER COMMENTS.
None.

19. CITY ATTORNEY'S COMMENTS.
Noue.

20. COMMISSIONERS’ COMMENTS.
Commissioner Mobley commented on the various items that were tabled carlier. Lle wanted o advisc the

citizens that a work session for further discussion is necessary in order to get'more information about thesc
ordinances before they can make any decisions to approve them. Mr. Gorham apologized and agreed that they

really haven’t had a chance to discuss them all in depth.
21. ADJOURNMENT.

With no further discussion Mayor Hall called for a motion to adjourn. Motion made by Commissioncr Jones,
seconded by Commissioner Uldrich, (Vote 5 yea - 0 nay.)

Mecting adjourncd at 6:55 P.M.

Respectlully submitted,

Holly M?erhy,
City Recorder
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NOTICE OF ¥UUBLIC HEARING

Tha City of Miliersville Boaed of Conunissioners will be conducting two
Pubiic Haardrgs on the proposed Lebar Growth Boundaey in decoedance with
state 2w, Tha fisst Public Hearing wiil be held in City Hsll an Tuesday, July
20, 1999 a: $:00 p.m. The putlic headag will address the picpesed Urban
Geowthh Bowndacy for both Seumndc and Robewson Councy. Any persens
desiting to be henrd regarding the Urban ticowth Bouadacy should bs pesszatat
this mnsetleg. The sacond Publiz Hearing will bs held in City Hell on August
17, 1999 21 6:00 p.m. A copy of the Urban Growth Boundacy Map i3 availeble
m Mitessvilie City Hal! for revisw dudng ragifac business hours. Any
Jusstians may be sddressed to ks dient.on of the City Manager at $59-0830.
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BID ANNOUNCEMENT —

et

e Y R b i
The Resource Authorey is adeepring sealed bids for the fumishing and
counsnrustion of a 30'x28'-6" axtension to the existing metal truck agintenance
dhop locaed 8t the Reyource Authaify at 625 Reppahannock Wiez Rd., in
Galiazia, TN. Locution of joirsite and suope of work may be obtaiacd by
can@aeting Jim Powers ut 43281114, Blds will he acyepted unil Feiday, Junc 13,
(949 at 2:00 PML, Bids will b opened: at that time and read aloud.
Additienal information ray be dttained ny contacting Jim Powers at (615)
a52.1114.
Sid documenis may be band-defivered or mailed, no faxed bida will be
ascepred, and bids receivid after the deadling will ant be gonsidersd. Bid
anvelopes shall bd labeled “13id for Extension of Truck Shop” 3ad shall have

it bidders name, arddiess, telephoae aumbee and sontact person On the ouisida
of the crvelope.

Tae Pesoutze Awthann will aecept the lowest and best bid apd reserves the
rght 6 rjeat any or ajt Bids. Alce wpening. o}l bids will by quljeet to the
Tearussce Open Rovaeds Act, and bids will be raada publiz.

-—
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Clerk of Cayrt
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LEGAL NOTICE TO BIDDERS

Bids 'o ko opeacd Tussdey. lviy 8, 1939 of 2:90 pun,, Lozal Titne,

3eaiud proposels will ba rsceved by the Sumaar Covaty Ruglonal Airpor Au
ar e Sumnar Counry Reglene! Airpart Teemingl, V474 Airport Boulevyrd, Ga
T_unnauee, 37064, uniil 2:00 p.. Local Tima on Teasday, July ¥, 1999, u':-; :
iy ?pamd and gublicly razd for tha construction of 1ha fallowing ces
profect:

TAD Project No. 83-553.6326.04
Aitgort: SUMNER COUNTY ASGIONAL AIRFORT
froject Contists af: ABRON EXPANSION $ROJECT
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City of Millersville Chapter 1101
Urban Growth Boundary
And Growth Plan



RESOLUTION 99-09-01

A RESOLUTION RECOMMENDING THE ADOPTION OF AN URBAN
GROWTH BOUNDARY AND PLAN ENCOMPASSING CERTAIN ARLAS OF
ROBERTSON AND SUMNER COUNTIES.

