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 Meeting Notes  
Newton County- Salem Overlay District 
Stakeholder Meeting #2 
June 12, 2012 
7:00 PM 
 
ATTENDEES 
 
Branin Burdette 
Kibby Elliott 
Tom Garrett 
Nick Hathorn 
John Head 
Sunni Herrington 
Larry King 

Kay Lee 
John Middleton 
Veda Miller 
Kathy Morgan 
Ann Neuhierl 
Nancy Schulz 
Lanier Sims 

Scott Sirotkin 
Bennet Slay 
Bob Mcleod 
Buck Vaughn 
Malika Hakeem 
Alex Fite-Wassilak 
Michael Woodman 

 
AGENDA 
 

1. What we heard 
2. Where we are 
3. Strategy Statement 
4. Proposed Boundaries 
5. Public Meeting 
6. Next Steps 

 
 During the presentation of the Strategy Statement, Alex asked for feedback periodically. 
 Branin wondered if TCF foresees an Architectural review committee. Alex answered that it would 

likely be a recommendation, but it would be up to the county and community to implement 
 There was a question from a resident about whether TCF was designing for smaller multi-family 

residences (duplexes, triplexes, etc). Alex responded that TCF is looking at smaller lot sizes and 
smaller rentals spread around rather than large ones concentrated in one area. Currently the market 
has an oversupply of single family and an undersupply of rentals. Mentioned that a form-based code 
provides some flexibility of use, but can help control the look and feel. 

 One resident asked about safety. Alex responded that safety was something that we were looking at 
throughout. Incorporating Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design principles including 
lighting, connectivity (to allow responders easier access), homes closer to the street and with 
porches (in appropriate areas) to allow more eyes on the street. 

 Another resident asked if we were talking to individual developers, how developers actually get 
involved, and if developers were treated on a first come first serve basis. Alex explained that TCF is 
not working with individual developers; the firm is developing a framework for all future developers 
to work within. The County planning staff actually implements the overlay, and the focus of the 
framework is quality growth so it should not matter which developer arrives first. 

 One resident had some concerns about water supply. Alex responded that we have contacted the 
water authority and they are aware of this effort. The work of the Leadership Collaborative and the 
Center shows that compact development can actually diminish the need for additional water 
infrastructure and can reduce cost. Water capacity is one of the issues they have been examining. 
One of the commissioners remarked that the county is actually working on a reservoir as well.  
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 Branin remarked that if a historic district is enacted, that would necessitate an architectural review 
committee, otherwise the expertise would not be present 

 One resident expressed concern about existing covenants in homeowner’s associations, wondering 
how the County could create additional conditions on top of those covenants. Alex responded that 
issue would be something that deserves further investigation, but that everything will be within the 
proper legal boundaries. 

 Commissioner Schulz noted that we need to have sidewalks on Salem road and that they are 
appropriate. She didn’t want the BOC to have any excuses to not provide sidewalks. Someone else 
commented that the DOT requires you to put sidewalks in. 

 Another resident commented that sidewalks should connect from Brown Bridge West to the schools 
and that paths other than Salem Rd should be considered. Alex responded that sidewalks do not 
necessarily have to be right on the road and that multi-use paths might be used to connect 
developments. 

 One resident commented that as a walker they want safe location for walking that is lit and not 
immediately against the road. Alex affirmed that aspiration and added that the firm is aiming for 
regulations that support a community for all ages and abilities, which includes good walking 
infrastructure 

 Another resident wanted to know how much input the public would have on new roads. Alex 
responded that it is the County’s responsibility to implement some roads but they would likely 
include some feedback. He also mentioned that the 2050 plan mentions that a grid pattern in a 
compact area would reduce the cost of infrastructure and services. He also suggested that one 
possible way the County could help is to work with existing subdivisions to see if roads could be 
connected. 

 When looking at the map, one resident asked about a subdivision that was excluded from the 
overlay, and looked like it may be able to be connected road wise. Alex said they would look in to 
that. 

 One of the commissioners suggested that Adam Kirk from the Center could come in and give a 
presentation about the road connection work he has done. 

 One resident expressed concern about whether this effort would create a new city, and expressed 
that he did not want those taxes. Alex affirmed that this effort did not intend to create any 
municipality nor would it increase taxes. If the residents wanted they could create a special tax 
district to accelerate the building of infrastructure, but that would be their choice. The County has 
no plans along those lines. 

 Another resident commented that the community is proud of the area, and he would like to see a 
community square. It was pointed out that a public meeting area is the aspiration of the overlay, but 
will not happen overnight. Parcels need to be identified and money collected or raised to pay for the 
land and whatever improvements may be made. 

 Another comment was made with regard to the possibility of adding alleys to houses that front 
Salem Rd: in those areas the resident would like to see access restricted to just the alley to prevent 
“snout houses” 

 One concern brought up was that if connecting existing subdivision roads, need to be sure existing 
infrastructure can support the added capacity. Alex added that any new connection would have to 
address those concerns. 

 Another resident expressed concerns about how to deal with existing development. Alex mentioned 
that we could not force businesses to change, but the overlay can include triggers that when 
reached will force businesses to change. Need to calibrate those triggers to not impose on existing 
businesses. 

 One resident remarked that it would be great for the community to have a place for outdoor events. 
Alex responded that there may be a regulation for developers to set aside land for community uses. 
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 Another resident wanted to be sure that the regulations did not go too far, they should protect 
property rights. Alex agreed and said that the overlay is trying to be sensitive to both homeowners 
as well as business in not creating undue burden while still creating regulations that create quality 
development. One way to do that for businesses and developers is to look at incentives to balance 
those requirements. 

 It was expressed by resident that development should be durable and long lasting and not just 
appear that way. Alex responded that was the goal of the overlay. 

 One resident commented that apartment buildings need to be considered in the overlay. 
 It was pointed out that connectivity between existing subdivisions and commercial areas could begin 

with multi-use paths and those are more likely to be accepted. Several of the residents seemed 
interested in the idea. It was pointed out that “path” is the preferred term, as “trail” has negative 
connotations in the area. 

 During the public meeting discussion there were several comments from the stakeholders: 
o Be prepared for Salem Rd widening questions, may even want to present something 

about the T-SPLOST 
o Commissioner Schulz seemed concerned about the Visual Preference Survey if there 

were a lot of people, Alex said the firm would limit the time for each slide and that the 
firm would make sure it worked out 

o Scott asked if the boundaries would be shown. Alex responded yes and that he would 
bring a the poster to the meeting 

 Alex closed by saying he would email all materials to the stakeholder group as soon as possible and 
asked again that the stakeholders should get the word out to as many people as possible for the 
public meeting 

 


