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SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES STUDY 
NASHVILE TO MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

SCOPING MEETING SUMMARY 
JULY 12, 13, 14, 2004 

 
I. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), a series of scoping meetings 
were held in July 2004.  The series included three public meetings, held on July 12, 13 
and 14th, and one agency scoping meeting, which was held in Nashville on July 14, 
2004.  The materials in this report document the outreach conducted prior to the 
meetings and the four meetings.   
 
II. PRE-MEETING ACTIVITIES 
 
Regarding the three public meetings, the public outreach, communications and 
attendance generation activities prior to the scoping meetings were numerous and 
comprehensive. The specific activities included: 
 

• Development and production of all background and meeting support materials. 
• Placement of required newspaper notification classified ads as well as special 

display ads in major newspapers and Hispanic language newspapers in the 
study corridor. 

• Coordination and briefing of communications specialists for each city and county 
in the study corridor. 

• Distribution of meeting announcement flyers in high traffic locations throughout 
the study corridor. 

• Outreach and communications regarding the scoping meetings with all ADA, 
African-American and Hispanic organizations. 

• Briefing meetings with key media to provide background and answer questions. 
• Distribution of press releases, media alerts and direct contact with key media to 

generate additional coverage. 
 
The legal and other advertisements, press release and flyers are in Appendix A-1.  
Resulting news stories are in Appendix A-2. 
 
On June 23, 2004, the Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) mailed 
an agency scoping meeting invitation and scoping information package to 112 local, 
state and federal governmental offices, and elected officials.  The list is included as 
Exhibit B.  The package (attached as Exhibit C-1 and C-2) contained the invitation, 
project summary and project area map.  The invitation (Exhibit C-1) explained that if 
invitees were unable to attend the July 14 meeting held at 1:30 at the Nashville 
Downtown Library, they could attend any of three other scheduled public meetings.  The 
sign-in sheets of the meetings in Smyrna (July 12) and Murfreesboro (July 13) indicate 
that some of the invitees chose to attend the public meetings. 
 
 
III. MEETING HAND-OUTS 
 
Handouts at the meetings included the following: 
 

1. Project Summary that included project study area map (See Exhibit C-2). 
2. Comment Form (See completed form in Exhibit G.) 
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IV. SCOPING MEETING FORMAT 
 
The meetings were “open-house” style,” which made it easy for citizens or agency 
representatives to come and go at any time during the session.  Large printed boards 
illustrating the draft goals and objectives, different types of transit technologies and the 
study area map were placed throughout the meeting locations.  Visitors could view the 
boards between presentations and have one-on-one discussions with MPO and 
Consultant staff.  A PowerPoint presentation, given by MPO and Consultant staff, was 
repeated at regular intervals and attendees were invited to ask questions during the 
presentations.  An open question-and-answer (Q&A) session followed each 
presentation.  A copy of the PowerPoint presentation text is included as Exhibit D. 
 
V. AGENCY SCOPING MEETING 
 
Nineteen people attended the agency scoping meeting and represented local 
governments within and outside the study area, elected officials (Senator Harper’s and 
Congressman Cooper’s offices), state government (TDEC and TDOT) and two federal 
agencies were represented (U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service [USFWS] and National Park 
Service-Stone’s River National Battlefield [NPS]).  The sign in sheets are attached as 
Exhibit E.  The PowerPoint presentation was given once. 
 
The following issues/questions were posed by attendees (answers are in italics). 
 

• Has the MPO had contact yet with CSX? (Jacksonville CSX is the likely point of 
contact) 
Yes, the MPO is initiating contact with CSX. 

• Relax and Ride: 90 minutes end to end – The trip takes 90 minutes end to end – 
regardless of whether I-24 or Murfreesboro Road is traveled. 125 people per day 
ride Relax and Ride.  It is important to get input on the transportation/transit 
needs of the riders. 

• CSX goes through Stones River National Battlefield. 
Very good to know this.  This will be considered in the environmental screening 
and alternatives development. 

• East corridor – rail ownership?  
TDOT funded, agreement with rail owner/Regional Transportation Authority 
(RTA) 

• Concern with rail going forward in other corridors 
Rail was selected for the east corridor, between Nashville and Lebanon.  It is 
unknown if rail will be the technology chosen for the other four “spokes.”  This 
Fall, the MPO anticipates that a study of the transportation options for the 
northeast corridor will begin. 

• Need to look at on a regional perspective. 
The regional perspective will be considered in development of the alternatives. 

• What will happen in CBD – local bus service connections? 
It is acknowledged that riders will need transportation from the terminus of the 
transit system in downtown Nashville to their places of employment or other 
destinations.  This will be considered in the transit alternatives study.   

• Consider reverse commute. 
Yes, reverse commute is an important market and will be considered in 
alternatives development.  Reverse commute markets include the commute from 
Nashville to Murfreesboro for MTSU students, or from Nashville to corridor 
employment locations outside Davidson County.  
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• Coordinate with other high speed rail efforts North and South of the study 
corridor, such as Chattanooga to Atlanta. 
This is generally outside the scope of this study, however, the study will likely 
identify such plans and include coordination with them as part of the study 
recommendations. 

• TDOT – need to look at planned Harding Place Airport connector, which TDOT 
has planned 
The Team will examine such plans in the development and analysis of 
alternatives. 

• Connection from East and Southeast spokes to Airport difficult – which is more 
feasible? 
The answer to that question at this point of the study is unknown.  The East 
Corridor was a separate study and we will need to determine how and whether 
this point was addressed in that study.  Whether and how the southeast corridor 
transit can connect to the airport will be addressed in this transit alternatives 
study. 

• Will the study look at just commuter service? 
No, other transportation needs such as transportation to sports events, medical 
centers, shopping, and other travel purposes will also be considered. 

• Interchange City – employees schedules need to be looked at 
The study team received comments at the public meeting regarding the possible 
need for transit to serve Interchange City.  We will examine this in the transit 
alternatives study. 

• MTSU – need frequency to serve students, faculty and staff mid-day, evenings 
and at peak travel times  
This comment is acknowledged and will be addressed in the transit alternatives 
study. 

• Contact Murfreesboro Housing Authority 
We will contact the housing authority as part of our stakeholder involvement 
process. 

• When will Team coordinate with NPS? 
We will contact NPS during the alternatives analysis phase during environmental 
screening and will include the NPS in the database for future meeting notices. 

• USFWS – Threatened and Endangered Species (T&E) – 3-4 T&E plants along 
rail line. 
Comment noted.  We will coordinate with USFWS during environmental 
screening to determine the location of these species. 

 
One comment form was received (Exhibit F).  The comment came from Stuart Johnson 
of Stone’s River National Battlefield.  He stated that he supports transit if it can give 
visitors easy access to the battlefield.  The railroad goes through the Battlefield and he is 
concerned about potential adverse impacts.   
 
VI. PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 
 
The public scoping meetings and attendees who chose to sign in are as follows: 
 
July 12, 4:00–7:00 p.m. Smyrna City Centre 34 attendees (includes 5 staff) 
July 13, 4:00–7:00 p.m. Rutherford County Courthouse 32 attendees (includes 7staff) 
July 14, 11:00–1:00 p.m. Nashville Downtown Library 22 attendees (includes 4 staff) 
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A summary of each meeting is below.  The sign in sheets are included as Exhibit G and 
the summary of comment forms received from the public and a copy of each form is 
included as Exhibit H. 