WHEREAS, the General Assembly enacted Public Act 1101 of 1998 providing
for the orderly growth of cities and counties, and

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of each municipality to develop an urban
growth boundary that is compact in area to Justify the providing of municipal services
within the next twenty years, and

WHEREAS, the Millersville Planning Commission has approved the urban
growth boundary and the Millersville Board of Commissioners has conducted two public
hearings, one on July 20, 1999 and one on August 17, 1999, as required by the act, and

WHEREAS, in conjunction with the Local Planning Office, information
regarding the current land use has been collected and other information provided and
submitted,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Urban Growth Bundary
and Plan for certain areas of Robertson and Sumner Counties as contained on the maps
and in the booklet provided is hereby adopted and forwarded to each county Growth
Coordinating Committee.

Adopted this 2nd day of September, 1999,

ol

Ray Hall, MAyor

ATTEST:

mimw'

Holly L. Murphy, City Recorder




CITY OF MILLERSVILLE, TENNESSEE
URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY

Introduction

The area of Millersville was part of the area hunted by Casper Mansker and three
companions in the winter of 1775 and 1776 and permanent residency was established
when Mansker built a fort near Millersville in 1780. The City of Millersville
incorporated in 1981 with a population of approximately 1410. At that time, the city was
entirely within the 11" and 12% districts of Sumner County. The early hunters and
current citizens alike found the rolling hills rising 600 to 700 feet above the valley floor
to add beauty and peace to the area. Strategically located on the Interstate 65 corridor
between Nashville and Louisville, Millersville is in a strong position for growth in the
next twenty years. Twenty miles or less from the Sumner County seat of Gallatin and the
Robertson County seat of Springfield, Millersville is also only eighteen miles from the
Nashville International Airport. Located close to the shopping and entertainment centers
around Goodlettsville and Madison, Millersville maintains the small town atmosphere
while avoiding traffic tie-ups and other problems of more congested areas. The City of
Millersville has grown with the area over the past ei ghteen years, expanding along the
Highway 31W corridor and encompassing all the unincorporated land between Highway
31W and the southwestern Sumner County line. The city has sought to provide services
to all 1ts” citizens by establishing a sewer collection system and providing excellent
police and fire protection. In 1989, the Millersville Board of Commissioners approved
annexation of the first Robertson County land to be added to the corporate limits. The
growth in that area, requests for annexation, need for services and lack of services
available from other municipalities prompted the city to annex to its’ current boundaries
incorporating just over one fourth of its> parcels in Robertson County. With the growth
in that area, the city purchased land and built a second fire hall to serve all city residents
and improve response times in Robertson County.

The City of Millersville has developed the enclosed plan to provide for orderly
growth and provision of services to the citizens of Millersville and the surrounding areas.
The City of Millersville is located in two counties, Sumner and Robertson Counties with
1,793 or 71% of the parcels inside Sumner County and 533 or 29% of the parcels in
Robertson County. The 8,172 acres of land located inside the city limits of Millersville
include 6,683 acres or 81% in Sumner County and 1,489 acres or 18.2% in Robertson
County. The population division following the 1996 citywide census included 3,641 or
90% of the population residing in Sumner County and 405 or 10% of the population
residing in Robertson County. In the annexation census of 1997, 104 residents of
Robertson County were added to the City, bringing that percentage to 12.25%. Although
it was omitted from the table included in the TACIR Guidebook to Chapter 1101,
identifying those cities located in two counties, Millersville has more than the 7% of
population needed to annex additional land in both counties.



Population Growth Projections

The population of the City of Millersville has grown dramatically over the past -
five years. The City incorporated in 1981 with a population of 1,410. In 1990, the
federal census set the population at 2,575 and a city wide sweep census taken in 1996
increased that number to 4,046. A citywide sweep just conducted has identified 5,118
persons living inside the City of Millersville. About 80% of the new citizens were true
growth inside the city limits, not persons annexed into the City. The following
population projections were made using the same percentage (13%) used by the UT
Center for Business and Economic Research in their projections, but began with the much
more accurate figures obtained in the citywide census conducted this year.

Millersville Projections UT Projections
Current 5,118 4,150
Year 2000 5,251 4,369
Year 2005 5,933 4,965
Year 2010 6,705 5,583
Year 2015 7,576 6,242
Year 2020 8,561 6,942

Most of this growth is expected to be in Sumner County with population
projections as follows:

Millersville Projections UT Projections
Current 4,266 4,098
Year 2000 4,384 4,336
Year 2005 4,954 4,917
Year 2010 5,598 . 5,530
Year 2015 6,325 ' 6,183
Year 2020 7,148 6,878

The following are projected population growth figures for Robertson County:

Millersville Projections , UT Projections
Current 852 52
Year 2000 867 43
Year 2005 979 48
Year 2010 1,107 53
Year 2015 1,251 59

