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

4/10/2008
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4:00 PM
Metro Southeast at Genesco Park
1417 Murfreesboro Road

PLANNING COMMISSION: Staff Present:

James McLeap, Chairman Rick Bernhardt, Executive Director

Phil Ponder, Vice Chairman Ann Hammond, Asst. Executive Director
Stewart Clifton David Kleinfelter, Planning Mgr. Il

Judy Cummings Ted Morrissey, Legal Counsel

Tonya Jones Jason Swaggart, Planner |

Arln Nielson Bob Leeman, Planner IlI

Victor Tyler Trish Brooks, Admin. Svcs Officer 3
Councilmember Jim Gotto Carrie Logan, Planner |

Craig Owensby, Communications Officer
Brenda Bernards, Planner 1l

Nedra Jones, Planner Il

Brian Sexton, Planner |

Jonathan Honeycutt, Public Works
Steve Mishu, Metro Water

Commission Members Absent
Andrée LeQuire
Derrick Dalton

l. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 4:03 p.m. Tioe \Chairman, Mr. Ponder, presided over the meeting

I. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Ms. Hammond announced there was a request to newet22--Request to adopt a Planning Commissiaicypol
for administrative approval of Motor Vehicle BusaseEstablishment applications, to the beginningpefmeeting.
She also announced that agenda Item #24, “Seteetnaber of the Planning Commission to serve onlaftase

to consider provisions regulating electronic sigwsis added to agenda as an addendum.

Mr. McLean moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the motihich passed unanimously, to adopt the agenda as
amended.(6-0)
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.  APPROVAL OF MARCH 27, 2008 MINUTES

Mr. McLean moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidnich passed unanimously, to approve the Marct2Q@8
meeting minutes as presentda-0)

V. RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS

Councilmember Holleman spoke in favor of Item #2005UD-001U-10, Harding Town Center, which was loa t
Consent Agenda for approval.

Councilmember Claiborne addressed the Commissigardeng Item #17, 2008S-073U-14, Bainbridge &
Satterfield Resubdivision. He spoke in favor & #ipplicant’s request to include an additional ssgmint on the
final plat. He briefly summarized the various feinf support and requested that the Commissiancalssider its
approval.

Ms. Cummings arrived at 4:10 p.m.

Councilmember Page spoke regarding Item #22--Reédoeslopt a Planning Commission policy for adninaisve
approval of Motor Vehicle Business Establishmemliaptions. She spoke in favor of approving théqycas
suggested by staff. She expressed concerns ragdtein #23, Motor Vehicle Business Establishmemiiaation
for 2632 Nolensville Pike. She asked that the Cassion apply the proposed policy on this request.

Ms. Nielson arrived at 4:13 p.m.

Councilmember Jameson spoke in favor of Item #0820025T, Replacement of Trees. He gave a brief
explanation of the bill and requested its approval.

Councilmember Durbin stated he would address thar@igsion once his item was presented for discussion

Councilmember Harrison spoke in favor of approViregn #13, 2008Z-039U-3. He stated that CL zonmgthis
property would be compatible to the surroundingelrin this area and requested its approval.

V. PUBLIC HEARING: ITEMS REQUESTED TO BE DEF ERRED OR
WITHDRAWN

1. 2008CP-04G-12 Amend tt8putheast Community Plan: 2004 Update changing the land use policy from RLM
to RM for 15.1 acres at the corner of Edmondsom Rikd Cloverland Drive — deferred to May

8, 2008 at the request of the applicant

2. 20082-010G-12 A request to rezone from AR2a to RNA®rict properties located at 13153, 13159, 1306V
Hickory Boulevard and Old Hickory Boulevard (unnuenkéd), approximately 430 feet south of
Muci Drive. (See also PUD Proposal No. 2008P-002¢-1deferred indefinitely at the request

of the applicant

3. 2008P-003G-12 A request for preliminary approvalddlanned Unit Development, properties located at
13153, 13159, 13167 Old Hickory Boulevard and Oickdry Boulevard (unnumbered),
approximately 430 feet south of Muci Drive (24.@tes), zoned AR2a and proposed for RM9
zoning, to permit 211 multi-family units. (See Pospl No. 2008Z-010G-12) — deferred

indefinitely at the request of the applicant

6. 2008SP-009G-06 A request to change approximatel}@3&cres from R15 to Specific Plan - Residen8&l-R)
zoning property located at Sawyer Brown Road (urimened), approximately 540 feet north of
Meadow Lane Drive, to permit the development of i®dnhome units — deferred to April 24,

2008 at the request of the applicant
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7. 2008SP-010U-12 A request to change approximatetl 4&res from R40 to Specific Plan - Residenti&-(§
zoning property located at Edmondson Pike (unnued)eat the northwest corner of
Edmondson Pike and Cloverland Drive, to permitdeeelopment of 104 dwelling units,
requested by LandDesign, Inc. — deferred to Ma&3088 at the request of the applicant

Mr. McLean moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidnich passed unanimously, to approve the Defeaneld
Withdrawn Items.(8-0)

Ms. Hammond announced, “As information for our andie, if you are not satisfied with a decision miagléhe
Planning Commission today, you may appeal the aetlsy petitioning for a writ of cert with the Daldon County
Chancery or Circuit Court. Your appeal must bedfiwithin 60 days of the date of the entry of thenRing
Commission’s decision. To ensure that your apisefiled in a timely manner, and that all proceduesguirements
have been met, please be advised that you shootdatandependent legal counsel.”

VI.  PUBLIC HEARING: CONSENT AGENDA

FINAL PLANS
15. 2008s-010U-10 A request for final plat apprdealemove the reserve parcel -Approve
status on one lot and to consolidate four lotsaneserve
parcel into one lot for property located at 3505mhiedon
Road, approximately 230 feet west of Grayswood Axeen
zoned RS10.
16. 2008S-070A-10 A request to amend the rear sketioam 30 feet to 20 feet for -Approve

property located at 4108 Legend Hall Drive, appmately
340 feet north of Hobbs Roarlpned R20 and located within
the Legend Hall Planned Unit Development.

OTHER BUSINESS

21. 2005UD-001U-10 A request to add two positianthe Harding Town Center -Approve
Urban Design Overlay Advisory Committee, bringihg total
number of members to nine, requested by Councilneemb
Holleman.