 
SMYRNA, JULY 12, 2004 

Among the 34 meeting attendees were representatives of the town of Smyrna (including 
Mayor Spivey), State Representative John Hood, and representatives from State 
Senator Larry Trail’s office and US Congressman Bart Gordon’s office.  Reporters from 
the Tennessean and the Daily News Journal and WTVF TV were also present.  The 
presentation and Q&A session were repeated three times.  Attendees had the following 
comments/questions: 
 

• Consider toll road. 
• Consider improving entrances/exits on I-24. 
• Traffic – out of control! More roads not needed. Improve in existing I-24 Right-of-

Way. Build Park-and-Ride – cities/counties responsibility. 
• Against sharing track with freight trains. 
• Does not want to ride bus. 
• What does “combination” of transit modes mean? 
• Reliable – FAST – Routine (frequency) – High Priorities. 
• Lack Right-of-way in town for transit system. 
• Location of stations important – (at end points, too!). 
• Need airport area stops. 
• How to measure approval/select alternative?  
• Who operates systems in other cities? 
• Connection to Lebanon System? 
• Downtown stop – should be in CBD/Riverfront Park? 
• Transportation to sports events—consider transit. 
• Coordination with RTA?  TDOT? 
• Have discussions been held with CSX?  CSX – what do they think about “us” 

using their rail line? 
• Construction sequencing?  All at once or phased? 
• Does CSX actually own Right-of-Way? 
• Consider looking at Gateway project in Murfreesboro.  The development has 

mixed-use, compact development—similar to transit oriented development. 
• Safety – which mode is most safe? 
• Funding  – how is it split? 
• Will this be in TDOT’s 25-year plan? 
• Frequency important! Schedule—needs to accommodate work schedules. 
• Consider Urban Growth Plan/boundaries. 
• Commuter rail – will we look at other cities that use CSX lines? 
• Need local bus service in Smyrna, LaVergne, Murfreesboro, Rutherford County. 
• RTA Relax and Ride – not enough trips; not early/late enough, no service for 

early/late transfers. 
• Need improvements now. 
• Airport – Downtown connection needed (for visitors/employees). 
• East corridor—will it have connections to the airport? 
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MURFREESBORO, JULY 13, 2004 

 
Among the 32 meeting attendees were representatives of Rutherford County (including 
Mayor Allen), a representative from the City (Traffic Director Dana Richardson), State 
Representatives Kent Coleman and Larry Trail and John Hood, and a representative 
from Middle Tennessee State University.  Reporters from the Daily News Journal and 
WKRN TV were also present.  The presentation and Q&A session were given twice.  
Attendees had the following comments/questions: 
 

• Consider extension to Tullahoma (42 miles) – commute to Nashville. 
• Local bus service in Murfreesboro – impact on assumptions for this project? 
• Nashville Downtown – consider how to access area destinations (children’s 

theatre, etc.) once transit terminates in Nashville. 
• Nashville Airport – should be part of study – mistake not to access by shuttle, etc. 
• MTSU bus system – should connect to rapid transit system. 
• Electrified Trolley – environmentally cleaner mode is preferred. 
• Rutherford County part of early environmental alternatives compact, consider this 

in NEPA EIS. 
• Travel time is critical for system to be viable and to compete with auto use. 
• Are transit systems self-sufficient? 
• What are alignment alternatives other than CSX rail line? 
• Cost estimates/comparisons for various modes:  BRT, Commuter Rail, etc. 
• Attractive service – must be clean and safe. 
• How is decision made re: locally preferred alternative (LPA)? 
• What is projected traffic growth on I-24 and other roads?  How does this impact 

transit travel time? 
• Sitting in gridlock is the better alternative to taking a bus. 
• How are systems funded? 
• Downtown Nashville – attractions (stadiums) would draw people onto transit 

system. 
• Commuter trains – best alternative. – cost of transit fare less than gas – more 

efficient – high capacity (rail cars) – travel time faster on rail. 
• Look at Gateway Development for transit friendliness– mixed use project in 

Murfreesboro. 
• BRT – What is the travel time and speed? 
• How can communities change their development patterns around rail/BRT 

stations? 
• Have a downtown Nashville terminal near Titans stadium – buses/shuttles 

provide access to downtown locations. 
• Bike-friendly systems are important. 
• Safe and secure system is important. 
• Travel transit time must be competitive to auto. 
• Access to destinations at end points is critical. 
• Ramp metering – bus (BRT) priority access. 
• What does ridership need to be to justify BRT and other alternatives (e.g. cost-

benefit ratio)? 
• Projections show that TDOT can’t build enough lanes to reduce congestion. 
• MTSU – students come from Nashville – create congestion and parking 

problems, reverse commute for these students. 
• What are the costs of technology alternatives – capital and operating? 
• Service periods of commuter train systems – other than peak hours? 
• Give examples of cost effective LRT and commuter rail systems 
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• How will system be funded? 
• Discuss road funding vs. transit funding – Federal funding levels – state and local 

funding levels. 
• What are local funding options for transit? 
• Are roads subsidized? 
• What type of improvements are required on the CSX rail corridor to make 

compatible with commuter rail? 
• Does high capacity transit reduce congestion; or what are the benefits of high 

capacity transit? 
• Can transit technologies grow with population and density growth? 
• Can HOV lanes be replaced by rail options? 

 
NASHVILLE, JULY 14, 2004 

Among the 22 meeting attendees were representatives of the Regional Transportation 
Authority, the Nashville Area MPO, the Greater Nashville Regional Council and the 
Board of the Metropolitan Transit Authority.  The meeting consisted of a PowerPoint 
Presentation given by MPO and Consultant staff, open questions during the presentation 
and a Q&A session following the presentation.  The presentation and Q&A session were 
given twice.  Attendees had the following comments/questions: 
 

• Do not widen highway. 
• Special lanes on highway for transit would be acceptable. 
• Supports mass transit. 
• What will a trip look like? (Murfreesboro to Green Hills) 
• Studies show people don’t like to use multiple forms of transit 
• How to change peoples minds – cars to transit. 
• Nashville far behind in transit. 
• Street layout produces chaos for transit. 
• Five spokes too ambitious (due to population density)? 
• Consider transit service to sports and other downtown special events. 
• Why commuter – why not improve intercity transit? 
• Who is coordinating system planning? 
• Choose mode separate from congested roads. 
• System needed for disabled. 
• What are the incentives to use transit besides time savings? 
• East spoke – how far along is it? 
• Will CSX be a serious obstacle? 
• How are stakeholders being involved? 
• Need East-West service at Interchange City. 
• Operating schedules need to consider workers’ schedules – Need earlier/later 

options – more frequent. 
• Fast rail or express bus preferred. 
• Concern with having connections from high-capacity transit to places of work. 
• Need input from stakeholders, e.g. MTSU, large employers. 

 
 
Meeting summary prepared for the MPO by Margaret Slater, AICP, Parsons 
Brinckerhoff, with input from Ackermann Public Relations, July 2004 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE  Contact: Jim McAteer, Nashville MPO 
           615-862-7215 
 
                        Tim Rosenberger, Parsons Brinckerhoff 
           216-781-7808     
  

NASHVILLE AREA MPO KICKS OFF SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR 
HIGH PERFORMANCE TRANSIT STUDY WITH JULY PUBLIC MEETINGS 

 
Study to Recommend Transportation Alternative for Traffic-Congested Region 

 
 NASHVILLE, Tenn. (July 2, 2004) – Residents of the Southeast Corridor from Nashville to 
Murfreesboro will have their first opportunity in mid-July to comment and provide suggestions for 
transportation alternatives that could stabilize the traffic congestion problems in the region. 
 
 The year-long study begins this month and will consider several high performance transit 
alternatives such as light rail, commuter rail or bus rapid transit. The study seeks to gather significant 
public input throughout the process and will address cost, benefits and environmental issues before 
recommending a preferred solution. The final report will be delivered in August 2005. 
 
 The first public meeting will be 4-7 p.m., July 12 in Smyrna at the Smyrna Town Centre (100 Sam 
Ridley Parkway). The second meeting is 4-7 p.m., July 13 in Murfreesboro at the Rutherford County 
Courthouse (Courthouse Square). During each session, a presentation of potential transit improvements in 
the corridor will be made at 4:15 p.m., 5:15 p.m. and 6:15 p.m., followed each time by a question and 
answer session for the public. A third meeting is scheduled for Nashville from 11 a.m. to 1 p.m., July 14 
in conference room 1 of the Nashville Downtown Library (615 Church Street). Presentations for 
improvement options will be made at 11:15 a.m. and 12:15 p.m., followed by a question and answer 
session for the public. 
 
 “You have very few options if you want to travel between Nashville and Murfreesboro without 
getting in your car and sitting in traffic,” said Jim McAteer, project manager and transportation planner 
for the Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). “Besides the obvious environmental 
issues of cars idling along Interstate 24 and Murfreesboro Road, traffic congestion causes a waste of 
resources, puts unnecessary stress on commuters, and may even limit economic growth opportunities 
along the corridor.” 
 
 McAteer said at the end of the study, the MPO will recommend a specific transit solution that is 
cost effective, meets federal and state guidelines and has been determined with local citizen and 
government input. 

-more- 

Exhibit A—Public Outreach and News Stories 
Exhibit A-1.  Press Release 
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Exhibit A-1 Continued. 

 
 
 

“The goal of this study is to recommend a system that gives citizens transportation options to 
the automobile, stabilizes our congestion, promotes efficient use of land, and improves access to jobs 
in the region as well as community, education and retail services,” McAteer said. “We also want to 
accommodate future travel growth and recommend a solution that will be part of an overall, regional 
system that is implemented over time and consists of many types of transit that are integrated to 
function seamlessly.” 
 
