
THE MEETING 

KIMBALL M U N I C I P A L  P L A N N I N G  COMMISSION 
M I N U T E S  

JAfJ[BRY 25, ILRi 

&LED TO ORDER BY CHAIRMAN JACK KEEF. TRE ROLL CALL WAS 

PRESW WEREl BRIAN BRADFORD, DAVID JACKSON, STANLEY I CHAIJUAN JACK KEEF- THE 

MINVIPES O F  PReVIOUS MEETING WERE READ, DAVID JACRSON MADE THE POJXON T W T  THEY BE 

ACCEPTED AS READ. T H I S  MWION W X  SECONDED BY BRIAN BRADFORD, 

NO ONE WAS PRESENT HAVING BUSINESS aEFORE TEE COMMISSION- 

OLD BUSINESS 

 ION w MADE BY DAVID JACRSON TO ASK THE c I n  ~ A R D  TO REPEAL ORDINANCE 56, GIVING 

' I TE  AUICH(XIITY OVER SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS TO MARION COUN'IY. HAVING T H I S  ORDINACE REPEALLED 

WULD GIVE THE AUTHORITY BACK TO THE KIMBAL.L PLANNING COMMISSION. T H I S  MOTION WAS 

SECONDJ3D BY KaUNETA STANLEY, KeVIN CRWNWALT J3XE'LAINED NED TIMING OF A 30 DAY NOTICE AND 

7 OF PUBLIC NOTICE r ALONG WITH A PUBLIC HEARING. ALL VOTED AYE. 

NEW BUSINESS 

MOTION W A S  MADE BY DAVID JAQRSON AND SMIOM)ED BY KESNYJ3 STANLEY TD APPROVE THE ORION 

DISTRIBVTION SITE PLAN REVIEW. ALL VOTED AYE, 

KEVIN DISCUSSED THE DEANNEXATION REPORT. NO ACTION WAS TAKEN AT T H I S  TIME. THE NJXP 

PLANNING COrPlISSION WAS SET FOR FEBRUARY 291 1996, 

WITH NO FURTHER BUSINNESS 'JXI DISCUSS, MOTION W S  MADE TO AWOURN BY BRIAN BRADFORD AND 

SECONDED BY DAVID JACKSON. 





10. State law requires that, whomever or private individuirl) builds'new roads in the town, 
the right-of-way must be platted and the road must follow the subdivision regulation process 
ancl be ayysoved by the planning co~lmissioa 

Teiwessee Code Anncrt ated 

13-4-1.O4. Submission of proposed cunstructions to cnmmission-Approval-Failure to 
approve, overruling. Wl~enever the [plannina co~runission shall have adopted the plan of the . s municipality or any part thereof, then aud thenceforth m e e t .  uaj& or alt&Lpublic wa= 

a e o f  s u v e  b-mitted to a n d . a o n u b  - y A . .  . . 
I .  

-; provided that in case of disapproval, the co~mnission shall. 
communicate its re$sons to the chjef legislative body of the municipality and such legislative 
body by a vote of a majority of i t s  membership, shall have the power to overrule such 
disapproval and, upon such overruling, such legislative body shall have the power to proceed; 
provided, however, that if the public way, ground, place, space, building, structure or utility be 
one the authorization or financing of which does not, under the law governing h e  sux, fall 
within the province uf such legislative body, then the submission to the plmling commission 
shall be by the state, county, dishkt, municipal or other board or official having such 
jurisdiction, and the plmning cormussiun's disapproval may be ovenrled by such board by ir . + e oc majority vote of its membership, or by such official. narrow&. r I afinu. 

' % i "  . c ~ i a ~ t h e .  -1e or 1- of arw str~et or p- 
ertv or st-ce shall be 

m, and the failure no approve 1~m.y be similarly overruled. The faUure of the comnission 
to act within thirty (30) days from and after the date of official submission to it shall bc deemed 
approval, unless a longcr periud be gmnted by such chief legislative body or other submitting 
board or official. [Acts 1935, ch. 34, 57; C Supp. 19511, ~3493.7; T.C.A. (orig. ed.) 513-507.) 

13-4-307, Acceptance of and improvements uf unapproved streets. From and after the time 
when the platting jurisdiction of any municipal planning conmission shall have attached as 
provided in 5 1 3 - 4 - 3 0 2 , o  anv # , 

ze w w  . < 

ulll- 

-, provided, that the chief legislative body of  the mulicipdity may locate and 
con~truct or may accept any other skeet, provided the ordinance or other measure for a 

or . 
i ts ;wurnval, and, if disapproved by UIG coi~mission, be passed by a majority 

of the entire membership of the legislative body; and a street, appxovcd by the planning 
co~lmlissiun upon such subnlissicrn or constructed or accepted by such majority' vote after 
disapproval by the commission. shall have the status nf an approved street as fully as though it 



has been oorigiually shown on a subdivision plat approved by the commission or on a plat made 
and adopted by the commission. [Acts 1935, ch. 45, ~ 6 ;  C. Supp. 1950, 63407.15; T.C,A. (orig. 
ed.), 5 13-607.1 

I realize it appears that I have gone to extremes in t h i s  mernurmdum when one considers that only 
a small portion of right-of-way is involved Howevw, the problem cited and thc issues raised in 
this question goes to a deeper golicv h s ~  for the town. I expect that Executive Drive is not the 
on1 y place in town where rhis type of problem exists. , 

It appears that the town lacks an official street adoption policy, which is closely link& with the 
subdivision review that the comrnissiun conducts, The expense of constructing 
subdivision loads rests solely -kith the developer and of that cosi is part of the town's 
responsibility. Furthern~ore, approval of u final subdivisiou plat by the plannilg commission does 
not constitute automatic acceptance of that road into the public street system. The Buwd of 
Mayor and Aldermen must take its own separate official action to briny tha road into the sysiern. 
This acceptance should ody occur &gg the road is built to the subdivision regulation standards 
(and inspected as proof) and approved by the plmning commission through the subdivisjv~l 
regulation process. 

cc: Kirnbdl Bauci of Mayor and Aldermen (via fax - 43-96) 
Billy Gouger, Town Attorney (via fau - 4-3-96) 
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