24.  Amend employee contract for Brandon Burnette. -Approve

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the omtiwhich passed unanimously, to approve the Cadnsen
Agenda as presented8-0)

VII.  PUBLIC HEARING: COMMUNITY PLANS

1. 2008CP-04G-12
Amend theSoutheast Community Plan: 2004 Update
Map172-00, Parcel 009
Subarea 12
Council District 31 - Parker Toler

Amend theSoutheast Community Plan: 2004 Update changing the land use policy from RLM to RM for 1L%cres
at the corner of Edmondson Pike and Cloverlandériv
Staff Recommendation: Disapprove Plan Amendment Reggst from RLM to RM.
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The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED 2008®@-04G-12 to May 8, 2008, at the request of the
applicant. (8-0)

VIII. PUBLIC HEARING: PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS ON PUBLIC HEARING
ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

2. 20087-010G-12
Map183-00, Parcels 011, 011.01, 012, 012.01, 060
Subarea 12
Council District 31 - Parker Toler

A request to rezone from AR2a to RM9 district pntigs located at 13153, 13159, 13167 Old HickorulBward
and Old Hickory Boulevard (unnumbered), approxeha#30 feet south of Muci Drive (24.01 acres),uested by
Centex Homes, applicant, for Gene Smith et ux,|I8&h8mith, Bruce Gold and Joan Gold Cypress, antléiVa
Jones et ux, owners (See also PUD Proposal No.FP2008G-12).

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. If approved, thénfrastructure Deficiency Area requirements for this
property must be met with any development proposahssociated with this zone change.

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED ZoneChange 2008Z-010G-12 indefinitely at the
request of the applicant. (8-0)

3. 2008P-003G-12
Cane Ridge Villas
Map183-00, Parcels 011, 011.01, 012, 012.01, 060
Subarea 12
Council District 31 — Parker Toler

A request for preliminary approval for a PlannedtUDevelopment, properties located at 13153, 1313367 Old
Hickory Boulevard and Old Hickory Boulevard (unnuenéd), approximately 430 feet south of Muci Dri2d.01
acres), zoned AR2a and proposed for RM9 zoningetmit 211 multi-family units, requested by Dale &
Associates, applicant, for Gene Smith et ux, Shiimith, Bruce Gold and Joan Gold Cypress and Wadires et
ux, owner (See Proposal No. 2008Z-010G-12).

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED Planred Unit Development 2008P-003G-12 indefinitely
at the request of the applicant. (8-0)

4. 2008z-029U-10
Map 104-14, Parcels 072, 073
Subared0

Council District 18 — Keith Durbin

A request to rezone from RS7.5 to R8 district prope located at 2902 and 2904 W. Linden Avenue,
approximately 95 feet west of 29th Avenue Soutfi@cres), requested by Dennis and Delia Coroanners.
Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to change from Single-Family Residg{iRS7.5) to One and Two-Family
Residential (R8) zoning for property located at280d 2904 W. Linden Avenue, approximately 95 feest of
29" Avenue, South (0.70 Acres).

Existing Zoning

RS7.5 District - RS7.%equires a minimum 7,500 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a
density of 4.94 dwelling units per acre.
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Proposed Zoning
R8 District - R8requires a minimum 8,000 square foot lot andtierided for single-family dwellings and duplexes
at an overall density of 5.41 dwelling units peresincluding 25% duplex lots.

GREEN HILLS — MIDTOWN COMMUNITY PLAN

Residential Medium (RM) RM policy is intended to accommodate residentialalopment within a density range
of four to nine dwelling units per acre. A varietffhousing types are appropriate. The most comiyymes include
compact, single-family detached units, town-honaes, walk-up apartments.

Consistent with Policy? Yes. The Green Hills - Midtown Community Plan idéas a need for infill and
intensification of residential uses. In additidmg (R8 zoning district complies with the residentiahing density
range of 4 to 9 dwelling units per acre as spatifithin the Residential Medium Policy.

RECENT REZONINGS On April 26, 2007, The Planning Commission recomdaehapproval of a mass down
zoning of this area from R8 to RS7.5, requeste@dyncilmember Hausser. This zone changed wasgagse
Metro Council and became effective May 17, 2007.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No exception taken.

Maximum Uses inExisting Zoning District RS7.5

Land Use Acres Densit Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) y Lots (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family

Detached(210) 0.70 4.94 3 29 3 4

Maximum Uses inProposedZoning District R8

Land Use Acres Densit Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) y Lots (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family

Detached(210 ) 0.70 4.63 3 29 3 4

Change in Traffic BetweenMaximum Usesin Existing and Proposed Zoning District

Land Use Acres _ Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) (weekday) Hour Hour
- 0 0 0

STAFF RECOMMENDATION - Staff recommends approval. Both the current.R@Ad proposed R8 zoning
are compatible with the land use policy and devalept pattern of the area.

Mr. Sexton presented and stated that staff is rewemding approval.

Mr. Tom Grooms, 2506 Barton Avenue, spoke in oppmsio the requested zone change.
Ms. Burkley Allen, 3521 Byron Avenue, spoke in opjion to the requested zone change.
Ms. Jo Doster, 2802 Westwood, spoke in oppositiainé requested zone change.

Ms. Mary Matthews, 2900 Westmoreland Drive, spakepposition to the requested zone change. Sksemed a
letter to the Commission for the record.

Mr. Mike Bell, 2210 28 Avenue South, spoke in opposition to the requestee change.
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Ms. Dede Corrieri, 2121 Ashwood Avenue, spoke irofaf the requested zone change.

Mr. Scott Weiss, 2910 Westmoreland Drive, spokegdposition to the requested zone change.

Mr. Donald Coode, 1608A Boscobel Street, spokawof of the requested zone change.

Ms. Deena Corrieri, 5008 Whispering Hills Courtpke in favor of the requested zone change.

Ms. Jeanne Mitchell, 601 Davidson Road, spokevoifaf the requested zone change.

A resident of 2905 Westmoreland Drive spoke inagijion to the requested zone change.

Mr. Cortney Quandt, 3103 Winberry Drive, spokeandr of the requested zone change.