 Following the mid-July public meetings, the next step in the study process is to begin collecting 
and analyzing data for the current conditions within the corridor and create, with public input, goals 
and objectives that will be used to guide the study. Additional public meetings will be held in 
September. For more information, please contact Jim McAteer at the Nashville MPO, 615-862-7204. 
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Exhibit A-1 Continued 
Flyer 

PUBLIC MEETING 

HIGH-PERFORMANCE TRANSIT 
IMPROVEMENTS 

 IN THE SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR: 

NASHVILLE TO MURFREESBORO 

Nashville – 11 a.m. to 1 p.m., Wednesday, July 14, 
2004 

Nashville Downtown Library / Conference Room 1 
615 Church Street 

 
  

  Presentations of potential transit improvements in the 
corridor, followed by question-and-answer and  

public input sessions at 11:15 a.m. and 12:15 p.m.    
    

 
For More Information: 862-7204 
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Exhibit A-1. Public Outreach, Continued. 
Flyer 

PUBLIC MEETING 

HIGH-PERFORMANCE TRANSIT 
IMPROVEMENTS 

 IN THE SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR: 

NASHVILLE TO MURFREESBORO 

Smyrna – 4-7 p.m., Monday, July 12, 2004 
Smyrna Town Centre, 100 Sam Ridley Parkway 

Murfreesboro – 4-7 p.m., Tuesday, July 13, 2004, 
Rutherford County Courthouse, Courthouse Square 

 
  

 Presentations of potential transit improvements in the 
corridor, followed by question-and-answer and  

public input sessions at 4:15, 5:15 and 6:15 p.m.    
 

 
For More Information: 862-7204 
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LEGAL NOTICE 
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

FOR NASHVILLE AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT IMPROVEMENTS IN THE SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR,  

NASHVILLE TO MURFREESBORO, TN 

 
The Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), in 

cooperation with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), will be preparing in the 
future an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on high capacity transit 
improvements in the Southeast Corridor, between Nashville in Davidson County 
and Murfreesboro in Rutherford County.  The MPO hereby gives notice of three 
public scoping meetings to be held for the purpose of informing the public of what 
types of transit improvements will likely be studied and to request public 
comments on what types of transit should be considered and how the study 
should evaluate the transit options.   

The Public Scoping meetings will be held as follows: on Monday, July 12, 
2004, from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m., at Smyrna Town Centre, 100 Sam Ridley 
Parkway, Smyrna, Tennessee 37167; on Tuesday, July 13, 2004, from 4:00 p.m. 
to 7:00 p.m. at the Rutherford County Courthouse, Courthouse Square, 
Murfreesboro, Tennessee 37130; and on Wednesday, July 14, 2004 from 11:00 
a.m. to 1:00 p.m. at the Nashville Downtown Library, 615 Church Street, 
Conference Room 1, Nashville, Tennessee 37219.  For the evening meetings in 
Smyrna and Murfreesboro, presentations will occur at 4:15, 5:15 and 6:15 p.m., 
followed by Question-and-Answer Sessions.   The afternoon meeting being held 
in Nashville will have presentations at 11:15 and repeated at 12:15, followed by a 
Question-and-Answer Sessions after each presentation. 

Interested individuals, organizations and federal, state and local agencies 
are encouraged to participate and to comment on the types of alternatives to be 
considered; the different technologies to be evaluated; possible locations for the 
roadway or tracks, including station locations, and what other types of things 
should be considered such as  the environmental, social, or economic impacts. 

Background - The two primary north-south thoroughfares within the 
Southeast Corridor are Murfreesboro Road, also known as US 41/70S, and 
Interstate 24 (I-24).  This corridor experiences significant levels of traffic 
congestion within the 30-mile segment of I-24 between Nashville and 
Murfreesboro, handling between 91,000 and 133,000 average daily annual trips.  
Murfreesboro Road has between 20,600 and 37,400 average annual daily trips.  
Few options exist in the corridor to provide alternatives to driving in heavily 
congested conditions.  Improvements are needed to address traffic volumes that 
increase annually and the corresponding traffic congestion that is projected to 
occur.   

Process - In accordance with the regulations implementing the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended, the scoping process will 
be used to determine the alternatives and impacts to be evaluated.  Comments 
on the appropriateness of the alternatives and impact-related issues are 
encouraged.  Specific suggestions on additional alternatives to be examined and 

Exhibit A-1. Public Outreach, Continued.
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issues to be addressed are welcomed and will be considered in establishing the 
final scope of the EIS.   

Alternatives - The scoping meetings, other community meetings and 
written comments will be a major source of the types of transit alternatives to be 
considered during the alternatives analysis phase and subsequent EIS.  
Transportation alternatives proposed for consideration in the Southeast Corridor 
include the following: 

1. No Action Alternative: An alternative will be developed that is based on 
projects included in the local transportation improvement plan (TIP) 
and financially-constrained long-range transportation plan, with no 
change to transportation services or facilities in the area beyond 
already committed projects. 

2. Transportation System Management Alternative:  A low-cost 
alternative will be developed to include minor improvements to 
intersections, traffic signals, demand management and system 
management programs, bus services and facilities and other 
modifications to the transportation system that can be made without 
major investments in infrastructure or equipment. 

3. Build Alternatives:  Three alternatives will be developed that combine 
various types of major investments to meet the travel needs of the 
corridor.  These "build" alternatives most likely will include the 
development of busway or bus rapid transit, light rail transit, and/or 
commuter rail technology along various existing rights-of-way in the 
corridor. 

Based on public and agency input received during scoping, variations of 
the above alternatives and other transportation-related improvement options, 
both transit and non-transit, will be considered for the Southeast Corridor.  

Comments - Written comments on the alternatives, scope of analysis and 
the impacts to be considered should be submitted by August 14, 2004 in order to 
be included in the Scoping Process Report.  Comments should be addressed to 
Jim McAteer, Transit Planner, Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning 
Organization, 730 2nd Ave South, Nashville, TN 37201, Phone 615-862-7204, 
Fax 615-862-7209, e-mail mcateer@nashvillempo.org. 

A Scoping Information Package has been prepared to provide details on 
the background of this project, the project development schedule, the alternatives 
currently under consideration, and the process by which agencies and the public 
can provide input into the early decisions regarding alternatives and issues to be 
addressed in the EIS.  Copies are available upon request from the website of the 
MPO (www.nashvillempo.org) or by contacting Jim McAteer (See above contact 
information).  

The locations of the scoping meetings are accessible to persons with 
disabilities.  Any individual with a disability who requires special assistance to 
participate in the scoping meetings should contact Mr. McAteer at the address, e-
mail address or phone number shown above. 

Exhibit A-1. Continued.  
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Exhibit A-1. Continued.  
Display Advertisement 
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Exhibit A-2.  News Stories 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued. 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued. 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued. 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued. 
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Exhibit A-2.  Continued. 
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Salutation First Name Last Name Title Agency 
   Board Representative Rutherford County Chamber of 

Commerce 
   Director, Office of Environmental 

Affairs 
US Geological Survey, US 
Department of Interior 

   District Engineer 
ATTN: Regulatory Functions Branch 
(ORNOP-F) 

US Army Corps of Engineers 

   Manager, Planning and Compliance 
Division 

National Park Service 
US Department of Interior 

   District Chief, Water Resources 
Division 

USGS-US Department of Interior 

Mr. Greg Adkins District 26 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 
and Davidson County 

Mr. Jason Alexander District 28 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 
and Davidson County 

Mayor Nancy Allen  Rutherford County 
Mayor Rogers Anderson  Williamson County 
Mr. Mike Apple Director, Division of Solid Waste 

Management 
Tennessee Department of 
Environment and Conservation 

Mr. Joseph Aydelott Director, Planning Department City of Murfreesboro 
Mr. Paul Ballard Chief Executive Officer Metro Transit Authority 
Mr. Lee Barclay U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Department of Interior 
Mr. Michael Beach Chief of Police Smyrna Police Department 
Mr. Rick Bernhardt Planning Director Metro Planning Commission 
Mr. Eric Beyer Director Regional Transportation Authority 
Mr. Bobby Blackmon Division Administrator Federal Highway Administration 
Mr. Tommy Bradley District 33 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Mayor Tommy Bragg  City of Murfreesboro 
Gov. Phil Bredesen Governor State of Tennessee 
Rep. David Briley  State of Tennessee 
Sen. Jim Bryson  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Louis Buck Deputy Commissioner, NEPA 

Contact 
Tennessee Department of Agriculture 

Mr. Carl Burch District 13 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 
and Davidson County 

Mr. Wilton Burnett, Jr. Director, Special Projects, TDECD 
NEPA 

TN Department of Economic 
Development 

Mayor Jim Calloway Chairman, MPO Executive Board City of Portland 
Mr. Sam Cameron Executive Administrative Assistant Department of Education 
Commissioner Randy Camp  Department of Personnel, State of 

