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
October 11, 2007

kkhkkkkkkkkkhkk

4:00 PM
Metro Southeast at Genesco Park
1417 Murfreesboro 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
Derrick Dalton Jason Swaggart, Planner |
Tonya Jones Bob Leeman, Planner I
Victor Tyler Trish Brooks, Admin. Svcs. Officer 3
Councilmember Jim Gotto Carrie Logan, Planner |

Craig Owensby, Communications Officer
Brenda Bernards, Planner Il

Nedra Jones, Planner Il

Brian Sexton, Planner |

Dennis Corrieri, Planning Tech |

Steve Mishu, Water Services

Jonathan Honeycutt, Public Works

Commissioners Absent:
Ann Nielson

l. CALL TO ORDER

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

Il. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mr. Kleinfelter announced one addition to the agenahich was Item #14, Adoption of the Planning @uasion
Schedule of meetings for 2008. He stated this iteuld be placed on the Consent Agenda for approval

Mr. Clifton moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the rmtighich passed unanimously, to adopt the Agenda as
amended.(8-0)

.  APPROVAL OF SEPTEMBER 27, 2007, MINUTES

Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the nrmtiwhich passed unanimously, to approve the Sepmefih
2007 minutes as presente@-0)
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IV.  RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS

There were no members of Council present at theingee

V. PUBLIC HEARING: ITEMS REQUESTED TO BE DEFERRED OR

WITHDRAWN

6. 2007SP-163U-13

Lavergne Super Speed Wash - Request to changed®to — deferred until

SP zoning a portion of property located at 4201ridane

October 25, 2007, at

Boulevard, to permit a 2,880 square foot full-seevtar wash  the request of the

facility, a 25 foot tall pylon sign with messagedbd, and all

other uses permitted by the CS zoning district

applicant.

Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to approve the Defeared
Withdrawn items as presente(B-0)

Mr. David Kleinfelter announced the following: “Asformation for our audience, if you are not d&is$ with a
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, pleasevigeddhat you should contact independent legahseli’

VI. PUBLIC HEARING: CONSENT AGENDA

ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

1. 2007SP-038G-10

2. 2007S-042G-10

3. 2007S-190U-11

5. 2007SP-147G-02

CONCEPT PLANS
7. 2007S-077U-07

FINAL PLATS
8. 2007S-251U-05
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Granny White Pike (Final) - Request for approvaadinal
SP site plan to permit the development of 6 lotfo
single-family, detached, dwelling units on a pantif
properties located at 5638 and 5640 Granny Whke.Pi

Granny White Pike (Development Plan) - Request for
development plan approval to create 16 lots ongnt@s
located at 5638, 5640, 5644 and 5648 Granny Wiikie. P

Cato Bass Subdivision - A reqfeedinal plat approval to
create 2 lots on property located at 706 Old Glsairo
Avenue, approximately 160 feet north of Glenroseruye
(2.16 acres), zoned RS10

Elite Gate Company - Request to change from RS#0 an
CS to SP zoning properties located at 1170 DickePske
and Dickerson Pike (unnumbered), to permit 12,@fithse
feet of light manufacturing/assembly with outdotmrage,
and 1,864 square feet of general office, and tonefor
future uses consistent with MUL zoning district.

Greenway Glen (Development Plan) - Request to eg¥is
concept plan and for development plan approvate¢ate
12 lots on properties located at 5500, 5501, 5506kK
Road and Knob Road (unnumbered).

Porter Place - Request for final plat approvalreate 4 lots
on property located at 1435 Porter Road.

- Approve w/conditions

- Approve w/conditions

- Approve w/conditions,
including variance to Section
3-8 and Section 2-1.2

- Approve w/conditions

- Approve w/conditions

- Approve w/conditions,
including an exception to lot
comparability standards for
area and frontage
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10. 2007S-258U-10 Manning At Belle Meade - Reqtmsfinal plat to - Approve
reconfigure lot lines and to consolidate variousperties
into 8 lots on properties located at 110A, 112AA1
116A, 118A, 120, and 120B Woodmont Boulevard and
111, 113, 115A, 117, 119, and 125 Kenner Avenue.

11. 2007S-265G-02 Binkley Property Subdivision - Request for finaapl - Approve, including a
approval to create 1 lot on property located atl@itkory  variance to Section 3-4.2a of
Boulevard (unnumbered). the Subdivision Regulations

REVISIONS AND FINAL SITE PLANS

12. 114-78-U-12 Oak Hill Townhomes, Phase Il (Formerly Edmondson - Approve w/conditions
Place & McMurray Townhomes) - Request for finagsit
plan approval of a residential Planned Unit Deveiept
located at McMurray Drive (unnumbered).

13. 2003P-013U-10 Village Hall, Ph-Request for final site plan approval of - Approve w/conditions
a Planned Unit Development located at 2202-A Hobbs
Road, to permit the development of 4 dwelling uimtsvo
structures.

OTHER BUSINESS
14.  Adoption of the Planning Commission Schedulemeétings for 2008. - Approve

Mr. Ponder moved and Ms. Cummings seconded theomoithich passed unanimously, to adopt the Consent
Agenda as presente(8-0)

Vil. PUBLIC HEARING: PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS AND ITEMS ON

PUBLIC HEARING
ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

1. 2007SP-038G-10
Granny White Pike (Final)
Map 159-00, Part of Parcel 085, and 228
Subarea 10 (2005)
Council District 34 - Carter Todd

A request for approval of a final SP site plan ¢orpit the development of 6 lots for 6 single-famigtached,
dwelling units on a portion of properties locat¢®@38 and 5640 Granny White Pike, approximatelypQ,feet
north of Old Hickory Boulevard (3.23 acres), regadsy Hawkins Partners, applicant, for Bethel \W@lutreach
Center, owner. (See also Development Plan Propgsa2007S-042G-10).

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions.

Approved with conditions, (8-0Fonsent Agenda

[Note: Items#1 and #2 were heard together by The Metropolitan Planning Commission. See Item #2 for staff report,
actions, and resolutions.]

2. 2007S-042G-10
Granny White Pike (Development Plan)
Map 159-00, Parcels 085, 086, 201, 228
Subarea 10 (2005)
Council District 34 - Carter Todd

A request for development plan approval to creétéofs on properties located at 5638, 5640, 56445648
Granny White Pike, approximately 1,150 feet nofftdtl Hickory Boulevard (13.97 acres), zoned Séquested
by Bethel World Outreach, owner, Barge Cauthen &okgates, engineer. (See also Final SP Propos& 003 SP-
038G-10).
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Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions.

Staff Recommendation-Disapprove unless technical review has been completed and approved by Metro
Sormwater. If technical review is completed and approved by Stormwater prior to the Planning Commission
meeting, then the recommendation is to approve with conditions.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final SP
A request for approval of a final Specific Plan-Restial (SP-R) site plan to permit the developnedrgix lots for
six single-family detached dwelling units on a pmrtof properties located at 5638 and 5640 Granmit&\Pike.

Development Plan-A request for development plan approval to créstéots on 13.97 acres located on properties
at 5638, 5640, 5644 and 5648 Granny White Pikeed@pecific Plan-Residential (SP-R) and One and-Family
Residential (R40).

ZONING
R40 District -R40requires a minimum 40,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and
duplexes at an overall density of 1.16 dwellingsipier acre including 25% duplex lots.

SP District - Specific Plais a zoning district category that provides fodiéidnal flexibility of design, including the
relationship of streets to buildings, to provide #bility to implement the specific details of theneral Plan.