Year 2020 1,413 64



Analysis of Land Needs

A land use inventory identifying current land uses was completed for the City in~
1998. The data developed in that effort is enclosed in the following information and on
the accompanying maps. Millersville city limits are best identified on the map prepared
by Southern Engineering and provided as enclosure (A). This map indicates not only the
Millersville city limits but also the relationship with the city limits of White House,
Goodlettsville and Ridgetop. The proposed Urban Growth Boundaries (UGB) in both
Robertson and Sumner Counties are provided on the map included as enclosure (B). The
significant topographic features of the city, shown on the map included as enclosure (C),
have a tremendous impact on the development of the area.

The city consists of a total of 8,172 acres or 12.77 square miles. The Sumner
County portion of the city is made up of 6,683 acres or 10.44 square miles with the
remainder of 1,489 acres or 2.33 square miles in Robertson County. The total population
density of the land is 1 person to every 1.6 acres and the density in each county is
essentially the same. One factor, which dramatically affects the development of land in
Millersville, is the topography. As you can see by a review of the map provided as
enclosure (C) there are a number of steep inclines inside the current city limits which
prevent development, or at least make development much more of a challenge. Of'the
6,683 acres currently inside the city limits in Sumner County, 3,988 acres are currently
undeveloped. This figure includes 235 acres of institutionally owned property, 298 acres
of privately owned farms that are not subject to development at this time and 606 acres of
industrial which is being developed and potential industrial land which is on the market,
This leaves 2,849 acres of undeveloped land and because of steep slopes, much of the
undeveloped land cannot be developed at a reasonable cost.

The proposed Urban Growth Boundary of the City of Millersville consists of
2,600 acres in Sumner County and 2,321 in Robertson County for a total 0of 4,921 acres.
This would result in an increase of 60% in the size of the incorporated area of Millersville
if all the parcels were annexed in the next twenty years. The population projections
estimate the addition of 67% of the current population, which shows the projected land
growth to be comparable to the projected population growth. Because of the geographic
location of Millersville and the growth of all the area around Nashville and the Interstate
65 North Corridor, we anticipate a great deal of growth over the next twenty years. Much
of the land in the Urban Growth Boundary proposed by Millersville is not suitable for
high-density residential development. The terrain and access limit its’ use to low density
development or light manufacturing. The land proposed for growth if annexed will be
brought into the city at the lowest density the property will allow, unless af the property
owner’s request. If a parcel were over 5 acres, it would be zoned Residential 1 —
requiring 5 acres for a building lot, if it were two acres, it would be zoned Residential 3 —
requiring 1 acre for a building lot.



Services Provided

The following information is provided in response to the CHAPTER 1101 City
Data Questionnaire. The services provided by the City of Millersville to current residents
would be available within five years of any annexation undertaken as a result of the
approval of this growth plan. Fire and police protection, street maintenance, zoning
control and parks would be available immediately after the annexation was effective.

Fire Department

The Millersville Fire Department has an I1SO rating of 6 with one full-time
firefighter and 25 volunteer firefighters. We have two fire stations, one co-located with
City Hall at 1246 Louisville Highway in Sumner County and one located on Bethel Road
in Robertson County. The Fire Department responds inside the city and gutside with
mutual aid agreements. We currently have two pumpers with a pumping capacity of
1500 gallons per minute and 1,000 gallon tanks and one mini-pumper with a pumping
capacity of 150 gallons per minute and a 250 gallon tank. In addition, we have a tanker
with a capacity of 750 gallons and a Rescue, Salvage and Overhaul Vehicle.

Police Department

Millersville Police Department is staffed by ten certified and two non-certified
commissioned officers and seven active reserve officers. There are thirteen cruisers
currently in service in the department. The Dispatch function for Police and Fire is done
in house by three full-time and four part-time dispatchers. The dispatch center operates
seven days a week, twenty-four hours a day.

Electrical

The City of Millersville does not provide any electrical service; the area is
serviced by Cumberland Electric Membership Corporation in most of Sumner and
Robertson Counties and by Nashville Eléctric Service in a small area of Sumner Co,unty.

Gas

The City of Millersville does not provide any natural gas service; the Nashville
Gas Company services the area where natural gas is available,

Water

The City of Millersville does not provide any water service; the White House
Utility District services the entire area.



