RESOLUTION 18-01

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE WAIVER OF ALL BUILDING
PERMIT AND RELATED FEES FOR A PROPOSED NEW MAURY
COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ON MAHLON MOORE ROAD

WHEREAS, the Maury County Board of Education is proposing to build a new
elementary school project on property located between Mahlon Moore Road and
Hummingbird Lane; and

WHEREAS, the proposed elementary school comprises approximately 100,000

" square feet of building area and an estimated student population of 800 students; and

WHEREAS, the proposed elementary school has a building valuation of
$4.,500,000 calculated on the basis of $45/square foot times 100,000 square feet for the
purposes of calculating a building permit fee; and

WI—IEREAS, the Traffic Impact Fee for the proposed elementary school is
calculated utilizing $141 per Student based on adopted fee schedule; and

WHEREAS, the Adequate Facilities Tax to be assessed for the proposed
elementary school is calculated utilizing $0.50/square foot plus $500.00; and

WHEREAS, water and sewer taps and associated water and sewer development
reserve fees are calculated based upon the size of the taps provided and projected utility
demand from the project; and

WHEREAS, Maury County School Board has requested the Board of Mayor and
Aldermen to waive all Building permit and related fees for the elementary school project;
and

WHEREAS, customary fees charged by the city are estimated as follows:

Grading Permit $ 24,010.00
Blasting Permit $ 50.00
Building Plumbing & Mechanical Permits ~ $ 22,260.00
Traffic Impact Fees $ 112,800.00
Adequate Facilities Tax $ 50,500.00
Water & Sewer Tap and Reserve Fees $ 20,519.00

TOTAL $ 230,139.00

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Mayor and
Aldermen of the City of Spring Hill, Tennessee, that any and all building permit fees and
development fees as described above related to the construction of a new elementary
school campus located between Hummingbird Lane and Mahlon Moore Road, Maury
County, are hereby waived.



Passed and adopted by the Board of Mayor and Aldermen of the City of

Spring Hill, Tennessee on the 29" day of January, 2018.

Rick Gpham, or

TEST:

April Goad, City Recorder
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SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION COMPLETED ($000°S), 1995 THROUGH 2014
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to estimate construction on a national and
regional basis, and to report on how dollars
are being spent on new schools.

All of the figures published are “annual
in nature.” That is, they do not accurnulate
ongoing construction, but rather compile
information on what was completed, or
expected-to-be-completed or started ina
given calendar year. School districts often
are involved in additional construction,
but work started or completed outside the
targeted years is not included. (Table 6,
which details where money was or will be
spent based on grade levels and purpose of
buildings, summarizes all of the expected
spending over a three-year period and pro-
vides a useful estimate of the total impact
of school construction on the economy.)

THE NATIONAL SCENE

School districts in the United
States spent more than $14 billion
($14,123,865,000) on construction projects
completed during the 2014 calendar year.
Almost $7.8 billion of that was spent on
new schools, accounting for 55 percent of
the construction dollars. The balance was
split between additions to existing build-
ings (accounting for $3.2 billion) and the
retrofitting and modernization of existing
structures that accounted for $3.14 billion.
(See Table 2). The difference of spending for
new buildings and existing ones was very
close to the pattern of the previous year.

Table 2 shows the national construction

| 3 |
2001 2008 2005 2007

picture in 2014, It also shows how much school
districts in each of 12 regions of the nation
spent on construction and how they spentit.
(See map on page 18. A more detailed account
of regional activity begins on page 30.)

In 2014, school districts in six of the
12 regions spent more than $1 billion on
school construction. Spending in three
other regions breeched $900 million, and
two others put more than $880 million in
place. Only in Region 7 (Illinois, Min-
nesota and Wisconsin), did last year’s
construction total less than $300 million,
and school districts in those three states
reported that they spent more in 2014 than
in the previous year.

Region 9, including Texas, Louisiana,
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Oklahoma and Arkansas, was the highest
spending region with just over $2.2 billion
put in place — a very slight decline from
the previous year. Schools in that region
were responsible for 15.7 percent of the
nation’s total construction spending.
Region 9 not only put more construction in
place than any other region, it also led the
way in spending for new school buildings,
with $1.37 billion going for that purpose.
Schools in Region 9 also led the nation in
spending on additions to existing schools,
with more than half a billion dollars going
for that purpose.

