METROPOLITAN GOVERNMENT
OF NASHVILLE AND DAVIDSON COUNTY

Planning Department
Metro Office Building

800 Second Avenue South
Nashville, Tennessee 37:

Minutes
Of the

Metropolitan Planning Commission
August 9, 2007

kkhkkkkkkkkkhkk

4:00 PM
Metro Southeast at Genesco Park
1417 Murfreeshoro Road
PLANNING COMMISSION: Staff Present:
James McLean, Chairman Rick Bernhardt, Executive Director
Phil Ponder, Vice Chairman Ann Hammond, Assistant Executive Director
Stewart Clifton David Kleinfelter, Planning Mgr. Il
Judy Cummings Ted Morrissey, Legal Counsel
Tonya Jones Jason Swaggart, Planner |
Victor Tyler Trish Brooks, Admin. Svcs. Officer 3
Councilman J.B. Loring Carrie Logan, Planner |
Eileen Beehan, representing Mayor Bill Purcell Craig Owensby, Communications Officer

Brenda Bernards, Planner il
Nedra Jones, Planner Il
Brian Sexton, Planner |
Dennis Corrieri, Planning Tech |
Commission Members Abs
Ann Nielson

l. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 4:00 p.m.

. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mr. McLean recommended procedures for the Commissidollow regarding the Rose Park Public Hearikg
explained that in order to permit the orderly preagon of information on the E.S. Rose Park Improent case
and to allow the Planning Commission the opponutdtproperly discuss its recommendation to therbfmilitan
Council, he was proposing that the Commission allowaximum of 1 hour for the presentation of pubbonment
with each side being given 30 minutes. Each indigl¢presenter will continue to be limited to 2 ngsiper
speaker. Mr. McLean recommended that the Commigségin with the applicant and proponents followgdHe
opponents. It was also suggested, that the apdicaay set aside whatever time (within their 30uténmaximum)
they chose for comments following the opponentsipied they inform the Commission of the desiredbaside
time prior to the beginning of the public hearing.

Mr. Clifton requested additional clarification frotime Chairman regarding this recommendation.

Ms. Cummings made further clarification on the mahare.
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Mr. Ponder questioned the overall time allottedifoth the opponent and proponents for this case.

Mr. Clifton moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the nmtiwhich passed unanimously, to approve the praesdor
the Public Hearing for Item #3, E.S. Rose Park mpments.(8-0)

Ms. Ann Hammond announced the following: “As infation for our audience, if you are not satisfigthva
decision made by the Planning Commission today,rgay appeal the decision by petitioning for a wfitert with
the Davidson County Chancery or Circuit Court. Yappeal must be filed within 60 days of the ddtthe entry
of the Planning Commission’s decision. To ensheg your appeal is filed in a timely manner, arat il
procedural requirements have been met, pleasevimeddhat you should contact independent legahselr’

Mr. Loring moved and Ms. Cummings seconded the angtivhich passed unanimously, to adopt the age(&ia)

.  APPROVAL OF JULY 26, 2007, MINUTES

Mr. Loring moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the matiavhich passed unanimously, to approve the Julyp@67
minutes as presented3-0Q)

V. RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS

Councilmember Gilmore spoke in favor of Item #19P830U-03, Shops at Bordeaux, which was on thes€an
Agenda for approval. She spoke of the suppofi®@Ttbmmunity members and requested its approval.

Councilmember Page spoke in favor of Item #2, 268136U-11, A&W Upholstery.

Councilmember Wallace spoke in favor of Item #028P-015U-10, The Glen which was on the Consenhdage
for approval. He explained that a neighborhoodtmgevas held on this proposal and that he waavorf of its
approval. He also stated that he was in suppdhen$taff's recommendation to approve ltem #3,720083U-10,
E.S. Rose Park Improvement. He explained thatgaldth the Commission’s recommendation, the ultemat
decision on this proposal should be made at then€blevel.

Coouncilman Greer stated that he would addres€dmemission after his item was presented.

V. PUBLIC HEARING: ITEMS REQUESTED TO BE DEFERRED OR

WITHDRAWN
8. 2007S-107U-12 Caldwell Country Estates, SeRebub. Lot 120 - Request | — deferred to August
for final plat approval to create 2 lots on propéocated at | 23, 2008, at the
243 Blackman Road request of the
applicant

Mr. Loring moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the matiavhich passed unanimously, to approve the Deleanel
Withdrawn items. (8-0)

VI.  PUBLIC HEARING: CONSENT AGENDA

ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

1. 2007SP-126U-11 A request to change from R6 tad®iihg to permit 4 - Approve with conditions
single-family lots on property located at 1329 Atrenue
North, southwest corner of 7th Avenue North andldray
Street.
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4, 2004NL-028U-10 Clifton Lane - Request to revise the final develepin - Approve with conditions
plan for a Neighborhood Landmark Overlay distrigt o
property located at 1100 Clifton Lane, to permé th
construction of a 15’ x 30’ detached open carport.

5. 2006SP-077G-13 Rolling Hill Village - Request fimal SP site plan - Approve with conditions
approval for property located at 3485 Hamilton Giur
Road, to permit the development of 26 single-farttg,
17 cottage lots, and 8 townhouse units.

6. 2006SP-135U-08 A request for final SP site gpproval to permit the - Approve with conditions
development of 10 townhome units on property |t ate
711 and 713 40th Avenue North, at the southwesteror
of 40th Avenue North and Clifton Avenue.

7. 2007SP-015U-10 The Glen (formerly™#nd Wedgewood) - Request for | - Approve with conditions
final SP site plan approval on property located 730
18th Avenue South, to permit the development of 38
multi-family units.

FINAL PLATS

8. 2007S-107U-12 Caldwell Country Estates, SeRebub. Lot 120 - - Approve, including an
Request for final plat approval to create 2 lotgpowperty | exception to lot comparability
located at 243 Blackman Road. and variances to Section 3-

4.2.a and Section 3-4.2.f of the
Subdivision Regulations

9. 2007S-198U-05 M.P. Estes Subdivision, Lot 2 qist for final plat - Approve with conditions
approval to create 2 single family lots on propéotiated
at 1503 Porter Road.

REVISIONS AND FINAL DE

VELOPMENT PLANS

11. 155-74-U-14

Larchwood Commercials PUD (ThorigpnRequest for
final approval for a portion of a Commercial Pladne
Unit Development district located at 714 StewadsryF
Pike, to permit the development of a 3,730 Squaoe f
automobile convenience store with 20 gasoline pumps

- Approve with conditions

12. | 2005P-008G-06

Harpeth Village PUD - Requesttise the preliminary
plan for a portion of a Planned Unit Developmecakted
at 8000, 8002 and 8004 Highway 100, to permit twb o
parcels with 12,950 square feet of retail/restalnans
and a financial institution.

- Approve with conditions

13. | 2005P-010G-02

Nashville Commons at SkylineguRst to revise the
preliminary plan and for final approval for a portiof a
Planned Unit Development district located alongwiest
side of Dickerson Pike, north of Doverside Drive, t
increase the overall square footage from 684,977 to
691,783.

- Approve with conditions
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14.

58-85-P-12

Brighton Village (Formerly Ruckemiding and
Brentwood Midlands) - Rquest to revise the preliann
and for final approval for a Planned Unit Developine
located at 5442 and 5444 Edmondson Pike, to pénenit
development of 124 townhome units where 124 units
were previously approved.

- Approve with conditions

15.

70-81-G-13

Lakeshore Christian Church - Reqgioest revision to
the preliminary plan and for final approval for @rtion
of the Planned Unit Development district located on
property located at 5432 Bell Forge Lane, to pethat
development of a religious institution, previously
approved for 73,263 square feet of retail uses.

- Approve with conditions

16.

89P-003G-06

Still Spring Ridge, Phase Il - esjuo revise the
preliminary for a portion of a Planned Unit Devetognt
located at Hicks Road (unnumbered), approximately
3,130 feet east of Sawyer Brown Road, to permit one
single-family lot with a guesthouse, where a 10,000
square foot religious institution was previouslypegped.

- Approve with conditions

17.

89P-030U-03

A request to amend a portion oPtlamned Unit
Development Overlay District on property located at
4148 Clarksville Pike, at the southeast corner of
Clarksville Pike and Kings Lane, (4.05 acres), zbGé,
to permit the development of a 30,521 square foot
recreation center (family life center) and 9,600a8¢
feet of office uses, replacing retail uses.

- Approve with conditions

18.

98P-003G-06

Bellevue Professional Park, Lavaterford Assisted
Living) - Request for final approval for a Planrigdit
Development district located at 8118 B Sawyer Brown
Road, to permit a 14,200 square foot addition cimgj
of 20 additional units for an existing assistedhigy

facility.

- Approve with conditions

OTHER BUSINESS

19.

Correction to May 22,

2003, Minutes

- Approve

20.

Employee contract renewal for Joni Priest.

- Approve

Ms. Jones moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the metltinh passed unanimously, to approve the Consgahda.

(8-0)

Mr. McLean announced that Item #3, E.S. Rose Rapgtdvements would be heard first and requestedttieat
applicant for this item announce how they wouldizditheir allotted time for this proposal.

Mr. Bernhardt explained that the staff presentatidhinclude comments from Mr. Jim Lawson who was
representing the Parks Department and Mr. Mark Maty was representing the Public Works Department
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VIl.  PUBLIC HEARING: PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS AND ITEM S ON
PUBLIC HEARING

1. 2006SP-075U-08
Taylor Place SP
Map: 081-12 Parcel(s)441
Subarea 8 (2002)
Council District 19 — Ludye Wallace

A request to change from R6 to SP zoning to pe4rsingle-family lots on property located at 1328 Avenue
North, southwest corner of 7th Avenue North andldia$treet (0.18 acres), requested by Wilbur Sraitt
Associates for Ed Swinger, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Preliminary SP
Rezone 0.18 acres from One and Two-Family ResialefiR6) to Specific Plan (SP) zoning property lecbat 1329
7th Avenue North, along the southwest corner ofAitnue North and Taylor Street to permit 4 sinigleily lots.

Existing Zoning
R6 District - R6requires a minimum 6,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and duplexes
at an overall density of 7.72 dwelling units peresincluding 25% duplex lots.

Proposed Zoning
SP District - Specific Plais a zoning district category that provides foditidnal flexibility of design, including
the relationship of buildings to streets, to pr@vitle ability to implement the specific detailsled General Plan.

L] The SP District is a new base zoning district,aobverlay. It will be labeled on zoning maps as
“SP.”
. The SP District is not subject to the traditionahing districts’ development standards. Instead,

urban design elements are determifegdhe specific developmentaind are written into the zone
change ordinance, which becomes law.

L] Use of SRloes notrelieve the applicant of responsibility for thguéations/guidelines in historic
or redevelopment districts. The more stringenula&ipns or guidelines control.

L] Use of SRloes notrelieve the applicant of responsibility for sukidian regulation and/or
stormwater regulations.

NORTH NASHVILLE COMMUNITY PLAN POLICY

Neighborhood Urban (NU) - NU policy is intended fairly intense, expansive areas that are intettdewntain a
significant amount of residential development, émg planned to be mixed use in character. Predorhimses in
these areas include a variety of housing, publiebieuses, commercial activities and mixed-usesttggment. An
accompanying SP, Urban Design or Planned Unit @wveént overlay district or site plan should acconypa
proposals in these policy areas, to assure apprtepiesign and that the type of development corsfdonthe intent
of the policy.

Germantown Detailed Neighborhood Design Plan
Mixed Live/Work (MLW) MLW is intended for primarilyesidential uses, while providing opportunities $mall
commercial establishments, mostly home-run probesdior retail services.

History -This request was deferred at the July22®,7, Commission meeting to allow Planning Staffertime to
review the newly proposed plan submitted on July?2®7, and to allow more time for a community rreget

This request was previously disapproved by theritgnCommission on August 10, 2006, for the follogi

Created on 8/17/2007 9:11:00 AM 5 of 55



reasons:The proposed SP district is not consistent with te North Nashville Community Plan’s
Neighborhood Urban structure plan, and the areas Mied Live/Work detail plan. Both policies are intenled
for a mixture of residential and small commercial ype uses. The proposed SP also does not provideeqdate
information.”

The Metro Council deferred this item indefinitely Dlovember 21, 2006, and referred it back to tlaafihg
Commission. A new plan was submitted by the applién June 2007. The current request reducesrtipoped
number of lots from five lots to four lots.

Consistent with Policy? -Yes. The density of the proposed plan is consistent thiehMixed-Live-Work Policy
intended for primarily residential uses.

Plan Details- The plan proposes four single-family homes witbess, and four parking spaces, from an existing
alley and two on-street spaces alofigA¥enue North. The frontage of the developmempiraposed along Taylor
Street, while the corner lot will front both street The plan proposes a density of 22 units per, &cluding three
lots containing 1,307 sq. ft. and the corner lottaming 2,744 sq. ft.

Building Elevations - If approved, building arclutaral elevations must be submitted prior to otanjunction with
the final site plans.

MDHA Recommendation - The MDHA Design Review Contagthas reviewed this preliminary plan and
recommended approval with the condition that tisédential setbacks alond Avenue North must be consistent
with the existing setbacks along that street, olusing mixed-use or live/work on the corner Iétdeveloped as
mixed-use or live/work, the MDHA design review coittae required the building on the corner lot tabibeught to
the corner.

Staff Recommendation Staff recommends approval with conditions sincergn plan for four single-family lots
will allow for a 30 foot setback alond"Avenue North and provides for a large enough fleador the corner lot to
front both Taylor Street and"Avenue North. The plan has also been revisedrtwve the note regarding mixed-
use/live-work for the corner lot.

In addition, the proposed plan is consistent wig MDHA Design Review Committee recommendationke T
MDHA design review committee recommended that if Dpthe corner lot, remains single-family thamitist meet
the current setbacks of the homes alofg\Venue North, which are approximately 30 feet.

As a condition of approval, architectural elevasi@amd house plans shall be submitted for reviewagpdoval with
the final site development plan. In addition, ptim approval of any building permits, the applicenust receive
final approval of house plans from the MDHA desigaiew committee. If the final site plan is nohs@stent with
the preliminary development plan, Council appraMathanges to the plan may be required.

RECENT REZONINGS - Yes. The Planning Commission recommended disappafa similar proposal with 5
lots on August 10, 2006.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - The developer's construction drawings shall compti the design
regulations established by the Department of PiWlicks. Final design may vary based on field ctoads.

Identify plans for solid waste collection and dispb Identify storage location.
Construct Alley along property frontage per Publiorks' standards and specifications.

Plan proposes required parking on-street. Remiostepfarking space on 7th Avenue at Taylor Stré&abvide
minimum thirty feet separation from a crosswallaatintersection.
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Maximum Uses inExisting Zoning District R6

Total . :
Land Use . Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) ABES Rl Tgtr:ber el (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-family
detached(210) 0.18 6.18 1 10 1 2
Maximum Uses inProposedZoning District SP

Total . :
Land Use . Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) ABIES Rl T:tr:ber el (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family
detached(210) 0.18 n/a 4 39 3 5
Change in Traffic BetweenMaximum Usesin Existing and Proposed Zoning District
Land Use Acres _ Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) (weekday) Hour Hour
- +3 29 2 3

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken

METRO SCHOOL BOARD REPORT
Projected student generation  _OElementary QMiddle 0 High

Schools Over/Under Capacity - Students would attend Brookmeade Elementary School,
Hill Middle School or Hillwood High School. All $mols have been identified as having capacity byMletro
School Board. This information is based upon diatan the school board last updated April 2007.

CONDITIONS
1. As a part of the final SP site plan approval, aasefe, detailed landscaping plan, house plans and
architectural elevations must be submitted foreevand approval.