Sewer

The City of Millersville owns a wastewater collection system and owns a portion
of the Mansker Creek Pump Station and main lines for transferring the wastewater and
owns a portion of Metro Water Services Dry Creek Treatment Plant. There are currently
one thousand seven hundred and seventy nine residences connected to the sewer system.
The map shown at Enclosure D identifies the areas, which are serviced by the system.
Currently 1779 residences and businesses out of approximately 1894 or 95% of the
residences inside the city limits have sewer service available. There are two new
developments which are in the planning stages that will reduce that number by adding
main lines which run past about half of those without sewer. The city has had design
work done on providing sewer to all the current residences and sewer will be available to
everyone inside the city within the next two years. Our current average daily flow is
359,000 gallons per day. This represents about 150% of the current capacity owned by
the city, but negotiations are currently underway to purchase additional capacity to about
600,000 gallons per day. ‘

Solid Waste Collection

The City of Millersville does not provide Solid Waste Collection at this time.
Each individual homeowner is responsible for contracting with private services to remove
the trash generated at their property. The City of Millersville is looking at a Request for
Proposals to provide Solid Waste Collection at this time. If a contract were agreed on by
the Board of Commissioners, that service would become available to any annexed party
as soon as they could be added to a route by the contractor.

Roads and Streets

There are currently just over forty-one (41) miles of roads and streets inside the
City of Millersville. Ten and one half (10.5) miles are maintained by TDOT and the
remaining thirty and one half (30.5) miles are maintained by the city. All of the streets
maintained by the City of Millersville are two lane roads, resulting in 61 lane miles of
roads, which are maintained by the city. The city averages resurfacing eight lane miles of
road each year. The Street Maintenance Budget is $165,000 and the 1998-1999 Street
Capital Budget was $85,000. There is one full-time employee paid by the Street
Department, we have two dump trucks, two backhoes and three service trucks which are
shared with the Sewer Department.

Street Lighting
The City of Millersville provides street lights in neighborhoods inside the city.

There are approximately 340 street lights inside the City of Millersville and the city pays
an average of $3.00 per street light.



Library
There is currently not a library operated inside the City of Millersville.
Parks

The City of Millersville is currently in the process of developing parkland and
facilities, which have been purchased by the City and donated to the City by developers
and residents. We currently have four park areas, which are planned for development.
The smallest park is just over one half acre which is located on the site of Fire Station 2
in Robertson County. The current plans are to develop this land as a playground and
picnic area with a small shelter and picnic tables. The largest park is 27 acres located
behind Millersville City Hall and Millersville Elementary. The plans for this park
include a nature trail, picnic tables and a group shelter. The city purchased the former
Millersville Elementary School from the Sumner County Board of Education and is
renovating this facility as a community center. The center has a gymnasium and nine
classrooms, four of which are currently rented to Rivergate Academy (a private school).
We have different programs in the Community Center throughout the year and we
currently offer a Bluegrass Jam on Friday nights and a basketball camp in the summer.
The Director of Public Works and Parks currently staffs the Department. The
maintenance of the parkland is done by the Public Works employees and the design and
development is being overseen by the City Manager and the Director of Public Works
and Parks. The 1998-1999 Annual Budget for Parks was $37,400 and the budget for
1999-2000 is $56,400.



Helpful Facts for Growth Management Planning

1) Size of existing city (incorporated area) in acres or square miles: 12.77 square
miles

2) Size of city 20 years ago: 1981 — approx. 4 square miles

3) Size of proposed Urban Growth area: 7.69 square miles

4) Present distance between reporting city and adjoining cities: Goodlettsville — 0
White House —~ 0

Ridgetop - 0

5) Distance between cities 20 years ago: Goodlettsville — 0
White House — 3

Ridgetop—3

6) Present zoning of proposed Urban Growth areas: Agricultural and Residential

7) Zoning necessary/desired for proposed Urban Growth area: See Table Below

8) Existing/proposed acreage by zoning classification:

[ Land Use Classification Additional Acreage
(Present Zoning) Existing Acreage Proposed (UGB)

Agricultural 1,824 910
Residential 4,190 3,285
Commercial ] 1,317 606
Industrial 606 75
Institutional 235 45

Total 8,172 4921

9) Population: 2000 5251 2010 .6.705 2020 8.561

10) Estimated costs of city services:

Provide in 20 yr.