Construction spending in Region 11,
including Arizona, California, Hawaii and
Nevada, totaled $1.65 billion, making it the
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8 | SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION EXPECTED TO BE COMPLETED IN 2015 ($000’S)

Region New Schools Additions Renovation
1 $724,349 $235,960 $316,688
2 $514,490 $212,626 $258,003
3 $495502  $288,093 $361,802
4 $683,241 $217,384 $111,936
5 $1,516,963 $221,485 $96,416
6 $322,798 $394,069 $226,419
7 $413,465 $359,235 $105,779
8 $148,850 $114,670 $131,895
9 $964,900 $513,570 $511,003
10 $214,295 $43,848 $86,204
1 $976,297 $418,147 $247.404
12 $394,450 $241,701 $197,291
Natl $7,369,689 $3,260,788 $2,650,839

: % OF SPENDING FOR
tal New Addition Renovation

998 56.7% 18.5% 24.8%

$1,276,

$985,119 52.2% 216%  262% IS
$1,145,487 433%  252%  316% |
$1,012,561 676%  215%  111% G
$1,834,864 827%  121% 53% |NE)
§043086  342%  AL8%  240% | AU
$878,478 471%  409%  120% |
$395,415 376% 29.0% 334% A
$1,989472 485%  258%  257% | Ll
$344,347 622%  127%  250% SELUA
$1,641,848 595%  255%  151% |
$833,442 3%  200%  237% BRI
$13,281,316 554%  246%  20.0% 100.0%

To read this table: In 2015, public schools in Region 1 (New England) are expecting to complete new buildings worth $724 million. They also expect to complete
additions worth almost $236 million and renovations valued at $316 million. Total spending in Region 1 is projected at $1.277 million, with 56.7 percent of the dollars
for new buildings, the balance for additions and renovations. New England is projected to account for 9.6 percent of all school construction dollars spent in the na-

tion on schools to be completed in 2015.

Region 5, including Florida, Georgia, Alabama and Mississippi,
also completed construction worth $1.19 billion last year. This is
a region where the dollar tends to go farther, and it is also a region
of continued population growth. More than 85 percent of its dol-
lars (more than $1 billion) were spent on new schools and adding
space in existing buildings.

Region 1 (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
Rhode Island and Vermont) was the sixth region breaking the $1
billion mark in 2014. It is another essentially high-cost area, so
while the expenditures are high, the amount of school construction
actually undertaken is relatively small. Like Region 2, it spread its
dollars evenly among new schools, additions and retrofit.

Districts in Region 6 (Indiana, Michigan and Ohio) reported
$919 million in completed work, with almost half going to provide
new school buildings. School districts in Michigan and Ohio, in
particular, report annually that they are prepared to get needed
construction underway, but that funds to do important infrastruc-
ture work (and to add new space) are not available.

Region 8 (Iowa, Kansas, Missouri and Nebraska) reported
spending over $905 million on work completed in 2014. Region 8
has been increasing its educational facilities spending over the last
several years. More than 62 percent of the dollars are being used to
bring new schools on line.

School districts in Region 4 (North Carolina, South Carolina,
Kentucky and Tennessee) spent slightly more than $900 million
on construction in 2014, most of it for new schools. This is a region
that, before the recession, boasted of its political and financial
commitment to improvement of its educational program and fa-

cilities. The current political leadership of the region may not have
the same commitment.

Region 10 (Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, North Dakota,
South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming) districts doubled their con-
struction spending in 2013 from the previous year and increased
their spending again in 2014, putting almost $900 million in
place. 0il and marijuana have provided increased funds in sev-
eral states in the region. Is this being translated into improved
educational facilities?

Region 12 (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington), which in
2010 was the nation’s lowest spending region, increased its spend-
ing for a few years then dropped back in 2013 but turned things
around again in 2014, spending almost $900 million spread rather
evenly among new schools ($342 million), additions ($274 mil-
lion) and upgrades ($266 million).

Region 7 (Illinois, Minnesota and Wisconsin) increased its
spending in 2014, but at $719 million total, is the lowest sending of
the twelve designated regions. Considering the region’s population
and the educational reputation of the states, this is somewhat sur-
prising and may reflect problems related to the collection of data.
(More detail on regional spending is shown in the regional tables on
pages 30 through 32.)

WHAT'S UNDERWAY NOW?

