RESOLUTION 15-302

TO APPROVE LAND ACQUISITION PURCHASE FOR TRACT 247
OF THE DUPLEX ROAD WIDENING PROJECT

WHEREAS, the City of Spring Hill is in the process of widening Duplex Road,
and

WHEREAS, in order to complete the project, the City must acquire land in the
form of right of way and easements from property owners along Duplex Road; and

WHEREAS, the city is working with Tennessee Department of Transportation on
this project, known as State Project Number 60LPLM-F2-019 and Federal Project
Number STP-M-247(9); and

WHEREAS, the cost of the acquisition will be $8,175.00 to the tract owner (Juan
L. Garcia & Evangelina Silva-Ramos) and $500.00 to the closing agent (Southeast Title
of Tennessee, Inc.) for closing costs; and

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Spring Hill, Board of
Mayor and Aldermen authorizes a total land acquisition purchase in the amount of
$8,675.00, to Southeast Title of Tennessee, Inc., 40 Middleton Street, Nashville, TN
37210 for Tract number 247 of the Duplex Road widening project.

Passed and adopted this gh day of September, 2015.
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RickGrahan, ayor

ATTEST:

[Leie Deod

Ap\'ﬂ Qoad, City Recorder

LEGAL FORM APPROVED:
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Patrick Carter, City Atforney






















TDOT R-O-W Acq. Rev. 1.0 (56/2/2014)

Section (G) Review Comments

“Before” & “After” Valuation (include Comments for “NO” Responses to Questions 1 -7 & “YES”
Response to Question 8).

) Are the conclusions of highest and best use (before & after) reasonable and adequately supported?

Conclusions of highest and best use in the before and after situations app:
reasonable and adequately supported. FPA - Assignment.

(2) Are the valuation methodologies (before & after) appropriate?
Valuation methodologies used by the appraiser in the before and after situations
are adequate. FPA - Assignment.

(3) Are the data employed relevant & adequate to the (before & after) appraisal problems?

Data employed by the appraiser appears to be relevant and adequate to the
before and after situations appraisal problem. FPA - Assignment.

(4) Are the valuation techniques (before & after) appropriate and property applied?

The valuation techniques in the before and after situations were adequate.
FPA - Assignment.

(5) Are the analyses, opinions, and conclusions (before & after) appropriate and reasonable?

Analyses, opinions and conclusions in the before and after situations
appear appropriate. FPA - Assignment.

(6) Is the report sufficiently complete to allow proper review, and is the scope of the appraisal assignment broad
iough to allow the appraiser to fully consider the property and proposed acquisitions?

The submitted FPA report is sufficiently complete to allow proper review.
The scope of this assignment is broad enough to allow the appraiser to fully
consider the property as appraised and the proposed acquisition.

Is the appraisal report under review generally compliant with USPAP, the Uniform Act, and TDOT's
Guidelines for Appraisers?

The submitted appraisal report appears to be generally com) ant with
USPAP, the Uniform Act, and TDOT’s Guidelines for Appraisers. ease
note this was an FPA - Assignment.

(8) Do the general and special “Limiting Conditions and Assumptions” outlined in the a| raisal report limit the
valuation to the extent that the report cannot be relied on for the stated use?

The general and special “Contingent and Limiting Conditions” in the

submitted appraisal report do not limit the appraiser’s valuation of the
subject property. FPA - Assignment.
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