PLAN DETAILS

Final SP Site Plan-The final site plan proposes six lots on 2.94 sccbBevelopment of the six lots would be limited
to single family detached dwelling units only. Tlbés range in size from 18,800 square feet to ZBs2fare feet.
The uses allowed within this SP site plan will bese permitted by the RS20 zoning district of thetid Zoning
Code. Acceptable building materials include brichse stone, cultured stone, cementious sidinglifilank),

stucco or wood. Vinyl and metal siding are prolgtit The development standards include front, aidkrear
minimum setbacks of 30 feet, 10 feet, and 20 fespectively, and a maximum building height of éhstories at

the front setback to the eave line.

Development Plan- The six lot site plan is a part of a larger depenent plan which is planned for a total of 16
lots on 13.97 acres. The remaining 10 lots range #0,003 square feet to 41,314 square feet. Hahedots will
front Granny White Pike and all other lots will Aecessible from an internal road that ends in aletdac.

Access Lots will be accessed from a new public road tlweinects to Granny White Pike. A public access
easement provides a connection to lots 12a and 13a.

Sidewalks- Sidewalks are planned on both sides of the nevigproad.

Open Space A common open space area has been designatée pran behind lots 11a and 11b, and also within
the street median.

Preliminary Plan - The final SP site plan is consistent with therappd preliminary plan. The one exception
would be the easement depicted on the final SPagige access to lots 12a and 13a.

RECENT REZONINGS - The preliminary SP district was considered byRltenning Commission on March 22,
2007. The Commission recommended that the Mettm€bapprove the SP with conditions and it was
subsequently approved by Metro Council in May 2007.

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

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION -Stormwater requires a sufficient plan for reviesiopto any final
approvals.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION -Staff recommends disapproval unless a suffigiar for review has been
approved by Metro Stormwater. If a sufficient plameviewed and approved by Stormwater prior &@Rknning
Commission meeting, then the recommendation ippoave with conditions.
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CONDITIONS
1. All Stormwater conditions listed above must be addmrior to the issuance of any building permits
including grading permits.

2. 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.

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, 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.

5. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four additional copies of tapproved plans have been submitted to the Metriaooli
Planning Commission.

6. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisélbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration and Planning to determine compliarim®h in the issuance of permits for constructiod
field inspection. Significant deviation from thgglans will require reapproval by the Planning
Commission.

7. 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 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. BL2007-331

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007 SP-038G-10A¥PROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. All Stormwater conditions listed above must be addmrior to the issuance of any building permits
including grading permits.

2. 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.

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. 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.

5. Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four additional copies of tapproved plans have been submitted to the Metriapoli
Planning Commission.

6. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration and Planning to determine compliarim®h in the issuance of permits for constructiod
field inspection. Significant deviation from thgslans will require reapproval by the Planning
Commission.
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7. If this final approval includes conditions whiclgrere correction/revision of the plans, authoriaatfor
the issuance of permit applications will not berfarded to the Department of Codes Administratiofil un
four copies of the corrected/revised plans have lseemitted to and approved by staff of the Metlibgpo
Planning Commission for filing and recordation witle Davidson County Register of Deeds.

Resolution No. BL2007-332

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-042G-10APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)”

FINAL PLATS
3. 2007S-190U-11
Cato Bass Subdivision
Map 119-07, Parcel 001

Subarea 11 (1999)
Council District 16 - Anna Page

A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperty located at 706 Old Glenrose Avenuer@pmately 160
feet north of Glenrose Avenue (2.16 acres), zor®ii(R requested by Cato Bass, owner, H & H Landeyor.
Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions, inaliding variances to Section 3-8 and Section 2-1.2

Staff Recommendation- Approve with conditions, including variances to Section 3-8 and Section 2-1.2

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request for final plat approval to create @gé-family lots on property located at
706 Old Glenrose Avenue, approximately 160 feetmof Glenrose Avenue (2.16 acres), zoned Singtailya
Residential (RS10).

ZONING
RS10 District - RS10@equires a minimum of 10,000 square foot lot anithiended for single-family dwellings at a
density of 3.7 dwelling units per acre.

PLAN DETAILS - This subdivision proposes to create two single-faitots. The lots front onto Old Glenrose
Avenue and railroad right-of-way. Access will berh a driveway off Old Glenrose Avenue. Lot 1 @ins the
existing home and Lot 2 contains a barn, whicimisrided to be converted into a residence.

There was a previous application to subdivide pinigperty into four lots. Staff determined thateawroad was
necessary so that all of the new lots would haael foontage. The request was heard by the Plar@dmgmission
on October 28, 2004, and was deferred. The regligistot return to the Planning Commission.

Staff has determined that this is an appropriatation for twolots, without the extension of the road. Botlslot
have frontage along Old Glenrose Avenue, thougtetisea very small amount of frontage for Lot 2.

Variance to Section 3-8 Section 3-8 of the Subdivision Regulations reggihe construction of sidewalks on
existing streets or a financial contribution to kbeih lieu of construction. Because the lot witke imost frontage on
Old Glenrose Avenue contains the existing homeckis to remain, the normal procedure is to reqeitteer the
new lot to show the sidewalk or confirm that thdiéu fee has been paid before recording the fitetl In this
case, the lot required to show the sidewalk hag htfe frontage on Old Glenrose Avenue. The migjoof the
property fronts onto the railroad right-of-way.affthas determined that this condition is uniquéhte property and
recommends a variance from Section 3-8.

Minor/Major Subdivision (Section 2-1.2)- Section 2-1.2 of the Metro Subdivision Regulasispecifies what
shall be considered a minor subdivision and whall §le considered a major subdivision, the diffeesheing that a
minor subdivision is not required to have a develept plan. The section specifically lists whaa isajor
subdivision, including any plat that requires tleglidation for right-of-way or easements for thestaurction of a
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public water or sewer distribution lines, and afat pvhere dedications, reservations, improvements o
environmental conditions that, in the opinion af tixecutive Director with advice from reviewing agees, require
construction documents to be reviewed prior tolfiplat approval.

Since this plat request will require that a pulliter line be extended, the plat is a major subitivi While the
request constitutes a major subdivision under #ve regulations, it is inefficient to require a sispwvo-lot
subdivision to go through the three-step processtd@an extension of a water line. The applicast $ubmitted
constructions plans to Water Services, which haenkapproved and will be bonded with the final.plElerefore,
staff recommends approval of a variance to theirement that this be considered a major subdivision
PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved

WATER SERVICES RECOMMENDATION - Approved as marked

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval.

CONDITIONS Prior to recording the final plat, the followingvisions need to be made:

1. Correct zoning district in Legend. Property is@diiRS10.

Approve with conditions, including variances to @t 3-8 and Section 2-1.2 (8-@pnsent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-333

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssisn that 2007S-190U-11 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS, including variances to Section 3-8 andsection 2.1.2. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. Correct zoning district in Legend. Property is ediiRS10.”

4. 2007S-234U-05
The Map Of Inglewood Place, Resub. Lots 270 & 271
Map 061-15, Parcel 376
Subarea 5 (2006)
Council District 8 - Karen Bennett

A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperty located at 3816 Kingswood Avenue, axiprately 300
feet north of Stratford Avenue (0.5 acres), zon&I B, requested by Eric and Jerri Dawn Lesueungosy Mark
Devendorf, surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

Staff Recommendation -Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request for final plat approval to create &lon property located at 3816 Kingswood
Avenue, approximately 300 feet north of StratforeeAue (0.5 acres), zoned Single-Family Reside(R8l7.5).