2. For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the stedtgla
regulations and requirements of the MUL zoningraistwhich must be shown on the plan.

3. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortemilanagement division of Water Services.

4, Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Trdffigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshiitpublic rights of way.

5. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access utilizing the
approved design and adequate water supply fopfoeection must be met prior to the issuance of any
building permits.

6. Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdyethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design anthial site conditions. All adjustments shall basistent
with the principles and further the objectivesttd ipproved plan. Adjustments shall not be pertitte
except through an ordinance approved by Metro Gbthvatt increase the permitted density or intensity
add uses not otherwise permitted, eliminate spectfhditions or requirements contained in the plsin
adopted through this enacting ordinance, or aditutgr access points not currently present or aygao
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Within 120 days of Planning Commission approvathi§ preliminary SP plan, and in any event prior to
any additional development applications for thisgarty, including submission of a final SP sitenpléne
applicant shall provide the Planning Departmenhwifinal corrected copy of the preliminary SP gian
filing and recording with the Davidson County Régisof Deeds. Failure to submit a final correctegyc

of the preliminary SP plan within 120 days will ddhe Commission’s approval and require resubmissio
of the plan to the Planning Commission.

Approve with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-271

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2006SP-075U-08 A°PROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

As a part of the final SP site plan approval, casefe, detailed landscaping plan, house plans and
architectural elevations must be submitted foreevand approval.

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the staigla
regulations and requirements of the MUL zoningraistwhich must be shown on the plan.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortemilanagement division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Traffigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshiitpublic rights of way.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access utilizing the
approved design and adequate water supply fopfotection must be met prior to the issuance of any
building permits.

Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdyethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design antlial site conditions. All adjustments shall basistent
with the principles and further the objectivesttd ipproved plan. Adjustments shall not be perditte
except through an ordinance approved by Metro Gbthvatt increase the permitted density or intensity
add uses not otherwise permitted, eliminate spectfhditions or requirements contained in the plsin
adopted through this enacting ordinance, or aditutgr access points not currently present or apgao

Within 120 days of Planning Commission approvathi§ preliminary SP plan, and in any event prior to
any additional development applications for thisgarty, including submission of a final SP sitenpléne
applicant shall provide the Planning Departmenhwifinal corrected copy of the preliminary SP pian
filing and recording with the Davidson County Régisof Deeds. Failure to submit a final correctegyc

of the preliminary SP plan within 120 days will ddhe Commission’s approval and require resubmissio
of the plan to the Planning Commission.

The proposed SP district is consistent with the Ndéin Nashville Community Plan’s Neighborhood Urban
policy and the Mixed Live/Work detailed policy, which are intended for predominately residential usewith
an added live/work component.”
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2. 2007SP-126U-11
A&W Upholstery SP (Preliminary and Final Site Blan
Map: 133-05 Parcel(s): 052
Subaredl1 (1999)
Council District 16 — Anna Page

A request to change 0.34 acres from Office/Residef@®R20) to Specific Plan (SP) zoning propertydted at 429
Veritas Street for development plan and final plen approval to permit the existing 2,800 sgbtiilding to be
used for one single-family dwelling, general office light manufacturing/general retail to permiecupholstery
shop only, requested by Dennis Ray Austin, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Preliminary Development Plan and Final Site Plan

A request to change 0.34 acres from Office/Residef@®R20) to Specific Plan (SP) zoning propertyated at 429
Veritas Street for preliminary development plan éindl site plan approval to permit the existing@) sq. ft.
building to be used for one single-family dwellinggneral office, or light manufacturing/generahiietio permit one
upholstery shop only.

Existing Zoning
OR20 District - Office/Residentias intended for office and/or multi-family residex units at up to 20 dwelling
units per acre.

Proposed Zoning
SP District - Specific Plais a zoning district category that provides fodigidnal flexibility of design, including
the relationship of buildings to streets, to pr@vitle ability to implement the specific detailsled General Plan.

= The SP District is a new base zoning district,amobverlay. It will be labeled on zoning maps &B."
. The SP District is not subject to the traditionahing districts’ development standards. Insteadam

design elements are determirfedthe specific developmentnd are written into the zone change
ordinance, which becomes law.

L] Use of SRloes notrelieve the applicant of responsibility for thguéations/guidelines in historic or
redevelopment districts. The more stringent retgana or guidelines control.

L] Use of SRloes notrelieve the applicant of responsibility for sulidien regulation and/or stormwater
regulations.

SOUTH NASHVILLE COMMUNITY PLAN

Residential Medium (RM) - RM policy is intendedadocommodate residential development within a dgmnaiige
of four to nine dwelling units per acre. A varietifhousing types are appropriate. The most comtyyes include
compact, single-family detached units, town-honaes, walk-up apartments.

Office Transition (OT) OT policy is intended for small offices intendeds&rve as a transition between lower and
higher intensity uses where there are no suitadieral features that can be used as buffers. Ggndransitional
offices are used between residential and commeangas. The predominant land use in OT areasvisis®, low
intensity offices.

The property is currently being used for an uplesisshop and has been cited by the Codes Deparfordnting
out of compliance with the existing OR20 zonincheTproposed SP plan, which would allow the uphplstbop to
remain on this property, recognizes the existimg lase and limits the expansion of the uses anddhare footage
of the building. This SP only allows general offigses, which are consistent with the OT policg am upholstery
shop.
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Proposed SP And Final Site Plan Development Plan

. Permitted Uses: Any use permitted by OR20; ortlighnufacturing and general retail to permit an
upholstery shop only
. Existing 2,800 sq. ft. building to remain. Therpklows a maximum of 900 sq. ft. of retail spagedn

upholstery shop within the existing building. Aagditions or exterior alterations will require apyal by
the Planning Commission, and may require Coungit@yal if the Planning Director deems necessary.

. There shall be no outdoor storage (excluding thatled for normal day-to-day pick-up and delivery).

. There shall be no outdoor sales or display of goods

. Monument style signage only. Signage will be ledito a maximum of one 3 foot tall by 4 foot wide
monument style sign. The base shall be construaftedck or stone.

. Development phasing and construction schedule:edaiv

. Development standards for OR20 zoning shall appiyahy standards not specifically referenced is thi
Specific Plan.

. Required off-street parking: one parking spacelpgd0 sq. ft. for light manufacturing uses; anuhiking
space per 200 sq. ft. of retail uses. Existindgipgrmeets the requirement with 8 total spaces.

. All existing landscaping shall remain.

. The front yard along Veritas Street shall be enhdrio include 2 to 4 shrubs along the building decand
a minimum of two additional trees in the front yard

. The existing on-site pavement at the corner oftderstreet and Keystone Avenue shall be removed so

to eliminate the existing, northernmost drivewayoolieystone Avenue. This corner shall be restéoed
grass to enhance the frontage along Veritas Street.

. All parking areas shall be paved with asphalt.

. The existing cinder-block wall in front of the ggeadoors shall be upgraded to brick or stone with a
minimum height of 30 inches and a maximum height &et.

. No chain link fence.

Consistent with Policy?The proposed plan includes uses that are consisténthe OT Policy area, including
general office and single-family residential; howe\it also includes an upholstery shop with aeissed retail
use where fabrics are sold. The Office Transifiolicy is intended to provide transition and buffigrat the
interface of residential and incompatible nonresiidé uses to either prevent or mitigate land wm&licts. In this
case, the OT policy provides a transition betwéenindustrial uses to the south along Allied Diawel the
residential uses north of Veritas Street.

This property sits at the southeast corner of ¥dsritreet and Keystone Avenue between propertydzodestrial

to the south and property zoned residential toxthréh. Because this site, and the property adfegstone Avenue
on the southwest corner, is in the closest locatiahe industrial uses to the south, staff sugpesty limited retail
uses which are accessory to the upholstery shoptukeés location. Staff would not support anyreachment of
commercial uses along Veritas Street or north ofte® Street on Keystone Avenue. The proposed$<P a
maintains the existing residential building facaiheis, keeping a residential appearance alongase8treet. It also
keeps the scale of the building compatible withdbale of the single-family homes in the area. Upieolstery
shop use will be in the existing building. This &Rws for the change of use, but the exteriarctre remains the
same.

The South Nashville Community Plan states: “Thanmtrongly recommends that the north side of ¥gi8treet
remain in strictly residential uses and that sroffite type uses compatible in scale with singleifg homes be

encouraged to locate on the south side of thetS(mage 58). Although this SP includes uses othan office, it
does maintain the scale and residential appeardong Veritas Street, as the existing buildingisemain.

Staff Recommendation Staff recommends approval since the SP plan prevadeansitional use between the
industrial and residential at a unique corner liocatand since the upholstery shop will be orientadard Keystone
Avenue, not Veritas Street.

RECENT REZONINGS -None
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PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION

Typical Uses inExisting Zoning District OR20

Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Square Feet | (weekday) Hour Hour
General

Office(710) 0.34 0.230 3,406 38 6 6
Typical Uses inProposedZoning District SP

Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Square Feet | (weekday) Hour Hour
General

Office(710) 0.34 0.230 3,406 38 6 6
Change in Traffic BetweenTypical Usesin Existing and Proposed Zoning District

Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Square Feet | (weekday) Hour Hour

- 0 0 0
CONDITIONS

1. The application, including attached materials, pland reports submitted by the applicant anddalpted
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conditions of approval shall constitute the pland eegulations as required for the Specific Plaoning.
Except as otherwise noted herein, the applicaiopplemental information and conditions of approval
shall be used by the planning department and dapattof Codes Administration as the final site plan
Deviation from these plans will require review g tPlanning Commission and approval by the
Metropolitan Council.

Permitted Uses: Any use permitted by OR20; ortlighnufacturing and general retail to permit an
upholstery shop only

For any development standards, regulations andreagents not specifically shown on the SP plan@and/
included as a condition of Commission or Councpirawal, the property shall be subject to the staigla
regulations, and requirements of the OR20 zonisgidis at the effective date of this ordinance.

There shall be no outdoor storage (excluding tekatled for normal day-to-day pick-up and delivery).
All existing landscaping shall remain.

The front yard along Veritas Street shall be enbdrto include 2 to 4 shrubs along the building d&cand
a minimum of two additional trees in the yard. Newdscaping shall be planted within 120 days of the
effective date of the ordinance and prior to tiseigce of any final use and occupancy permit.

The existing pavement on-site at the corner oftderstreet and Keystone shall be removed so as to
eliminate the existing, northernmost driveway o&ystone Avenue. This corner shall be restored to
grass to enhance the frontage along Veritas Stie@tement shall be removed and replanted within 12
days of the effective date of the ordinance andrpd the issuance of any final use and occupascmip.

All parking areas shall be paved with asphalt. skxg gravel area shall be paved within 120 daybef
effective date of the ordinance and prior to tiseigce of any final use and occupancy permit.

The existing cinder-block knee wall in front of tharage doors shall be upgraded to brick or statteav

minimum height of 30 inches and a maximum height &et within 120 days of the effective date @& th
ordinance and prior to the issuance of any finalarsd occupancy permit.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

There shall be no outdoor sales or display of goods

Monument style signage shall only be permittecgn&ge shall be limited to a maximum of one, 3 fatit
by 4 foot wide monument style sign. The base di@ltonstructed of brick or stone.

Required off-street parking includes one parkingcgpper 1,500 sq. ft. for light manufacturing uses 1
parking space per 200 sq. ft. of retail uses.

No chain link fence allowed on-site.

Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdomethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design antlial site conditions upon review of the buildpegmit.

All adjustments shall be consistent with the piphes and further the objectives of the approved.pla
Adjustments shall not be permitted, except throaiglordinance approved by Metro Council that ineeas
the permitted density or intensity, add uses nie¢tise permitted, eliminate specific conditions or
requirements contained in the plan as adopted ghrthe enacting ordinance, or add vehicular access
points not currently present or approved.

Mr. Leeman presented and stated that staff is recamding approval with conditions.

Mr. Dennis Austin spoke in favor of the proposal.

Mr. Clifton and Ms. Cummings seconded the motiohicl passed unanimously, to approve with conditiomse
Change 2007SP-126U-11. (7-0)

Resolution No. BL2007-272

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007SP-126U-11APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (7-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

The application, including attached materials, pland reports submitted by the applicant anddalpted
conditions of approval shall constitute the pland eegulations as required for the Specific Plaonéng.
Except as otherwise noted herein, the applicaiopplemental information and conditions of approval
shall be used by the planning department and depattof Codes Administration as the final site plan
Deviation from these plans will require review lwe tPlanning Commission and approval by the
Metropolitan Council.

Permitted Uses: Any use permitted by OR20; ortlighnufacturing and general retail to permit an
upholstery shop only

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the staigla
regulations, and requirements of the OR20 zonisgidis at the effective date of this ordinance.

There shall be no outdoor storage (excluding tkatled for normal day-to-day pick-up and delivery).
All existing landscaping shall remain.

The front yard along Veritas Street shall be enkdrto include 2 to 4 shrubs along the building d&cand

a minimum of two additional trees in the yard. Newdscaping shall be planted within 120 days of the
effective date of the ordinance and prior to tiseigce of any final use and occupancy permit.
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7. The existing pavement on-site at the corner oftderstreet and Keystone shall be removed so as to
eliminate the existing, northernmost driveway oi&ystone Avenue. This corner shall be restored to
grass to enhance the frontage along Veritas StR@tement shall be removed and replanted withih 12
days of the effective date of the ordinance andrpd the issuance of any final use and occupascymip.

8. All parking areas shall be paved with asphalt. skxg gravel area shall be paved within 120 daybef
effective date of the ordinance and prior to tilseidce of any final use and occupancy permit.

9. The existing cinder-block knee wall in front of tharage doors shall be upgraded to brick or stdtieav
minimum height of 30 inches and a maximum height &et within 120 days of the effective date @& th
ordinance and prior to the issuance of any finalarsd occupancy permit.

10. There shall be no outdoor sales or display of goods

11. Monument style signage shall only be permittedgn8ge shall be limited to a maximum of one, 3 fadt
by 4 foot wide monument style sign. The base di@ltonstructed of brick or stone.

12. Required off-street parking includes one parkingcgpper 1,500 sqg. ft. for light manufacturing uses 1
parking space per 200 sq. ft. of retail uses.

13. No chain link fence allowed on-site.

14. Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdamethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design antlial site conditions upon review of the buildpagmit.
All adjustments shall be consistent with the piphes and further the objectives of the approved.pla
Adjustments shall not be permitted, except throaiglordinance approved by Metro Council that ineeas
the permitted density or intensity, add uses ne¢tise permitted, eliminate specific conditions or
requirements contained in the plan as adopted ghrthe enacting ordinance, or add vehicular access
points not currently present or approved.

The proposed SP is consistent with the South Nashei Community Plan’s Office Transition policy, as t will
provide appropriate transition from the adjacent industrial policy to the south of this property and te
residential policy along Veritas Street.”

3. 2007M-083U-10
E. S. Rose Park Improvement by Belmont University
Map 105-1, Parcel91
Subarea 10 (2005)
District 19 - Wallace

Review and Advise Metropolitan Council on Propokedse Agreement Between Belmont University and the
Metro Department of Parks and Recreation Regar@mgstruction of Athletic Facilities in E. S. RosarlPand
Belmont University’s Use of Those Facilities.

Staff Recommendation: Approve With Conditions asdllows: 1) the proposal is favorably recommendedyb
the Metro Traffic Engineer and 2) provisions are ncluded in the lease reflecting the recommendatiors the
Metro Traffic Engineer regarding traffic, parking a nd pedestrian improvements and Belmont University’'s
role and responsibilities regarding those recommerations.

APPLICANT REQUEST -Review and Advise Metropolitan Council on Propbkease Agreement Between

Belmont University and the Metro Department of Raakd Recreation Regarding Construction of Athletic
Facilities in E. S. Rose Park and Belmont Univgisise of Those Facilities.

SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS
Land Use PolicyAthletic fields are among the types of facilitieengrally supported by parks and open space
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policy. Like all recreational facilities, the appriateness of athletic fields in a specific logatis subject to the
suitability of that location for the particular fhiies proposed.

Site Suitability - Site size and shape are sufficient to accommodtiatproposed facilities. Topography is a modest
constraint along the northern edge of the propdiséas; elsewhere it is not an issue.

Impacts on Surrounding Land Uses With proper design, buffering and operationdégaards, the proposed
facilities should not unreasonably impair the sun@ing area’s integrity or suitability for long-terresidential use.
The impacts of increased noise and enhanced lgbtimearby uses are addressed in the lease. plesugnt to
this report regarding impacts related to traffid g@arking will be provided upon receipt and revigiwcomments
from Public Works regarding the traffic impact sgudhich is currently being evaluated.

Impacts on Infrastructure - The proposal will be subject to storm water nggamaent regulations and the
requirements of Metro Water Services regardingra@gded off-site water or sanitary sewer facilitigbe affects
of the proposal on traffic, parking, and pedestiare analyzed in a traffic impact study prepanethb applicant
and reviewed by the Metro Traffic Engineer. Semwe@nts in above paragraph regarding the trafficichgtudy
currently under review by Public Works.

BACKGROUND - The Planning Commission’s consideration of firioposal is mandated by the Metro Charter,
which states: “. . . if the Metro Planning Commisshas adopted a general plan for an area, thesotisruction of
any public use or structure, or the lease of arblipplace or structure, shall be subject to apprty the Metro
Planning Commission as to location and extent tifere.”

The subject site is a community park owned by thegrivpolitan Government under the control of the igigdlitan
Board of Parks and Recreation. Belmont Univeiisifgroposing to build three tournament-caliberetiblfields
and related accessories to replace two existindiblals. The Metropolitan Government would owe tlacilities
and all other improvements subject to the leaseeagent and would have full control over schedulirguse of the
facilities. Through the proposed lease agreentlkeatuniversity would have the right to use the psga facilities
part-time for NCAA sports events, related practisgorts camps, and potentially other non-NCAA ésen

The proposed improvements include:

1) an 8-lane track and multi-purpose field forc¢ football and track & field events, with segtiior 300;
2) a baseball field with seating for 500, expare i the future to seat 750;

3) a softball field with seating for 250;

4) a“field house” to house concessions, restroanaslocker facilities; and,

5) walking trails connecting on-site facilitiesdaabutting schools and public ways.

The Metropolitan Department of Parks and Recredtasbeen a partner working with Belmont Universitythis
proposal from its inception almost two years agaddress and resolve issues that have arisen ttwatthe
process. Their efforts also included extensiverarttion with those potentially affected by thegmsal. Several
community meetings were held, the proposal wasigyldiscussed at four Parks Board meetings, atensive
communication has occurred with the public andgig\entities that currently utilize the park. Aeir requests,
Planning Department staff met and discussed thegsad with representatives of the proposed leadenith a
group representing Organized Neighbors of EdgéBilN.E.), which has expressed its opposition topttegosal
from the beginning. Those interests also provideatien and graphic information related to the prsal to staff.
The lease agreement has been approved by the Baakd; the Metropolitan Council must also apprdve i

ANALYSIS

Applicable Plans and Policies- Community and neighborhood plans adopted byatopolitan Planning
Commission provide the goals and land use polidggance for recreational open space. The focubesfd plans is
mainly to recognize the locations of broad typesxs$ting and planned public parks and open sp&wmmmunity
and neighborhood plans do not address the develapnéunctionality of specific parks, which is demined by
the Metro Parks Department. The key land use issged by the proposed lease is the suitabilithefpark for the
level of activity that will result from the use tife improvements contemplated in the lease. Itlshoei noted that
the suitability question would be the same for Bupablic or all-private recreational complex thgitl not involve a
lease.
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The goals, plans and policies adopted by the Metitam Board of Parks and Recreation guide the ldgweent,
use and operation of public parkland. The Parksatenent’s goals, plans and policies serve to aptismthe
Department’s mission: developing and operatingpidds and recreation system for the entire comtypumhile
one major function of public parks is to providag#s for unstructured active and passive recreaiosther
traditional function is the use of public parks $ructured programs sponsored by both public aivate entities.
Private organizations with ongoing sports programs private entities that conduct occasional spegents work
regularly with the Parks Department for “schedulgdie and use of parks or certain facilities innthe

The goals, policies and considerations of both depts are valid, but, at times they may not becimplete
harmony. When there are apparent conflicts betapgnopriate land use and the provision of parkkranreation
for the community, the Departments work to find goomise, with Metro Parks Department determinirgy th
appropriate range of activities and accompanyicdities and Metro Planning Department providingdznce on
how the additional uses and facilities can be desigo mitigate the potential effects on the surding area.

Community Plan Policy -E. S. Rose Park, the abutting Carter-Lawrence 3¢hdbe west and Rose Park School
to the east are all designated Open Space (O$)earommunity-wide land use policy plan in Beeen Hills —
Midtown Community Plan: 2005 Updatguly 28, 2005). Open Space (OS) is a policy aategpplied to three
broad groups of uses: 1) public parks and openesp&g public civic activities such as schoolsdites and safety
services; and, 3) large public and non-public cenet and land trusts—activities that are very fépmnd passive
in character. The intent for public sites with G8iqy is either continuation of the existing publise or creation of
another public use—for example, an existing pankai@ing a park or the site of a closed school beomyerted to
a park. In this case, the intent for the exisin@. Rose Park is that it remains a community.park

Detailed Neighborhood Design Plan PolicyGn the Detailed Land Use Plan in t&dgehill Detailed
Neighborhood Design Plafalso July 28, 2005), E. S. Rose Park is designaseks Reserves and Other Open
Space (PR) land use policy, distinguishing it frGarter-Lawrence and Rose Park schools, which asignkeed
“Civic or Public Benefit (CPB) policy. PR land upelicy is applied in DNDPs to the first of the g¢lrbroad use
groups of open space uses described above, pliespablic and private natural preserves and lamtdr The
intent for areas designated PR policy is to presére existing public use if it is a park or oppace, or, convert it
to a park or open space if it is currently a défgruse. A stated general goal of the DNDP pentiteeE. S. Rose
Park is: “Encourage and provide locations for ayeaof public spaces for passive and active reanealtiuse by the
residents of the neighborhood.”

Appropriate Uses in OS/PR Policy Appropriate uses in areas of OS/PR policy range fundisturbed natural
areas to intensively used areas for spontaneotsatéan, organized sports for all ages, speciahisyand unique
cultural and recreational activities.

The appropriateness of particular uses in individ®/PR policy areas depends on the suitabilithefsite to
accommodate those uses as determined by Metro,Rawkshe ability to adequately address the off4isitpacts
these uses have on surrounding land uses and tie facilities needed to support them as deterohimg Metro
Planning, Public Works, Water Services and othpadenents where applicable.

Fields for various outdoor sports are clearly amitregkinds of recreational facilities that are apprate in public
parks. Baseball fields are common in public parkall sizes—at least 25 of Metro’s 94 parks hame or more
baseball fields. There are softball fields ineatst ten Metro parks, eight of which also have tab&elds. Soccer
fields are rare; only three parks contain themer&hare no track facilities in metro parks.

The community plan reinforces thetropolitan Parks and Greenways Master P{&ovember 2002) regarding
the community’s public parks and open spaces. cbnemunity plan also can and often does supplerheset
plans with recommendations for additional parks apen space sites.

OS and PR policy clearly support athletic fieldsgablic use. Both policies are silent on publiosate

partnerships. Neither the Community Plan noNk&hborhood Plan contains any park-specific
recommendations regarding the use or developmdat 8f Rose Park.
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Park Plans Affecting Land Use TheMetropolitan Parks and Greenways Master P{&fovember 2002) contains
extensive general information and guidance for comity parks. Community parks serve several neighdads
and typically focus on providing intensive actieereational facilities, including tennis and babkditcourts,
soccer/football fields, and community centers viithoor gymnasiums. The only park-specific recomnagiot for
the use and development of E. S. Rose Park is atioovof the community center.

Objective 3.6 in the Parks Master Plan advocateggration of park-specific master site developrpéants. For
long range capital budgeting purposes, a drafteptual plan was prepared by Metro Parks for EdgeRPark
prior to the introduction of the subject proposease. Based on that draft plan, the communityecavas recently
renovated and budget projections were made foouartimprovements to the park’s existing faciliti@hose
improvements included improved baseball and sdffleddls and a new multi-purpose soccer field.

The overall Parks Master Plan does address putiliatp partnerships with regard to parks. Objecth4 in the
Parks Master Plan states: “Maintain and expandhétwork of partnerships that share similar goats r@sources.
Action 4.4.2 under that objective states: “Devet@w partnerships with organizations that can beiiro in
system growth, operations and positive publicity.”

Major Physical Environmental
Constraints -  The site is hilly and would require cutting aiitinfg in several areas to accommodate the
proposed facilities. All development would be sabji® applicable storm water management regulations

Setbacks A 100-ft. setback is a requirement applicable tyeation center buildings and outdoor storage anegs
to residential districts or districts permittingsigential uses. According to the Codes staff, dioiss not apply to the
proposed athletic fields. No other proposed bagdiare within the setback area.

Access The site exceeds the access requirement for aatemrecenter which is: “minimum access to a coteét
The park currently has vehicular access frofi AZe. S., a major street and Edgehill Ave., a cidiestreet, in
addition to Olympic St., which is a local road. eTpark currently has two accesses onto Edgehill Ameaddition,
8" Ave. S., Edgehill Ave. and f2Ave. S. are all transit routes and are within @mignt walking distance of the
park.

Traffic and Parking - Supplemental traffic and parking information &&®n review of the applicant’s Traffic
Impact Study by Metro Public Works will be providedthe Commission at or before the August 9 Corsinis
meeting.

Land Use Impacts: Rose Park School is the off-site use that woulthbemost directly impacted in terms of
proximity to the proposed facilities. At its clesgoint, the existinpaseball field is about 160 ft. from Rose Park
School and its bleachers are about 300 ft. awdye sbutheastern outer corner of the proposed biafelthwould
be about 25 ft. from the western side of the schodlthe bleachers nearest to the school woulddetd 25 ft.
away. A retractable net is proposed to keep béiséhdhe field. The proposal could resultmtieased noise
impacts due to the closer proximity and greater Imemof new bleacher seats anthi& proposal results in more
events being scheduled and/or greater attendarmyaarads while school is in session. Adverse impemttd be
mitigated, to a degree, through scheduling. M8thbools has been involved in the discussion reggritie
proposed additional facilities. Metro Schoolsvgee of the land use impacts noted above and hliisabed that
these issues are being adequately addressedleddespecifies that “sound amplification duringréag events
shall comply with applicable laws, and all amplfion shall be turned off by 10:00 p.m.”

There currently is lighting in the park. The clsiskomes most directly affected are those to tmthradong Archer
St. Those homes would be about 270 ft. from tloppsed track & field bleachers. The proposal idetinew
lighting for the park. A photometric study was danted by the Parks Department to address potdigtial
impacts. The lease provides that “high qualitiiag technology shall be used that minimizes lighitution and
spillage onto adjacent properties.” It also ctdlsBelmont events to start in time to be completad lights turned
off by 10:30 p.m.

Currently, the park provides a combination of segsiincluding a community center, pool, and vemue f
unstructured active and passive recreation seafieg patrons; recreation facilities for the abgtsohools,
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community-oriented organized sports and some orgdnsports programs reaching beyond the immediate
community. The existing softball and baseballdsebccupy about 17 percent of the park. Scattevedabout a
third of the park are parking lots, basketball ¢sua playground, a swimming pool and the commucgtyter,
leaving about half of the park in open space.

The most significant physical land use change tiegufrom the proposal would be an increase inptbtion of the
park covered by sports fields from about 17 to stimeated 44 percent, reducing the unprogrammed space to
about one-fourth of the site. With the proposaedilifées, the only sizeable contiguous area of oggace would be
the roughly six-acre linear area in the northewtier of the park between Olympic St. on the e@i& and the
existing playground on the west side. It is atsmhilliest section of the park. The proposedaiitlifields would be
available for unstructured use when they are nimigogsed for scheduled activities, as is the cadayt In
addition, a system of walking trails would be adtte@nprove the quality of unprogrammed space.

The primary effect of the proposal on the use effirk will be with the provision of better lightirand bleacher
seating, a facility that is potentially used marensively and extensively for organized sportgpms on the
weekends and evenings.

Impacts related to traffic and parking will be aglsBed in the supplemental report upon receipt mhoents from
Public Works.

Conclusion -Land use policy regarding the proposed recreatmmer is not an issue per se. The site currently
contains lighted ball fields and a community cenveth of which are types of recreation centersroomly found

in parks. Street and transit access to the sitdath good. Pedestrian facilities are not issexesgpt for pedestrian
safety at crosswalks in general and particulanplving school students.

The added lights and noise could have a slighttheganpact on the surrounding area’s current likigh With
appropriate limitations on the intensity of use adeéquate design and safeguards, which are incinded lease,
the uses proposed should not unreasonably impaBsuiTrounding area’s integrity or suitability fong-term
residential use.

The proposed facilities would be a clear benefit asset to Nashville's parks and recreation systethcontribute
to fulfillment of certain goals and objectives. Ang the potential beneficiaries are residents efstirrounding
community and throughout Nashville who participatéhe existing sports programs. They would hasw n
tournament-class facilities to use. Others wholdidenefit include residents and visitors who gaptite in any
new Park’'s Department sponsored activities scheldolethe park, and Belmont University and all wienticipate
in its activities and events as both athletes @edtstors.

The proposal will result in less community park mpace available for casual use by patrons frenstinrounding
neighborhood, however, open space will be enhahgeww walking trails and the multi-purpose fiethét will add
opportunities for unstructured community use.

Mr. Eadler presented and stated that staff is r@senaing approval which includes the recommendatidrnise
traffic impact study as modified by the Metro TrafEngineers.

Mr. Jim Lawson, Metro Parks Board member, spokawor of the proposal. He offered that the Paris a
Recreation Board encourages the Commission to ddeptaff recommendation and to approve.

Mr. Mark Macy, Public Works Engineer Director, sgak favor of the proposal. He offered that hipatément
reviewed the Traffic Impact Study and is in conenne with the staff’'s recommendation to approve.

Ms. Susan West, 1900 Belmont Blvd., spoke in faofdhe proposal.
Ms. Betty Wiseman, 1900 Belmont Blvd., spoke indiaef the proposal.

Mr. Gary Hunter, 4144 W. Hamilton Road, spoke wofiaof the proposal.
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Ms. Kenisha Rhone, 1171 Nashboro Blvd., spokevnrfaf the proposal.

Rev. Vincent Campbell, 1025 #Avenue South, spoke in favor of the proposal. sttemitted a letter to the
Commission for the record.

Ms. Laquita Steward-Smith, 1003 Edgehill, spokepposition to the proposal. She submitted a Cphotos to
the Commission for the record.

Ms. Arlene Lane, 911 Benton Avenue, spoke in ogmosto the proposal.

Mr. Joe Johnston, 2815 Belmont Blvd., spoke in ajitfun to the proposal. He presented informatmthe
Commission for the record.

Ms. Donna Crawford, 1510 Villa Place, spoke in ogifion to the proposal.

Ms. Bettye Jean Forrester, 1410 Villa Place, spolaposition to the proposal.

Mr. Bill Barnes, 1023 Battlefield Drive, spoke ipposition to the proposal.

Mr. John Moore, 1010 Villa Place, spoke in oppositio the proposal.