Tennessee 
Mr. David Carnes Executive Director TN State Planning – West TN Section, 

Suite 302A 
Commissioner Betsy Child  Tennessee Department of 

Environment and Conservation 
Mr. Glenn Chrisman Chief of Police Murfreesboro Police Department 
Mr. Ed Cole Chief, Environment and Planning Tennessee Department of 

Transportation 
Mr. Sam Coleman District 32 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Rep. Kent Coleman  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Ralph Comer Director, Division of Planning TN Department of Transportation 
Hon. Jim Cooper  United States House of 

Representatives 
Ms. Diane Davidson Director , Public Transportation, 

Waterways & Rail Division 
Tennessee Department of 
Transportation 

Mr. Todd Davidson Director, Mitigation Division Federal Emergency Management 
Agency 

Mr. John Davis Planning Director Rutherford County Planning 
Department 

Mr. Paul Davis Director, Division of Water Pollution 
Control 

TN Department of Environment and 
Conservation 

Mayor Robert Dedman 41 Wilson County 
Mr. Paul Degges Chief Engineer Tennessee Department of 

Transportation 
Dr. A. Samuels Dexter Title VI Program TDOT Civil Rights Office 
Mr. David Draughon Division of Water Supply Tennessee Department of 

Environment and Conservation 
Mr. Bobt Clement Chair Greater Nashville Chamber 

Exhibit B.  Agency Scoping Mail-out Recipients. 
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Salutation First Name Last Name Title Agency 
Transportation Committee 

Mayor Don Fox  City of Lebanon 
Mr. Doug Frate Region 4 Office Federal Transit Administration 
Ms. Susan Fruchter Coordinator, NOAA Department of Commerce 
Mayor Jim Fuqua  City of Hendersonville 
Mr. Mark Gelband Manager of Planning Metro Nashville Airport Authority 
Mr. Howard Gentry Vice Mayor Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Hon. Bart Gordon  United States House of 

Representatives 
Mayor Sherry Green  City of LaVergne 
Mr. Ronnie Greer District 17 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Mr. Jim Gotto District 12 Councilmember 

Chair, Transportation Subcommittee 
Metropolitan Government of Nashville 
and Davidson County 

Mr. Jerry Gann Alderman Town of Smyrna 
Mr. John Gupton Chair Nashville Downtown Partnership 
Rep. Beth Halteman 

Harwell 
 State of Tennessee 

Sen. Thelma Harper  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Herbert Harper Deputy State Historic Preservation 

Officer 
Tennessee Historical Commission 

Sen. Joe Haynes  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Ken Hays Director, Engineering Department City of Murfreesboro 
Sen. Douglas Henry  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Mark Holloran Director, Region 3 Tennessee Department of 

Transportation 
Rep. John Hood  State of Tennessee 
Mayor Stuart Johnson  City of Fairview 
Rep. Sherry Jones  State of Tennessee 
Mayor Bobby Jones  City of Goodlettsville 
Mr. Tom Jurkovich Director, Metro Mayors Office of 

Economic Development 
Metropolitan Government of Nashville 
and Davidson County 

Mr. Jerry Kelley Planning Director City of LaVergne 
Sen. Bill Ketron  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Michael Kerstetter District 30 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Mayor Charles Knapper  City  of Nolensville 
Chief Steve Lindsay Chief of Police LaVergne Police Department 

ATTN: Records Department/Chief 
Lindsay 

Mayor Kevin Mack  City  of Mt. Juliet 
Mr. Jim Mahanes Public Information Rutherford County Schools 
Mayor Stan McAfee  City  of White House 
Ms. Amanda McClendon District 16 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Mr. George Miller Director, Office of Surface Mining US Department of Interior 
Mayor Tom Miller  City of Franklin 
Mr. Heinz Mueller Acting Chief, EIS Review Section Environmental Protection Agency 
Commissioner Gerald Nicely  Tennessee Department of 

Transportation 
Mr. Paul Nutting City Manager City of Springfield 
Ms. Marian Ott Chair Metro Transit Authority Board 
Mr. Craig Owensby Coordinator of Public Information Metropolitan Nashville Public Schools 
Ms. Jackie Page  Disability Office, Mayor’s Office 
Rep. Mary Pruitt  State of Tennessee 
Mayor Bill Purcell  Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Commissioner Joe Reagan  City of Brentwood 
Mr. Reggie Reeves Director TDEC-Division of Natural Heritage 
Mr. Raul Regalado  Metropolitan Nashville Airport 

Authority 
Mr. Dana Richardson Traffic Director City of Murfreesboro 
Mr. Kevin Rigsby Planning Director Town of Smyrna 
Rep. Donna Rowland  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Tim Sanderson Planning Director Metro Transit Authority 
Mr. Ronal Serpas Chief of Police Metropolitan Nashville Police 

Department 
Mr. Dan Sherry NEPA Contact Tennessee Wildlife Resources 

Agency 
Rep. Janis Sontany  State of Tennessee 

Exhibit B.  Continued. 
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Salutation First Name Last Name Title Agency 
Mayor Bob Spivey  Town of Smyrna 
Ms. Dianna Stephens ADA Title II Coordinator ADA Compliance Division 
Mr. Barry Stephens Director Division of Air Pollution Control 
Mr. Kent Taylor Division of Ground Water Resource Tennessee Department of 

Environment and Conservation 
Rep. Edith Taylor 

Langster 
 State of Tennessee 

Mayor Hank Thompson  Sumner County 
Mayor Dan Toole  City of Millersville 
Sen. Larry Trail  State of Tennessee 
Mr. Ludye Wallace District 19 Councilmember Metropolitan Government of Nashville 

and Davidson County 
Mr. Bob Weithofer Transportation Manager Metro Public Works Department 
Rep. Ben West  State of Tennessee 
Mayor Ray Williams  Town of Spring Hill 
Mr. Robert Woods Director, Tennessee Aeronautics 

Division 
Tennessee Department of 
Transportation 

Mayor Don Wright  City of Gallatin 
Ms. Pearl Young Office of Federal Activities US EPA 
 
 

Exhibit B.  Continued. 



 

 25

SCOPING MEETING  
High Performance Transportation 
Improvements in the Southeast Corridor,  
Nashville to Murfreesboro, TN  

Exhibit C-1. Agency Scoping 
Meeting Invitation 

 
 
 

 

The Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), in 

cooperation with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is holding an Agency 
Scoping Meeting for the purpose of considering transit improvements in the 

Southeast Corridor and to receive your agency or organization’s input during the 

early phases of this transportation improvement study.  We hope you or your 

representative can attend.  The Agency Scoping Meeting will be held as follows: 

 

Wednesday, July 14, 2004 
Nashville Downtown Library,  

615 Church Street, Conference Room 1 
 Nashville, Tennessee  37219 

1:30 to 3:30 p.m. 
A presentation will begin at 1:45, followed by a question-and-answer session. 

The presentation may be repeated at 2:45 if so requested by attendees arriving 
after the 1:45 presentation. 

 

If you are unable to attend the Agency Scoping Meeting, three Public Scoping 
Meetings will be held as follows:  

1. Monday, July 12, 2004, from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m., at Smyrna Town Centre, 
100 Sam Ridley Parkway, Smyrna, Tennessee 37167. Presentations, followed by 
Question-and-Answer Sessions, will occur at 4:15, 5:15 and 6:15 p.m.  
 

2. Tuesday, July 13, 2004, from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. at the Rutherford County 
Courthouse, Courthouse Square, Murfreesboro, Tennessee 37130.  
Presentations, followed by Question-and-Answer Sessions, will occur at 4:15, 
5:15 and 6:15 p.m. 
 

3. Wednesday, July 14, 2004 from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m., at the Nashville 
Downtown Library, 615 Church Street, Conference Room 1, Nashville, 
Tennessee 37219.  A presentation will be given at 11:15 and repeated at 12:15, 
with Question-and-Answer Sessions following each presentation. 

 
For More Information, Please Contact: 

Jim McAteer, Transit Planner, Nashville Area MPO 
730 2nd Ave South, Nashville, TN 37201 
Phone 615-862-7204,  Fax 615-862-7209 

e-mail mcateer@nashvillempo.org 
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AGENCY SCOPING MEETING 
PROJECT SUMMARY 

SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT STUDY 
NASHVILLE TO MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

 
The Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) in cooperation with the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is undertaking a study of transportation improvements 
called the Southeast Corridor High Capacity Transit Study.  The purpose is to study 
potential transit systems that could be built in the corridor between Nashville and 
Murfreesboro.  Based on the existing pattern of roads, homes, retail, commercial, and 
industrial development in the study area, the MPO anticipates that any type of transit 
system will require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which will 
be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).   
 