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

PLAN DETAILS - This subdivision proposes to create two lots. @kisting house is proposed to remain on Lot
1. Lot 2 has a large sewer easement that foreelsuifding envelope to the rear of the propertje Tharacter of
Kingswood Avenue and the greater area of Inglewnollides a streetscape with consistent front s&thathe

front setback along this side of Kingswood Aversmiapproximately 40 feet. The setback on the preghést would
be 80 to 100 feet. This difference would sevediyupt the rhythm and character of Kingswood Awenu

101107Minutes.doc 7 of 28



This request does neatisfy the requirements of the Subdivision Retipia because it does not meet lot
comparability. If a subdivision does not meetdomparability, staff evaluates whether an exceptiotihe lot
comparability section of the Subdivision Regulasiavould be appropriate based on the policy. s thise, the
proposed subdivision is within the Neighborhood &ah(NG) policy. NG is intended to meet a speautaf
housing needs with a variety of housing that ieftdly arranged, not randomly located. For rezgajran Urban
Design or Planned Unit Development overlay diswicsite plan should accompany proposals in theleypareas,
to assure appropriate design and that the typewd#ldpment conforms with the intent of the poli&ven though
the request meets one of the other criteria faaeption, because NG is a design-based policyijnappropriate
to recommend an exception that would guaranteelibgilplacement that is inconsistent with the sunchng area.
NG policy calls for careful arrangement of the was housing types. This subdivision would allomeav lot with a
building location that is inconsistent with the stkig houses on the street.

Lot Comparability - Section 3-5 of the Subdivision Regulations stdlat new lots in areas that are predominantly
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 Analysis
Street: Requirements:

Minimum [Minimum lot
lot size frontage
(sq.ft): (linear ft.):

Kingswood Ave 7,841 61.7

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

. Lot 1: 10,788.6 Sq. Ft., (.24 Acres), with 56.17ftfrontage
. Lot 2: 10,727.31 Sq. Ft., (.24 Acres), with 56.1.7%f frontage

Neither lot passes lot comparability for frontage.

Lot Comparability Exception - A lot comparability exception can be granted if ihiedoes not meet the minimum
requirements of the lot comparability analysissfisaller 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 coulteet one of the qualifying criteria of the exceptto lot comparability:

. If the proposed subdivision is within a one-quantde radium of any area designated as a “Mixed,'Use
“Office,” “Commercial,” or “Retail” land use policgategories. This request is within one-quartde i
an Office policy area.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION -All work within the existing right of way requirem excavation
permit and compliance with the design standardh@Department of Public Works.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - The subdivision does not meet the Subdivision Re@rs and does not qualify
for an exception because it is contrary to the Nleaghood General policy. Staff recommends disagdro

CONDITIONS
Prior to recording the final plat, the followingvisions need to be made:

1. Show sidewalks on Lot 2

Ms. Logan presented and stated that staff is recamding disapproval.
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Mr. Eric Lesueur, 1200 Eastdale Avenue, spokeorfaf the proposed development.
Mr. Tommy Mallard, 3783 Andrew Jackson, spoke wofeof the proposed development.
Mr. Randy Tobitt, 1508 Rosebank Avenue, spoke worfaf the proposed development.
Public Hearing Closed

Mr. Ponder questioned whether the layout of theettlgament could be altered to better accommodate the
stormwater issues associated with the proposal.

Mr. Steve Mishu, Metro Stormwater, explained thaies associated with the stormwater easementaitioreko the
proposed development.

Mr. Gotto recognized that Councilmember Bennetved at the meeting and requested that she adihess
Commission regarding this proposal.

Councilmember Bennett explained she had polleduarneighbors affected by this proposal in ordéretar their
issues and concerns. She then met with the dexeloshare some of the issues expressed by thengoity
members. She acknowledged the good workmanstileafevelopers, but stated that due to the unogytaf the
community, she was unable to either support or deayequest.

Ms. Cummings questioned whether staff had worket thie developer to see whether alternative saiatfor this
development could be reached.

Ms. Logan explained she has worked with the dewlapd the easement issue has not been addressed.
Mr. Clifton questioned setbacks on other parcetsosunding this proposal.

Mr. Kleinfelter offered that the proposal does natet the Subdivision Regulations.

Ms. Logan offered that the proposal does not nwatdmparability.

Ms. Cummings moved and Mr. Ponder seconded theomotthich passed unanimously, to disapprove adafft s
recommendation disapprove Final Plat 2007S-234U(8%M)

Resolution No. BL2007-334

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssisn that 2007S-234U-05 BISAPPROVED. (8-0)"

VIIl. PUBLIC HEARING:
ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

5. 2007SP-147G-02
Elite Gate Company
Map 033-00, Parcel 121.01, 121.02
Subarea 2 (2006)
Council District 10 - Rip Ryman

A request to change from RS20 and CS to SP zomygepties located at 1170 Dickerson Pike and DedePike
(unnumbered), approximately 1,590 feet east of Wm@bell Road (3.23 acres), to permit 12,000 sqfigsteof
light manufacturing/assembly with outdoor storaayel 1,864 square feet of general office, and tonalbr future
uses consistent with MUL zoning district, requestbg Charles and Sandra Deaton, owners.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions
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Staff Recommendation Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST -A request to change 3.23 acres from Single-FaRdgidential (RS20) and Commercial
Service (CS) to Specific Plan-Mixed Use (SP-MU)ingrproperties located at 1170 Dickerson Pike aiuké&son
Pike (unnumbered), approximately 1,590 feet ea®¥. o€ampbell Road, to permit 12,000 square fedigbf-
manufacturing/ assembly with outdoor storage, aB@4Lsquare feet of general office, and to allowftibure uses
consistent with MUL zoning district.

Existing Zoning
CS District - Commercial Servids intended for retail, consumer service, finaheistaurant, office, self-storage,
light manufacturing and small warehouse uses.

RS20 District - RS20@equires a minimum 20,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a
density of 1.85 dwelling units per acre.

Proposed Zoning
SP District -Specific Plais a zoning district category that provides fodi&idnal flexibility of design, including the
relationship of buildings to streets, to provide #bility to implement the specific details of theneral Plan.

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

design elements are determirfedthe specific developmentind 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 reguiator guidelines control.

. Use of SRdoes notrelieve the applicant of responsibility for sulidion regulation and/or stormwater
regulations.

PARKWOOD-UNION HILL COMMUNITY PLAN

Mixed Use (MU) - MU policy is intended to encoueagn integrated, diverse blend of compatible lasebu
ensuring unique opportunities for living, workiragyd shopping. Predominant uses include residentaimercial,
recreational, cultural, and community facilitiesor@mercial uses appropriate to MU areas includeedfiand
community, neighborhood, and convenience scaleiiet. Residential densities are comparable tdiome,
medium-high, or high density. An Urban Design tarded Unit Development overlay district or sitarpkhould
accompany proposals in these policy areas, to @sqpropriate design and that the type of developeanforms
with the intent of the policy.

Consistent with Policy?The proposed SP district provides the opportumityaf mixture of uses on the property
which will allow for future development consistemith the MU policy. Approving the SP zoning proggla
framework for redevelopment of the property becahseplan calls for future uses and developmensistent with
MUL zoning.

The change in zoning is moving these propertieatdwhe policy by providing for a mix of uses, &tlthan only
commercial uses along Dickerson Pike, and a mixsek, rather than just residential, on the rearquoof the site.
The SP provides standards for future redevelopmthentwill create a more pedestrian oriented, haottizlly and
vertically mixed development.