Service Time Frame (Y/N) Cost Tax Base
Police Y § 240,000/yr.
Fire Y § 70,000/yr.
Water N
Sewer Y 51,400,000

 Solid Waste pd 0
Roads b4 S 100,000/vyr.
Electrical N | 0

| Gas N | 0
Other l




The estimated costs were determined using the following information:

2)
b)

©)

d)

The city currently has a population of 5,118 and a landmass of 12,77 square miles.

The proposed Urban Growth Boundary and projected population increases would
result in adding 7.69 square miles and 3,443 citizens to the city of Millersville,

Police - The current Police Department consists of 11 officers an increase of 6
officers would be sufficient to provide police protection. The estimated cost of these
officers and their equipment is $40,000 each, a total of $240,000 per year.

Fire - The current Fire Department consists of one full-time firefighter and
volunteers, as the city expands, it will be necessary to hire two full-time firefighters to
ensure the protection of the citizen’s property. Estimated cost of $35,000 per year per
firefighter.

Sewer - The only portions of the city, which are not currently served by the sewer
system and their approximate lengths are Flat Ridge Road ~ 7,200 feet, North
Highway 31W area — 10,000 feet, West Bethel Road area — 6,400 feet, Old Shiloh
Road/Langbrae Drive — 8,000 feet, Ridgehill Road — 850 feet and Tinnin Road —
1,600 feet. A total of 34,050 feet of main lines which need to be installed to provide
sewer service to all our existing citizens. The cost of the lines was estimated at $15
per foot for a total 0of $510,750. The lines needed to service the new areas included in
the proposed Urban Growth Boundary are estimated to be $889,250.

Roads — The additional roads in the proposed Urban Growth Boundary would require
an additional cost of approximately $100,000 per year for maintenance.

11) City bond rating: Non-rated (BAA2 — estimated by Sentinel Trust if rating was

sought).

12) City bonded indebtedness: $1.680.000
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URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY AREA
MAP
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FIRST PUBLIC CHAPTER 1101 MEETING

THE TOWN OF ORLINDA HELD A PUBLIC HEARING ON APRIL 29", 1999, 7200 PM AT THE
ORLINDA CITY HALL. THERE WERE SEVENTEEN CITIZENS IN ATTENDANCE. QUESTIONS
AND COMMENTS CONCERNING FARML AND PROTECTION. IMPACT FEES AND PROPERTY
RIGHTS WERE DISCUSSED. THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT #:45 PM.

//Z I Mt o L

MAYOR _RECORDER




SECOND PUBLIC CHAPTER 110! MEETING

THE TOWN OF ORLINDA HELD A PUBLIC HEARING ON MAY 13™, 1999 AT 7:00 PM |N THE
ORLINDA CITY HALL. THERE WERE NO CITIZENS IN ATTENDANCE FOR THIS MEETING.
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HELPFUL FACTS FOR GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING

1) Size of exisling city (incorporated area) in acres or square miles: 0?2.2 3 22 74

2) Size of city 20 years ago: .S Zé .93 A’
3) Size of proposed Urban Growth area: i 9 2 3.7

4) Present distance between reporting cily and adjoining cities: A fl_jmh n\j

5) Distance between cities 20 yearsago: _ -84 pm.les

B) Present zening of proposed Urban Growth areas: A 3,—;(.“ [ ﬂfa.f

7) Zoning necessary/desired for proposed Urban Growth area:

8) Existing/proposed acreage by zoning classification:

2 #gﬁq! 7 % rrg-* L,”-. ;h V‘“r, -;qu» 23 FJ" P qa’—?..@g Tt
B r-,..n- Feliot 5;-* A;?‘w&} %
oy R S e *fAt Ve IR
Agrlculture

Residential

Commercial

Industrial

Institutional (parks, schools, etc.)
Other (pescribe)

TheSe @ B humbers projeckd by e Unives ty oF Tevdkssee [Minl LS,
9)  Population: 2000 _6O0+ 2010 osS't 2020 700t 1995

10)  Estimated costs of city services:

2ylc A
Police Y 35 000.00
Fire Y Vilindar Fu f)cpf
Water Y WHUD
Sewer Ed ?
Solid Waste 7 2
Roads Y &, [D0.00 Apads,
| Electrical b Cs he /
Gas Y SPFD GAS
Other
12)  City/county bond rating: /A

. o:
13)  Citylcounty bonded indebtedness: §_ 2 > ©°°
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THE CITY OF ORLINDA, TENNESSEE
ORLINDA CI'TY COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION TO
ROBERTSON COUNTY

COORDINATING CONMMITTLEL
URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY

Intr ion

This report and recommendation, adopted by the Orlinda City Commission
on November 11, 1999, is prepared in accordance with the requirements of
Section 7, Public Chapter 1101, and submitted to the Robertson County
Coordinating Committee. Section 7. a. 2. states “Before formally proposing
urban growth bounduaries to the coordinating committee.... The municipality
shall examine and report on agricultural lands, forests, recreational areas and
wildlife management areas within the territory under consideration for
inclusion within the urban growth boundaries and shall examine and report
on the likely long-term eftects of urban expansion on suchi agriculiural lands,

forests, recreational areas and wildlite management arcas.”