Table 3 examines construction that school districts say they
will complete in calendar year 2015. If these projections are ac-
curate, total construction this year will fall almost $1 billion below
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5 | PROFILE OF NEW SCHOOLS COMPLETED IN 2014

National Medians $/Sq.Ft.  $/Per Student Sq.Ft./ No. of Building Size  Building Cost
' Per Student Students (Sq. Ft.)
Elementary Schools $211.55 $43,693 188.0 624 84,700 $16,269,543
Middle School $242.96 $43,635 1734 612 118,500 $26,500,000
High Schools $235.29 $49,000 180.0 1,000 173,727 $45,000,000
Low Quartile $/Sq.Ft.  $/Per Student Sq.Ft./ No. of Building Size  Building Cost
‘ Per Student Students (Sq. Ft.)
Elementary Schools $178.57 $28,902 1494 552 75,000 $12,800,000
Middle School $196.72 $35,524 1474 470 80,290 $20,000,000
High Schools $194.74 $32,126 148.2 650 120,000 $25,900,000
' High Quartile $/Sq.Ft.  $/Per Student Sq. Ft./ No. of Building Size  Building Cost
‘ Per Student Students (Sq. Ft.) :
Elementary Schools $267.50 $59,789 2045 735 103,000 $16,283,000
Middle School $270.91 $57,395 195.4 899 150,000 $39,100,000
High Schools $348.92 $66,758 2228 1,400 267,000 $80,000,000

To read this table: The national median cost per square foot for construction of an elementary school completed in 2014 was $211.55. Cost per student was $43,693 and
the median school provides 188.0 square feet per student. One quarter of all school districts (the low 25 percent) spent $178.57 per square foot or less forits elementary
school construction while ane quarter of all districts spent $267.50 per square foot or more. The median high school completed in 2014 cost $45 million and the median
middle school cost $26.5 million. (Based on data from 80 Flementary Schools; 40Middle Schools; 112 High Schools)

wrong. They tend to be low. While during elementary school in the United States designed for 624 students and encom-
the “boom years” districts seemed anxious ~ cost $211.55 per square foot to build. Me-  passes 84,700 square feet at a total cost of
to proclaim that they were building, recent  dian spending was $43,693 per pupiland  §$16,269,543. Note that in finding medians,

experience shows that now many school the median elementary school provided each variable is looked at separately, so
districts prefer to keep their construction 188 square [eet for each student. The that the school that cost $211 per square
plans under wrap until the work is fully median elementary school reported was foot is not necessarily the same one that

funded or completed. Many others protect
their information by lumping all construc-
tion together. My own reading of the data
on hand is that the projected figures are
low, and that when we report what has been
accomplished in the next few years, the

totals will be higher. et -
Ut v o g }'“‘
NEW SCHOOLS IN 2014 it ok 1 1y

Table 5 provides a profile, on a na-
tional basis, of new schools in 2014. The
figures shown in Table 5 are medians.
That means, for example, that among
elementary schools built and reported
during 2014, half of them cost $211.55 per
square foot or more, and half cost $211.55
per square foot or less. By using medians
rather than averages, we are able to mini-
mize the influence of special schools that
may be extremely expensive or inexpen-
sive, or cases where reporting is faulty.

Table 5 shows that in 2014, the median
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Median costs for elementary and
middle schools in 2014 are generally higher
than those found a year ago. One weakness
of these annual reports is that there is no
control in terms of where projects occur,
their size or their function. The figures
shown reflect that group of new schools
that were reported as completed in a given
year, in this case 2014

FINDING YOUR FIT

The median figures found in the first
section of Table 5 may be significant to
your district. (Caution: Though they are
shown as exact numbers, they are based
on estimated costs, size and students, and
should be used only as estimates.) But de-
pending on your location, your district’s

aspirations, the labor market and many
" other factors, the national median may
not apply to you.

If your district is in a high-cost area
or feels that it is a high-quality district in
terms of how it spends its money and how
it builds its buildings, you may want to
look at the high quartile numbers, at least
in terms of cost and space per student.
They show that 25 percent of new el-
ementary schools being built cost $267.50
per square foot or more. Last year,
one-quarter of the elementary schools
provided almost 205 square feet or more
per student. At the high school level, 25
percent of the districts will spend $66,758
per student or more, and one-quarter of
all the new high schools last year cost
more than $80 million, housed more than
1,400 students and encompassed at least
267,000 square feet.

The low quartile, also shown in Table 5, is
the point at which 75 percent of the reporting
schools are higher and 25 percent are lower.
Thus, 25 percent of elementary schools were
completed for $178.57 per square foot or less.
Twenty-five percent of the new elementary
schools provided fewer than 149 square feet
per student and the low quarter of all report-
ing school districts built their elementary
school for less than $13 million.