Under the SP, the existing house will remain fooéite and the rear portion of the site will beedgor light-
manufacturing. These are, in effect, interim wsethe SP requires a mixture of uses should theesievelop in
the future.

PLAN DETAILS

Site Plan - The proposed SP plan calls for thetiegid,864 square foot house to be used for geodfiaé uses,
while it allows for two new 6,000 square foot biilgls at the rear of the site. The two buildingthatrear of the
site will be screened from Dickerson Pike by araonental fence and a 10 foot wide landscape buéfet gn the
north and west sides. The perimeter of the sitiealgio be screened with an ornamental fence a3@Haot wide
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“D” landscape buffer yard, as defined by 17.24.2fithe Zoning Code, on the east and south sidbsffer this
site from the surrounding cemetery.

The rear portion of the site will include two, osiry buildings with a total of 12,000 square fieeta fence/gate
assembly facility, while the house at the fronttef site will be used for the offices for this fdagi A small portion
of the site is designated for outdoor storageatdar of the site on the south side. The regrgmoof the site,
proposed for light-manufacturing/ assembly usel,b&iscreened and buffered so that these usearasible
from the street.

Signage - Signage with this SP district is limiteduilding mounted and monument style signage wiitly a
maximum square footage of 48 square feet. Wallmemlibuilding signs shall have a maximum area csgi8are
feet. Awning signs shall have a maximum sign axfeé0% of the principal face of the awning. Thepipal face
of the awning is the one signable area selectedigpiay on an awning. No other portions of theneng may be
used for signage.

Monument signs shall not exceed six feet in heidtdr any portion of the monument sign located initth feet of
the driveway the maximum height shall be three. féé back lit or internally lit signs are permiterhe signage
provisions apply to the proposed development withenSP and any future redevelopment.

Access - Vehicular access to the property willlveigh a driveway from Dickerson Pike. The drivgwacludes a
walkway from the office building to the new sidewalong Dickerson Pike that is included in thismla

Parking - A small parking area with 6 spaces ipps&d behind the office structure, while 14 addaigarking
spaces are proposed at the rear of the site fashembly facility.

FUTURE REDEVELOPMENT - Should this site redevelop in the future, this $fpePlan requires development
standards consistent with MUL zoning. Any redepehent must also be consistent with the adopted Qarityn
Plan for the area. Any redevelopment of the digdl £omply with the following standards and a s&d plan shall
be approved by the Planning Commission, and mayineouncil approval:

SP Standards for Redevelopment -The following stedslwill apply to redevelopment of the site ifitused for
anything other than the office and light manufaicigiuses, as currently proposed:

Commercial Setbacks:

Front: 5’ minimum-10" maximum (additional setbacks mayrbgquired to accommodate outdoor dining, and
adequate pedestrian buffers)

Rear:20’ minimum

Side: 0’ minimum for primary structures; 6’ minimum fparking along side streets

Residential Setbacks:

Front: 10" minimum -15" maximum

Rear:20’ minimum

Side:5’ minimum for primary structures; 6’ minimum fpearking along side streets.

Height: 14’ minimum, four stories maximum

Massing and ScaleA primary pedestrian customer entrance shall batéa along Dickerson Pike. The minimum
glazing requirement for the first story shall be@#cent of the building face and 25 percent fbothler stories.
Facades greater than 100 feet in length shall porate recesses and projections that are a miniafdhnee feet in
depth and a minimum of 20 contiguous feet withiohed00 feet of fagade length.

Streetscape:Street trees in wide planting strips shall be el

Permitted Uses for redevelopment of the siteOnly uses permitted within the MUL district shia# allowed.

RECENT REZONINGS - None

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Preliminary SP Approved except as noted below:
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. Detention shall reside outside of street setback.

. Offsite water appears to be entering site. Thi®fushould be located within an easement. Nodingjs
shall reside within the easement width.

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

Typical Uses inExisting Zoning District RS20

Total . :
Land Use . Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) ABIES Rl ECL)Jtrgber el (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family
Detached(210) 2.17 1.85 4 39 3 5
Typical Uses inExisting Zoning District CS
Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Floor Area (weekday) Hour Hour
Strip Shopping
(814) 1.06 0.140 6,464 315 13 37
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 ) 1.06 NA 1,400 50 7 7
Typical Uses inProposedZoning District SP
Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Square Feet | (weekday) Hour Hour
Light
Manufacturing 2.17 NA 12,000 84 12 12
(110)
Maximum Uses inExisting Zoning District RS20

Total . :
Land Use . Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) ABIES Rl ECL)Jtrgber el (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family
Detached(210) 2.17 1.85 4 39 3 5
Maximum Uses inExisting Zoning District CS
Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Square Feet | (weekday) Hour Hour
Strip Shopping) 4 4 0.60 27,704 1223 30 88
(814)
Change in Traffic BetweenMaximum Usesin Existing and Proposed Zoning District
Land Use Acres _ Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) (weekday) Hour Hour
- -1128 -14 -74
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION - The proposed SP moves the zoning closer to coafioce with the mixed use
policy in the area and staff recommends approvid @onditions.

CONDITIONS

1. Prior to the issuance of any building permits,maffiplat shall be recorded consolidating the tvis into
one lot. Any necessary public improvements mustdsestructed or bonded prior to the recordatiothef
plat.

2. The following note shall badded to the final site plan: "The existing ingfegeess easement on the site

will not be used for commercial access to this 8#idt."”

3. Should this site redevelop in the future, this & pequires development to be consistent with MUL
zoning for all standards not specifically outlinadhe SP district. Any redevelopment must also be
consistent with the adopted Community Plan forarea. Any redevelopment of the site shall reqaire
revised plan to be approved by the Planning Comarisand may require Council approval as determined
by the Executive Director of the Planning Departmeéerhe following standards shall apply to
redevelopment of the site if it is used for anythather than the office and light manufacturings)ses
currently proposed:

Commercial Setbacks:

Front: 5’ minimum-10" maximum (additional setbacks mayrbguired to accommodate outdoor dining, and
adequate pedestrian buffers)

Rear:20’ minimum

Side: 0’ minimum for primary structures; 6’ minimum fparking along side streets

Residential Setbacks:

Front: 10" minimum -15" maximum

Rear:20’ minimum

Side:5’ minimum for primary structures; 6’ minimum fpearking along side streets.

Height: 14’ minimum, four stories maximum

Massing and ScaleA primary pedestrian customer entrance shall batéa along Dickerson Pike. The minimum
glazing requirement for the first story shall be@#cent of the building face and 25 percent fbothler stories.
Facades greater than 100 feet in length shall porate recessed and projections that are a miniofuhree feet in
depth and a minimum of 20 contiguous feet withiohed00 feet of facade length.

Streetscape:Street trees in wide planting strips shall be el

Permitted Uses for redevelopment of the siteOnly uses permitted within the MUL district shia# allowed.

4. Signage with this SP district is limited to buildimounted and monument style signage only with a
maximum square footage of 48 square feet. Wallmemlibuilding signs shall have a maximum area of 48
square feet. Awning signs shall have a maximum arga of 40% of the principal face of the awning.

The principal face of the awning is the one sigaatrka selected for display on an awning. No other
portions of the awning may be used for signagdonument signs shall not exceed six feet in heidfar
any portion of the monument sign located withinfd&t of the driveway the maximum height shall be¢h
feet. No back lit, or internally lit signs are pétted.