Mr. Dennis Corrieri, 2121 Ashwood Avenue, spokéawvor of the requested zone change.
Councilmember Durbin briefly explained the proceswhich these parcels were rezoned from R to R8.
acknowledged the request being made by the applsawell as the issues and concerns expressed by h
constituents. He requested that the Commissiosidenboth sides of the request while deliberativegr motion.

He stated he would support the majority of the lnletgs who would be affected by this proposal.

Ms. Jones reminded the Commission of her concermeass rezonings and the issue of not allowinggitgp
owners the right to opt out of the rezoning.

Mr. McLean requested clarification on lot compaligband the possibility of subdividing the parcéiso three lots
under RS7.5 rezoning.

Mr. Bernhardt stated that an analysis for this typsubdivision has not been completed.

Ms. Nielson requested clarification on the Comnais& position on allowing property owners to opt ofimass
rezonings.

Mr. Bernhardt offered that Council has the autlyaigt determine whether property owners have thet tiggopt out
of a mass rezoning. He further offered that trevipus Councilmember was interested in maintaitiiregdiverse
housing types located in this area which causegbsition to not allow property owners to opt ofithis rezoning.

Mr. Clifton acknowledged how the diversity of hougitypes complimented this area. He too remembibadhe
former Councilmember was interested in maintaitiregexisting housing types for this area and teatrbasons for
not allowing participants to opt out of the rezapiwere for planning purposes. He recognized tmeerns of the
applicant, however, due to the number of duplexesdy in the area and the fact that the rezoniag just
completed, he would not be in favor of approving tquest.

Ms. Cummings requested additional information argzoning the Commission approved on Decembe2(eR,
as mentioned by staff.

Mr. Sexton explained this was a case very simdahe applicant’s request as it was a requestzonpa parcel
that was included in a mass rezoning, which was @ssistent with the policy for the area.

Mr. Tyler expressed his concerns with not allowéngroperty owner the ability to opt out of a mas=oning.
Mr. Gotto briefly explained the difference betweenonservation overlay and a downzoning and théyats opt
out of each at the Council level. He acknowledtmedconcerns expressed by those in opposition bhasvthe

concerns expressed by the applicant. He stategbhlel not be in favor of removing the rights ofrajperty owner.

Mr. Clifton moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the oroto disapprove Zone Change
2008z-029U-10.
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This motion failed.

Ms. Cummings moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the mptmapprove Zone Change 2008Z-029U-{®2) Neo
Votes—Cummings—GottoNo Votes — Clifton, Nielson -Amended by MPC on May 8, 2008, See Agenda Item #10

Resolution No. RS2008-61

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008Z-029U-10 SPPROVED. (6-2)

The proposed R8 zoning district is consistent witithe Green Hills - Midtown Community Plan’s Residenial
Medium policy, which is intended for residential deelopment with a density range of four to nine ung per
acre.”

FINAL PLATS

5. 2008S-062U-13
Town Park Estates, Resub. Lot 61
Map135-05, Parcel 055
Subarea 13
Council District 28 — Duane A. Dominy

A request for final plat approval to create 3 lotsproperty located at 316 Melvin Jones Drive, agpnately 450
feet south of Southwind Drive (1.3 acres), zone@,Réquested by David Waynick, owner, Civil Sitesigm
Group, surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Defer until a critical lot pan has been submitted and approved by planning stiafand
Metro Stormwater has given approval. If critical lot plans are submitted prior to the meeting and
Stormwater approves the plan then a revised recomnmelation will be provided at the meeting.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat
A request for final plat approval to create 3 lots1.3 acres for property located at 316 MelvinedoBDrive,
approximately 450 feet south of Southwind Drivened One and Two-Family Residential (R10).

ZONING
R10 District - R1Qequires a minimum 10,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single -family dwellings and
duplexes at an overall density of 4.63 dwellingsipier acre including 25% duplex lots.

SUBDIVISION DETAILS The plan calls for the creation of three new lotsaa existing lot located at 316 Melvin
Jones Drive.

Lot Comparability Section 3-5 of the Subdivision Regulations stipegdathat new lots in areas previously
subdivided and predominantly developed are to bemgdly in keeping with the lot frontage and latesbf the
existing surrounding lots.

A lot comparability analysis was performed andgeel the following information:

Lot Comparability Analysis

Requirements:

Minimum lot size Minimum ot
(sq. ft.): frontage (linear ft.):
Melvin
Jones Rd. 14,810.40 76.14
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As proposed, the three new lots will have the feitgy areas and street frontages:

. Lot 1: 23,345 sq. ft., (.54 acres), with approxietatL04 linear ft. of frontage on Melvin Jones Road
. Lot 2: 18,654 sq. ft., (.43 acres), with approxieta®©3 linear ft. of frontage on Melvin Jones Road.
. Lot 3: 15,427 sq. ft., ( .35 acres), with approxiena95s linear ft. of frontage on Melvin Jones Road

The three proposed lots meet the minimum requirésrfen area and frontage, and are consistent wisttieg lots
within the area.

Topography While the lots size is consistent with lots in Hrea, the property is encumbered with slopes greate
than 20% and must be designated as critical [btsensure that the lots will meet the criticaldtdndards, a critical
lot plan should be submitted for review. If loenmot meet the critical lot standards then the $bbuld not be
approved.

SidewalksThis request is within the Urban Services Distaietl requires that sidewalks be constructed orldtso
or that a financial contribution to the pedestmgtwork be made in lieu of constructing the sidé&wal

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Defer or disapprove until the following conditioae met:

1. Show and label the stream Tops of Bank
2. With reference to comment #2 above, show and latsliblic Drainage Easement for the noted stream.
3. This project will require a Grading Plan for theesim crossing.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exception Taken

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends that the request be deferred aictitical lot plan has been
submitted and approved by planning staff, and M8taymwater has given approval.

CONDITIONS
1. Sidewalk must be constructed on two lots onlyherdwner shall make a contribution to the pedestria
network in lieu of construction as specified in &t 3-8 of the Metro Subdivision Regulations.

2. A critical lot plan must be submitted and appropedr to recording. If lots can not meet the catilot
standards then the lots shall not be permitted.

3. Show and label the stream Tops of Bank.

4. With reference to condition #2 above, show andllalfeublic Drainage Easement for the noted stream.
5. This project will require a Grading Plan for theestim crossing.