Ms. Janet Parham, 1226 Villa Place, expressedsssitk the proposal.

Ms. Diane Marver, 2106 Sharondale Drive, spokepipasition to the proposal.

Mr. Won Chei, 226 § Avenue North, spoke in opposition to the proposal.

Mr. Loring left the meeting at 5:05 p.m.

Mr. Jason Rodgers, 1900 Belmont Blvd., in rebuttpbke in favor of the proposal.

Dr. Bob Fisher, 2701 Belmont Blvd., in rebuttalpkp in favor of the proposal.

Councilman Greer stated he was not going to make@mmendation either way on this proposal. H&empd the
lack of information or misinformation containedthre proposal which may have caused a bad refleofitime
benefits this proposal could have for the arealesds.

Councilwoman Hausser-Pepper spoke of the diffiesliissociated with the proposal. She mentionédédvaral
meetings had been held in order to reach a compmhbdtween the University and the area resideéits. stated
she and Councilman Wallace would continue workiritdp \&ll involved parties through the end of theirmhs. She
also stated that if the Commission were to apptbeegroposal that a condition be added requedtiaigRublic

Works re-review the traffic impact study in certaireas of the proposal that could be consideredysiisues.

Mr. Clifton requested clarification on the contadlscheduling of events for both Belmont Universityd area
residents.

Mr. Lawson offered that based on other public/gavaartnerships the City has with private entitiegjas his
estimate that Belmont would only be utilizing theerlp25 to 30 percent of the time. The balancéeftime would
be left for the community.

Mr. Clifton requested clarification regarding thghting and its affect on the surrounding community

Mr. Eadler explained that the park would contaighkiech lighting that would be directed at thedgetausing
minimal spillage into the surrounding community.
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Mr. Clifton questioned whether the fields couldused simultaneously by the community when Belmaad wsing
the fields.

Mr. Lawson responded to this question, howeverdsponse was inaudible.
Mr. Clifton questioned termination of the lease &oav it could be obtained.

Mr. Lawson stated that the Parks Department caaridinate the lease if certain conditions were net amd it was
warranted.

Ms. Cummings offered she has great respect for Beifdniversity, and was impressed with private teti
entering partnerships with Metro. However, sheregged concerns with the total amount of open gspaoe that
would be lost due to the construction of athleigtds for Belmont. She further expressed conceittsthe fact
that the only open acreage for community use wasiarea not conducive for community activitietie @lso
stated that the sound and lighting of the fieldsldde considered an issue due to the close proxohiresidential
homes.

Mr. Tyler requested clarification on the proposedstruction included in this proposal.

Mr. Eadler explained this concept to the Commission

Mr. Tyler requested additional information on parkiconditions for the proposed facility.

Mr. Jeff Hammond, a traffic consultant, stated théh the improvements and redevelopment of thé& faare
would be 220 parking spaces. He further explathede parking spaces would be distributed througtheusite.

Mr. Tyler then requested clarification on the ti@ftudy that was provided for this proposal.

Mr. Hammond offered that the limits of the studglirded 13' Avenue on the west"8venue on the east, Archer
Street to the North and Edgehill on the South.stdéed that the study looked at the impacts ttopgsal would
have on vehicular and pedestrian traffic, as wefparking.

Mr. Tyler requested clarification regarding on-strparking.

Mr. Hammond stated that there was existing on-spagking on § Avenue and that it was not considered as part of
the redevelopment plan as it was mainly used ae@aff site for those using the park.

Mr. Tyler expressed issues with the change thidiptdorility will encounter.

Ms. Beehan requested clarification regarding infation that was provided to the Commission that spafkan
analysis presented to the Metro Parks Board inalgraf 2007.

Mr. Morrissey stated that staff could not respamthis due to the fact they were not present aPtmis meeting
and that the document provided to the Commissios e from the staff or the Legal Department.

Ms. Beehan spoke of items that were mentionedisndticument that spoke of conflicts between pudatid private
use of parks.

Ms. Beehan requested clarification on the adoptifdihe Edgehill Detailed Neighborhood Design Plad ds
inclusion of this park.

Mr. Eadler explained this concept to the Commission

Ms. Beehan questioned whether the Edgehill Detéleidhborhood Design Plan was explained to Belnadren
they first inquired about this proposal.
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Mr. Eadler stated that he was first made awarisfgiroposal in January of 2007.

Ms. Beehan then questioned the long term improvésrteat would be needed for this proposed developanad
whether there would be allocations for improvements

Mr. Lawson explained this concept to the Commission

Mr. Ponder questioned whether existing currenviies that take place in the park would continugvould they
be moved elsewhere.

Mr. Lawson stated that it would be up to the Patksf to minimize interruption of the park’s usagidg
construction.

Mr. Ponder then requested further clarificationareigng the control of the use of the proposed itgcil
Mr. Lawson stated that the control of uses of thglity remain solely with the Metro Parks Depaetm. He stated
that all scheduling of the facility has to be ap by the Parks Department and if conflicts atisey would have

to be worked out at the Community Center.

Mr. Ponder questioned whether there was any pediéigdback provided from the Community that wasl use
create any of the proposed recommendations.

Mr. Eadler explained the staff’s involvement wittetproposal to the Commission.
Mr. Ponder questioned the legality of the propasal whether there were issues with the arrangement.

Mr. Morrissey stated he could not speak to thellmgaes of the document however, he stated teaCity
currently has agreements with other entities ahdrgtarks, such as Shelby Park.

Mr. Lawson stated that Metro Legal has been inautieoughout the development of the proposed leadehat
the lease is similar to other agreements the Gigniith other entities. He mentioned various aspbat Metro
Legal reviewed more intensely in order to prothetassets of the City.

Mr. Ponder pointed out the positive aspects ofptfogposed development.

Ms. Jones requested clarification regarding the o$area schools and the park.

Mr. Lawson stated that the Board of Education makoesed the enhancements of Rose Park and brigflgiaed
their endorsements.

Ms. Jones offered that the Commission’s role regarthis request should be based on whether theopad is
appropriate for the land use policy for the area.

Ms. Jones moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the mati@mprove with conditions mandatory referral 2007
083U-10.

Mr. Clifton expressed his concerns regarding themlexity of this request and listed both disadvgaetaas well as
advantages. He then stated he would be in favappfoving the request due to the overall enhanotsier the
park.

Ms. Cummings expressed issues with the lack of conication Belmont has given to the community. Sfiered
that a copy of the petition that was included thoaument from an outside source should be incladélde Council
level. She urged that Belmont become a good neighiih the community.

Ms. Beehan requested that the motion be amendeditmle a condition that the traffic study be reiéd to
include Edgehill and 12Avenue.
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Ms. Jones agreed to amend the motion, and Mr. P@ettended the amendment.

Ms. Jones moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the miatiapprove the lease as consistent with the gepknalwith
the following amendments: 1) inclusion of the sespacific recommendations of the TIS report datedust,
2007; 2) inclusion of the clarifications of the MefTraffic Engineer to the TIS as follows:

When Belmont activities overlap with the dismistsiale for Carter Lawrence Elementary School, thepéal
connections between the Carter Lawrence Elemengol access drive on Edgehill Avenue and theqsep 70
space parking area, as well as, the Olympic Spasddng area north of the school shall be resuligteorder to
minimize conflicts.

Active traffic management shall be providedhat €éntrance and exit to Carter Lawrence Elemei8ahpol on
Edgehill Avenue during dismissal time when schasirdssal overlaps with Belmont activities.

When more than one Belmont competitive actiistpccurring or when any single Belmont activityeigpected to
draw in excess of 500 patrons, shuttle servicentbfeom Belmont University shall be provided. Appaopriate
drop off and pick up area shall be provided in ohthe Rose Park parking lots.

and 3) expansion of the TIS by the applicant ttyfahalyze the impact of all additional traffic ggated as a result
of this lease moving from the Belmont Universityrqaus to the site and inclusion of any additional
recommendations made by the Metro Traffic Engif@sed on this additional analy$#s3) No Votes —
Cummings, Tyler, Beehan

Resolution No. BL2007-273

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisisn that 2007M-083U-10 BKPPROVED LEASE AS
CONSISTENT WITH THE GENERAL PLAN WITH THE FOLLOWING = AMENDMENTS:

1. Inclusion of the seven specific recommendations tie TIS report dated August 2007.
2. Inclusion of the clarifications of the Metro Traffic Engineer to the TIS as follows:
a. When Belmont activities overlap with the dismissatime for Carter Lawrence Elementary

School, the planned connections between the Carteawrence Elementary School access
drive on Edgehill Avenue and the proposed 70 spagarking area, as well as, the Olympic
Street parking area north of the school shall be r&ricted in order to minimize conflicts.

b. Active traffic management shall be provided at theentrance and exit to Carter Lawrence
Elementary School on Edgehill Avenue during dismisd time when school dismissal overlaps
with Belmont activities.

C. When more than one Belmont competitive activity i®ccurring or when any single Belmont
activity is expected to draw in excess of 500 patng, shuttle service to and from Belmont
University shall be provided. An appropriate drop df and pick up area shall be provided in
one of the Rose Park parking lots.

3. Expansion of the TIS by applicant to fully analyge the impact of all additional traffic generated a a
result of this lease moving from the Belmont Univesity campus to the site and inclusion of any
additional recommendations made by the Metro Traffc Engineer based on this additional analysis.
(4-3)
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VII.  PUBLIC HEARING: ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

4, 2004NL-028U-10
Clifton Lane
Map: 118-09 Parcel(s)015
Subaredl 0 (2005)
Council District 25 — Jim Shulman

A request to revise the final development planafdteighborhood Landmark Overlay district on propéotated at
1100 Clifton Lane, zoned R10 (0.72 acres) to petingitconstruction of a 15’ x 30’ detached open adrpequested
by Catherine Snow and Douglas Knight, owners.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST -Revise Final Development Plan
A request to revise the final development plansfddéeighborhood Landmark Overlay district on propéstated at
1100 Clifton Lane, zoned R10 (0.72 acres), to petimei construction of a 15’ x 30’ detached operposr

PLAN DETAILS

Site Plan - The plan calls for a 15’ x 30’ detaclgén carport totaling 450 square feet of covered.aThe
proposed carport will be located northwest of tle@mstructure approximately 5 feet from the wesfmoperty
line. Elevations have been provided and are cabiipatith the main structure. Elevations have bapproved by
planning staff and do not have a negative impadhermmain structure.

As the proposed carport is within 10 feet of theparty line, the Fire Marshal requires that itcbestructed of
materials with at least a one-hour fire rating.

Original Plan - The Neighborhood Landmark Overlegarves and protects landmark features whose demair
destruction would constitute an irreplaceable toghe quality and character of the neighborholecthis case, a
Queen Anne-style home that was built in the latidy £@ntury, and a carriage house was preserved.Plnning
Commission recommended approval of the Neighbortaodimark Overlay district for this property andudoil
approved it in 2005 (Bill 2005-603).

Staff Recommendation -Staff recommends that theastpe approved with conditions.
PUBLIC WORKSRECOMMENDATION - No Exceptions Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - No Exceptions Taken

CONDITIONS

1. As specified in the Fire Code, the structure shaltonstructed of material with a one - hour fatng or
other material specified by the Fire Marshal’s afi

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-274

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2004NL-028U-10 BPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Condition of Approval:

1. As specified in the Fire Code, the structure shaltonstructed of material with a one - hour fagng or
other material specified by the Fire Marshal’s cgfl’
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5. 2006SP-077G-13
Rolling Hill Village SP (Final Site Plan)
Map: 164-00 Parcel(s): 062
Subared 3 (2003)
Council District 33 — Robert Duvall

A request for final SP site plan approval to pertimit development of 26 single-family lots, 17 co#tdots, and 8
townhouse units on property located at 3485 Hamithurch Road, approximately 1,150 feet west ofddolPike
(11.93 acres), requested by MEC, Inc., applicamtJck Williams Construction, Inc., owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final SP

A request for approval of a final Specific Plan YSRe plan to permit the development of 26 sirfgleily lots, 17
cottage lots, and 8 townhome units on propertytetat 3485 Hamilton Church Road, approximatelpQ feet
west of Hobson Pike (11.93 acres).

PLAN DETAILS - The final site plan consists of 51 dwelling unitaa overall density of 4.27 units per acre. The
housing mix includes 8 townhouses with rear accEsgpottage lots and 26 house lots. With the eti@epf the
townhomes that will front open space, the othes Vaitl have street frontage.

The site is accessible by Hamilton Church Roadfahde connections are planned in all directionscéss to units
will be provided from new public streets and alleys

Open Space -A total of 2.56 acres, 21 percenteofdtal site will be open space. A majority of tigen space is
along proposed public streets and will be easibeasible to residents.

Landscape/Buffer Yards -Landscape buffer yardsxat@roposed, and because this is an SP they arequared.
Since this area is in a Neighborhood General poliay likely that the adjacent properties willvedop in a similar
manner and therefore, buffer yards are not beiggired.

Parking -The plan stipulates 2 parking spaces pier &ll parking will be located at the rear, withe exception of
some house lots where parking will be located értrar or on the side.

Sidewalks -Sidewalks are shown along all proposddip streets.

Building Design -The plan will use the architectistandards of the “Hamilton Hills” UDO. The buitd) walls
will be finished in brick, stone, wood siding, sieg, fiber cement siding/shingles, stucco, or vaiging.
Attachments such as chimneys, piers and archedeviihished in masonry or stucco. Roofs, if slopdtibe clad
in wood shingles, fiberglass shingles or asphaitgbs.

Signage -The preliminary plan required that alhsige must be approved by the Planning Commission torfinal
SP site plan approval. The final SP site plan sm¢gpropose signage.

Preliminary Plan -The preliminary SP district wasmsidered by the Planning Commission on June 225.20he
Commission recommended that the Metro Council agptbe SP with conditions and it was subsequempttyaed
by Metro Council in August 2006.

Staff Recommendation Staff recommends approval with conditions of tmafiSP plan because it is consistent
with the concept of the Council approved plan.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION -No Exception Taken
STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Construction drawings approved

FIRE MARSHALL RECOMMENDATION - Fire hydrant flow data needed
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CONDITIONS

1.

10.

11.

A revised plan showing the NES public utility easens and transformer location easement zones raust b
submitted prior to the Planning Commission. Pa@e@sts should be located to the rear of the sheyav
possible.

As per the approved preliminary development plaa,architectural standards must comply with thertiitt@an
Hills” UDO.

For any development standards, regulations andreggents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the stedtgla
regulations and requirements of the RM6 zoningidistffective at the date of the building permiihis zoning
district must be shown on the plan.

All stormwater management requirements and conditaf the Department of Water Services shall be
approved prior to approval of the final site plBnior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatibn
compliance with the final approval of this proposhall be forwarded to the Planning Departmenthiey t
Stormwater Management division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbpreliminary approval of this proposal shall beWarded to
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineei@egtions of the Metropolitan Department of Publioé
for all improvements within public rights of way.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequaterw
supply for fire protection must be met prior to theuance of any building permits. If any cul-de-s
required to be larger than the dimensions speclfiethe Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations, saahde-
sac must include a landscaped median in the mafdige turn-around, including trees. The required
turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo the
Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managemefigidn of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo the
Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineering fets of the Metropolitan Department of Public Wofés
all improvements within public rights of way.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicatawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the liaftan
Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisgélbbe used by the Department of Codes Adminigirat
and Planning Department to determine complianct imathe issuance of permits for construction field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plaril require re-approval by the Planning Commission

If this final approval includes conditions whictgrare correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor the
issuance of permit applications will not be forweddo the Department of Codes Administration uotilr (4)
copies of the corrected/revised plans have beemiti¢lol to and approved by staff of the MetropoliRlanning
Commission for filing and recordation with the Dds®n County Register of Deeds.