5. 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 Plaomning
until a Final Plan is filed per the requirementdisbelow. Except as otherwise noted herein, the
application, supplemental information and condgiafi approval shall be used by the Planning Departm
and Department of Codes Administration to determsim@pliance in the review of the final site plainaf
plat, and issuance of permits for construction f&ld inspection. Deviation from these plans wibuire
review by the Planning Commission and approvaheyMetropolitan Council.
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6. For any development standards, regulations andreagents 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 MUL zoningritisat the effective date of this ordinance, whinust
be shown on the plan.

7. 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.

8. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiépreliminary 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.

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 apprdwethe Planning Commission or its designee based
upon final architectural, engineering or site desigd actual site conditions. All adjustments shall
consistent with the principles and further the objes of the approved plan. Adjustments shallbeot
permitted, except through an ordinance approvelliétyo Council that increase the permitted density o
intensity, add uses not otherwise permitted, elat@rspecific conditions or requirements contaimetthe
plan as adopted through this enacting ordinancagdrvehicular access points not currently present
approved.

11. 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 Departmenhifinal corrected copy of the preliminary SP fian
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.

Approved with conditions,8-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-335

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007SP-147G-02A°PPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1. Prior to the issuance of any building permits,naffiplat shall be recorded consolidating the tvis into
one lot. Any necessary public improvements mustdyestructed or bonded prior to the recordatiothef
plat.

2. The following note shall badded to the final site plan: "The existing ingfegeess easement on the site

will not be used for commercial access to this B&idt."

3. Should this site redevelop in the future, this & pequires development to be consistent with MUL
zoning for all standards not specifically outlinadhe SP district. Any redevelopment must also be
consistent with the adopted Community Plan forarea. Any redevelopment of the site shall reqaire
revised plan to be approved by the Planning Comarisand may require Council approval as determined
by the Executive Director of the Planning Departmerhe following standards shall apply to
redevelopment of the site if it is used for anythather than the office and light manufacturings,ses
currently proposed:

Commercial Setbacks:

Front: 5’ minimum-10" maximum (additional setbacks mayrbgquired to accommodate outdoor dining, and
adequate pedestrian buffers)

Rear:20’ minimum

Side:0’ minimum for primary structures; 6’ minimum fparking along side streets
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Residential Setbacks:

Front: 10’ minimum -15’ maximum

Rear:20’ minimum

Side:5’ minimum for primary structures; 6’ minimum fparking along side streets.

Height: 14’ minimum, four stories maximum

Massing and ScaleA primary pedestrian customer entrance shall batéxl along Dickerson Pike. The minimum
glazing requirement for the first story shall begscent of the building face and 25 percent fboter stories.
Facades greater than 100 feet in length shall porate recessed and projections that are a miniofuhree feet in
depth and a minimum of 20 contiguous feet withiohed00 feet of facade length.

Streetscape:Street trees in wide planting strips shall be el

Permitted Uses for redevelopment of the siteOnly uses permitted within the MUL district shia# allowed.

4. Signage with this SP district is limited to buildimounted and monument style signage only with a
maximum square footage of 48 square feet. Wallnmtemlibuilding signs shall have a maximum area of 48
square feet. Awning signs shall have a maximum arga of 40% of the principal face of the awning.

The principal face of the awning is the one sigaalyka selected for display on an awning. No other
portions of the awning may be used for signagdonument signs shall not exceed six feet in heidtar
any portion of the monument sign located withinfd&t of the driveway the maximum height shall be¢h
feet. No back lit, or internally lit signs are pétted.

5. The application, including attached materials, pJamd reports submitted by the applicant anddalpted
conditions of approval shall constitute the pland eegulations as required for the Specific Plaoning
until a Final Plan is filed per the requirementdisbelow. Except as otherwise noted herein, the
application, supplemental information and condsgiaf approval shall be used by the Planning Departm
and Department of Codes Administration to deternsm@pliance in the review of the final site planaf
plat, and issuance of permits for construction f&ld inspection. Deviation from these plans wibuire
review by the Planning Commission and approvaheyMetropolitan Council.

6. For any development standards, regulations andreagents 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 zoningratisat the effective date of this ordinance, whinust
be shown on the plan.

7. 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.

8. 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 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 apprdaethe Planning Commission or its designee based
upon final architectural, engineering or site desagd actual site conditions. All adjustments shall
consistent with the principles and further the obijes of the approved plan. Adjustments shallbeot
permitted, except through an ordinance approvelliétyo Council that increase the permitted density o
intensity, add uses not otherwise permitted, elat@rspecific conditions or requirements contaimetthe
plan as adopted through this enacting ordinancagddrvehicular access points not currently present
approved.

11. 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 Departmenh\ifinal corrected copy of the preliminary SP pfian
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filing and recording with the Davidson County Régisof Deeds. Failure to submit a final correctedyc
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 provides the opportunity ér a mixture of uses on the property which is constent
with the Parkwood/Union Hill Community Plan’s Mixed Use policy, which is intended for an integrated ash
diverse blend of compatible land uses such as officretail and residential.”

6. 2007SP-163U-13
Lavergne Super Speed Wash
Map 175-00, Part of Parcel173
Subarea 13 (2003)
Council District 32 - Sam Coleman

A request to change from CS to SP zoning a podfqroperty located at 4201 Hurricane Boulevardhat
southwest corner of Murfreesboro Road and Hurric2rezk Boulevard (1.0 acres), to permit a 2,88@sz| oot
full-service car wash facility, a 25 foot tall pyigign with message board, and all other uses giedhy the CS
zoning district, requested by Barge Cauthen & Aisdes, applicant, for Larry Snedeker Trustee, owner
Staff Recommendation Disapprove as submitted, but approve with conditios, including that the carwash
tunnel be reoriented so that it addresses the coen of Murfreesboro Road and Hurricane Creek Bouleward
and that signage be limited to the sign standardsf &ubdistrict 1 of the Hickory Woods Town Center

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED ZoneChange 2007SP-163U-13 to October 25, 2007, at
the request of the applicant. (8-0)

IX.  CONCEPT PLANS

7. 2007S-077U-07
Greenway Glen (Development Plan)
Map 103-07 Parcels 058, 059, 060, 061
Subarea 7 (2000)
Council District 24 - Jason Holleman

A request to revise the concept plan and for dgramt plan approval to create 12 lots on propeltdiested at
5500, 5501, 5505 Knob Road and Knob Road (unnurdpeapproximately 1,400 feet east of White BridgesP
(4.52 acres), zoned R6, requested by Knob Road Lafid owner, Dale & Associates, surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

Staff Recommendation Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Concept Plan and Development Rin

A request to revise the concept plan and for dgramt plan approval to create 12 lots on propeldiested at
5500, 5501, 5505 Knob Road and Knob Road (unnurdpeapproximately 1,400 feet east of White BridgesP
(4.52 acres), zoned One and Two-Family Residefiia).

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.

PLAN DETAILS - The concept plan was previously approved by tharitey Commission on April 26, 2007, for
12 single-family lots. This plan proposes 12 lmtsa 380-foot long cul-de-sac. The property is ZoR6, which
allows duplexes. There is one duplex proposedairiP along the corner of Knob Road and Greenwan @Vay.
This duplex was not on the previously approved plamote on the plan states that the structurthisnot must
address both Knob Road and Greenway Glen Way wathitactural features such as doors, windows, dosnand
porches.
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There are no stub streets provided. The propestighe north and west sides are already developedhe
property to the south is owned by the State of €ssee. Richland Creek is to the east.