6. Prior to recording a note shall be added to theghlawing that it is within the airport impact okar, and

that any homes should be constructed in a manmedtace noise from air traffic.
Mr. Swaggart presented and stated that staff mmewending approval with conditions.
Mr. Ricky Powell, 338 Ladybird Drive, spoke in ogition to the proposal.
Mr. Ryan Lovelace, 1613 Indian Creek Circle, spivkiavor of the proposal.

Mr. McLean moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidnich passed unanimously, to approve Final PIaB30
062U-13. (8-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-62
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“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008S-062U-13 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS. (8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. Sidewalk must be constructed on two lots onlyherawner shall make a contribution to the pedestria
network in lieu of construction as specified in &t 3-8 of the Metro Subdivision Regulations.

2. A critical lot plan must be submitted and appropedr to recording. If lots can not meet the catilot
standards then the lots shall not be permitted.

3. Show and label the stream Tops of Bank.

4. With reference to condition #2 above, show andllalfeublic Drainage Easement for the noted stream.
5. This project will require a Grading Plan for theesim crossing.

6. Prior to recording a note shall be added to thegflawing that it is within the airport impact olagr, and

that any homes should be constructed in a manmedtece noise from air traffic.”

IX.  PUBLIC HEARING:
ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

6. 2008SP-009G-06
Bluffs On Sawyer Brown
Map 128-00, Parcels 045
Subare&®

Council District 22 — Eric Crafton

A request to change approximately 39.09 acres fRa%i to Specific Plan - Residential (SP-R) zoningperty
located at Sawyer Brown Road (unnumbered), apprateiyn 540 feet north of Meadow Lane Drive, to periiné
development of 115 townhome units, requested bg Rahssociates, applicant, for Hodges & Sons loaner.
Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED ZoneChange 2008P-009G-06 to April 24, 2008, at the
request of the applicant. (8-0)

7. 2008SP-010U-12
Cloverland & Edmonson
Map 172-00, Parcel 009
Subared 2

Council District 31 — Parker Toler

A request to change approximately 15.1 acres frdi e Specific Plan - Residential (SP-R) zoningperty
located at Edmondson Pike (unnumbered), at théawest corner of Edmondson Pike and Cloverland Dtive
permit the development of 104 dwelling units, resjad by LandDesign, Inc., applicant, for Thorouglibtane
Investment Company, LLC, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED ZoneChange 2008SP-010U-12 to May 8, 2008, at the
request of the applicant. (8-0)

8. 2008z-012T
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Fee for Minor Changes to Overlay Districts/SP

A proposed resolution to establish an alternatoweer fee for applications requesting minor chartgesn adopted
overlay district or specific plan district that mibe approved by the Metro Council.

Staff Recommendation: Approve

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

Mr. Clifton stepped out of the meeting at meetin§:85 p.m.

Ms. Cummings questioned whether the proposed fegdidme comparable to other Metropolitan areas.

Mr. Leeman stated it was a reasonable fee foruggested change and it was comparable to othepopuditian
areas.

Ms. Nielson questioned whether there were feesdistihguished between major and/or minor amendsnent
Mr. Leeman stated that the Zoning Code currentijimjuishes between major and minor amendments. He
explained that the proposed fee is more of a haeggkg fee for minor changes being made to an adapterlay

district, or specific plan district that must begpagved by Council.

Mr. Gotto spoke of additional needs to further gttids bill. He stated that he would like to mesth staff to
ensure that the proposed fee is appropriate. bgested that the Commission defer the bill indedflyi

Mr. Gotto moved, and Ms. Cummings seconded theanptivhich passed unanimously, to defer 2008Z-012T
indefinitely, to allow additional time to furthegeview the bill. (7-0) Clifton was not present.

Mr. Clifton returned to the meeting at 5:40 p.m.

Resolution No. RS2008-63

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsizn that 2008Z-012T IBEFERRED
INDEFINITELY. (7-0)"

9. 2008Zz-025T
Replacement of Trees

A council bill to amend Section 17.24.100.A (Regiament of Trees) as to calculation ke density, sponsored by
Councilmember Mike Jameson.
Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A council bill to amend the Zoning Code, Section247100.B (Replacement of Trees)
as to the calculation of tree density.

ANALYSIS

Existing Law Article Il of Chapter 17.24 of the Zoning Code aglles tree protection and replacement. To
minimize tree removal and encourage preservatiaxisting trees, the Code requires properties hiese a “tree
density” factor of at least 14 units per gross amiag both existing (protected) and new (replacejteces. A
“unit” represents a numerical value assigned tetig trees based on the tree’s diameter at binedgit
(approximately 4.5 feet above the ground) and te inees based on their caliper size (a tree’s diammeeasured 1
foot off the ground). Both measurements are nfiaahe the uphill side of the tree.

When calculating the tree density factor, the Zgrmde allows deductions from a project’s groseage area for
property now or proposed in the future to be coddrea lake or pond year round, any fenced athfigtid, or any
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structures located on the property. A “structus@s’ interpreted in a recent court opinion to inelbdildings,
parking areas, drive aisles, and loading areas.

Proposed Bill The proposed bill would delete the word “structlii@sd insert in its place “buildings” and modify
the list of deductions from gross acreage to inelseimi-trailer and tractor-trailer service areaisiedhisles and
parking and loading areas. As written, the billkegbmake it clear that an employee parking andilapdrea
cannot be considered a “structure.”

Proposed Text This council bill proposes to amend Section 17.24@.B (Replacement Trees) as follows:

B. Each property shall attain a tree density faofat least fourteen units per acre using pretéctr replacement
trees, or a combination of both. Compliance wliil provision shall be calculated using gross ayged the
property minus the portion of the land area cutyemt proposed to be covered by buildirggsuctures, minus the
fenced area of any athletic field, minus the arfemlake or pond which is covered by water yeanthuninus semi-
trailer and tractor-trailer service areas, drivees, parking and loading areasd excluding open areas of golf
facilities. Protected and replacement trees stuaitribute toward the tree density.

Analysis The proposed bill would ensure the tree proteciod replacement provisions of the Zoning Codeyappl
to any employee parking and loading area, regasdiethe principal and accessory uses located ®@sdme
property or campus. It would treat all businesad3avidson County equally and equitably. No onsibess

would singularly be required to provide a greatee tdensity factor than another business with dasisized
employee and customer parking area.