History

The Town of Orlinda, originally known as Washington Tract and later as
Crocker’s Crossroad, received its new name in 1887, when postal officials
required a new name. Orlinda is the heart of a fertile farming district, long
regarded as one of the best farming areas of the entire State of Tennessee.
With the exception of commercial enterprises at I - 65 interchange and town,
and residential areas, most of the land is devoted to productive tarming
enterprises. Orlinda was incorporated 1966, and today has a population of
approximately 600 persons. The town is chartered with a City Manager-

Commissioner form of government.

Purpose

The purpose of this growth plan and recommendation is to encourage
protection of prime farmland, orderly and planned development of
residential and commercial areas, to be carried out in a way that prevents
urban sprawl, and that utilizes resources within the existing gity'iimits and
Urban Growth Boundary. This goal is outlined in the “Guide for Community

Leaders” which states: =



“the AdHoc Committee vigorously pursued a solution

to growth that seeks to meet the public service demands of
commercial and residential growth, while maintaining the character of
Tennessee’s rural areas....... Public Chapter 1101 provides sufticient
flexibility so that local governments may tailor their growth plans to

suit the unique character of their area.”

America is losing its prime farmland to urban sprawl at an alarming rate and
the Middle Tennesse area is one of the most endangered in the United States.
It is the definite intent of this plan to maintain the rural character of the

Orlinda area, both within the present city and the UGB.

Implementation

The City Commission is investigating and considering a number of options to
accomplish this intent including, but not limited to, the following:

Encourage the donation of agricultural conservation easements
to the City of Orlinda or non-profit land trusts. see Appendix A

Establishing a Farmland Protection Fund, applying for grants

from federal and private sources for Purchase of Development

Rights (PDR’s). For example, the 1996 Farm Bill enacted by

Congress established the Farmland Protection Program whereby
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local governments may apply for grants for acquisition of
conservation or agricultural easements. see Appendix B

Enabling Transfer of Development Rights (TDR’s) program that
concentrates development in already built up areas and cluster areas
while protecting farmland and compensating owners who give an
agricultural easement to the city or land trust. By focusing new
development in higher density areas served by public facilities

less land will be consumed by sprawl. In addition, by operating
through private market mechanisms, TDRs do not require a significant
expenditure of public funds to achieve the vision of orderly growth
and farmland protection. see Appendix C

Establishing a Planning Commission for the City of Orlinda with the
responsibility to develop a comprehensive, long range plan for
preserving the character of the area and recommend to the City
Commission the ordinances necessary to carry out the plan.
Establish Agricultural Protection Zoning.

Resources Survey *

Existing Land - capability/suitability - economic value to the city
and county.

Capability/suitability - Virtually all the land within the T;)wn of
Orlinda belongs to the Pembroke-Crider and Pembroke-Baxter-Crider
association of soils with limited areas of Dickson-Sango-Guthrie
association. These are level to gently sloping, well drained, brown and
dark-brown silty soils, identified by thé Natural Resources
Conservation Service as Class I and Class II Prime farmland.

see Appendix D. .
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Karst area - The entire Town of Orlinda and surrounding area

has topography formed over limesone or dolomite by:solution,
characterized by closed depressions (sinkholes), caves and
underground drainage, termed as karst. Pervasive karst development
underlies all of north Robertson County, where there are thousands of
depressions. This zone continues for many miles into Kentucky

and constitutes one of the major karst regions ofthe world.

Intense suburban development can adversely affect the contamination
of the underground drainage system. see Geologic Hazards Map

of Tennessee - Appendix E.

Economic value - A(;cording to 1997 Census of Agriculture,

farms in Robertson County sold agricultural products totalling
$71,904,000 with crop sales accounting for 69% and livestock

sales accounting for 31%, representing a 26% increase over 1992.

Of the 1474 farms in the county, 662 we<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>