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-275

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2006SP-077G-13A#PROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Created on 8/17/2007 9:11:00 AM 24 of 55



Conditions of Approval:

1.

10.

11.

A revised plan showing the NES public utility easerts and transformer location easement zones raust b
submitted prior to the Planning Commission. Pa@eents should be located to the rear of the stierev
possible.

As per the approved preliminary development plae,architectural standards must comply with thertiitt@an
Hills” UDO.

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the stetgla
regulations and requirements of the RM6 zoningidistffective at the date of the building permiihis zoning
district must be shown on the plan.

All stormwater management requirements and conditaf the Department of Water Services shall be
approved prior to approval of the final site plBnior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatién
compliance with the final approval of this proposhall be forwarded to the Planning Departmenthiey t
Stormwater Management division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatdpreliminary approval of this proposal shall beWarded to
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineei@®gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Publioré
for all improvements within public rights of way.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequaterw
supply for fire protection must be met prior to theuance of any building permits. If any cul-de-&s
required to be larger than the dimensions speclfiethe Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations, saahde-
sac must include a landscaped median in the mafdiee turn-around, including trees. The required
turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatdfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo the
Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managemefsidn of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatdfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo the
Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineering ®ets of the Metropolitan Department of Public Wofés
all improvements within public rights of way.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the liaftan
Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisgélbbe used by the Department of Codes Adminigirat
and Planning Department to determine complianct imathe issuance of permits for construction field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plarik require re-approval by the Planning Commission

If this final approval includes conditions whichgrare correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor the
issuance of permit applications will not be forweddo the Department of Codes Administration uotilr (4)
copies of the corrected/revised plans have beemitiglol to and approved by staff of the Metropolilanning
Commission for filing and recordation with the Dds®n County Register of Deeds.

2006SP-135U-08

Clifton Avenue Townhomes SP (Final Site Plan)
Map: 091-12 Parcel(s)197, 198

Subarea (2002)

Council District 21 — Edward Whitmore
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A request for final SP site plan approval to pettimét development of 10 townhome units on propentated at 711
and 713 40th Avenue North, at the southwest carhdBth Avenue North and Clifton Avenue (0.52 agres
requested by Planning & Research Engineers, Ipplicant, for Southeast Real Estate Developmeng ,Ldwner.
Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final SP
A request for final Specific Plan (SP) Site Plaprapal to construct 10 townhome units on propestated at 711
and 713 40 Avenue North (0.52 acres).

PLAN DETAILS
Site Plan - The plan calls for a total of 10 towntes on 0.52 acres with a density of approximadit8lynits per
acre. The proposed plan is located across the $toee M.D.H.A’s Preston Taylor Homes development.

Parking & Access -The Final SP plan proposes & 06124 parking spaces. 14 parking spaces willdeated in the
rear of the units and 10 parking spaces will b@atmoodated on street. Lots will be accessed fromvapublic
alley from Clifton Avenue.

Sidewalks - Sidewalks are required on both sidedlgftreets and are shown on the plan.

Preliminary Plan - The preliminary SP district veasmsidered by the Planning Commission on Decemie2d06.
The Commission recommended that the Metro Coupgit@/e the SP with conditions and it was subsedyent
approved by Metro Council on January 17, 2007.

The final plan is consistent with the approved ipmglary plan with regard to design, parking, arehfage of units.
The applicant has not yet submitted revised pladsessing conditions of approval from the Fire Nafsand
Nashville Electric Service (NES). Furthermore, &mplicant has yet to submit elevations of the fglah showing
all external and vertical building materials toused.

Staff Recommendation -Staff recommends disapproval unless elevationgpéants addressing all conditions of
approval are received from the applicant priothi® Planning Commission Meeting

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION
1. No part of any building shall be more than 500 dni a fire hydrant via an approved hard surfacad@ro
(Ordinance 095-1541 Sec: 1568.020 B)

2. Fire hydrants should flow a minimum of 1250 GPM'd@ psi residual flow

NASHVILLE ELECTRIC SERVICE RECOMMENDATION

1. Developer to provide high voltage layout for undergd conduit system and proposed transformer
location for NES review and approval

2. Developer to provide construction drawings andggtali.dwg file @ state plane coordinates that aorg
the civil site information (after approval by MetRbanning with any changes from other departments).

3. All NES conduits need to lay in a PUE.
4, NES needs meeting with developer/engineer to déteralectrical service options
5. NES needs any drawings that will cover any roadrawements to Clifton or 4bAv N that Metro PW

might require

6. NES follows the National Fire Protection Associatioles; Refer to NFPA 70 article 450-27; and NESC
Section 15 - 152.A.2 for complete rules.

CONDITIONS
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Elevations showing all exterior and vertical builgimaterials to be used must be approved by staff.

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@and/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the stedgla
regulations and requirements of the RM20 zoningidtsat the effective date of this ordinance, whinoust
be shown on the plan.

The application, including attached materials, &lns, plans and reports submitted by the appliaad
all adopted conditions of approval shall constititie plans and regulations as required for the ipec
Plan rezoning until a Final Plan is filed per teguirement listed below. Except as otherwise nbtzdin,
the application, supplemental information and ctods of approval shall be used by the planning
department and department of codes administratiaketermine compliance, both in the review of final
site plans and issuance of permits for construaiuthfield inspection. Deviation from these plarls
require review by the Planning Commission and apgirby the Metropolitan Council.

All Nashville Electric Service (NES) conditions #Hze completed as required by NES.

Fire Marshal’s Office for emergency vehicle accass adequate water supply for fire protection nbest
met prior to the issuance of any building permits.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@®gtion of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdamethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design antlial site conditions upon review of the buildpagmit.

All adjustments shall be consistent with the piphes and further the objectives of the approved.pla
Adjustments shall not be permitted, except throaiglordinance approved by Metro Council that inceas
the permitted density or intensity, add uses nie¢tise permitted, eliminate specific conditions or
requirements contained in the plan as adopted ghrthe enacting ordinance, or add vehicular access
points not currently present or approved.

Within 120 days of Planning Commission approvathié final SP plan, and in any event prior to any
additional development applications for this prapethe applicant shall provide the Planning Deperit
with a final corrected copy of the final SP planfiing and recording with the Davidson County FRegr
of Deeds.

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-276

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2006SP-135U-08 A°PPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditons of Approval:

1.

2.

Elevations showing all exterior and vertical builgimaterials to be used must be approved by staff.

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the staigla
regulations and requirements of the RM20 zoningidtsat the effective date of this ordinance, whroust
be shown on the plan.

The application, including attached materials, &l@ns, plans and reports submitted by the appliaad
all adopted conditions of approval shall constitine plans and regulations as required for the iipec
Plan rezoning until a Final Plan is filed per teguwirement listed below. Except as otherwise nbtzdin,
the application, supplemental information and ctods of approval shall be used by the planning
department and department of codes administratialetermine compliance, both in the review of final
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site plans and issuance of permits for construaiuthfield inspection. Deviation from these plarls
require review by the Planning Commission and apgirby the Metropolitan Council.

4. All Nashville Electric Service (NES) conditions #Hze completed as required by NES.

5. Fire Marshal’s Office for emergency vehicle accass adequate water supply for fire protection nbest
met prior to the issuance of any building permits.

6. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@&gtion of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

7. Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdmethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design anthal site conditions upon review of the buildpagmit.
All adjustments shall be consistent with the pihes and further the objectives of the approved.pla
Adjustments shall not be permitted, except throaiglordinance approved by Metro Council that inaeas
the permitted density or intensity, add uses ne¢tise permitted, eliminate specific conditions or
requirements contained in the plan as adopted gihrthe enacting ordinance, or add vehicular access
points not currently present or approved.

8. Within 120 days of Planning Commission approvathig final SP plan, and in any event prior to any
additional development applications for this prapethe applicant shall provide the Planning Deperit
with a final corrected copy of the final SP planfiing and recording with the Davidson County FRegr
of Deeds.

7. 2007SP-015U-10
The Glen (formerly 18 & Wedgewood) SP (Final Site Plan)
Map: 104-08 Parcel(s)263
Subared 0 (2005)
Council District 19 — Ludye Wallace

A request for final SP site plan approval on propkrcated at 1700 18th Avenue South, at the nagheorner of
18th Avenue South and Wedgewood Avenue (0.54 gdrepermit the development of 38 multi-family it
requested by Barge, Waggoner, Sumner, and Canpplicant, for Nashville Property Managers, LLP, @rn
Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final SP

A request for final Specific Plan (SP) site plapgval on property located at 1700 18th Avenue Boattthe
northeast corner of 18th Avenue South and Wedgewagthue (0.54 acres), to permit the developme@8of
multi-family units.

PLAN DETAILS
Site Plan -The plan calls for 38 units in one gstie. There are four pedestrian entrances alofigAt8nue South.

Elevations -The elevations are consistent withaityeroved preliminary elevations. The building a$des 18
Avenue and Wedgewood Avenue and incorporates artelement to address the street corner. The malg bb
the building is set back 30 feet from the streetnaintain the contextual setback of'¥@venue. The building has a
strong residential frontage on"™.8venue, with projecting front doors, stairs anuhtrporches. This facade has
wide windows to allow light into the condominiumiten The main material is brick, with stone detait the
cornice line of the parapet wall and above the winsl The building is 3% stories tall on"L8venue and 4 stories
tall on Wedgewood Avenue. The backflow preverdgesithin the building and the dumpsters are locatethe
alley, so there is an unobstructed view of thedasa
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Sidewalks -There are existing sidewalks on both Aenue South and Wedgewood Avenue. Sidewalks are
required to be upgraded to Metro standards, if seany.

Parking and Access -The plan calls for a totalbgpaces, all within the proposed building. Theeetwo access
points into the garage from the alley parallel 88 Avenue South.

Preliminary Plan - The preliminary SP district veamsidered by the Planning Commission on Januar@07.
The Commission recommended that the Metro Coupgit@/e the SP with conditions and it was subsedyient
approved by Metro Council in March of 2007. Therpisiconsistent with the approved preliminary plan.

Staff Recommendation Staff recommends approval with conditions becalhealevelopment is consistent with
the Council approved preliminary plan.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - All Public Works' design standards shall be mebipio any final
approvals and permit issuance. Any approval igestibo Public Works' approval of the constructmans. Final
design and improvements may vary based on fielditons.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approve with conditions

1. Provide easement location, documentation and apptegees for the water quality structure and the
underground detention including provisions for egg/egress.

2. Provide NOI statement with signature on the plaasrgy this project will disturb less than 1 acre.

3. Provide a signed stormwater detention maintenagmeaent with appropriate recording fees.

4, Revise the Long Term Maintenance plan by statiag tie stormwater network flows into underground

detention and then an underground water qualitycdevUpdate this plan with the revised sheet C2.00
Remove the Stormwater Pond Inspection and Maintan&mecklist from the plan. This Checklist is not
required for underground detention.

5. The construction entrance/exit detail needs to shemnimum width of 20" and 100’ length.
6. Provide a silt fence or other erosion control measalong the west side of Alley 442.
7. Place note on Erosion Control Plan requiring carttnato provide an area for concrete wash down and

equipment fueling in accordance with Metro CP-168 &@#®-13, respectively. Contractor to coordinate
exact location with NPDES department during prestaction meeting.

8. Provide a drainage map showing the sub-area flowirgach drainage structure.

9. 15" diameter pipe needs to be limited to 50’ segimen less. Upsize pipes or add junction boxéfat
intervals. Do not design for an 18" pipe to corrteche existing downstream 15" pipe at structte If
upsizing to 18” pipes, then replace the existing/ilstream 15” pipe with an 18” pipe.

10. Provide a detail and calculations for the propasedie on the south side of the property.

11. The drainage table on sheet C2.00 and the Hydrafdeulations show a pipe connecting drainage
structures 5 and 9. Please revise showing theqaipeects structures 6-9.

12. Remove “not for construction” on the undergrountedéon details.

13. Remove “not for construction” on the water qualityit detail.

14. The treatment flow shown in the VortSentry modelwHier quality device specifications page doesvere
get above 1.0 and the required treatment flowlersite is 1.3 cfs. Select a different device.

15. Water quality detail needs to show elevations a@nmkdsions specific to this project. Provide pdalwf

capacity and treatment capacity flows on the detail

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION
e Building will need to be sprinklered
e Building will need standpipes
»  Fire hydrant flow data needs to be provided beborestruction.

CONDITIONS
1. Correct dumpster location on landscape plan.
2. Revised plan shall comply with all Stormwater reqoients.
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10.

Existing sidewalks must be improved to Metro staiddaif necessary.
The backflow preventer must remain within the bingg

The application, including attached materials, pJamnd reports submitted by the applicant anddalpted
conditions of approval shall constitute the pland eegulations as required for the Specific Plaomning
until a Final Plan is filed per the requirementdisbelow. Except as otherwise noted herein, the
application, supplemental information and condgio approval shall be used by the planning departm
and department of codes administration to deterwdmepliance, both in the review of final site plaml
issuance of permits for construction and field extwn. Deviation from these plans will requireieav by
the Planning Commission and approval by the MetitggoCouncil.

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@and/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the stedtgla
regulations and requirements of the RM60 zoningidts at the effective date of this ordinance, athi
must be shown on the plan.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortemilanagement division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Tradffigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshiitpublic rights of way.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits.

Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdyethe planning commission or its designee based up
final architectural, engineering or site design antlial site conditions. All adjustments shall bagistent
with the principles and further the objectivestw# tipproved plan. Adjustments shall not be perditte
except through an ordinance approved by Metro Gbthat increase the permitted density or intensity
add uses not otherwise permitted, eliminate spectfhditions or requirements contained in the plain
adopted through this enacting ordinance, or aditutgr access points not currently present or aygao

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-277

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007SP-015U-10APROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

2
3
4.
5

Correct dumpster location on landscape plan.

Revised plan shall comply with all Stormwater regments.

Existing sidewalks must be improved to Metro staiddaif necessary.
The backflow preventer must remain within the bingd

The application, including attached materials, pland reports submitted by the applicant anddalpted
conditions of approval shall constitute the pland eegulations as required for the Specific Plaoneg
until a Final Plan is filed per the requirementdisbelow. Except as otherwise noted herein, the
application, supplemental information and condgiaf approval shall be used by the planning departm
and department of codes administration to deterwamepliance, both in the review of final site plamsl
issuance of permits for construction and field extfmn. Deviation from these plans will requireieawv by
the Planning Commission and approval by the MetiitgsoCouncil.

For any development standards, regulations andresgents not specifically shown on the SP plan@nd/
included as a condition of Commission or Councprapal, the property shall be subject to the statigla
regulations and requirements of the RM60 zoningidts at the effective date of this ordinance, athi
must be shown on the plan.
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7. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortewilanagement division of Water Services.

8. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Trafigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshaitpublic rights of way.

9. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits.