From a quality of life perspective, providing treesen dispersed and clustered within a parkingdatuce the
“urban heat island” effect associated with largekjpey lot expanses. The phrase “urban heat islaef#ts to the
difference between the ambient temperature withinrdan area vs. the rural area surrounding itleCiovely,
urban heat islands impact our physical space arsbpal health by increasing demand for air conditig,
producing more gas emissions, and creating the cigiditions suitable for the spread of vector-leadiseases.
To quantify the urban heat island effect, NASAhe mid-1990’s did an evaluation of a mall parkiagih
Huntsville, Alabama. It found a temperature difece of nearly 60 degrees between the uncoveeamts$p the
middle of the mall parking lot and in the shadeamall tree island in the same parking lot. Tiliescof Atlanta,
Phoenix, and Houston have had similar studies dormeborating NASA'’s work on the cooling effecttodes and
vegetation.

Trees add to a community’s character in resideng#&hborhoods and to the appeal of office, comrakrand
industrial properties. The more attractive theadooks, the more desirable it is to live and wibwre, increasing
residential and commercial property values. Tireexisting and new developments serve a vital irokhaping a
community’s economic health.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Staff recommends approval of the bill as it strbegs Nashville’s commitment
to tree protection and replacement. The bill eesatl properties contribute towards making Nasdalmore
attractive place to live and work. Trees removiupants from the air, reduce surface temperattivesigh
shading, and reduce stormwater run-off by slowiathlthe movement and volume of water. They serwdtiaal
role in shaping a community’s economic and physielth by creating a more desirable place todive work.

Ms. Regen presented and stated that staff is reewiimg approval.

Mr. Gotto moved and Ms. Cummings seconded the mptidich passed unanimously, to approve 2008Z-025T.
(8-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-64

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisien that 2008Z-025T iaPPROVED. (8-0)”
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10. 2008Zz-031T
Zoning Application Property Owner Signatures

A council bill to amend Section 17.40.060 (Applioat) to require the signature of all property ovgnen a zone
change application, yet permit the waiver of tleiguirement by Metro Council resolution providedaZfirmative
votes are obtained, sponsored by Councilmember@&gtton.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

REQUEST A council bill to amend Section 17.40.060 (Applioas) to require the signature of all property
owners on a zone change application, yet permitviiger of this requirement by Metro Council regin
provided 27 affirmative votes are obtained.

ANALYSIS

Existing Law - Section 17.40.060 of the Zoning Code allows piieation to amend the official zoning map to be
initiated by the property owner, the Metropolitdarfhing Commission, or a Councilmember. The ZorGagle
does not specify that all owners must sign theiegfidbn for Councilmember initiated rezonings.

Proposed Bill This bill would require the written consent of pibperty owners of record for a property to be
rezoned. Itincludes the ability to waive thisuggment with a resolution of the Council if thasolution receives
27 votes in favor. All signatures or the resolntigaiver would be required in order to submit eoreag
application for consideration by the community, Flanning Commission, or the Council.

Proposed Text Amend subsection A. by adding the following proeisiat the end of the section:

“Further, no application to amend the official azugmimap shall be accepted by the planning commissidine
metropolitan clerk unless written consent of atigerty owners of record for the property to be nezbis submitted
with the application. This provision requiring pesty owner consent may be waived by resolutiothef
metropolitan council receiving twenty-seven (2 f)rafative votes.”

Analysis It is the practice of the Planning Commissiomeguire written consent of all property ownerseaxfard
for the property to be rezoned when accepting gticgtion that is not initiated by a councilmemibeithe Planning
Commission. Generally, these zone changes invliraited number of properties and owners. Appits
initiated by the Planning Commission and Councilrhers tend to involve a wider area with numerouperies
and property owners.

Applications initiated by the Planning Commissiangrally come from one of four sources:

. Through the community planning process, which negylt in a zone change to implement newly adopted
policies of a community plan.

. At the request of a Councilmember or group of Cdomeambers. Recent examples include the Gallatin
Road SP and the Myatt Drive SP.

. At the request of another Department such as th®tittal Commission to implement a Neighborhood
Conservation overlay district.

. On behalf of property owners to correct an erraiodnitiate an agreed upon community plan drivenez
change.

The most significant impact this bill will have tme Planning Commission is in its ability to implent the policies
of the community plans. The Planning Commissiolhlvd severely limited in its ability to proposezomings that
implement the community plans. No applicationlddae submitted or considered by the Commissioii alt
signatures were obtained or a resolution to wdieestgnature requirement was adopted by the Couiittila 27-
vote supermajority.

As noted above, rezonings initiated by the Plan@pgimission tend to involve numerous properties@ogerty
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owners. Gathering the signatures for the numberagberties involved in the above types of rezosiwgl require
significant effort and it is unlikely that 100% thfe property owner signatures can be obtaineds [Eaves the
Planning Commission in the position of recommendgezone only a portion of properties involvedhmafore
initiating any rezoning to implement a communitgpl receiving from the Council, a waiver of thigugement
through a resolution receiving 27 affirmative votes

In addition to the difficulty of gathering signaés, this amendment could have a significant impadhe intake
process for rezoning applications from either tleRing Commission or a Councilmember due to thegrie
verify the signatures. Staff uses Tax Assessardscto determine property ownership. These recoat be
outdated as there is a time lapse between changera@rship and the updating of data bases. Clyremt
applicant will submit a current deed with an apgiicn if a property has recently changed handspétty owners
do not always make changes to a deed when lifaroistances change, such as a death, and obtaideajta
certificate can be difficult. At this time, it tee responsibility of the applicant to get the rsseey signatures or
certificates when submitting a zone change request.

The volume of applications submitted by the Plagr@ommission and Councilmembers varies. Therelmay
none for a particular filing deadline or there nieyseveral. Recently, seven requests were reciivede filing
deadline, including three residential downzonirg®, neighborhood conservations overlays, a UDOand
amendment to the Gallatin Pike SP. This represergxcess of 1,700 properties. The Planning Cission does
not have the staff capacity to verify the volumesigihatures generally involved in Councilmembeonézg
initiatives.