7 WHAT NEW SCHOOLS COMPLETED
IN 2014 AND 2015 WILL PROVIDE

(Percent of new schools that veported facility, by grade)

Elementary Middle/JHS High School

Classrooms 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Library 95.8% 95.4% 97.7%

Media Center 84.0% 93.6% 97.7%

Computer Lab 97.5% 98.2% 100.0%

Science Lab 16.0% 100.0% 95.5%

Music 95.8% 98.2% 94.7%

Arts/Crafts 100.0% 94.5% 93.2%

Gymnasium 93.3% 95.0% 95.5%

Multipurpose Room 12.6% 5.7% 5.3%

Stage 10.1% 25.7% 76.8%

Auditorium,/Theater 6.7% 22.9% 76.2%

Special ed/resource 96.6% 100.0% 95.5%

Fine Arts 0.8% 5.7% 17.2%

Home Arts 0.0% 2.3% 56.0%

Industrial Tech. 0.0% 0.0% 7.3%

Vacational Shops 0.0% 29% 18.2%

Photo Lab 0.0% 0.0% 0.7%

TV/Radio Studio 0.0% 0.0% 3.3%

| Offices 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Infirmary/Clinic 100.0% 95.0% 100.0%

Cafeteria 970% 92.0% 100.0%

Kitchen 100.0% 93.0% 97.7%

| Hall Lockers 13.4% 100.0% 97.7%

Technology i LANSs 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

SHppRLt Fiber Optics/Cable 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Technology Lab (digital) 0.8% 11.4% 27.3%

l Language Lab 0.0% 0.9% 11.4%

J WANSs 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

| Athletic - Locker Rooms 1.7% 86.2% 93.2%

(SUPPOTt gachers 134% 94.3% 93.2%

' Track 00% 29% 15.9%

Field House 0.0% 0.0% 6.8%

| Fitness Center 0.0% 4.7% 21.9%

Tennis 00% 0.0% 6.8%

. Pool 0.0% 0.0% 4.5%

Stadium 0.0% 0.0% 9.1%

. Athletic fields 5.0% 67.9% 75.0%

§ Playground 90.8% 29% 6.8%

ay Care/Nursery 12.6% 0.0% 0.0%
Facilities

Elevators 11.8% 17.5% 54.3%
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completed this year that include specific facilities.

There are no surprises. All have classrooms and offices.
Some kind of a nurse’s station is a regular feature. Libraries are
in all buildings, though in some they may be listed as media
centers. All buildings now provide fiber optics/cable, and local
and wide-area networking.

In elementary schools this year, 93 percent included a gym-
nasium, and 97 percent a cafeteria. Almost 13 percent list
a “multipurpose room” which once was the designation of a
dual-purpose space for lunch and exercise. That may no longer
be the case, At least some of the multi-purpose rooms now
designated appear to be additional gathering space where a
variety of activities and groupings can be scheduled outside
the gym and cafeteria.

It’s also interesting to examine what schools no longer ap-
pear to provide. Home arts (once home economics) facilities
are found in fewer than three percent of middle schools and just
over half the new high schools. Industrial arts — once a staple
of a middle school education (at least for boys) — has disap-
peared entirely from new middle schools and are in fewer than
10 percent of high schools. Fine arts facilities can be found in
only 17.2 percent of all new high schools although they may be
included with arts/crafts (in 93.2 percent).

Another interesting detail — more than half the high
schools (54 percent) have elevators, meaning they have two or
more floors. Middle and elementary schools tend to be one-
story buildings.

Table 8 details information collected on additions to
existing schools. It shows the facilities most often included by
school type in 2014.

Classrooms were the top facilities added at every school
level — not a surprise since the impetus for adding to a school
is usually the need to accommodate more students. In el-
ementary schools, gymnasiums were the second most popular
addition followed by cafeterias. Hopefully that is an indication
that buildings with multi-purpose (often considered multi-
useless) combination spaces are finally separating physical
education from eating, Although the number was not high,
it is interesting that 4.2 percent of elementary schools added
daycare facilities.

Middle schools support their new classrooms with lavato-
ries and are also adding gymnasiums (31 percent) and lockers
(28 percent). In high schools, after classrooms and offices, the
emphasis appears to be on supporting athletics (lockers in 25.7
percent of additions; bleachers and locker rooms in 21.2 percent)
and athletic fields. Performance space (stage and/or auditorium)
is another common addition.