10. Minor adjustments to the site plan may be apprdyethe planning commission or its designee basea up
final architectural, engineering or site design antlial site conditions. All adjustments shall basistent
with the principles and further the objectivestu tipproved plan. Adjustments shall not be perditte
except through an ordinance approved by Metro Gbthat increase the permitted density or intensity
add uses not otherwise permitted, eliminate spectfhditions or requirements contained in the plsin
adopted through this enacting ordinance, or aditutgr access points not currently present or apgao

VIIl.  EINAL PLATS

8. 2007S-107U-12
Caldwell Country Estates, Sec. 1, Resub. Lot 120
Map: 147-06 Parcel(s)188
Subared 2 (2004)
Council District 26 — Greg Adkins

A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperty located at 243 Blackman Road, appraétp240 feet
east of Darlington Road (1.06 acres), zoned R32quested by Jennifer C. Nelson, owner, Mark Dewgghd
surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve, including an exceptin to lot comparability and variances to Section 3.2.a
and Section 3-4.2.f of the Subdivision Regulations

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED FinalPlat 2007S-107U-12 until August 23, 2007 at the
request of the applicant. (8-0)

9. 2007S-198U-05
M.P. Estes Subdivision, Lot 2
Map: 072-15 Parcel(s)257
Subared (2006)
Council District 7 - Erik Cole

A request for final plat approval to create 2 sinfgimily lots on property located at 1503 PorteadRo
approximately 120 feet north of McKennell Drive4@cres), zoned R6, requested by Donald Ridge, pwne
Campbell, McRae & Associates, surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST -Final Plat
A request for final plat approval to create 2 siafgimily lots on property located at 1503 Portea&Ro
approximately 120 feet north of McKennell Drive4@cres), zoned One and Two-Family Residential.(R6)

ZONING
R6 District -R6requires a minimum 6,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and duplexes
at an overall density of 7.72 dwelling units peresincluding 25% duplex lots.
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EAST NASHVILLE COMMUNITY PLAN POLICY

Neighborhood General (NG) - NG is intended to nzegpectrum of housing needs with a variety of hgu#hat is
carefully arranged, not randomly located. An accanying Urban Design or Planned Unit Developmentlaye
district or site plan should accompany proposathése policy areas, to assure appropriate desigjthat the type
of development conforms to the intent of the paolicy

SUBDIVISION DETAILS - The applicant proposes to subdivide one lot into. t¥n existing single-family
dwelling is located on one lot and the area forgta@osed new lot is presently vacant. The curlRénhzoning
would permit duplexes and single-family dwellingshis area; however, the proposed plat is forlsifgmily only.

Section 3-5.1 of the Subdivision Regulations stétasnew lots in areas that are predominantly kbgesl are to be
generally in keeping with the lot frontage anddiae of the existing surrounding lots.

Lot Comparability -Lot comparability analysis wasrformed and yielded the following information:

Lot Comparability Analysis

Street Requirements
Minimum lot Minimum lot frontage
size (sq. ft.) (linear ft.)

Porter Road 14,048 89

As proposed, the two new lots have the followingparand street frontages:

. Lot 1: 9,253 sq. ft. with 53 ft. of frontage
. Lot 2: 10,291 sq. ft. with 53 ft. of frontage

Lots 1 and 2 fail for both area and frontage.

Lot Comparability Exception -A lot comparability @ption can be granted if the lot does not meetrtimmum
requirements of the lot comparability analysisstisaller in lot frontage and/or size) if the newslatould be
consistent with the General Plan. The Planning Ciasion has discretion whether or not to grant a lot
comparability exception.

The proposed lots qualify for an exception to lmtnparability based on the following criteria of 8ew 3-5.2 of
the Subdivision Regulations:

1. The proposed subdivision is consistent with thegNieorhood General Policy

Staff Recommendation -Since the lot comparability analysis is based dg one other lot, staff also determined
that the proximity to a neighborhood center israpartant factor in allowing a second lot in thisarStaff
recommends the granting of an exception to lot amadplity since the proposed subdivision is comesistvith the
NG policy and is within walking distance to a Neigihhood Center policy area. Although the R6 distriould
permit duplexes at this location, Section 17.16.D3ff the Metro Zoning Ordinance requires that fpésmitting
two-family dwellings must be identified on the plahe plat as submitted does not identify the psepaew lots as
duplex lots, and therefore are restricted to sifaybaily uses.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken
STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Final plat approved

CONDITIONS - A note shall be added to the plat indicating the afsthe lots is restricted to single-family only.
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Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-278

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-198U-05 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. A note shall be added to the plat indicating the afsthe lots is restricted to single-family only.”

10. 2007S-205U-07
Nebraska Avenue Subdivision Il
Map: 104-01 Parcel(s)314, 315
Subare& (2000)
Council District 24 — John Summers

A request for final plat approval to create 3 lotsproperty located at 3529 and 3601 Nebraska As/enu
approximately 375 feet west of Acklen Park Drives{Dacres), zoned RS7.5, requested by E.M. Ashdtuir,
owner, The Schneider Corporati@urveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request for final plat approval to create ¥loh property located at 3529 and 3601
Nebraska Avenue, approximately 375 feet west ofléclPark Drive (0.57 acres), zoned Single-Familgi&ential
(RS7.5).

ZONING
RS7.5 District -RS7.5equires a minimum 7,500 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a
density of 4.94 dwelling units per acre.

PLAN DETAILS - This subdivision proposes to subdivide two existirtg into three lots. There is currently one
residence on one of the lots.

Lot Comparability - Section 3-5 of the SubdivisiBegulations states that new lots in areas thgtr@aominantly
developed are to be generally in keeping with titdrbntage and lot size of the existing surrougduts.

Lot comparability analysis was performed and yidltlee following information:

Lot Comparability Analysi

Street: Requirements:

Minimum | Minimum lot

lot size frontage
(sq.ft): (linear ft.):
Nebraska Avenue 6,686 4%.0

As proposed, the three new lots pass lot compdtrafit both area and frontage.
Sidewalks -Because the property is within the UrBarvices District, sidewalks are required. Stadfuested that

sidewalks be shown on the plat, though the apglicas the option to pay the in lieu fee. The ayapit failed to
show sidewalks and did not request a variance frensubdivision Regulations.
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Section 3-4.2.a - A variance to Section 3-4.2.thefSubdivision Regulations is required for thegular lot lines.
Staff requested that the applicant submit the nagaequest, but staff has not received the requgtaff
recommends disapproval of the variance since nidshgr has been identified. There are very few @tasof
irregular lot lines in this area. While there ariew lot lines that are not perpendicular to tineeg, there are no
examples of lot lines that zigzag, as is proposEuk inability to subdivide this property withoarge breaks in the
lots lines demonstrates that this property is uable for subdivision and makes the request insbaisi with the lot
patterns on the area.

History -This item was disapproved by the Planr@agnmission on December 14, 2006. The current tgsie
identical to the disapproved request, with the ptioa of a larger required drainage easement. appéicant has
not provided any new information explaining whysthéquest is different from the previous request Was
disapproved by the Planning Commission.

Staff Recommendation -Staff recommends disapproval. Even though theesigmeets zoning and lot
comparability, staff recommends disapproval bec#usédots do not comply with the requirements oftiem 3-4.2
a. Staff does not recommend approval of a variiecause the property is clearly unsuitable foetsment due
to the large amount encumbered by easements aaddeethe proposed development is inconsistenttiagth
character of Nebraska Avenu€haracter is addressed in Section 1-3 of the Sidioin Regulations. This section
states that the purpose of the Regulations istovige for harmonious development of the municiyadind its
environs,” which is language derived from Secti@t303 of the Tennessee Code Annotated. As sloovthe
plat, there is a drainage easement that occupgasdtihern portion of proposed Lot 3. Becauséisfeéasement,
any development on proposed Lot 3 would be setbaaghly 110 feet from Nebraska Avenue. The average
setback of the adjoining properties is approxinyadél feet. This easement does not restrict devedop on the
existing lot because it has more than enough arpate a house at the appropriate setback ongktem side of
the lot. Additionally, the applicant has not praetl a justification for a variance for irregulat lioes. The inability
to create lots with lot lines that meet the sulsion regulations further indicates the inappropriass of
subdividing this property.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION- Fire Hydrant flow data will need to be provided dref construction.
CONDITIONS - Prior to recording the final plat, the followingvisions need to be made:

1. Show sidewalk on Lot 2. Add a note that sides/ahall be constructed or in lieu fee paid with tssuance of
any building permit.

Ms. Logan presented and stated that staff is recamding disapproval.

Mr. Bill Herbert, 211 Union Street, spoke in fawafrthe proposal.

Mr. Dana Smith, a resident located on Nebraska Agespoke in favor of the proposal.
Mr. Phil Taylor, 400 ¥ Avenue South, spoke in favor of the proposal.

Ms Joyce Reed spoke in favor of the proposal.

Ms. Debbie Brown spoke in favor of the proposal.

Mr. Ponder requested clarification on the setb@uéleided in the proposal.

Ms. Logan explained the setbacks that have beerested for this proposal as well as the setbackarnidus other
parcels located near this proposal.

Ms. Cummings requested additional clarificatiortlom setbacks of other properties near this request.
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Mr. Clifton acknowledged that the subdivision mesimparability, however has issues with easements.

Ms. Logan offered additional information regardihg requested subdivision and the available lanthforequest.
Mr. Ponder moved to approve the staff's recommeadat

The motion failed due to a lack of a second.

Ms. Beehan moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the matialisapprove Final Plat 2007S-205U-07.

This motion was defeated.

Mr. Clifton moved and Ms. Jones seconded the motmapprove Final Plat 2007S-205U-07.

Ms. Cummings requested clarification regardingrtiagion.

Mr. Kleinfelter stated that the motion would appedhe variance which would allow either leaving ltdines as
proposed in the applicant’s original submissiomeairawing the lot lines as shown in the later dreyrovided by

the applicant.

Mr. Clifton moved and Ms. Jones seconded the motmapprove Final Plat 2007S-205U-07 which inckide
variance to Section 3-4.2a of the Subdivision Reafjuhs. (5-2) No Votes — Beehan, Ponder

Resolution No. BL2007-279

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-205U-07 APPROVED, including a
variance to Section 3-4.2.a of the Subdivision Refgtions. (5-2)”

IX. REVISIONS AND FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLANS

11. 155-74-U-14
Larchwood Commercial PUD (Thornton's - Final)

Map: 097-13 Parcel(s)029
Subarea 14 (2004)
Council District 14 — Harold White

A request for final approval for a portion of a Qmercial Planned Unit Development district located B4
Stewarts Ferry Pike (1.05 acres), to permit theetbgpment of a 3,730 Square foot automobile convemiestore
with 20 gasoline pumps, requested by TRC Internaticapplicant, for Eller Olsen Stone Company,,lo@ners.
Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final PUD

A request for final approval for a portion of a Qoercial Planned Unit Development district located B4
Stewarts Ferry Pike (1.05 acres), to permit theetbgpment of a 3,730 square foot automobile convemiestore
with 20 gasoline pumps.

PLAN DETAILS - On December 14, 2006, Metro Planning Commissppr@ved a revision to the preliminary
PUD allowing the development of a 3,729 square footvenience store/fuel center with 20 covered fughps.
Currently the site contains a 5,513 square fodtdmg that was previously used for a restaurane pfoposed final
plan is consistent with the revised preliminarynpla

Parking - The final plan proposes a total of 3%{vey spaces. 20 parking spaces will be for thepgyssps. 19
parking spaces will be for the convenience stora, \2hich will be handicap parking.
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Access - Access will be provided at existing lomasi with one at Blackwood Drive, and a second matedrive that
connects to Percy Priest Drive.

Staff Recommendation - Staff recommends approvidl @anditions as the final proposed plan is coaniswith the
revised preliminary plan approved by the Metro Riag Commission on December 14, 2006.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION
1. Submit a signal modification plan for the instatiatof pedestrian signals.

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION

1. Fire hydrant location needed.
2. No part of any building shall be more than 5@ét f
3. Fire Hydrant flow data will be needed.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION

1. Provide outlet protection for the headwall l@geDrainage Structure #9 on Sheet C3. Providecietsd
detail including dimensions.

2. Sheet C4 or BMP details should reference Metrotssien Control Manual.

3. EPSC note on Sheet C3 should be signed by an arositdrol specialist.

4, Provide a dedication of easement for the waterityusttuctures and any pipes conveying offsite wate

through site with appropriate recording fees.
Show easement locations on the plans.
Sign the NOI statement on the plans.

Provide NPDES NOC letter.

© N o o

Include a note on the Erosion Control Plan reqgithre contractor to provide an area for concretehwa
down and equipment fueling in accordance with M&R>10 and CP-13, respectively.

9. Provide location, calculations and a detail for pheposed shallow grass swale referenced in thedtyid
Analysis Report Summary Page.

10. The area used to calculate the 10-year peak flotimcture #7 (Drainage Area #2) was 22,618 square
feet, which does not match what is shown on the@®&sed Flow Path Map.

11. Line ID 5-6's slope shown in the design calculasi@ioes not match the slopes shown on Sheet C2 or th
Area A Pipe Profile. Revise to match.

CONDITIONS

1. All stormwater management requirements and conditaf the Department of Water Services shall be
approved prior to final approval.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services.

3. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@@gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

4, This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
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industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

5. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If aniraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sigekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;tsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imtdle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 150 feet diameter.

6. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicatawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

7. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plarik require reapproval by the Planning Commission

8. If this final approval includes conditions whictgrare correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berMfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Haaen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission for filing and oedation with the Davidson County Register of Deeds

Approved with conditions, (-0fonsent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-280

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 155-74-U-14 iSPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1. All stormwater management requirements and conditaf the Department of Water Services shall be
approved prior to final approval.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managéwfigision of Water Services.

3. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@@gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

4, This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgtdyy the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

5. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If anjraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions siggkcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;tsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 150 feet diameter.

6. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

7. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in ig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plank require reapproval by the Planning Commission
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8. If this final approval includes conditions whicltgrere correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiofil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Hzeen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission for filing and oedation with the Davidson County Register of
Deeds.”

12. 2005P-008G-06
Harpeth Village PUD (Revision Out Parcels 2, 3, 4hd
Map: 156-09A Parcel(s)002, 003, 004
Subared (2003)
Council District 35 — Charlie Tygard

A request to revise the preliminary plan for a oriof a Planned Unit Development located at 8@0®2 and
8004 Highway 100, at the northwest corner of Highd@0 and Temple Road, (2.14 acres), to permitduto
parcels with 12,950 square feet of retail/restaiuinanas and a financial institution, zoned CL, reiee by Dale &
Associates, applicant, for Kimco Barclay Harpetinti®ers, L.P.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Revise Preliminary & Final PUD

A request to revise the preliminary and for finppeoval of a Planned Unit Development located &08@002 and
8004 Highway 100, at the northwest corner of Highw@0 and Temple Road, (2.14 acres), to permitduto
parcels with 12,950 square feet of retail/restaiuinaas and a financial institution, zoned Commeétdraited (CL).

PLAN DETAILS - The proposed plan calls for the development ofpautels two and three with 12,950 square feet
of retail/restaurant uses and a financial institutiThis plan replaces three out parcels with twioparcels. Out

parcel two, 1.2 acres, includes a total of 8,70(nsg feet of retail and restaurant space. Out ptmae, 1.1 acres,
includes a 4,250 square foot commercial bankingjtiaavith drive thru access.

Parking -The final plan proposes a total of 92 paylspaces. 57 parking spaces will be provideduirparcel two
and 35 parking spaces will be provided on out pdhcee.

Access - Primary access is located off US Highw@y. Dn May 15, 2007 Council approved an amendnuetitet
preliminary PUD allowing an additional right-in tulane from Highway 100.

Staff Recommendation-Staff recommends approval with conditions as thalfproposed plan and revision is
consistent with the revised preliminary plan apgeby Council on May 15, 2007.

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION

1. Need fire hydrant flow data

2. Need building construction types

CONDITIONS

1. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo

the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Manageéwfigision of Water Services and the Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartmariPublic Works.

2. This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

3. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If aniraersac
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is required to be larger than the dimensions sigekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;tsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imtdle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

This final approval includes conditions which regutorrection/revision of the plans, authorizafionthe
issuance of permit applications will not be forweddo the Department of Codes Administration uotilr
(4) copies of the corrected/revised plans have kabmitted to and approved by staff of the Metraganl
Planning Commission.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicatawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisgélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plarnik require re-approval by the Planning Commissio

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-281

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2005P-008G-06 A°PROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services and the Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartnaiPublic Works.