A Councilmember seeking to initiate a rezonindaactn his or her district would need to obtaireaalution of the

Council, with 27 votes supporting the initiative,arder to avoid the burden of collecting and weéni§ of
signatures each time they wanted to submit an @gtjn to initiate a rezoning action in their disitr

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval of this bill. Thguieement to obtain signatures
of all property owners for any rezoning severetyitg the Planning Commissions ability to implemtng policies

of the community plans. In addition, that therads the staffing capacity available to verify tladitnecessary
signatures have been obtained.

Ms. Bernards presented and stated that staff @mwewending disapproval.
Mr. McLean stepped out of the meeting at 5:52.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the omtwhich passed unanimously to disapprove 2008203
(7-0) McLean was not present.

Resolution No. RS2008-65

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiisn that 2008Z-031T iBISAPPROVED. (7-0)”

11. 2008Z-032T
Check Cashing, Pawnshop, Cash Advance, and Titha Lo

A council bill to amend Chapters 17.04, 17.08 and & of the Zoning Code to create new definitionsedify the
land use table, and establish conditions for fifenostitution, check cashing, pawnshop, titledpand cash
advance uses, sponsored by Councilmember Erik Cole.

Staff Recommendation: Approve
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APPLICANT REQUEST A council bill to amend Chapters 17.04, 17.08 aid @& of the Zoning Code to create
new definitions, modify the land use table, andlgissh conditions for financial institution, chec&shing,
pawnshop, title loan, and cash advance uses.

APPLICATION DETAILS In the current Zoning Ordinance, there are no @édims for “financial institution,”
“check cashing,” “pawnshops,” “title loan,” and &aadvance” uses. Financial institution is cutyeidted in the
land use table, which determines in which distrigtdain uses are permitted by right, permittedestitio specific
conditions, permitted by special exception, pemdiths an accessory use, or permitted only withiovanay
district. The Zoning Administrator currently codsis check cashing, title loan, and cash advarestose
financial institutions and considers pawnshopsg@ letail use.

” w

This Zoning Code text amendment would add defingiéor financial institution, check cashing, tib&an,
pawnshop, and cash advance. The definition fanfifal institution is intended to remedy the cutgtuation,
where the use is listed in the land use tablenbtitiefined. Each of the other definitions is lobse the section of
the Tennessee Code that regulates the specificTuseintent of the legislation is to permit or ipérwith
conditions check cashing, title loan and cash ackvaises in the same zoning districts in which fongrinstitution
is currently permitted or permitted with conditions addition, the ordinance is intended to pemnipermit with
conditions pawnshop in the same zoning districistirch retail is permitted or permitted with condiits. The
conditions remain the same as the conditions faritial institution and retail uses.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the proposed ordimanc
ORDINANCE NO. BL2008-169

An Ordinance amending Chapters 17.04, 17.08 and 15 of Title 17 of the Metropolitan Code, Zoning
Regulations, pertaining to check cashing, title laa pawnshops, and cash advance establishments, &lwhich
is more specifically described herein (Proposal N@008Z-032T).

BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE METROPOLITAN GERNMENT OF NASHVILLE AND
DAVIDSON COUNTY:

Section 1. That Section 17.04.060 of the Code &f Mietropolitan Government of Nashville and DavidSimunty,
Zoning Regulations, is hereby amended by addindaif@ving new definitions:

“Financial institution” means any building, roonpage or portion thereof where an establishmentigesva variety
of financial services, including generally, bankgdit unions, and mortgage companies.

“Check cashing” means any building, room, spageostion thereof where checks are cashed in exchfamgefee,
as regulated by Title 45, Chapter 18, of the Tesee£ode Annotated.

“Title loan” means any building, room, space ortfwor thereof where a business operates that makes lin
exchange for possession of the certificate of tdlproperty or a security interest in titled prageas regulated by
Title 45, Chapter 15, of the Tennessee Code Anedtat

“Pawnshop” means any building, room, space or pottiiereof where a pawnbroker regularly conductsnass, as
regulated by Title 45, Chapter 6, of the Tenne§ssge Annotated.

“Cash advance” means any building, room, spacedign thereof where unsecured, short-term cashrawhs are
provided, including those made against future geacks, as regulated by Title 45, Chapter 17, offérenessee
Code Annotated.

Section 2. That Section 17.08.030, District Lan@ Uables, of the Code of The Metropolitan Governneén
Nashville and Davidson County, Zoning Regulatioasiereby amended as follows:

1. By adding “Check cashing”, “Title loan” and “CeAdvance” under Office uses as a permitted usén(fe

MUL, MUG, MUI, OL, OG, OR20, OR40, ORI, CN, CL, CE8A, CF, CC, SCN, SCC, SCR and IWD districts, and
as use permitted with conditions (PC) in the MUN &N districts.

2. By adding “Pawnshop” under Commercial Uses psranitted use (P) in the MUL, MUG, MUI, CL, CS, CA,

CF, CC, and SCR districts, and as use permitteld eanditions (PC) in the MUN, ORI, CN, SCN, SCC,DMR

and IG districts.

Section 3. That Chapter 17.16 of the Code of Th&dpelitan Government of Nashville and Davidson Gtyy
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Zoning Regulations, is hereby amended as follows:

1. By amending Section 17.16.050 by deleting suflsed. in its entirety and substituting in lieuvetteof the
following new subsection A.

“A. Financial Institution, Cash Advance, Check Gaghand Title Loan. A financial institution, castivance, check
cashing or title loan office shall be limited toadwhousand five hundred square feet of gross tioea per
establishment.”

2. By amending Section 17.16.070 by inserting tllefing as subsection M., and relettering the riging
subsections accordingly:

“M. Pawnshop.

1. In the MUN, ORI and CN zone districts, each leggament shall be limited to five thousand squfast of gross
floor area, maximum.

2. In the IWD, IR and IG zone districts, each elssaiment shall be limited to two thousand five hredisquare feet
of gross floor area, maximum.”

Section 4. That this Ordinance shall take effeat {5) days from and after its passage and suaigehlae published
in a newspaper of general circulation, the welfdréhe Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Rigon
County requiring it.

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

Mr. Clifton moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the matiwhich passed unanimously, to approve 2008Z-03Z70)
McLean was not present.