NEPA requires that “scoping” be conducted very early in the planning process.  The term 
scoping means a process by which interested individuals, organizations, and stakeholders, 
along with federal, state, and local agencies, can provide input into project planning.  This 
input will help guide the study and ensure an open planning process.   
 
Under the scoping process for the Southeast Corridor, the MPO and FTA invite any 
interested individuals or organizations to participate in determining the project’s purpose, 
and identifying the range of alternatives and how the analysis should be performed.  The 
public is invited to comment on the types of alternatives to be considered; the different 
technologies to be evaluated; possible locations for the roadway or tracks, including station 
locations; and what other types of things should be considered such as the environmental, 
social, or economic impacts.  In addition, the MPO and FTA hope to get ideas on how best 
to evaluate the many options and choose the best transit solution (also called the Locally 
Preferred Alternative) for the study area.  Comments at this stage of the study should focus 
on the transportation issues and what type of transit alternatives to study.  If you have a 
preference for a particular type of transit, such as light rail or bus rapid transit, you should 
express these opinions during the comment period for the Draft EIS, which will be prepared 
sometime after the Southeast Corridor Transit Study is complete. The Draft EIS will include 
an analysis of the social, economic and environmental impacts of the type of transit 
selected during this process as the Locally Preferred Alternative. 
 
Southeast Corridor High Capacity Transit Study Background 

The MPO is a multi-county agency responsible for transportation planning in Davidson, 
Rutherford, Sumner, Williamson, and Wilson counties.  The MPO has adopted plans for a high 
capacity transit system to operate in the five corridors radiating outward from downtown 
Nashville.  The Regional Transportation Authority (RTA), the agency charged with construction 
and operation of this system, is about to begin construction of the East Corridor between 
Nashville and Lebanon.  The other four corridors will connect Nashville with the cities of 
Murfreesboro, Gallatin, Kingston Springs, and Franklin.  

Exhibit C-2. Summary attached to agency 
scoping mail-out and distributed at all 
public and agency scoping meetings 



 

SCOPING PACKAGE FOR 
SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT STUDY 
NASHVILLE TO MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

27

Current Study 
 
The focus of this scoping process is the Southeast Corridor that connects Nashville to 
Murfreesboro. The region generally follows the Murfreesboro Road and Interstate 24 (I-24) 
corridor.  The study’s purpose is to examine the high capacity transit alternatives best suited 
for this corridor. It is important to gather input early in the process from the public, 
governmental entities and other stakeholders. There will be additional opportunities for 
public comment throughout the study.  
 
The MPO and its consultant team have started to review and evaluate transportation 
options, possible routes or alignments, and station locations, as well as costs, funding, 
ridership, economic development, land use, engineering feasibility, and environmental 
concerns.   
 
Description of the Corridor 
 
The Southeast Corridor links Nashville in Davidson County with LaVergne, Smyrna and 
Murfreesboro in Rutherford County, all of which are within the MPO’s area of responsibility 
for transportation planning.  This is an active corridor with many high traffic destinations 
such as employment centers, commercial and retail developments, educational institutions 
and housing. 
 
Nashville is the fastest growing metropolitan area in Tennessee with a central city 
population of approximately 570,000.  The central business district is home to the state 
capitol, numerous state office buildings and the Tennessee Titans football stadium, all of 
which attract visitors from across the state.  In addition, approximately 132,000 residents 
commute daily to Nashville for work with about 25,000 traveling from Rutherford County. 
Murfreesboro, which is about 30 miles from Nashville, is the southernmost terminus of the 
study corridor.  Murfreesboro, which has a population of approximately 75,000, is home to 
Middle Tennessee State University (MTSU). The university has an enrollment of about 
21,000 students. However, only 3,500 students live on the campus. The remaining 17,500 
students are day students traveling to Murfreesboro or live in the surrounding area. Smyrna 
has a population of approximately 25,600, and LaVergne has an approximate population of 
18,700.  The estimated population along the corridor is 260,050. 
 
The primary north-south thoroughfares within the corridor are Murfreesboro Road, also 
known as US 41/70S, and Interstate 24 (I-24).  This corridor experiences heavy traffic 
congestion during rush hour periods. In fact, the 30-mile segment of I-24 between 
Murfreesboro and Nashville handles between 91,000 and 133,000 cars per day, depending 
on the area. Murfreesboro Road averages between 20,600 and 37,400 annual daily trips. 
 
Several of the potential commuter destinations along the corridor include the Nashville 
International Airport, MTSU, major employers such as Dell Computer, and downtown 
Nashville, as well as regional shopping malls, commercial services, office parks, and 
hospitals.  LaVergne and Smyrna form a major employment area known as “Interchange 
City,” which is home to a Nissan manufacturing plant, Bridgestone Tire Company and other 
major industries.   
 

Exhibit C-2. Continued. 
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Few options exist in the corridor that would provide alternatives to driving in heavily 
congested conditions.  Improvements are needed to address traffic volumes and congestion 
that are increasing every year.  The study will examine transportation options, potential 
routes or alignments, bus or rail station locations, cost, funding, ridership, economic 
development, land use, engineering feasibility, and environmental concerns.  The MPO also 
will evaluate transportation improvement options that do not involve significant capital 
investment.  

Alternatives 
The scoping meetings, additional community meetings and written comments from 
stakeholders will be a major source of data in considering the transit alternatives. Initially, 
the transportation alternatives proposed for consideration in the Southeast Corridor include:   
 

4. No Action Alternative: An alternative would be developed based on projects 
included in the regional transportation improvement plan (TIP) and the 
financially-constrained long-range transportation plan, with no new transportation 
services or facilities in the area beyond already committed projects. 

5. Transportation System Management Alternative:  A low-cost alternative that 
would include minor improvements to intersections, traffic signals, demand 
management and system management programs, bus services and facilities and 
other modifications to the transportation system that can be made without major 
investments in infrastructure or equipment. 

6. Build Alternatives:  Three alternatives will be developed, combining various types 
of major investments to meet the travel needs of the corridor. These "build" 
alternatives most likely would include the development of busway or bus rapid 
transit, light rail transit, and/or commuter rail transportation options along various 
existing rights-of-way in the corridor. 

Based on public and agency input received during scoping, variations of the above 
alternatives and other transportation-related improvement options will be considered for the 
Southeast Corridor.  The MPO and FTA hope that you will provide comments on the 
Southeast Corridor Alternatives Analysis.  Comments may be submitted orally or in writing 
at the Scoping Meetings, or by e-mail or mail on or before August 14, 2004 to: 
 

 

Jim McAteer, Transit Planner,  
Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
730 2nd Ave South, Nashville, TN 37201  
Phone 615-862-7204,  Fax 615-862-7209, e-mail mcateer@nashvillempo.org. 
 

A map of the project corridor is included on the next page 

Exhibit C-2. Continued. 
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Exhibit C-2. Continued. 
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Exhibit E.  Text from PowerPoint Presentation 
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Exhibit E.  Text from PowerPoint Presentation 
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Exhibit E.  Text from PowerPoint Presentation 
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Exhibit E.  Text from PowerPoint Presentation 
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Exhibit E.  Sign-in Sheets for Agency Scoping Meeting 

 



 

 35

Exhibit E. Continued. 
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Exhibit E. Continued. 
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Exhibit F.  Comment Form from Agency Scoping Meeting (Same form used for public meetings.) 
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Exhibit G.  Sign In Sheets for Public Scoping Meetings 
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Exhibit G.  Continued. 
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Exhibit G.  Continued. 
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Exhibit G.  Continued. 
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Exhibit G.  Continued 
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Exhibit G.  Continued 
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Exhibit G.  Continued 
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Exhibit G.  Continued 
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Exhibit G.  Continued 
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Exhibit H.  Comment Form Summary—Public Scoping Meetings 
 

SUMMARY OF COMMENT SHEETS 
 
The following is a summary of the input from scoping meeting participants that was received 
through the comment sheets distributed to each meeting attendee. 
 
 
1. Would you like to receive additional information and/or meeting announcements 

about this study? 
 

100% of the commenters requested to receive additional information and/or subsequent 
meeting announcements. 
 