Over two acres of this property is in a Dedicatesh&&rvation Greenway Public Access Trail Easemeaa Avhich
has been reviewed and accepted by Metro Parks.stbhmwater treatment area has moved from behimébth
closer to the cul-de-sac. This change was madedier to eliminate uncompensated fill within theoitiplain and
prevent maintenance issues in the future. A laaquisplan has been included with the developmenttpit shows
heavy landscaping around the top of the treatmresat aThe berm has also been increased to proditidanal
screening.

NES RECOMMENDATION

1) Developer to provide high voltage layout foderground conduit system and proposed transfolouations
for NES review and approval

2) Developer to provide construction drawings ardigital .dwg file @ state plane coordinates timattains the
civil site information (after approval by Metro Rlgng)

3) 20-foot easement required adjacent to allipulght of way or behind sidewalk to start 20’ PUE

4) NES can meet with developer/engineer uponastio determine electrical service options

5) NES needs any drawings that will cover angrimaprovements to Knob Rd that Metro PW might regui
6) Developer should work with Metro PW on striggitting required future location(s) due to Metro’s
requirements

7) NES follows the National Fire Protection Asstion rules; Refer to NFPA 70 article 450-27; aNnESC
Section 15 - 152.A.2 for complete rules

8) Does developer have any other options on ptppext to this 1 to be serve ugrd.
PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken
STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Development plans approved
STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval with conditions.
CONDITIONS
1. Pursuant to 2-3.4.e of the Metro Subdivision Retipea, if this application receives conditional apgl
from the Planning Commission, that approval shatie unless revised plans showing the following
conditions on the face of the plans are submittéat po any application for a final plat, and in agent
more than 30 days after the effective date of thmmission's conditional approval vote.
» Continue sidewalk along the frontage of Lot 12 togerty line.
» Erase building coverage and references to singlehfaestrictions in Site Data.
» Change Councilmember information.

* Include landscape plan in the development plan.

2. Before final plat recordation, HOA documents wil beeded to provide for maintenance of common open
space.

Approved with conditions,8-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-336

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-077U-07 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. Pursuant to 2-3.4.e of the Metro Subdivision Retipe, if this application receives conditional apgl
from the Planning Commission, that approval shalire unless revised plans showing the following
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conditions on the face of the plans are submittéat po any application for a final plat, and in aeent
more than 30 days after the effective date of thmmission's conditional approval vote.

. Continue sidewalk along the frontage of Lot 12 toperty line.

. Erase building coverage and references to singhehfaestrictions in Site Data.

. Change Councilmember information.

. Include landscape plan in the development plan.

2. Before final plat recordation, HOA documents wil beeded to provide for maintenance of common open
space.”

X. FINAL PLATS
2007S-251U-05

Porter Place

Map 072-15 Parcel 300
Subarea 5 (2006)

Council District 7 - Erik Cole

©

A request for final plat approval to create 4 lotsproperty located at 1435 Porter Road, at théhsast corner of
Porter Road and McKennell Drive (1.2 acres), zoR6d requested by Leslie Cappama, owner, C. Mickiaean,
surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions inclaling an exception to lot comparability standards fo
area and frontage.

Staff Recommendation -Approve with conditions including an exception to lot comparability standards for area
and frontage.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat
A request for final plat approval to create 4 lotsproperty located at 1435 Porter Road, at théhsastcorner of
Porter Road and McKennell Drive (1.2 acres), zoréd

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.

PLAN DETAILS - The applicant proposes to subdivide one existibgnto four total lots. An existing single-
family dwelling is located on lot one and a sinfglenily home proposed for each additional lot. Therent R6
zoning would permit one of the four lots to be @ldw, but the plat states that each lot is interfded single-
family residence.

Lot Comparability -Section 3-5.1 of the SubdivisiBagulations states that new lots in areas thgbr@@ominantly
developed are to be generally in keeping with thdrbntage and lot size of the existing surrougduts.

Lot comparability analysis was performed and yidltlee following information:

Lot Comparability Analysis
Street Requirements
Minimum lot Minimum lot frontage
size (sq. ft.) (linear ft.)
Porter Rd 15,681.60 108
McKennel Dr. 8,363.52 53
Porter/McKennell | 11,597.85 108
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As proposed, the four new lots have the followingaa and street frontages:

. Lot 1: 21,403 sq. ft. with 127 ft. of frontage oarker Road, and 143 ft. of frontage on McKennelBri
. Lot 2: 7,434 sq. ft. with 63.4 ft. of frontage
. Lot 3: 7,482 sq. ft. with 63.4 ft. of frontage
. Lot 4: 7,445 sq. ft. with 63.4 ft. of frontage

Three of the proposed lots are not large enoughetet the standards outlined in the lot comparghalitalysis.
Although they have enough frontage, they are bel@aminimum square footage required along McKerale.

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

The proposed lots couldeetone of the qualifying criteria of the exception to mmparability:

. The proposed lots are consistent with the adopted lise policy that applies to the property. The doe
located in the Neighborhood General (NG) land wdiEp NG is intended to meet a spectrum of housing
needs with a variety of housing that is carefulipaged, not randomly located.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION

1. Submit sidewalk construction plan for the pregub sidewalks along McKennell Drive to the Departtrd
Public Works for review/approval.

2. Sidewalks to be constructed or bonded withréioerding of the final plat.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval of the final plat anchting an exception to lot

comparability. The proposed subdivision is consistéth the land use policy, which is one of thalifying

exceptions to the lot comparability requiremerttis also near a Neighborhood Center at the cavh€ahal

Avenue and Porter Road. It is appropriate follidvelopment in areas surrounding a neighborhzsoder.

CONDITIONS
1. Sidewalks must be constructed or bonded pritindoecording of the final plat.

Resolution No. BL2007-337

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-251U-05 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS, including an exception to lot comparablity standards for area and frontage. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. Sidewalks must be constructed or bonded pritingaecording of the final plat.”

9. 2007S-256A-10
Cherokee Park, Blk. C, Lots 12 & 13 Setback Ameedm
Map 103-12, Parcel 153
Subarea 10 (2005)
Council District 24 - Jason Holleman

A request to amend the front setback from 50 fedttfeet on Mockingbird Road for property locaté@21
Mockingbird Road (0.45 acres), zoned R8 and locaféun the Cherokee Park Neighborhood Conservation
Overlay, requested by Stephen Todd and Mary LdR@teer, owners.

Staff Recommendation: Approve
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APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to amend the front setback from 50 fedbtfeet on Mockingbird Road for
property located at 221 Mockingbird Road (0.45 screoned One and Two-Family Residential (R8) acdted
within the Cherokee Park Neighborhood Conservaiwarlay.

ZONING

R8 District - R8requires a minimum 8,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and duplexes
at an overall density of 5.41 dwelling units peresincluding 25% duplex lots.

PLAN DETAILS - The applicant has requested to amend the plabed $etback from 50 feet to 45 feet. The
requested change is minimal. Because the projsewithin the Cherokee Park Neighborhood Conseowati
Overlay, the applicant is required to submit elerat to the Metro Historic Zoning Commission. TMEIZC has
reviewed the elevations, determined that they nieetiesign guidelines for the Cherokee Park Neigidmml
Conservation Overlay, and issued a preservatiomiper

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval of the request to retheglatted setback on this
lot. The proposed setback would be consistent thigrcharacter of Mockingbird Road. In additidre tenovations
to the home have been designed to be compatibtetint Cherokee Park Neighborhood Conservation @yed
have been approved by Metro Historic Zoning Comioiss

Ms. Logan presented and stated that staff is recending approval.

Opened Public Hearing

Mr. Lucien Rawls, 225 Mockingbird Road, spoke impogition to the proposed development.

Ms. Karen Edwards, 219 Mockinbird Road, spoke ipagition to the proposed development.