Resolution No. RS2008-66

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008Z-032T i8PPROVED. (7-0)”

12. 2008z-034T
Religious Institution in SCR District

A council bill to amend Section 17.08.030 of thenifmy Code to permit by right a "Religious Institutf in the
SCR zoning district, sponsored by Councilmember Eafeman.
Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST A council bill to amend Section 17.08.030 of thenify Code to permit by right a
"Religious Institution™ in the SCR zoning district.

ANALYSIS

Existing Law  Section 17.04.060 of the Zoning Code defines "Ralig institution" as “any structure or site used
primarily for religious practices.” Religious iftsitions are permitted by right in all agriculturadixed-use, office,
commercial, and industrial zoning districts and @eemitted by special exception in all residertiahing districts.
They are not permitted in shopping center districts

The Shopping Center Regional (SCR) zoning disisiaitended for high intensity retail, office, aconsumer
service uses for a regional market area and impi&sribe super community and regional activity ceptdicies of
the general plan.

Proposed Bill The proposed bill would permit, by-right, religioustitutions in the SCR zoning district.

Analysis The SCR district is described in Section 17.08.0Rhe Zoning Code as a district intended for very
large, regional shopping and activity centers agBellevue Mall, Green Hills Mall, Rivergate MaHickory
Hollow Mall, Nashville West, Hill Center at Greerills, and the Bellevue West Shopping Center. dbas a
zoning district applied to large-scale shoppingteenat major intersections such as Nolensvillefkd Hickory,
[-65/0Id Hickory, and Nolensville Pike/Harding Péac
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Churches are an appropriate use in this zoningaistA number of churches are as large as, gelathan, some
major retail tenants within regional shopping cestnd have many of the same design elementsdinglaccess
and parking. Churches provide an option for regisicant or underutilized shopping centers.

Within Metro, there are 399 parcels zoned SCR empessing 1,362 acres of land; 61% of these parceloeated
in 36 planned unit developments (PUD).

Currently, in order for a church to locate withimexisting PUD with SCR as a base zoning distai@pne change
and an amendment to the PUD would be requireceiftiD was not previously approved for a religimgtitution
use. The request to change the PUD would requiten€ll approval. Amending a PUD may also triggewn
Zoning Code requirements. For existing PUDs witRS®ase zoning, permitting churches as a use witieiSCR
district would still require a PUD revision.

The SCR zoning is primarily found in areas ideatifas Regional Activity Centers (RAC). The vari@@nmunity
Plans with RAC policy call out civic and public kedit uses as appropriate uses within these cenldesy
churches generate activity seven days a week with that can include child care, retail, classesakevents and
even broadcasting for the largest tier of church®eshurch can provide vitality in a space thatfets from low
levels of activity and can attract other uses.

Currently, churches are permitted by right or bgcal exception in all zoning districts except SGRppping
Center Community (SCC), and Shopping Center Neigidm (SCN). In considering this text amendmetafff s
also considered the possibility of permitting cteg in the SCC and SCN zoning districts. The ofesketrend of
uses moving into obsolete shopping center spatedes vocational schools, business schools anctibbsr These
uses are generally looking for large spaces witlmemical lease rates. Centers zoned SCC and SiEéNsofialler
spaces and serve smaller market areas than does B@eRe areas are generally not large enoughctoranodate a
church use and still provide adequate neighbortamatlcommunity services. Staff has determinedlitmiing the
expansion of churches as permitted uses to theZ8@Rg district is appropriate.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Religious institutions are an appropriate usdie@$CR zoning district, as a
number of churches are as large, or larger, tharesoajor retail tenants within regional shoppingtees and have
many of the same design elements and requiremealisging access and parking. Staff recommendsoajap of
this text amendment that would permit religiouditntions in the SCR zoning district.

Mr. McLean returned to the meeting at 5:54 p.m.

Ms. Bernards presented and stated that staff snwewending approval.

Ms. Cummings moved and Mr. Clifton seconded thelengotvhich passed unanimously, to approve 2008ZF034
(8-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-67

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsien that 2008Z-034T iaPPROVED. (8-0)”

13. 20082-039U-03

Map 071-01, Part of Parcel 087

Subarea&

Council District 2 — Frank Harrison
A request to rezone from RS7.5 to CL district aiporof property located at 415 W. Trinity Lane papximately
560 feet west of Monticello Drive (4.10 acres),uested by Leslie and Lori Y. Stratton, applicaat,Greater
Grace Temple Community Church, owner.
Staff Recommendation: Disapprove
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APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to rezone 4.10 acres from Single-EaResidential (RS7.5) to Commercial
Limited (CL) zoning for a portion of property loeat at 415 W. Trinity Lane, approximately 560 feetstvof
Monticello Drive.

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

Proposed Zoning
CL District - Commercial Limiteds intended for retail, consumer service, finahciestaurant, and office uses.

BORDEAUX/WHITES CREEKCOMMUNITY PLAN

Residential Medium (RM) RM policy is intended to accommodate residentiaiettgpment within a density range
of four to nine dwelling units per acre. A varietffhousing types are appropriate. The most comiyymes include
compact, single-family detached units, town-honaesl walk-up apartments.

Consistent with Policy? No. The uses allowed in the Commercial Limitedraiswould be incompatible with the
Residential Medium policy. Areas designated RMsriéable for residential development, civic andlmubenefit
activities, and small open spaces, such as pamsng, squares and plazas. The uses surroundsngjtéhon the
West, North, and Northeast are predominantly redidieor vacant land. Commercial Mixed ConcentiatfCMC)
policy, with zoning that supports commercial depeh@nt, is concentrated to the east, along botls siti&rinity
Lane, extending to the interchange of I-65 andiB&bturch Pike. Several commercially zoned propstith the
area are vacant and others are underutilized, gorymities already exist to expand and intensifiynmercial
development, without permitting the intrusion ofr@mercial zoning into residential areas to the west.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION TIS may be required at time of development

Typical and Maximum Uses inExisting Zoning District RS7.5

Land Use Acres Densit -[I;sz:lin Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Y Units 9 (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family

Detached(210 ) 4.10 4.94 20 192 15 21
Typical Uses inProposedZoning District CL

Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Floor Area | (weekday) Hour Hour
Gasoline Service

Station/Convenience 5 19 0.06 5,488 NA 426 529
Market (945)

Typical Uses inProposedZoning District CL

Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Floor Area (weekday) Hour Hour
Strip Shopping

(814) 2.0 0.10 8,712 411 15 43
Maximum Uses inExisting Zoning District CL

Land Use Acres FAR Total Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Floor Area (weekday) Hour Hour
Strip Shopping

(820) 4.10 0.60 107,157 7104 164 656
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Change in Traffic BetweenMaximum Usesin Existing and Proposed Zoning District

Land Use Acres _ Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) (weekday) Hour Hour
-- 6912 +149 +635

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval of the request tome2.10 acres from RS7.5 to
CL. The uses permitted in the Commercial Limitéstritt are incompatible with the medium densitgidential
uses in the surrounding area, and the developmgmtdities encouraged by RM policy.