Table 9 records the tasks most often undertaken when
schools are modernized. Overhauling electrical systems and
HVAC upgrades are a key objective at all grade levels.

9 | WHAT TASKS ARE MOST OFTEN
UNDERTAKEN WHEN SCHOOLS
ARE MODERNIZED

(Top ten by building use)

HVAC
Electric Overhaul
Plumbing
Roofing
Flooring/Carpet
Lighting
Security
Fire Alarms
ADA Upgrades
WANS/LANS/Fibre
| HVAC
Electric Overhaul
| Lighting
| Plumbing
Security
* Fire Alarms
| WANS/LANS/Fibre
Roofing
Flooring/Carpet
Windows
Electric Overhaul
HVAC
~ Lighting
Plumbing
Roofing
Flooring/Carpets
~ ADAUpgrades
Security
Fire Alarms
- WANS/LANS/Fibre

Note: Building controls, code issues and lavatory repairs were also
frequently mentioned.

DOWNLOAD THIS REPORT

| KEEPING YOU UPTO-DATE |

The 20th Annual School Construction Report is available for
download on our website at www.webSPM.com. Click on the
School Planning ¢ Management magazine link. To find the re-
port, look for the Research & Special Reports section and click
on the “20th Annual School Construction Report” link.
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and that, in turn, can affect the cost per

student if the new standards are applied GRAPH A: MEDIAN COST PER SQ. FT., 1995-2014

to a building under construction. $260
Cost in 2014 for the median high school $240

2014 MEDIAN COST PER SQ. FT.

was $49,000 per student. Middle schools $220 @521155 M$24296 4+ $235.29
came in at $43,635 per student and elemen- $200
tary schools at $43,693. All were higher $180
than was reported among the schools $160
completed a year earlier. $140
In terms of cost per student, a reporting §120

issue needs to be resolved, or at least con- $100
sidered. A new high school may be planned 580
and 800 students scheduled to enter it, so 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015

the cost is divided by 800. But in many dis- @ Elementary ® Middle . High
tricts, that school may be sized for a larger

student body some years ahead, perhaps
as many as 1,600. In that case, the cost per
student really ought to be divided by 1,600, GRAPH B: MEDIAN COST PER STUDENT, 1995-2014
cutting the apparent cost in half.
In another common situation, the support $50,000

facilities (gyms, library, science labs, etc.) $45,000
are sized for a larger student body but there
are enough classrooms only for the entering $40,000
cohort. When the school population grows, $35,000
classrooms will be added. That provides a
different cost per student. Statistics can take 530,000
one only so far. Each individual must apply $25,000
the numbers to her own situation,
Graph C shows the amount of space B0
each school type is allocating per student. $15,000
This is an area where schools can control $10,000
costs. Compared to 1995, elementary 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015
schools reporting this year providing about @® Elementary ® Middle . High

80 square feet more for each pupil. In that
same period, high schools have provided
about 30 additional square feet for each
student. Middle schools added an extra 45 GRAPH G- MEDIAN SQ. FT. PER STUDENT, 1995-2014
square feet over the last 19 years. Of course

the same questions as raised concerning
cost per student pertain. Was the building
planned for the number of students enter-

260 2014 MEDIAN SQ. FT. PER STUDENT

240 @518800 MS17340 4 $180.00

ing or for the ultimate number expected in 220
later years? Either way, it is apparent that 200
new schools today provide more space than 180
schools constructed 20 years ago. 160
: = 7 140
»» This Construction Report and the accompanying
tables, etc., were compiled by Paul Abramson, 120
education industry consultant for School Planning 100
& Management magazine and the president 80
of Stanton Leggett & Associates, an education 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015

consulting firm based in Mamaroneck, N.Y. @® Elementary ® Middle . High
He can be reached at intefled@aol.com.»>
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REGION 3 MEDIANS NEW SCHOOLS  (DC, DE, MD, VA, WV)

Elementary Middle High  Themedian elementary school in
$/5a. ft. $236.67 $198.07 $224.47  Region ; i el
foot or $59,102 700
/student $6,102 $46,879 SBRITE s erssmodated Te
Sq. ft./student 2526 233.7 200.0 median high school with 1,345
Students 700 450 1345 students was 300,000 square foot
: v d cost $80 million and provided
Size (sq. ft) 79,500 92,500 00000 - S e foctntt Aoctt,
Total cost (S000) $25,000 $21,450 $80,000

REGION 4 MEDIANS NEW SCHOOLS  (KY, NC, SC, IN)