This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apguatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptimthe issuance of any building permits. If anjraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

This final approval includes conditions which regutorrection/revision of the plans, authorizafionthe
issuance of permit applications will not be forweddo the Department of Codes Administration uotilr
(4) copies of the corrected/revised plans have kabmitted to and approved by staff of the Metrdaol
Planning Commission.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in if®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plank require re-approval by the Planning Commissio
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13. 2005P-010G-02
Nashville Commons at Skyline

Map: 050-00 Parcel(s)150, 151, 152, 153, 154
Subarea 2 (2006)
Council District 3 — Walter Hunt

A request to revise the preliminary plan and faafiapproval for a portion of a Planned Unit Depetent district
located along the west side of Dickerson Pike,moftDoverside Drive, (125.71acres), classified SORD, and

RS7.5, to increase the overall square footage 684977 to 691,783, requested by Gresham SmitlPariders,
applicant, for Nashville Commons, L.P., owners.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST -Revise Preliminary & Final PUD

A request to revise the preliminary plan and faafiapproval for a portion of a Planned Unit Depatent district
located along the west side of Dickerson Pike,moftDoverside Drive, (125.71acres), classified (§iiog Center
Regional (SCR), Industrial Warehousing/Distribut{®wwD), and Single-Family Residential (RS7.5), noriease the
overall square footage from 684,977 to 691,783.

PLAN DETAILS -The current final development plan was approvwethk Planning Commission on March 8,
2007. This request is consistent with that plaith winor revisions to the layout on the northeamtjpn of the
property. This plan shifts building footprints aparking areas, but is consistent with the Cousqgjiroved PUD
plan in terms of uses, access points, building famnd connectivity. The southern portion and thigarcels remain
the same. There is an increase in the total anafisgjuare footage, from 684,977 to 691,783 sqiete This
request has less total square footage than th@Fll8quare feet of retail and restaurant uses apg@roy Metro
Council on August 2, 2005.

Staff Recommendation-Staff recommends approval with conditions.
PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - Exception Taken

1. All Public Works' design standards shall be mediptd any final approvals and permit issuance. Any
approval is subject to Public Works' approval & tonstruction plans. Final design and improvement
may vary based on field conditions.

2. Realignment of Dover Side Drive to be constructétth Wst phase of development.

Comply with all previous conditions of this PUD:

1. Prior to final PUD approval, the applicant mustwtand dimension the Right-of-Way along Dickerson
Pike, consistent with the approved Major StreehRRickerson is a U4, and thus requires an 84 foot
ROW). The applicant must dedicate 30 feet minimdmR@W from the centerline to the property
boundary and show the ROW reservation.

2. Prior to final PUD approval, the applicant mustwtand dimension Right-of-Way along Doverside Drive
(a local road).
3. Prior to final PUD approval, the applicant mustwtan the plans, as per the requirements of the PUD

overlay, a sidewalk along Doverside Drive, from ¢iestern edge of the PUD to the access drive o t
PUD along this same street, to connect with therinal sidewalk that begins there. There shall ésan
internal sidewalk along the drive that extendsmarst to the west of Restaurants #3, 4, 5, and 6.

4, Prior to final PUD approval, the applicant mustwtan the plans, as per the requirements of the PUD
overlay, a sidewalk along Dickerson Pike. A trassifp shall be required accordingly, in coordinatiath
sidewalks on Doverside Drive and Dickerson Pikes fihal PUD plans must also show internal sidewalks
that connect the internal private drives with tlieewalk aprons of the major retail buildings wittihe
PUD.

5. Prior to final plat approval, by mandatory refetttad Metro Council must approve the relocation of
Doverside Drive.

Created on 8/17/2007 9:11:00 AM 40 of 55



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

The access driveway on Dickerson Pike shall begdesi for safe operation with adequate sight distanfic
the signal.

Doverside Drive shall be relocated to align witlyBie Medical Center driveway and the road shall be
designed for safe operation with adequate sigiéuite of the signal.

The developer shall construct the Doverside appreath 2 separate right turn lanes, a through lane,
separate left turn lane and 2 westbound througtslarith storage lengths as indicated on the PUB. pla
The developer shall submit a signal design for epgirand install the signal modifications. Signkp
shall include pedestrian signals and ADA facilities

The developer shall construct Dickerson Pk withdthbound separate left turn lanes, 2 through lanes
a shared right/through lane with storage as inditan the PUD plan.

Developer shall construct a new southbound thraiggtt/lane along the Dickerson Pk frontage andhitlls
extend to the through/right lane at the Briley Pkmgstbound on-ramp.

The developer shall construct the access drivewtyseparate left and right turn lanes. AdditioR&W
for the access driveway shall be reserved in dalerstall a separate through lane if a 4th legdded to
this intersection in the future. The access shaltkavay shall include 2 westbound through lane wit
storage lengths as indicated on the PUD plan.

The developer shall submit a signal design for epgirand install the signal. Signal plan shall i
pedestrian signals and ADA facilities. All new sidsmshall be interconnected and coordinated withads
in the vicinity of the project.

The developer shall construct Dickerson Pike witiid2thbound separate left turn lanes, 2 throughdan
each direction and a southbound separate rightanewith storage as indicated on the PUD plan.
Required lane signage shall be installed.

Access drives and project internal roads shalldsgihed to provide adequate truck turning movements
The southbound exclusive left turn lane on Dickershall be striped to provide a minimum of 100fft o
storage for northbound traffic entering 1-65 sowthibd in order to provide greater storage for soutinid
traffic turning left onto I-65 northbound.

TDOT approval of all Dickerson Pk modificationgéjuired.

The developer shall install a westbound left tamel with 100 ft of storage on Doverside at the plaay
access driveway.

The developer shall construct Doverside Drive witistbound through and through/left lanes. The
westbound approach shall be constructed with aifirdane and a separate free-flow right turn |Jie
southbound approach shall be constructed with t3axés and 2 entering lanes. Turn lane storaggtien
shall be provided as identified on the PUD plan.

The developer shall submit a signal design for eypgirand install the signal at this intersectioignal
plan shall include pedestrian signals and ADA faes if sidewalks are constructed. The signaldl sfea
interconnected and coordinated with signals invibimity of the project. In accordance with Metro
standards video detection shall be installed optheate approach and loop detection with advance
detection shall be installed on the main line apphes.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION -Approved

CONDITIONS

1.
2.
3

Development shall comply with all Public Works remmendations.

Realignment of Dover Side Drive to be constructétth Wst phase of development.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, a final plast be recorded and the proposed open space and
conservation easement must be dedicated to an@gaieland trust.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services and the Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartnarPublic Works.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If aniraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgecify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.
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6. If this final approval includes conditions whictgrare correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Haen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

7. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plaik require reapproval by the Planning Commission

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-282

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2005P-010G-02 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1. Development shall comply with all Public Works remmendations.
2. Realignment of Dover Side Drive to be constructéith Wst phase of development.
3. Prior to the issuance of any permits, a final ptast be recorded and the proposed open space and

conservation easement must be dedicated to an@pgieland trust.

4, Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services and the Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartnaiPublic Works.

5. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If anjraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

6. If this final approval includes conditions whicltgrere correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berMfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Hzeen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

7. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in ig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plank require reapproval by the Planning Commission

14. 58-85-P-12
Brighton Village (Formerly Rucker Landing and Brenbd Midlands)
Map: 161-00 Parcel(s)071, 254
Subared 2 (2004)
Council District 27 — Randy Foster

A request to revise the preliminary and for finppeoval for a Planned Unit Development located4t%band 5444
Edmondson Pike, approximately 1,775 feet north lofidickory Boulevard (15.71 acres), zoned R10,dmpgt the
development of 124 townhome units where 124 unésevpreviously approved, requested by Sandhu Cramss))
Inc., applicant, for Regent Investments |, LLC, @nn

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions
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APPLICANT REQUEST -Revise Preliminary & Final PUD

A request to revise the preliminary plan and faaefiapproval for a residential Planned Unit Develept located at
5442 and 5444 Edmondson Pike, classified One armtHamily Residential (R10), (15.71 acres), to péthe
development of 124 multi-family units.

PLAN DETAILS

Site Plan -The plan calls for 124 units on appr@tity 15 acres with a density of approximately@#s per acre.
The development will consist of 44 single-familyaahed town homes and 80 multi-family attachedsunithe 80
multi-family units will be distributed amongst sixdividual structures. All units will be accesdeam private
drives from Edmondson Pike. The units along EdrsondPike will front onto Edmondson Pike.

Preliminary Plan -This development received apprérean the Planning Commission for a revision te th
preliminary and final PUD on April 26, 2007. Sinaxeiving approval, wetlands were found on thepprty,
requiring much of the area be left undisturbed thiadl the plan be revised.

This plan, formerly known as Rucker Landing andrdweod Midlands, was originally approved for 124ltinu
family units. In 2004 the plan was revised to 1®2n homes. As proposed, the density of this jaronsistent
with the originally approved plan. The layout lig/stly different than what was originally approvemavoid the
wetlands, but the overall concept has not changed.

Staff Recommendation Since the changes are consistent with the ovesatiept of the original preliminary plan
and do not propose any additional units than whet eviginally approved, staff recommends that duiest be
approved with conditions.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION

1. All Public Works’ design standards shall be mebptd any final approvals and permit issuance. Any
approval is subject to Public Works’ approval af ttonstruction plans. Final design and improvements
may vary based on field conditions.

2. Identify retaining wall locations / elevations, inding top and base of wall elevations. Submit
geotechnical report prior to final approval andmieissuance.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approve with the following conditions:

1. Need revised Dedication of Easement (for all wgtentity and quality measures), Detention Agreesjent
and recording fee.

Provide updated ARAP’s, NOC, etc.

For erosion control, place silt fence parallel emtours. Show and label silt fence better on plans.

No erosion control measures observed on Sheet 88.4ure to protect the stream.

Adjust erosion control measures as noted on plans.

For the storm structures, show contours on Shaé@ and C4.1.

For the storm structure drainage maps, providgetadelineation and with contours.

For the storm structure calculations, no spreglis hor flows were observed.

For the detention ponds, provide a larger draimagp. Be sure to show contours.

For the detention pond, the lag method is not@eckfor Tc calculations.

For the detention pond, pre and post drainagesateat coincide. May need to provide pre and post
drainage maps.

For the water quality measures, provide a sepdraiaage maps. Be sure to show the locationseof th
water quality inserts (storm structure ID’s havarnged).

For the water quality calculations, use more sigaunt digits (do not round). When sizing the andisize,
always size down.
14. Make any corrections as noted on plans.

PPRPOO~NOODWN
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CONDITIONS
1. A landscape plan shall be submitted and approvgadnning staff and the urban forester prior to the
issuance of any permits.
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Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@&gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

This approval does not include any signs. Busiaesgssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If aniraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgecify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;lsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisgélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plarik require reapproval by the Planning Commission

This final approval includes conditions which ragutorrection/revision of the plans. Authorization
the issuance of permit applications will not beMarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four copies of the corrected/revised plans have lsebmitted to and approved by staff of the Mettitgo
Planning Commission for filing and recordation witle Davidson County Register of Deeds.

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-283

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 58-85-P-12 BKPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

A landscape plan shall be submitted and approvaadnning staff and the urban forester prior to the
issuance of any permits.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managéwfigision of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@@gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem lthetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptimthe issuance of any building permits. If anjraersac
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is required to be larger than the dimensions sigekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;tsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imtdle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

6. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

7. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in it®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plarnk require reapproval by the Planning Commission

8. This final approval includes conditions which regutorrection/revision of the plans. Authorizatfon
the issuance of permit applications will not berfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiofil un
four copies of the corrected/revised plans have lsebmitted to and approved by staff of the Metfibmo
Planning Commission for filing and recordation witle Davidson County Register of Deeds.”

15. 70-81-G-13
Lakeshore Christian Church
Map: 163-00 Parcel(s)295
Subared 3 (2003)
Council District 33 — Robert Duvall

A request for a revision to the preliminary plam dor final approval for a portion of the PlanneditDevelopment
district located on property located at 5432 Beltde Lane, at the southeast corner of Bell Forgeeland Bell
Road, (7.81 acres), zoned AR2a, to permit the dgweént of a religious institution, previously apyped for 73,263
square feet of retail uses, requested by LakesBlornstian Church, applicant, Moses Lerner, LLC, ewn

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST -Revise Preliminary & Final PUD

A request for a revision to the preliminary plam dor final approval for a portion of the PlanneditDevelopment
district located on property located at 5432 Belige Lane, at the southeast corner of Bell Forgesland Bell
Road, (7.81 acres), zoned Agricultural/Residerfi&2a), to permit the development of a religioustitution,
previously approved for 73,263 square feet of reises.

PLAN DETAILS - The plan is consistent with the PUD plan approvetid93, but changes the use from retail to
religious institution, which is permitted under thR2a base zoning.

The 800 seat sanctuary will be in the existingding, with changes to the elevations. The landsgdan meets the
requirements for perimeter landscaping and 8%iotgreen space. The parking exceeds that reqbiyete

Metro Zoning Ordinance. The requirement is 1 spmareevery 4 seats, or 200 spaces. The plan iesIgé0
spaces.

Staff Recommendation Staff recommends approval with conditions.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - No Permit Required. It appears that no land distuce activities are
anticipated.

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION - With any permits, the building will need to be mwied for life
safety.

Created on 8/17/2007 9:11:00 AM 45 of 55



CONDITIONS

1.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services and the Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartmatriPublic Works.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If anirae+rsac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgecify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitdle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

If this final approval includes conditions whictgrare correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Haen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in ig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these planik require reapproval by the Planning Commission

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-284

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiisn that 70-81-G-13 iaPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services and the Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartnaiPublic Works.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptimthe issuance of any building permits. If anjtaersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

If this final approval includes conditions whictgrere correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiofil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Hzeen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in ig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plank require reapproval by the Planning Commission

16.

89P-003G-06

Still Springs Ridge, Phase I

Map: 128-00 Parcel(s)156, 166, PART OF 036
Subared (2003)

Council District 22 — Eric Crafton

A request to revise the preliminary for a portidrad’lanned Unit Development located at Hicks Road
(unnumbered), approximately 3,130 feet east of 8aByown Road (27.23 acres), to permit one singtaitly lot
with a guesthouse, where a 10,000 square fooigalgnstitution was previously approved, zoned R32quested
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by Barge, Waggoner, Sumner & Cannon, Inc., appljdan Greater Middle Tennessee Partnership, owner.
Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Revise Preliminary PUD

A request to revise the preliminary for a portidrad’lanned Unit Development located at Hicks Road
(unnumbered), approximately 3,130 feet east of 8aByown Road, zoned Single-Family Residential (RS2
(27.23 acres), to permit one single-family lot wétlyuesthouse, where a 10,000 square foot religistisution was
previously approved.

PLAN DETAILS

Site Plan -The plan calls for one single-family lowith pool and guest house. Access will be prediffom Hicks
Road by a private drive. The underlying base atisict (RS20) does not allow for more than orgdence per
lot. Although the second structure is proposedafguest house only, Metro Codes will not issueilding permit
for the guest house if it is on the same lot asthé house because it would be in violation ofzbering code. To
accommodate both the primary residence and the boase, the plan proposes to place each strusithia a
separate lot. Lot 2B(1), which will contain therpary residence, will consist of approximately I77dcres, and Lot
2B(2), which will contain the guest house, will sist of approximately 8.14 acres. As proposed2B(2) will not
have frontage and will be accessed by a privateedrSince this property is within a PUD, privateves are
allowed and do not require a variance to the Suidiv Regulations for lack of frontage.