Ms. Jan Liff, 223 Mockingbird Road, spoke in oppiasi with the proposed development.

Mr. Paul Rawls, 225 Mockingbird Road, spoke in agfion with the proposed development.

Mr. Thompson Brown, 227 Mockingbird Road, spokédaivor of the proposed development.

Ms. Grace Renshaw, 224 Mockingbird Road, spokeposition of the proposed development.

Mr. Todd Potter, 253 Lauderdale Road, spoke infafdhe proposed development.

Closed Public Hearing

Mr. Clifton questioned setbacks on surrounding prtgs.

Ms. Logan explained this concept to the Commission.

Mr. Clifton questioned specifics regarding setbaok®lation to the actual structure.

Mr. Clifton then questioned the issue of “non-cdmiting structures” in relation to the propertylbeated in a
historic district.

Ms. Cummings requested additional information andbsign and style of the structure in relatiosdtbacks. She
offered there were others structures in the aralavtbre also beyond the required setbacks foiatieia.

Mr. Tyler acknowledged the concerns mentioned leyritighbors. He then acknowledged that the Histori
Commission would only be concerned on the architattspects of the building rather then setbatkes too
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acknowledged the developers were originally awapraperty setbacks.

Mr. Gotto spoke in favor of the development. Hetestl that the improvements are in character wittsthrounding
homes in the area.

Mr. Dalton requested additional information regagdthe setbacks of the proposed development.
Ms. Jones stated she was in favor of the proposal.
Mr. Ponder acknowledged the fact that other pragedid not meet the setback requirements in tieia.a

Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to approve the setback
amendment for 2007S-256A-10, Cherokee Park. (8-0)

Resolution No. BL2007-338

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-256A-10 APPROVED. (8-0)”

10. 2007S-258U-10
Manning At Belle Meade
Map 116-03, Parcels 086, 087, 088, 089, 090, 091
Map 116-03, Parcels 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 138,
Subarea 10 (2005)
Council District 24 - Jason Holleman

A request for final plat to reconfigure lot linesdato consolidate various properties into 8 lotgooperties located
at 110A, 112A, 114A, 116A, 118A, 120, and 120B Wwoodt Boulevard and 111, 113, 115A, 117, 119, arl 12
Kenner Avenue, approximately 570 feet south of litaydPike (3.5 acres), zoned SP, requested by @bkt
Properties LLC, owner, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner &r@a Inc., surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat

A request for final plat approval to reconfiguré lines and to consolidate various properties gtots on
properties located at 110A, 112A, 114A, 116A, 11820, and 120B Woodmont Boulevard and 111, 113A115
117, 119, and 125 Kenner Avenue, approximatelyf®@0south of Harding Pike (3.5 acres), zoned Sipdeian-
Mixed Residential (SP-MR).

ZONING
SP District -Specific Plaris a zoning district category that provides fodiidnal flexibility of design, including the
relationship of streets to buildings, to provide #bility to implement the specific details of tBeneral Plan

SUBDIVISION DETAILS - This subdivision creates eight lots by consolidasix lots along Woodmont
Boulevard into one lot, and reconfiguring existlats along Kenner Avenue into six lots. This pltonfigures the
rear portion of lots along Kenner Avenue into tine ¢arge lot on Woodmont Boulevard to allow forufigt
development of the 34-unit condominium developnagamroved within the SP. Lot 1 is planned for augdt-

condominium development within three new multi-gtbuildings. Lots 3 through 7 contain single-fardlyrelling
units that will remain.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved
PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken

FIRE MARSHAL RECOMMENDATION - No comment
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval of the final plat. Thed&®ict and preliminary site
plan were approved by the Planning Commissionmudgy 2007. The Metro Council amended and apprtived
plan in July 2007.

Approved, 8-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-339

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-258U-10 APPROVED. (8-0)”

11. 2007S-265G-02
Binkley Property Subdivision
Map 041-08, Parcel 068
Subarea 2 (2006)
Council District 3 - Walter Hunt

A request for final plat approval to create 1 Intgroperty located at Old Hickory Boulevard (unneméa),
approximately 440 feet west of Marydale Drive (2ates), zoned RS20, requested by Odell BinkleypesyDelle
Land Surveying, Inc., surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve, including a varianceo Section 3-4.2.a of the Subdivision Regulations

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat
A request for final plat approval to create 1 lotgroperty located at Old Hickory Boulevard (unnemdd),
approximately 440 feet west of Marydale Drive (2atfes), zoned Single-Family Residential (RS20).

ZONING
RS20 District - RS20@equires a minimum 20,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a
density of 1.85 dwelling units per acre.

PLAN DETAILS - This is a proposal to plat an existing parcel ttaat been created by deed. This portion of Old
Hickory Blvd. is oriented at an angle to the losng the street. The road configuration has redlui several
irregular lot shapes with lot lines running at agtinal in order to be as close to a right angtbacstreet line as
possible. When this parcel was created by deedreed lot line was drawn between this property tuedproperty
to the north. Staff has not been able to determimgthe parcel was created this way.

Section 3-4.2.a -Section 3-4.2.a of the Subdiviftegulations requires that residential lot lineabgght angles to
street lines (or radial to curving lines). Thellog created by deed is curved and a varianckiscsection of the
Subdivision Regulation is needed. Staff recommeéhndisa variance be granted as this is an existmglition
unique to this property.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION - No Exception Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved

WATER SERVICES RECOMMENDATION - Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval of this request, inclg@irvariance to section 3-
4.2.a of the Subdivision Regulations.

Approved including a variance to Section 3-4.2#hefSubdivision Regulations§-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-340

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-265G-02 APPROVED, including a
variance to Section 3-4.2.a of the Subdivision Refgtions. (8-0)”
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XI. REVISIONS AND FINAL SITE PLANS

12. 114-78-U-12
Oak Hill Townhomes, Phase Il (Formerly Edmondson
Place & McMurray Townhomes)
Map 161-00, Part of Parcel 018
Subarea 12 (2004)
Council District 27 - Randy Foster

A request for final approval of a Residential Pleditunit Development located at McMurray Drive (umiered),
east of Whitaker Drive, classified R8 (21.87 acteg)ermit 95 multi-family units, requested by Ragamith
Associates, applicant, for Centex Homes, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final PUD Site Plan

A request for final site plan approval for aResiirPlanned Unit Development located at McMurrayw®
(unnumbered), east of Whitaker Drive, classifiece@nd Two-Family Residential (R8) on 21.87 acrgsetonit 95
multi-family units.

PLAN DETAILS - The final PUD site plan for Phase 3 is planne®founits on 8.71 acres for a density of 10.9
units per acre. Phases 1 and 2 are currently wleleopment and received preliminary and finalrapal by the
Planning Commission in September 2006 for 111 units

Access - McMurray Drive will serve as the main antre into the development. The internal drives béllprivate
and all units will have front access.

Parking - A total of 246 parking spaces is praaband exceeds the minimum number of required pgudpaces.

Landscaping - A 15-foot landscape buffer will ssreéhe units from the adjacent property to themard to the
west, and a 20-foot landscape buffer is plannedgaibe eastern boundary of the site.

Preliminary Plan - The preliminary PUD plan was 266 units with access to McMurray Drive only. Rig& and
2 were planned for 37 units and 74 units, respelstiand Phase 3 was planned for 95 units.

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

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved with conditions:

1. The npdes noc permit number listed on the pi@ogides coverage for phases 1 and 2. Providean n
with phase iii listed. Also, provide the state daderal environmental permits required for the aetg to
the stream running through the site.