2. What types of transit service should be investigated for this corridor? 
 

• Improvements to local bus service • Express or commuter bus service 
• Commuter rail service • Light rail transit service 
• Bus Rapid Transit Service • Other types of transit service 

 
Most of the participants provided more than one answer. Of the responses received, the interest 
was evenly dispersed between rail and bus services. Specific responses included: 
 

 
Transportation Alternative 

Respondents 
Favor Investigating Mode 

Local Bus Service 44% 
Commuter Rail Service 70% 
Bus Rapid Transit Service 52% 
Express or Commuter Bus Service 38% 
Light Rail Transit Service 58% 
Other Types of Transit Service --- 

 
3. What concerns do you have about putting new transit service in this corridor? 
 

 Noise  Getting close to destinations is 
important 

 Air pollution  Service should be quick, clean and 
frequent 

 Should have connections from 
main route 

 No adequate marketing 

 Cost to taxpayers  No real community commitment 
 Accessibility is important  Must run on time 
 Must be user friendly  Must be accessible to disabled  
 Convenient parking at stations is 

important 
 It will never be built 

 Will the public use it?  Should be bike friendly 
 Put transit on both I-24 and US-41  Frequency of service important 
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4. Other comments or ideas about the transit study? (verbatim comment): 
 

• “Charge people to ride the rail, contract with a private company to run the rail.” 
 
• “Long range planning like this is a must, education and ease of use is vital.” 
 
• “I personally prefer light rail or buses with dedicated lanes for buses.  Express buses 

can’t be express when they are stuck in traffic, which is what happens now.” 
 
• “My concerns are environmental and personal. The transit options should reduce 

emissions and pollution significantly. The system should be comfortable enough to 
accommodate business travelers.” 

 
• “Murfreesboro needs local bus service with a modern (not trashy) terminal to help feed 

the system.” 
 
• “I think it would be most advantageous to have the Nashville Airport as a station, a big  

mistake to not have it.” 
 
• “I believe commuter trains are the best all around alternative because of their lower 

overall startup cost and greater speed.” 
 
• “We need many region-wide, extensive seminars/meetings about this that involves 

multiple constituencies. I worry that the hard issues are not being discussed sufficiently.” 
 
• “Please include a plan to gain serious support from our congressional delegation (House 

& Senate) for earmarking federal funds.” 
 
Comments summarized for the MPO by Ackermann Public Relations 
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SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES STUDY 
NASHVILE TO MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY 
NOVEMBER 30, DECEMBER 1 AND 2, 2004 

 
I. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
The purpose of this report is to document the public meetings held in November/December 
2004.  Six public meetings were conducted over a three day period – November 30, December 
1 and December 2, 2004.  The materials in this report document the meetings, outreach, and 
findings of the public involvement effort.   
 
II. PRE-MEETING ACTIVITIES 
 
Regarding the six public meetings, the public outreach, communications and attendance 
generation activities prior to the meetings were numerous and comprehensive. The specific 
activities included: 
 

• Development and production of all background and meeting support materials. 
• Placement of required newspaper notification classified ads as well as special display 

ads in major newspapers and Hispanic language newspapers in the study corridor. 
• Coordination and briefing of communications specialists for each city and county in the 

study corridor. 
• Distribution of press releases, media alerts and direct contact with key media to 

generate additional coverage. 
 
The legal advertisement and press release are in Exhibit A-1 and A-2.   
 
III. MEETING HAND-OUTS 
 
Handouts at the meetings included the following: 
 

1. Project Summary that included project study area map (See Exhibit B-1). 
2. Summary of Prior Public Input Received as part of Scoping Meetings (See Exhibit B-2). 
3. A Map Series of Alternatives under consideration (See Exhibit B-3). 
4. A Project Summary Brochure (See Exhibit B-4). 
5. Comment Form (See Exhibit B-5). 

 
IV. MEETING FORMAT 
 
The meetings were “open-house” style,” which made it easy for citizens or agency 
representatives to come and go at any time during the session.  Large printed boards illustrating 
the draft goals and objectives, different types of transit technologies, study area map, and six 
alternatives were placed throughout the meeting locations.  Visitors could view the boards 
before and after the presentation and have one-on-one discussions with MPO and Consultant 
staff.  A PowerPoint presentation, given by MPO and Consultant staff, was presented and 
attendees were invited to ask questions during the presentations.  An open question-and-
answer (Q&A) session followed the formal presentation.  A copy of the PowerPoint presentation 
is included as Exhibit C. 
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V. PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 
The public meetings held in November/December 2004 and attendees who chose to sign in are 
as follows: 
 

November 30, 2004 
11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. 

Middle Tennessee State University 
James Union Building 
Tennessee Room 
1301 East Main Street 
Murfreesboro, TN 37132 

13 attendees (includes 4 
staff) 

November 30, 2004 
5:30–7:30 p.m. 

Southeast Branch Library 
2325 Hickory Highlands Drive 
Antioch, TN 37013 

7 attendees (includes 4 
staff) 

December 1, 2004 
11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. 

Smyrna Town Center 
100 Sam Ridley Parkway 
Smyrna, TN 37167 

8 attendees (includes 4 
staff) 

December 1, 2004 
5:30–7:30 p.m. 

La Vergne City Hall 
5093 Murfreesboro Road 
La Vergne, TN 37086 

8 attendees (includes 4 
staff) 

December 2, 2004 
11:30 a.m. – 1:30 p.m. 

Nashville Downtown Library 
Main Auditorium 
615 Church Street 
Nashville, TN 37219 

29 attendees (includes 6 
staff) 

December 2, 2004 
5:30–7:30 p.m. 

Blackman Middle School Auditorium 
3945 Blaze Drive 
Murfreesboro, TN 37128 

5 attendees (includes 4 
staff) 

 
A summary of each meeting is below.  The sign in sheets are included as Exhibit D and the 
summary of comment forms received from the public and a copy of each form is included as 
Exhibit E and Exhibit F. 
 

 
MIDDLE TENNESSEE STATE UNIVERSITY, NOVEMBER 30, 2004 

Of those in attendance, the following comments/questions were made at the meeting: 
 

• Stick with the I-24 corridor.  More bang for your buck over the next 20 years 
• Like the idea of Murfreesboro Road, then switch over to I-24 and CSX 
• Need to serve the Nissan plant 

 
SOUTHEAST BRANCH LIBRARY, NOVEMBER 30, 2004 

Of those in attendance, the following comments/questions were made at the meeting: 
 

• Question about the subsidies needed for transit 
• Question about the cost of constructing light rail  
• Questions about the speed and noise that LRT produces 
• Question about how often trains would run under commuter rail alternative and number 

of stops 
 

SMYRNA TOWN CENTER, DECEMBER 1, 2004 

Of those in attendance, the following comments/questions were made at the meeting: 
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• Serious consideration needs to be given to using Old Nashville Highway as an 

alignment.  Old Nashville Highway currently is under utilized and under developed. 
• Less than 3,000 vehicles a day use Old Nashville Hwy (TDOT counts indicate ADT of 3,000 to 

11,000, depending on location on Old Nashville Hwy) 
• The Town of Smyrna has requested that TDOT consider constructing a new interchange 

at Rocky Fork Road and I-24 which would provide an additional point of access to Old 
Nashville Hwy. 

 
LA VERGNE CITY HALL, DECEMBER 1, 2004 

Of those in attendance, the following comments/questions were made at the meeting: 
 

• Murfreesboro Road is already congested (concerned with queue jumping and how it 
might work) 

 
NASHVILLE DOWNTOWN LIBRARY, DECEMBER 2, 2004 

Of those in attendance, the following comments/questions were made at the meeting: 
 

• Question concerning the time of day that service would operate (service hour 
operations) 

• Not enthusiastic about a rail system – very un-American.  Do you want this to become 
another Atlanta?  (Transit for yourselves or somebody else?)  The only thing the transit 
would permit is higher density development.  Can funding be done with Personal Seat 
Licenses (PSLs)? 

• Would jump at the chance to ride a train 
• Have Employment Centers been looked at?  Seems as though Davidson County is 

seeing the out-migration of employment while Rutherford County has the second fastest 
growth in the state 

• Questioned if there were any conceptual cost yet 
• Question about whether the service could be built in phases 
• Will the East Corridor be taken into account for the model? 

 
BLACKMAN MIDDLE SCHOOL AUDITORIUM, DECEMBER 2, 2004 

Of those in attendance, the following comments/questions were made at the meeting: 
 

• Looking at Old Nashville Highway was a good idea 
• If I-24 is selected, use the west side – there seems to be more land available 
• Need to have feeder buses or some local service to get folks to the stations (east/west 

service) – for all alternatives 
• If Old Nashville Highway is used, switch to CSX right-of-way near Thompson Lane (in 

Murfreesboro) to avoid CSX underpass  
• Need to look at east side of Murfreesboro Road (the Broad Street portion north of the 

City of Murfreesboro and south of SR840) if Murfreesboro Road alignment is selected – 
more land is available 

• There was a request that the PowerPoint be made available online 
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Exhibit A - Public Notification 
A–1. Legal Notice 

PUBLIC MEETINGS 
TO REVIEW TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS 

FOR THE NASHVILLE AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
HIGH-PERFORMANCE TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES STUDY   

IN THE I-24 / MURFREESBORO ROAD CORRIDOR,  
NASHVILLE TO MURFREESBORO, TN 

 
In July 2004, the Nashville Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) began a study of possible high-
performance transit improvements along the I-24 / Murfreesboro road corridor.  The purpose of this project, called the 
“Southeast Corridor High-Performance Transit Alternatives Study,” is to research potential transit systems (bus rapid 
transit, light rail, commuter rail, etc.) that could be built in the corridor between Nashville and Murfreesboro. 
 