Elementary Middle High  Themedian elementary school in
S/sq. ft. $191.56 $248.75 $143.04 Region 4 cost $191.56 per square 4
foot or $28,329 fc h of 650

%/student $28,329 $36,722 SPHBEEY  snpctonts The mesdion micide L——) ’
Sq. ft./student 136.0 1485 1423 school houses 850 students in ' ; 3
Students 650 850 1025 126,000 square feet. The region’s L = Fum

< di high school h d
Size (sq. ft.) 79,500 126,000 00 o o i . )
Total cost (5000) $14,500 $31,550 $24,615

REGION 5 MEDIANS NEW SCHOOLS (AL, FL, GA, MS)

Elementary Middle High  The median elementary schoolin
S/SCI. ft. $133.33 $194.17 $200.00 Region 5 cost $133.33 per square
$/student $25,263 $35,524 O oo o om s
Sq. ft./student 182.2 1727 162.2 cost $50 million and encompassed o
Students 750 586 T{00j 160,000 square foot.
Size (sq. ft.) 90,000 103,000 160,000
Total cost (5000)  $12,000 $22,000 $50,000

REGION 6 MEDIANS NEW SCHOOLS  (IN, 0, M1)

B e —————————————————————————————

Elementary Middle High  Themedian elementary school in

S/sq. ft. 3199.08 $246.43 $318.21 Region 6 cost $199.08 per square
foot or $28,369 f; h of the 587
$/student $28,369 $42,944 BB  coucerme The medlin middieand
Sq. ft./student 136.0 1716 1529 high schools cost far more per
Students 587 575 875 square foot and per student and
i i bl

Size (sq. ) 72,734 92,364 BRSO
Total cost (5000) ~ $142,500 $29,675 $34,250

REGION 7 MEDIANS NEW SCHOOLS (1L, MN, Wi)

Elementary Middle High  Themedian elementary schoolin ;

$/5q. ft. $180.22 $221.82 $232.68 HEQionS?‘ cost 5}80.22 perfsquale r" “{
foot or $45,655 for each of 675 e

S/ ‘student 545'655 $45,951 339-286 students. The median high school ' s, )

Sa. ft./student 253.3 207.2 1980  cost $35million and houses 1,000 L-ah ;

Students 675 531 1,000 students, providing 198 square foot

Size (sq. t) 85,884 110,000 BEOOG o

Total cost (S000) $15,850 $25,000 $35,000
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Spring Hill, TN 37174
Phone 931-486-2252 Ext, 211
Fax: 931-486-3596

City of Spring Hill
199 Town Center Parkway
P.O. Box 789

Cit
SPR IN
T E N

. Grading gg;mj; Application
All work approved under this permit shall be completed in compliance with the provisions of
Article IV of the City of Spring Hill Subdivision Regulations, The Storm Water Management Policy, and
any other applicable rules, procedures of ordinances.

>f

0

b4

20

HILL
S 8 E E

809

-

Application Date: //- 28'/7 MIDDLE ScpooL
PIOPEIY |y uner AR ooty Pl et 363964403
Contractor. | property Owner Address: S81 WEST GTH STREET
Information '

: City/state: CocvmBld TN zip;._ 3940/
Contractor (it LosSTRUCTORS Contact #:_((ul5) 2071757
Contractor Address: 425~ Downs BLvp
City/state: ARANKLIN TN Zip: 3795‘/
Property Address/ Location: I45( pAHLON MOORE Resbd

City/State:‘ﬂe’MG’{ﬂ.L TN county:
Onsite Contact Name: £JHIE (ARRDL.  Contact #:
Person Responsible for Erosion Control: £

Total area( acres or square feet): /28, ZL éﬁé
Area to be Disturbed (acres or square feet):

Schedule of Work( start & estimated completion dates): 2@52 /2917 gm ﬂ‘zﬁ

1. | agree that | will comply with all ordinances, laws and City of Spring Hill policies regulating
grading, land disturbances, erosion/sedimentation control and storm water management.

2. lagree to allow access to said activities for inspection by the City of Spring Hill personnel.

3. All erosion/sedimentation control measures will be installed pre SWPPP plan before land
disturbance activities begin and will be properly maintained throughout the grading/land
disturbing activities. | further agree to6 and any additional erosion/ sedimentation control
measures as requested by the City of Spring Hill.

4, |agree that | will be responsible for any damage to any utilities, public right-of-ways and City
Streets caused by this work.