2. The noc states that project is discharging gbgjuality waters; therefore, erosion control meesunust
be designed for the 5-yr, 24-hr storm. Providerimfation for this standard on the plans.

3. Label and show erosion control protection fopsk 3:1 and greater and provide a detail.

4, Erosion control details need to reference meteodsion control manual. Provide the appropriztexi
number on the details.

5. Place note on erosion control plan requiringtiaantor to provide an area for concrete wash doweh a
equipment fueling in accordance with metro cp-16 eo-13, respectively. Contractor to coordinatecgx
location with npdes department during pre-consioacineeting.

6. Provide information for the determination of théfer requirements. Provide drainage area o&strand
classification by tdec/npdes staff.
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7. The sub-area draining to inlet #42 (pipe #1igted as 0.72 acre on the drainage worksheet atddare
in the hydraflow spreadsheet. Please correct.

8. Define the design event in the hydraflow sprbads

9. The total flow for lines 30-31, 35-36, 36-37d&8V-38 do not match what is listed in the pipddamn plan
sheet c5. Please correct.

10. Please provide documentation that this phaseemain under old regulations. If not, then wateality
and detention is inadequate for development.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval of the final PUD planRbase 3. The plan is
consistent with the approved preliminary plan andlizes the development of 206 townhome units.

CONDITIONS
1. 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.

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. 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 100 feet diameter.

4, Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four additional copies of tapproved plans have been submitted to the Metriaooli
Planning Commission.

5. These plans as approved by the Planning Commisglbbe 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 re-approval by the Planning Commissio

6. 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 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,8-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. BL2007-341

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 114-78-U-12 iBlPPROVED 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, 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.

3. 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
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cul-de-sac must include a landscaped median imttdle of the turn-around, including trees. The
required turnaround may be up to 100 feet diameter.

4, Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaiawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four additional copies of thpproved plans have been submitted to the Metriaooli
Planning Commission.

5. 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 plarnk require re-approval by the Planning Commissio

6. 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.”

13. 2003P-013U-10
Village Hall, Ph. 2
Map 131-01, Parcel 023
Subarea 10 (2005)
Council District 34 - Carter Todd

A request for final approval of a Planned Unit Diepenent located at 2202-A Hobbs Road, approxime3ély feet
east of Stammer Place, classified RM4, (.98 acteg)ermit the development of 4 dwelling unitswotstructures,
requested by Gresham Smith & Partners, applicantéury & Smith Contractors Inc., owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUES - Final PUD Site Plan

A request for final site plan approval for a Plashumit Development located at 2202-A Hobbs Road,
approximately 350 feet east of Stammer Place, ifilegdvulti-Family Residential (RM4), (0.98 acre$, permit
the development of 4 dwelling units in two struesir

PLAN DETAILS - Village Hall PUD preliminary plan initially passelird reading at Metro Council on January
20, 2004, for 20 units. The amended PUD passed thading at Metro Council on August 7, 2007. flgian
included 19 units on the portion of property in th@ginal PUD plan and four additional units on greperty that
was added by the amendment.

The request for final PUD is for four units. Thampshows two attached townhomes, each with twts dacing
open space or recreation areas. The access igtioprivate drive in the originally approved PUD.

The portion of the PUD that is already construdtad 19 units arranged on private drives with actess Hobbs
Road. Each unit faces open space, with the exaepfithose along Hobbs Road, which face Hobbs Réad
pedestrian connection to the Green Hills YMCA weguired by the Planning Commission and the MetrorCi.
Prior to the issuance of building permits, the aggpit is required to dedicate a public cross aceasement from
Hobbs Road to the Green Hills YMCA.

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

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION - Approved with conditions
1. Area to rain garden B is 0.42 a.c., revise atiogty
2. Check the existing area drain and 15" pipe dapac

URBAN FORESTER RECOMMENDATION - Show irrigation.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval with conditions beeahts final PUD is consistent
with the PUD amendment approved by Metro Council.

CONDITIONS

1.

Prior to the issuance of any building permit, datica public cross access easement for the pedhestri
connection to the Green Hills YMCA.

Prior to the issuance of any grading permits asegViplan must be submitted adding to the cover page
the PUD plan, “Conditions of BL 2007-1490: 1. Dexdiz a public cross access easement for the peadestri
connection to the Green Hills YMCA. 2. Comply wih Urban Forester conditions. 3. The developer
shall plant twenty (20) additional 6 feet tall eyexen trees at 6-foot centers along a portion@gtstern
rear driveway and along Hobbs Road behind the Brak fencing from the NES power station to the
eastern property line adjoining the Hobbs Houses€hrees shall be located to best screen exigdirage
doors from view from Hobbs Road. This plantingase performed in the fall of 2007 when weather
permits but not later than December 31, 2007.”

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 Urban Forester.

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.

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.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicatawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four additional copies of tapproved plans have been submitted to the Metrapoli
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 planik 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,8-0) Consent Agenda

Resolution No. BL2007-342

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2003P-013U-10 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1.

Prior to the issuance of any building permit, datica public cross access easement for the peafestri
connection to the Green Hills YMCA.

Prior to the issuance of any grading permits asegViplan must be submitted adding to the cover page
the PUD plan, “Conditions of BL 2007-1490: 1. Deddiza public cross access easement for the pedtestri
connection to the Green Hills YMCA. 2. Comply wih Urban Forester conditions. 3. The developer

101107Minutes.doc 26 of 28



shall plant twenty (20) additional 6 feet tall eyezen trees at 6-foot centers along a portion@gEtstern
rear driveway and along Hobbs Road behind the Brak fencing from the NES power station to the
eastern property line adjoining the Hobbs Hous@s€hrees shall be located to best screen exigdirage
doors from view from Hobbs Road. This plantingasde performed in the fall of 2007 when weather
permits but not later than December 31, 2007.”

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, confirmatiéfinal approval of this proposal shall be forweddo
the Planning Commission by the Urban Forester.

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.

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.

Authorization for the issuance of permit applicaawill not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until four additional copies of tapproved plans have been submitted to the Metriaoli
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

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

OTHER BUSINESS

Adoption of the Planning Commission Schedule oftings for 2008.

Approved (8-0) Consent Agenda

Executive Director Reports

Legislative Update
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ADMINISTRATIVELY APPROVED SUBDIVISIONS

SUBDIVISION LIST

MPCNUMB

NAME |

2007S-271G-12

BARNES BEND ESTATES, PH. 2, SEC. 1, Rev. 1

2007S-149G-06

H.O. KING

2007S-217U-14

RIVERVIEW, CONSOLIDATION LOT 76 & 77

}20078-253U-08 |METROCENTER, RESUB. LOT 9E

ADMINISTRATIVELY APPROVED MANDATORY REFERRALS

MANDATORY LIST

MPCNUMB

NAME |

2007M-196U-8

4th & Van Buren Townhomes

2007M-195U-9

Signature Towers

2007M-198G-14

Leona Pass

2007M-197U-5

Brunswick Drive

2007M-193U-5

East Head Start Center Surplus Property

2007M-192G-3

Proctor Family Farm

2007M-191U-11

Action Nissan

Xlll. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 4:55 p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

(/ The Planning Department does not discriminate @nltasis of age, race, sex, color, national orig
religion or disability in access to, or operatidnits programs, services, activities or in its hgior employment|
practices.ADA inquiries should be forwarded to: Josie L. Bass, Planning Department ADA Compliarfce
Coordinator, 800 Second Avenue Soutff. Floor, 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.

in,
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