Throughout this year-long process the public can review the progress of the study and provide comments and 
suggestions.  The MPO hereby gives notice of six (6) public meetings to report on the study findings thus far.  This 
includes transportation options such as commuter rail, light rail and bus rapid transit. 
 
The public meetings will be held as follows:  
Tuesday, November 30, 2004  
11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m.   
Middle Tennessee State University  
James Union Building, Tennessee Room 
1301 East Main Street 
Murfreesboro, Tennessee 37132 
 
Tuesday, November 30, 2004 
5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.  
Southeast Branch Library 
2325 Hickory Highlands Drive 
Antioch, Tennessee 37013 
 
Wednesday, December 1, 2004 
11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. 
Smyrna Town Center 
100 Sam Ridley Parkway 
Smyrna, Tennessee 37167 
 
Wednesday, December 1, 2004 
5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.  
La Vergne City Hall 
5093 Murfreesboro Road 
La Vergne, Tennessee 37086 
 
Thursday, December 2, 2004 
11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m.  
Nashville Downtown Library - Main Auditorium 
615 Church Street 
Nashville, Tennessee 37219 
 
Thursday, December 2, 2004 
5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.  
Blackman Middle School, Auditorium 
3945 Blaze Drive 
Murfreesboro, Tennessee 37128 
 
Each session will begin with a presentation and have a “question and answer” time afterward.  Interested individuals 
and organizations are encouraged to attend and provide comments on the study findings.   The locations of the 
Public Meetings are accessible to persons with disabilities.  Any individual with a disability who requires special 
assistance to participate in the Public Meetings should contact Jim McAteer at the Nashville Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization, 730 2nd Avenue South, Nashville, TN 37201, phone: (615) 862-7204, fax: (615) 862-7209, e-
mail: mcateer@nashvillempo.org.  For more information about the study see www.setransitstudy.com. 
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A-2. Press Release 
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Exhibit B - Meeting Handout Material  
 
B-1. Project Summary 
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B-2. Summary of Prior Public Input Received  
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B-3.  Map Series of Alternatives  
 

 
(Note – Actual size of handouts were 6 - 11X17 pages) 
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B-4. Project Brochure 
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B-5. Comment Form 
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Exhibit C.  PowerPoint Presentation 
 

 
 
 
 

13 



 

 

 

14 



 

 

15 



 

 
 

16 



 

 
Exhibit D.  Sign-in Sheets  
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Exhibit E. Comment Form Summary 
 

SUMMARY OF COMMENT SHEETS 
 
The following is a summary of the input from meeting participants that was received through the 
comment sheets distributed to each meeting attendee. 
 
1. Where do you "Live" - Where do you "Work"? 

Of the completed surveys, the following zip codes were provided as individuals’ place of 
residency: 

 
Home Zip Code  City 

37086 LaVergne  
37149 Murfreesboro 
37221 Bellevue  
37204 Nashville 
37127 Murfreesboro 
37218 Nashville 

 
All (100%) of the respondents work in Nashville/Davidson County. 

 
2. Of the alternatives presented which do you favor "most"? 
 

Percent (Number) Alternative  
14% (1) 1: I-24 Alignment, Light Rail/Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) or Bus Rapid Transit  
14% (1) 2: I-24 Alignment, Bus Rapid Transit Light 
43% (3) 3: CSX Alignment, Commuter Rail, Conventional Railroad Equipment 

- 4: CSX Alignment, Light Rail/Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) or Bus Rapid Transit 
14% (1) 5: Murfreesboro Road Alignment, Light Rail/DMU or Bus Rapid Transit  
14% (1) 6: Murfreesboro Road Alignment, Bus Rapid Transit Light  

 
3. Of the alternatives presented which do you favor "least"? 

Percent (Number) Alternative  
29% (2) 1: I-24 Alignment, Light Rail/Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) or Bus Rapid Transit  
14% (1) 2: I-24 Alignment, Bus Rapid Transit Light 
29% (2) 3: CSX Alignment, Commuter Rail, Conventional Railroad Equipment 

- 4: CSX Alignment, Light Rail/Diesel Multiple Unit (DMU) or Bus Rapid Transit 
14% (1) 5: Murfreesboro Road Alignment, Light Rail/DMU or Bus Rapid Transit  
14% (1) 6: Murfreesboro Road Alignment, Bus Rapid Transit Light  

 
4. Why did you select the alternatives as your "most" and "least" favorable alternatives? 

Most 
• “It is a big project to do no matter what alternative is elected – so lets do it right for the 

generations ahead of us” 
• “Alt. 6 is the most cost effective and serves the largest population” 
• “Alt. 5 has strong land use and redevelopment/TOD potential” 
• “Alt. 1 seems the fastest to work and could offer additional trips for entertainment” 
 
Least 
• “The bus experience is to rough” 
• “Alt. 1 is the least cost effective – not many possibilities for stations (only at I-24 exits)” 
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5. On a scale of 1 to 3 (with 1 being extremely important, 2 being somewhat important, 
and 3 being not important) what do you think about high capacity service being 
provided to:  

 
Location Score – Average (Individual) 
Downtown Nashville    1.0  (1,1,1,1,1) 
West End/Church Street 
area     

1.5  (1,2,2,1) 

Nashville International 
Airport 

2.0  (2,3,2,1) 

Hickory Hollow Mall     1.6   (2,2,1) 
Starwood Amphitheater          2.7  (2,3,3) 
Middle TN State University 
(MTSU) 

1.8  (3,2,1,2,1) 

Stones River Mall        2.3   (2,2,3) 
Other: TSU and other universities 
Note: Average Score is in bold (individual scores) 

 
6. Other comments or ideas about the transit study? (verbatim comment): 
 

• “If light rail is used, we need to have transportation from train to Church, Broadway, 
Union, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th, and 6th Avenues" 
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Exhibit F.  Submitted Comment Forms  
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SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES STUDY 
NASHVILE TO MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY 
JULY 17-20, 2006 

 
I. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
The purpose of this report is to document the public meetings held in July 2006.  Four public 
meetings and a policy briefing meeting were conducted over a four day period – July 17 through 
20, 2006.  The materials in this report document the meetings, outreach, and findings of the 
public involvement effort.   
 
II. PRE-MEETING ACTIVITIES 
 
Regarding the five public meetings, the public outreach, communications and attendance 
generation activities prior to the meetings were numerous and comprehensive. The specific 
activities included: 
 

• Development and production of all background and meeting support materials. 
• Placement of required newspaper notification classified ads as well as special display 

ads in major newspapers and Hispanic language newspapers in the study corridor. 
• Coordination and briefing of communications specialists for each city and county in the 

study corridor. 
• Distribution of press releases, media alerts and direct contact with key media to 

generate additional coverage. 
 
The legal advertisement, retail advertisement, and press release are in Exhibits A-1, A-2, and A-
3 respectively.   
 
III. MEETING HAND-OUTS 
 
The handout for each meeting was a summary of the detailed alternative corridors, including 
maps of each corridor. A second sheet detailed the various transit options available for each 
corridor. The handout is included as Exhibit B. 
 
IV. MEETING FORMAT 
 
The meetings were “open-house” style,” which made it easy for citizens or agency 
representatives to come and go at any time during the session.  Large printed boards illustrating 
the draft goals and objectives, different types of transit technologies, study area map, and six 
alternatives were placed throughout the meeting locations.  Visitors could view the boards 
before and after the presentation and have one-on-one discussions with MPO and Consultant 
staff.  A PowerPoint presentation, given by MPO and Consultant staff, was presented and 
attendees were invited to ask questions during the presentations.  An open question-and-
answer (Q&A) session followed the formal presentation.  A copy of the PowerPoint presentation 
is included as Exhibit C. 
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V. PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 
The public meetings held in July 2006 and attendees who chose to sign in are as follows: 
 

July 17, 2006 
6:00 – 8:00 pm 

Nashville Civic Design Center 
138 2nd Avenue North 
Suite 106 
Nashville, TN 37201 

8 attendees   

July 18, 2006 
12:00 pm – 2:00 pm 

Nashville Downtown Library 
615 Church Street 
Nashville, TN 37219 

28 attendees   

July 18, 2006 
6:00 – 8:00 pm 

La Vergne City Hall 
5093 Murfreesboro Road 
La Vergne, TN 37086 

11 attendees 

July 19, 2006 
6:00 – 8:00 pm 

Rutherford County Courthouse 
E. Main and Church Street 
Murfreesboro, TN 37130 

20 attendees 

July 20, 2006 
6:00 – 8:00 pm 

Smyrna Town Center 
100 Sam Ridley Parkway 
Smyrna, TN 37167 

11 attendees  

 
A summary of each meeting is below.  The sign in sheets are included as Exhibit D and the 
summary of comment forms received from the public and a copy of each form is included as 
Exhibit E and Exhibit F. 
 