Total Cost for ALL grade work and infrastructure to be installed Z ! / MmyeLiloN

4 'Z:Jg&“’ 12377 QO Bacsl 1o

Applicant Signature Date City Staff Signature Date




City of Spring Hill

199 Town Center Parkway

P.O. Box 789

Spring Hill, TN 37174
Phone 931-486-2252 Ext, 211
Fax: 931-486-3596

City of
SPRING HILL
T EN N E S 5 E E

ast. 1809

Grading Permit Application

All work approved under this permit shall be completed in compliance with the provisions of
Article IV of the City of Spring Hill Subdivision Regulations, The Storm Water Management Policy, and
any other applicable rules, procedures of ordinances. :

Application Date: //-28~/7

ELBENTARY ScHpo

Property
Owner and
Contractor
Information

22 3/
Property Owner: ngg‘cag#: _j&l 358-8403
Property Owner Address: Jo! wiEsT 87H éﬂﬁ?

L A :
i Zip; % 38400 \

City/State: SREReGgbet/ TN

Contractor:cujk@gﬁzm_ Contact#: ()

Contractor Address: 225- QWPé &Vb

City/State: MN/ I~ Zip: 3 70(4?‘

Property Address/ Location: 345y MartoN MooRE koAl

City/State:MLL/ N County: MUE Y zip: 37 W
Onsite Contact Name: £ieayfs CARKoL.  Contact #:_((IS) $p5-202.3
CLIDE LavrtBRRTNER

Person Responsible for Erosion Control: (4

Total area( acres or square feet): /20,72 - A¢ LES

Area to be Disturbed (acres or square feet): 49 ACLES

Schedule of Work{ start & estimated completion dates):SZREI #/~29-/7_£nlb g- 7% _

-l

1. |agree that | will comply with all ordinances, laws and City of Spring Hill policies regulating

grading, land disturbances, erosion/sedimentation control and storm water management.

| agree to allow access to said activitles for inspection by the City of Spring Hill personnel.
All erosion/sedimentation control measures will be installed pre SWPPP plan before land
disturbance activities begin and will be properly maintained throughout the grading/land
disturbing activities. | further agree to and any additional erosion/ sedimentation control
measures as requested by the City of Spring Hill,

4, 1agree that | will be responsible for any damage to any utilities, public right-of-ways and City

Streets caused by this work.

Total Cost for ALL grade work and infrastructure to be installed_ &/ 7 MiLLitoN

L///Z\ ﬁc_h— .

Applicant Signature Date

CO AN dncrala 11-30-17

City Staff Sighature Date



City of Spring Hill

Spring Hill, TN 37174

199 Town Center Parkway Phone 931-486-2252 Ext. 211
P.O. Box 789 Fax: 931-486-3596
City of "y . +
SPRING HILL Pe,nm\s@spmij nofy
TENMNTE S S E E
ast, 1809
E !. !. g E! ti g .! JSO.."")
Property
Subdivision:___®l& Lot# _ w\e
County:_ YW\ pugy House Plan: (Name or )
Property
Owner |Name: Mauey Gureiry Rawmaie  Siwcors
Addess:_Sen sleery B™ <ymeey
City/State:_ Covumews [ -w Zip Code:__Zpso)
Phone:_q=\-299-%2Ww® Email:_w~\a Cocraer: Dave Wons
Contract
or TN License#
(License & '
insurance | Name:_fhwie  Paeisveumgoes ue
Required
forlobs |Address:_Urs PDegels Bwp
$25,000
and above) | City/State:_ Frpemasel | vol Zip Code:__Triaa)
Phone: IS -221,- T000 _Email:_#, PWELSS @ Owwu Mendryeuyeees, SowA,

Neove PreLes @ LIS -D1-11KQ tsas

1e)uefrz

ApplicantSignature Date City Staff Signature Date



ost, 1809

Wik /A////L/ Glemitry [ MdNa

Sl

(Project Name)

has met the requirements of installing a silt fence and a construction entrance. A grading

permit may now issued.

