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Hickman Leaders Perspectives
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Background:

Keith Nash, County Commissioner and Planning Commissioner
Jim BatesHickmanCountyMayor
Garry Greer, Centerville Mayor
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Our Hickman County Team:
Mike Butler¢ CEO

Dr. Bridget Jones Land Use Leader
Chris Roberts Director of Conservatio
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Our Mission:

Leading the conservation, sound
management, and wi se
wildlife, waters, and wild places.
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Leaders Identify Your Assets,
Explore Implementation Strategies
and Utllize Resources and
Partnerships
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Leaderreate Information for
Future Decision Making and
Investments
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Opportunities

ldentify - Natural Resource Assets
ldentify - Rural Economic Development
Assets

Understand Current Conditions
Understandc Current Constraints
Create Consensud-uture Actions
Proactive Strategiesmplementation and
Incentives

Leverageg Strategic Partnerships
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Natural Resources Asset Assessment:
Land Conditions
Wetlands
Flood Plains and Riparian Areas
Wildlife Habitat
Farmland
Forests
Grasslands
Outdoor Recreation




Conservation Opportunity Areas, and
Combined Land Conservation Priorities for Terrestrial, Aquatic, and Karst SGCN
Tennessee State Wildlife Action'Plan, 2025
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Aqualic Habitat Priorities, by
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Figure 21. Topography

HICKMAN COUNTY TOPOGRAPHY
FEMA Flood Zones




TENNESSEE POPULATION GROWTH

NET DOMESTIC MIGRATION
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Urbanization in 2020
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Figure 4. Population Change - Block Group (2013-2022)

HICKMAN COUNTY
POPULATION CHANGE
(2014-2023)
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