NASHVILLE CIVIC DESIGN CENTER, JULY 17, 2006 

The following comments were made on sheets collected at the meeting: 
• Convincing people to use (a new system). Proper marketing is the key!! 

 
 

NASHVILLE DOWNTOWN LIBRARY, JULY 18, 2006 

The following comments were made on sheets collected at the meeting: 
• Encouragement of Rutherford Cty communities to develop local commuting options that 

would connect to the high speed/mass transit system between M’Boro and N-ville. 
• Buses/rail should run every 10-15 minutes at travel peak times 
• Governments aren’t prepared to develop in ways that make transit options successful 

 
 

LA VERGNE CITY HALL, JULY 18, 2006 

The following comments were made on sheets collected at the meeting: 
• Investing in light rail now will pay back in the future, long term 
• It is necessary that we adamantly communicate to the citizens and government officials 

of Nashville that importance of a system that is convenient to meeting the city’s 
necessities 

 
 
 
 
 



 

5 

RUTHERFORD COUNTY COURTHOUSE, JULY 19, 2006 

The following comments were made on sheets collected at the meeting: 
• Due to gas prices and traffic congestion, I think it will catch on quickly 
• What lands would be taken and where will it be? 

 
 

SMYRNA TOWN CENTER, JULY 20, 2006 

The following comments were made on sheets collected at the meeting: 
• Concerns with frequency of service (its too low) and ride time (its too long) 
• Would like to see service for special events (TPAC, Arena, MTSU) 
• Capital and operating costs have to be possible for both initial investment and sustaining 

operating costs 
 
 



 

6 

Exhibit A - Public Notification 
A–1. Legal Notice 
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A-2. Retail Ad 
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A-3. Press Release 
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Exhibit B - Meeting Handout Material  
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Exhibit C.  PowerPoint Presentation 
 



 

13 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

14 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

15 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

16 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

17 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

18 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

19 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

20 

Exhibit D.  Sign-in Sheets 
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Exhibit E. Comment Form Summary 
 

SUMMARY OF COMMENT SHEETS 
 
The following is a summary of the input from meeting participants that was received through the 
comment sheets distributed to each meeting attendee. 
 
1. Where do you "Live" - Where do you "Work"? 

Of the completed surveys, the following zip codes were provided as individuals’ place of 
residency: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
2. What types of transit service should be investigated for this corridor? (could check 

more than one) 
 

Votes % of Total
A. Bus Rapid Transit on I-24 21 33%
B. Commuter Rail Service on CSX 25 39%
C. Bus Rapid Transit on Murfreesboro Road/Old Nashville Pike 10 16%
Low-Cost Enchanced Bus Option on I-24 8 13%
Total 64  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Home Zip Code City
37130 Murfreesboro
37128 Murfreesboro
37118 Milton
37203 Nashville
37013 Antioch
37209 Nashville
37201 Nashville
37205 Nashville
37222 Nashville
37211 Nashville
37220 Nashville
37206 Nashville
37219 Nashville
37149 Readyville
37086 La Vergne 
37129 Murfreesboro
37167 Smyrna
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Exhibit F.  Submitted Comment Forms  
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SOUTHEAST CORRIDOR HIGH CAPACITY TRANSIT ALTERNATIVES STUDY 
NASHVILE TO MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE 

PUBLIC MEETING SUMMARY 
DECEMBER 12-13, 2006 

 
I. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
The purpose of this report is to document the public meetings held in December 2006.  Four 
public meetings were conducted over a two day period – December 12-13, 2006.  The materials 
in this report document the meetings, outreach, and findings of the public involvement effort.   
 
II. PRE-MEETING ACTIVITIES 
 
Regarding the four public meetings, the public outreach, communications and attendance 
generation activities prior to the meetings were numerous and comprehensive. The specific 
activities included: 
 

• Development and production of all background and meeting support materials. 
• Placement of required newspaper notification classified ads as well as special display 

ads in major newspapers and Hispanic language newspapers in the study corridor. 
• Coordination and briefing of communications specialists for each city and county in the 

study corridor. 
• Distribution of press releases, media alerts and direct contact with key media to 

generate additional coverage. 
 
The legal advertisement, retail advertisement, and press release are in Exhibits A-1, A-2, and A-
3 respectively.   
 
III. MEETING HAND-OUTS 
 
The handout for each meeting was a summary of the detailed alternative corridors, including 
maps of each corridor. A second sheet detailed the various transit options available for each 
corridor. The handout is included as Exhibit B. 
 
IV. MEETING FORMAT 
 
The meetings were “open-house” style,” which made it easy for citizens or agency 
representatives to come and go at any time during the session.  Large printed boards illustrating 
the draft goals and objectives, different types of transit technologies, study area map, and six 
alternatives were placed throughout the meeting locations.  Visitors could view the boards 
before and after the presentation and have one-on-one discussions with MPO and Consultant 
staff.  A PowerPoint presentation, given by MPO and Consultant staff, was presented and 
attendees were invited to ask questions during the presentations.  An open question-and-
answer (Q&A) session followed the formal presentation.  A copy of the PowerPoint presentation 
is included as Exhibit C. 
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V. PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 
The public meetings held in December 2006 and attendees who chose to sign in are as follows: 
 

December 12, 2006 
12:00 – 2:00 pm 

Nashville Civic Design Center 
138 2nd Avenue North 
Suite 106 
Nashville, TN 37201 

7 attendees   

December 12, 2006 
6:00 – 8:00 pm 

Murfreesboro Consolidated Utility District 
709 New Salem Highway 
Murfreesboro, TN  37129 

3 attendees   

December 13, 2006 
1:00 – 3:00 pm 

La Vergne City Hall 
5093 Murfreesboro Road 
La Vergne, TN 37086 

6 attendees 

December 13, 2006 
6:00 – 8:00 pm 

Smyrna Town Centre 
100 Sam Ridley Parkway East 
Smyrna, TN 37187 

17 attendees 

 
A summary of each meeting is below.  The sign in sheets are included as Exhibit D. Since this 
presentation was for the final selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative, comments sheets 
were not solicited from the public. Comments were made by the public during the Q and A 
session, however. Those comments are summarized below. 
 

NASHVILLE CIVIC DESIGN CENTER, DECEMBER 12, 2006 

The following comments were made at the meeting: 
• Additional seats needed on Route 96.  Passengers are standing from LaVergne to 

downtown Nashville 
• Citizen questioned who would operate and fund the service 
 
 

MURFREESBORO CONSOLIDATED UTILITY DISTRICT, DECEMBER 12, 2006 

The following comments were made at the meeting: 
• Would like to see costs broken out by time period (1-5 years, 5-10, etc.) 
• Concerned about funding.  Schools are the political priority now in Rutherford County 
 
 

LA VERGNE CITY HALL, DECEMBER 13, 2006 

The following comments were made at the meeting: 
• People will be disappointed that the recommendation isn’t rail, but understands that the 

riders are not there right now 
• Have developers pay for bus service and bus stop improvements 
• Cities need specific guidance for transit oriented development  
 
 

SMYRNA TOWN CENTER, DECEMBER 13, 2006 

The following comments were made at the meeting: 
• Market the transit service to overcome pre-conceived ideas about riding the bus to work.  

Let people know the options that are available to them. 
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• Put evening service on route 96.  Would like to go to a Predators game or out to dinner 
after work, but evening service isn’t available. 

• People left Atlanta due to traffic.  Sees the same thing happening in Rutherford County. 
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Exhibit A - Public Notification 
A-1. Press Release 
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Exhibit B - Meeting Handout Material  
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Exhibit C.  PowerPoint Presentation 
 

13 



 

14 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

15 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

16 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

17 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Exhibit D.  Sign-in Sheets  
 

18 



 

19 



 

20 



 

 

21 



 

22 

 



 
 
 
 
 

Appendix 2E – Miscellaneous Comment 
Forms 
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Appendix 2F – E-mailed Comments 
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