L()‘“\Mm /%V@ww\/’ I

City@js'prlng Hill Inspector

128,17

Date

199 Town Center Parkway
P.O. Box 789
Spring HIIl, TN 37174

Phone 931.486,1265
Fax 931.486.1268
www.springhllitn.org



RESOLUTION 08-38

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE WAIVER OF ALL
BUILDING PERMIT AND RELATED FEES FOR A PROPOSED
NEW MIDDLE SCHOOL AND HIGH SCHOOL FOR WILLIAMSON
COUNTY ON BUCKNER LANE AND TWIN LAKES DRIVE

WHEREAS, the Williamson County Board of Education is proposing
to build a new middle school and a new high school on property located on
Buckner Lane and Twin Lakes Drive; and

WHEREAS, Williamson County has reque
and Aldermen to waive all Building permit and rel
and

d the Board of Mayor
d fees for the project;

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT Board of Mayor
and Aldermen of the City of Sp ennessee, that any and all
building permit fees related to the co on of a new middle school and

high school on Buckner Lang akes Drive, Williamson County,
are hereby waived.

d of Mayor and Aldermen of the
20™ day of October, 2008.

%%anny M. Leverette, Mayor

Passed and a
City of Spring

ATTEST:

[ it Do

April@oad, City Recorder

LEGAL FORM APPROVED:

//ﬁm

{WUnderm, City Attorney



CITY OF SPRING HILL

October 24, 2008

Mr. Kevin Fortney
Director of Facilities and Construction
Williamson County School System

Mr, Fortney:

This letter is in reference to your request toV ees for the construction of the
middle school and high school to be kner Lane in the City of Spring Hill.

There was a resolution passed b {ayorvand Aldermen on October 20, 2008
to allow all fees to be waived. @ Ifees would be $315,686.00 for the
middle school and approx £00,000,0Q80r the high school.

I would like to th illiamson County Commissioners for providing this
city with quality sc i@8ens of this area.

Sincerely,

Danny Leverette, Mayor
City of Spring Hill

199 TOWN CENTER PARKWAY e PO.BOX 789 e SPRING HILL, TENNESSEE 37174
PHONE (931) 486-2252 ® INASHVILLE LINE (615) 248-6307 e FAX (931) 486-0516



Zimbra: psweeney@springhillin.org Page 1 of 1

Zimbra Collaboration Suite psweeney@springhilltn.org

Fees Williamson county schools
1 Messages

Fees Williamson county schools Wednesday, October 22, 2008 12:10:29 PM

From: dleverette@springhilltn.org

To: Eliot.Mitchell@gxs.com; mdinwiddie@charter.net; gallardosé@aol.com; bhulljr@bellsouth.net;
craines0206@charter.net; AldermanGraham@gmail.com; jonathan.duda@charter.net;
mbjohnson54@bellsouth.net

Cc: kweaver@springhilltn.org; fwhite@springhilltn.org

The below are the estimated fees waived for the two new Williamson county schools.

New Williamson County Middle School approx. fees - $315,686
New Williamson County High School approx. fees - $400,000.00

Danny M.Leverette
Mayor

City of Spring Hill

Off. 931-486-225 ext. 216
Cell 931-384-0500
www.springhilltn.org

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Patty Sweeney" <psweeney (@
To: "Ken Weaver" <kweav ingf

Sent: Wednesday, Octo
Subject: High School -

Ferrell has made some phon has obtained some very rough estimates of the permit cost.
The rough estimate for the high school is $400,000.00.

http://mail.springhilltn.org/zimbra/ 10/22/2008



RESOLUTION 09-53

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE WAIVER OF ALL
BUILDING PERMIT AND RELATED FEES FOR A PROPOSED
NEW WILLIAMSON COUNTY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL OFF

HURT ROAD

WHEREAS, the Williamson County Board of Education is proposing
to build a new elementary school on property located off Hurt Road; and

WHEREAS, Williamson County has requeged the Board of Mayor
and Aldermen to waive all Building permit and refited fees for the project;
and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT
and Aldermen of the City of Spri

building permit fees related to the n of a new elementary school
off Hurt Road, Williamson County, & y waived.

Passed and adopte, : Mayor and Aldermen of the
City of Spring Hill, Tennk 0" day of July, 2009,

“Midhael Dinwiddie, Mayor

ApTil Goad, City Recorder

LEGAL FORM APPROVED:
L //_J,.:.W,.L-;_n_\\
C/T JW

-irr/if),éfly P, Uﬁ_d_érwood, City Attorney

£



ESTIMATED PERMITTING COST FOR

WILLIAMSON COUNTY
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
6” Sewer Tap $1,300.00
8” Fire Line $11,745.00
4” Domestic Water $7,634.00
63 Baths $3,150.00

Construction Cost $75,01
(815,000.000.00 x $5.00
Plus $10.00)

Impact Fee
(118,000 SF x $.50 plus $50(

Waste Water Table
(900 students x 3 lons
X $4.25)