PUD History - In 1995, the Still Springs Ridge PuWias amended to absorb the Hicks Road PUD. At itma, ta
plan was approved for 100 single-family lots oroatipn of the development. This portion was appwith two
development scenarios:

1) a 10,000 square foot private recreation fagibr

2) five single-family residential lots.
In 2006 a plan revision was submitted to allowddCenter for Jewish Awareness. The revision wascaed by
the Planning Commission on April 11, 2006.

The property is encumbered with steep topographyisnot suitable for dense development. Thisesgwill
have less of an impact than either approved dewsdop scenario for this portion of the PUD and igeno
appropriate than a community center or five sirfglaily lots. While this proposal is not completelgnsistent
with the approved preliminary plan, it is not ofitbaracter with the residential development sderamd can be
reviewed as a revision.

Staff Recommendation Staff recommends that the request be approvddasitditions.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION

1. Show and dimension right-of-way along Hicks Road.

2. Label and dedicate right-of-way 30 feet from pavetheenterline to the property boundary, consistetit
the approved major street plan.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approve with the following conditions:

1. Show the buffers (Zone 1 and Zone 2) clearly orpibe.

2. Show the proposed grading of the roadway and ateifidential area.

CONDITIONS

1. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be

forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortemilanagement division of Water Services.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Traffigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshiitpublic rights of way.

3. This approval does not include any signs. Busiaesgssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgutdyy the Metropolitan Department of Codes
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Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If aniraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgecify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitidle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

This preliminary plan approval for the residenpattion of the master plans is based upon thedstate
acreage. The actual number of dwelling units tedrestructed may be reduced upon approval of & fina
site development plan if a boundary survey confithese is less site acreage.

Prior to any additional development applicationstfis property, the applicant shall provide tharPing
Department with a final corrected copy of the PUéngor filing and recording with the Davidson Cdyn
Register of Deeds.

Approved with conditions, (8-0)@sent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-285

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 89P-003G-06 SPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortewilanagement division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Traimineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshiitpublic rights of way.

This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgtdyy the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If anjraersac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sigekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;tsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imtdle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

This preliminary plan approval for the residenpattion of the master plans is based upon thedstate
acreage. The actual number of dwelling units tedrestructed may be reduced upon approval of & fina
site development plan if a boundary survey confithese is less site acreage.

Prior to any additional development applicationstfos property, the applicant shall provide thariiing
Department with a final corrected copy of the PU&ngdor filing and recording with the Davidson Cdyn
Register of Deeds.”
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17. 89P-030U-03
Shops at Bordeaux (Cathedral of Praise)

Map: 058-00 Parcel(s)163, part of 181
Subarea (2003)
Council District 1 — Brenda Gilmore

A request to amend a portion of the Planned Unitdimment Overlay District on property located 248
Clarksville Pike, at the southeast corner of ClaitlesPike and Kings Lane, (4.05 acres), zoned ©lpermit the
development of a 30,269 square foot recreatiorecgfamily life center) and 5,000 square feet difcef uses,
replacing retail uses, requested by Don Shan&pplicant, Pentecostal Tabernacle Church, Inc..eown

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Amend PUD

A request to amend a portion of the Planned Unitdi@ment overlay district on property located 248
Clarksville Pike, at the southeast corner of ChaitkessPike and Kings Lane, (4.05 acres), zoned Central
Limited (CL), to permit the development of a 30,Zfuare foot recreation center (family life centaryl 5,000
square feet of office uses, replacing retail uses.

PLAN DETAILS
Site Plan - The site plan proposes a one-storylydifie center with 30,483 square feet to be ukmdecreational,
daycare and general office uses, and a two to gimeg office building at 5,000 square feet.

Access/Parking -The property is accessible by otece off of Kings Lane and includes a 24 foaenilrive
aisle. A total of 56 parking spaces are showrherplan with six spaces labeled as handicap pagpages. A 5
foot wide sidewalk is planned along Kings Lane tovide a pedestrian linkage to the development.

Preliminary Plan - The preliminary PUD was appro$egptember 20, 1989, by the Metro Council, anclichetl a
total of 67,725 square feet. The PUD was approwed £5,000 square foot grocery store, an 8,00@rsdfoot drug
store, 30,025 square feet of retail shop spacei@zquare foot fast food restaurant, and a 2580@re foot bank
facility.

Section 17.40.120.G.2.a stipulates that modificetim a PUD that alter the basic development cdnoeyst be
considered by the planning commission as an amemidane referred back to council for approval. Thevpusly
approved preliminary plan was designed as a stnipneercial development with parking located in ttonf of the
buildings. The plan as submitted significantly apesthis development concept, but results in aldpueent that is
more consistent with current land use policiestiis site.

The revised preliminary plan is in keeping with thieent of the King’s Lane Corner Detailed Neighttmod Design
Plan and the Clarksville Pike Corridor Study. Téed use policies for this area encourage a divdesal of mixed
uses that provide for the needs of the surroundamgmunity through “neighborhood-scale” centersativéty.
Residential, commercial and retail uses are engewarin buildings that are mixed both horizontalhg avertically.
Other uses that should be integrated in the adada recreational, cultural, and community faigiit The
proposed uses would continue to further the lardpadicy goals by providing opportunities for reatien,
employment and childcare.

The placement of the buildings and the parkingaiss been re-designed to accomplish the commueiiyred
development pattern. The buildings front Clarkgvilike and Kings Lane, however, the buildings sthbel moved
closer to the street to create a pedestrian odesiteetscape. Parking is located behind the Imgjtdiproviding a
transition between the less intensive residentiabuhat abut this site and a good relationshipedamily life
center to Clarksville Pike. A 24 foot wide drivisla connects to Kings Lane, but should also bereded for a
future connection to the adjacent property to thetts The Clarksville Pike Corridor Study also emames a
continuous system of sidewalks along ClarksvilleeRbd connect neighborhoods, schools, recreatieasaplaces of
work and other points of activity. The plan curfgshows sidewalks along Kings Lane, but should atslude a
sidewalk along Clarksville Pike to provide a saéel@strian environment as encouraged by the plan.
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Staff Recommendation -Staff is recommending deferral unless a revised phat addresses comments and
conditions of building placement is submitted ptimthe Planning Commission meeting.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - Approve with the following conditions:

1)

2)

3)

All Public Works' design standards shall be medmpio any final approvals and permit issuance. Any
approval is subject to Public Works' approval & tonstruction plans. Final design and improvement
may vary based on field conditions.

Extend the existing two way left turn lane on Kingme (to the east) to provide a minimum of 50 ft
storage for the westbound left turn into the pregbdriveway on Kings Lane. Provide transitions per
AASHTO/MUTCD standards.

Provide construction plans for the turn lane extams

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION- Amendment to preliminary PUD approved.

CONDITIONS

1.

2.

10.

11.

The final PUD plan must comply with all Public Werkequirements.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the plan must provide parkang
the proposed uses that satisfies the parking rexpaints of the Metro Zoning Ordinance and the Taaffi
Engineer.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by tlanning Commission, the recreation center (faiifidy
center) building shall be moved up to the resenigitt-of-way line on Clarksville Pike, and the cffi
building shall be moved up to the dedicated righivay on Kings Lane to create a more pedestrian-
oriented streetscape.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the office building shallebe
minimum of 2 stories.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by flanning Commission, the 24 foot wide drive arothed
recreation center (family life center), shall benowed and replaced with an access drive to Cldlisv
Pike at the southern property line on the site.

Prior to or in conjunction with the approval of tieal site plan by the Planning Commission, aneasc
easement shall be recorded to provide a futureemiiom to the adjacent property to the south.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the plan must show and difoens
sidewalk on Clarksville Pike.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortemilanagement division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Trdffigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshaitpublic rights of way.

Subsequent to enactment of this planned unit dpuatmt overlay district by the Metropolitan Council,
and prior to any consideration by the Metropoli®danning Commission for final site development plan
approval, a paper print of the final boundary ptatall property within the overlay district must b
submitted, complete with owners signatures, tdPfamning Commission staff for review.

This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
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12.

13.

Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptimthe issuance of any building permits. If any-detsac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgecify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitdle of the turn-around, including trees. Theuiesd
turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

Prior to any additional development applicationstfis property, the applicant shall provide tharing
Department with a final corrected copy of the PUéngor filing and recording with the Davidson Cdyn
Register of Deeds.

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-286

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsin that 89P-030U-03 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

2.

10.

The final PUD plan must comply with all Public Werkequirements.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the plan must provide parkang
the proposed uses that satisfies the parking rexpaints of the Metro Zoning Ordinance and the Taaffi
Engineer.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by tlanning Commission, the recreation center (faiifidy
center) building shall be moved up to the reserigit-of-way line on Clarksville Pike, and the afi
building shall be moved up to the dedicated righivay on Kings Lane to create a more pedestrian-
oriented streetscape.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the office building shallebe
minimum of 2 stories.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the 24 foot wide drive arothel
recreation center (family life center), shall benowed and replaced with an access drive to Cldlisv
Pike at the southern property line on the site.

Prior to or in conjunction with the approval of theal site plan by the Planning Commission, aneasc
easement shall be recorded to provide a futureexdiam to the adjacent property to the south.

Prior to the approval of the final site plan by #lanning Commission, the plan must show and diroens
sidewalk on Clarksville Pike.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortemilanagement division of Water Services.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatépreliminary approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Traffigineering Sections of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works for all improvementshiitpublic rights of way.

Subsequent to enactment of this planned unit dpwetmt overlay district by the Metropolitan Council,
and prior to any consideration by the Metropoli®danning Commission for final site development plan
approval, a paper print of the final boundary ptatall property within the overlay district must b
submitted, complete with owners signatures, tdPfa@mning Commission staff for review.
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11. This approval does not include any signs. Busiaesgssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

12. The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptimthe issuance of any building permits. If any-detsac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imtlidle of the turn-around, including trees. Theuiezg
turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

13. Prior to any additional development applicationstfis property, the applicant shall provide thariPling
Department with a final corrected copy of the PUéngor filing and recording with the Davidson Cdyn
Register of Deeds.

The proposed changes to the PUD are consistent withie King’s Lane Corner Detailed Neighborhood Desig
Plan by providing a layout that helps create a huma scaled presence along Clarksville Pike.

18. 98P-003G-06
Bellevue Professional Park, Lot 3 (Waterford Assistiving)
Map: 142-00 Parcel(s): 012
Subared (2003)
Council District 22 — Eric Crafton

A request for final approval for a Planned Unit Blspment district located at 8118 B Sawyer Browmado
approximately 350 feet south of Esterbrook Drivaned RM9, (3.29 acres), to permit a 14,200 squavedddition
consisting of 20 additional units for an existirggiated living facility, requested by Dale & Assateis, applicant,
for Prime Quest LLC, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final PUD

A request for final approval for a Planned Unit Bispment Overlay District located at 8118 B Sawgerwn
Road, approximately 350 feet south of Esterbroakd)izoned Multi-Family Residential (RM9) (3.29 as}), to
permit a 14,200 square foot addition consisting®#additional units for an existing assisted liviagility.

PLAN DETAILS

Site Plan - The site plan calls for a two-story,200 square foot addition to an assisted livingifgc The addition
will be attached along the northeastern side o&ttisting building and will provide space for 20d#bnal assisted
living residential units.

Sethacks - The development is located adjacent tstablished residential neighborhood to the remtheast. If
approved, the proposed addition will be closehtoriorth and east property boundary. While the estwill
introduce a new structure closer to the adjacesitleatial neighborhood district to the north anstetihe proposed
setbacks of at least 40 feet, including a “B” clasffer yard and privacy wall, will minimize any getive impact.
Parking - The 42 parking spaces meet the minimutkimarequirements for this use.

Preliminary Plan - The original PUD plan was amehbg Council earlier this year (Bill # 2007-1406hd as
proposed this final plan is consistent with the @wldlapproved plan.

Staff Recommendation- Since the plan is consistent with the last appdaopreliminary plan, staff recommends
that the request be approved with conditions.
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PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - The developer’s construction drawings shall conwvath the design
regulations established by the Department of PWlicks. Final design may vary based on field cooa.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approve with the following conditions:

1. The construction entrance location and detail $@how on the plans. Ensure that the constructio
entrance consist of stone over filter fabric ansl @aninimum length of 100’ and a minimum width 6f.2

2. The foot note for the WQV in the private drain sture schedule table is incorrect. The detaihssn on
sheet 5 rather than the same sheet.

3. Provide supporting calculations for the capacityhaf 15” pipes conveying runoff to and from the evat
quality unit?

4, The storm detention pond should allow for 1’ ofefpeard over the 100 year storm even. The topmi ba

elevation for the pond is currently at 589’, allagifor only 0.6’ of freeboard. The pond top of kan
elevation should be raised to at least 589.4".

5. The Q10 and Q100 comparison for DS#1 in incorrddte Q10 and Q100 listed are for the runoff on 91.4
acres rather than 110.6 acres.

6. Provide further detail on how the WQ unit will becassed for maintenance.

7. Drain pipe schedule calculations for 15" HDPE whoeting and box detail call for 12" pipe. Dettf
WQ unit also calls for 15” pipe. This shall be ised.

8. Some work is to be preformed within the bufferowde method to drill homes to limit activity ingh

buffer and place note to not place equipment ifidoidr disturb buffer.

CONDITIONS
1. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@®gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

3. This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgutdyy the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

4, The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If any-deisac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sigekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;tsu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitdle of the turn-around, including trees. Theuiesd
turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

5. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

6. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisgélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plarils require reapproval by the Planning Commission.

7. If this final approval includes conditions whicltgtgre correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not beMfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Haaen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission for filing and oedation with the Davidson County Register of Deeds

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda
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Resolution No. BL2007-287

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 98P-003G-06 SPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Managénhgision of Water Services.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatbfinal approval of this proposal shall be forwaddo
the Planning Commission by the Traffic Engineer@@gtions of the Metropolitan Department of Public
Works for all improvements within public rights why.

3. This approval does not include any signs. Busiaessssory or development signs in commercial or
industrial planned unit developments must be apgatday the Metropolitan Department of Codes
Administration except in specific instances whem thetropolitan Council directs the Metropolitan
Planning Commission to approve such signs.

4, The requirements of the Metropolitan Fire Marsh@lffice for emergency vehicle access and adequate
water supply for fire protection must be met ptmthe issuance of any building permits. If any-deisac
is required to be larger than the dimensions sjgekcify the Metropolitan Subdivision Regulations;isu
cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imitldle of the turn-around, including trees. Theuiesd
turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

5. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four (4) additional copies thfe approved plans have been submitted to the
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

6. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance, both in ig®uance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plaril require reapproval by the Planning Commission.

7. If this final approval includes conditions whicltgrere correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berMfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiotil un
four (4) copies of the corrected/revised plans Haaen submitted to and approved by staff of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission for filing and oedation with the Davidson County Register of
Deeds.”

XI. OTHER BUSINESS

19. Correction to May 22, 2003, Minutes

Approved, (8-0)Consent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-288

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that the Correction to the May 22, 2003 Misuge
APPROVED. (8-0)"

20. Employee contract renewal for Joni Priest.

Approved, (8-0Consent Agenda
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21. Executive Director Reports.

22. Legislative Update.

XII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 6:50 p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

(./ The Planning Department does not discriminate @nltasis of age, race, sex, color, national origin,
religion or disability in access to, or operatidnite programs, services, activities or in its ihgior employment
practices.ADA inquiries should be forwarded to: Josie L. Bass, Planning Department ADA Compliarfce
Coordinator, 800 Second Avenue Soutff. Zloor, Nashville, TN 37201, (615)862-7150itle VI inquiries

should be forwarded to: Michelle Lane, Metro Title VI Coordinator, 222 THirAvenue North, Suite 200
Nashville, TN 37201, (615)862-617CQontact Department of Human Resources for alemployment related

inquiries at (615)862-6640.
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