Ms. Nedra Jones presented and stated that stafésnmending disapproval.

Mr. Leslie Stratton, 842 Loretta Drive, spoke indaof the proposed rezoning.

Ms. Nielson expressed issues with the possibifityedting a precedent if the request is approved.

Mr. Clifton requested clarification on the actuiaesof the parcel being requested for the CL zoning

Ms. Nedra Jones explained the portion of the pahaglwould be rezoned.

Mr. Clifton spoke of the policy of the area and tb&ue of zoning the parcel to CL. He requestedfidation on
whether there was any type of future developmelatsned for this area.

Ms. Nedra Jones explained that MDHA would be proppa residential development for the property eelje to
this request. She further explained that dueitodévelopment, the applicant would not be rezotfiregback
portion of the property, and that it would remai& 5.

Mr. Clifton expressed issues with allowing thisaeing due to its incompatibility with the plan fitre area.

Ms. Cummings requested clarification on the exgstand uses for this area in relation to currenaigs.

Ms. Nedra Jones offered that most of the areadsweloped.

Ms. Cummings requested clarification on the potémtevelopment of the portion of the parcel thatldaemain
RS7.5.

Mr. Bernhardt offered that the size of the remairportion of the lot would be consistent with tliregée-family lots
that are located along Monticello Drive.

Mr. Bernhardt also stated that extending the comiakuses in this area would undermine the polat tvas
intended for this area.

Ms. Cummings requested clarification on the patftat was zoned CN and whether there was a tenathieon
property.

Mr. Bernhardt explained the uses of CN to the Cossian.

Ms. Nedra Jones stated she was unsure as to tir& tenated on this parcel.

Mr. Clifton requested that the applicant explainowhe tenant was for this parcel.

Mr. Leslie Stratton stated that there was a D@laneral Store located on this parcel. He alsaedf¢hat it was his

intention to build a residential home on the rermagjrportion of the parcel and that it would be dstent with the
homes being proposed by MDHA.
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Ms. Jones expressed issues with approving thelgar@t due to its size and the affect it would &an the
original intentions planned for this area.

Mr. Tyler also had issues with approving the patoelL zoning.
Mr. Gotto questioned whether additional study wesded on the land use plan for this area.

Mr. Bernhardt briefly explained the issues with thquested rezoning and the effects it would hawthe general
plan and any future developments for the area.

There was a brief discussion on the possibilitfeS® zoning for the parcel.

Mr. Clifton reminded the Commission of the diffites associated with approving zone changes orelsabased
solely on their intended uses. He suggested tieest be disapproved until the requested rezorongibe
validated and compatible with the general plaritierarea.

Mr. Gotto suggested that the Commission exploretssibility of deferring the request.

Mr. Bernhardt stated there was bill in Council bis trequest that would be heard the second meietikizy.

Mr. Gotto moved and Ms. Cummings seconded the mptidich passed unanimously, to defer Zone Change
2008Z-039U-03 to April 24, 2008, in order to alltwe for the staff to meet with the applicant teatiss

alternative zoning(8-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-68

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2008Z-039U-03 BEFERRED to the April
24, 2008, Planning Commission meeting in order fataff to discuss alternative zoning with the appliant. (8-
O)H

The Commission recessed a 6:15 p.m.
Mr. Ponder left the meeting at 6:15 p.m.
Mr. Clifton left the meeting at 6:15 p.m.

The Commission resumed at 6:40 p.m. and Mr. Mclgasided as Chair for the remaining portion ofrreseting.

14. 2008Z-048T
Rehabilitation Services

A council bill to amend Chapter 17.08 of the MeZimning Code by adding "Rehabilitation Servicesagsermitted
use in the AG and AR2a districts, requested byMb&opolitan Planning Department on behalf of thepBrtment
of Law.

Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A council bill to amend Chapter 17.08 of the MeZoning Code by adding
"Rehabilitation Services" as a permitted use inAgecultural (AG) and Agricultural/Residential (AR) districts.

History Council adopted BL2006-1260 in February 2007 clvliemoved Rehabilitation Services as a permitted
use in the AG and AR2a zoning districts. The M&lanning Commission recommended disapproval eftithii at
its December 12, 2006, meeting.

ANALYSIS
Existing Law Section 17.08 of the Zoning Code defines "Rehattitin Servicesas “the provision of treatment for
addictive, mental or physical disabilities on eitfe) twenty-four hour a day or outpatient basistie Zoning Code
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allows “rehabilitation services” in all of the mikeise districts and most of the office, commereialj shopping
center zoning districts. The use is not permitteder the Code in the agricultural districts.

Proposed Bill The proposed bill would once again reestabliglaléitation services as permitted uses in the
Agricultural (AG) and Agricultural/Residential (AR districts as they were prior to the adoptioBb2006-1260.
Staff continues to support this use in these distas rural areas can provide safe, secludedgetippropriate for
rehabilitation services for people with addictiaegntal or physical disabilities. Such settingepo#n alternative to
the institutional environments more common in theed use, office and commercial zoning districBumberland
Heights, located on River Road, is a local exanopke rehabilitation facility in an agricultural ziowg district.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Rural areas can provide safe, secluded setting®ppate for rehabilitation
services. Staff recommends approval of this textrmdment that would add back “rehabilitation sessicas a
permitted use in the AG and AR2a districts.

Ms. Bernards presented and stated that staff smwewending approval.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motmapprove 2008Z-048T{4-2) No Votes — Cummings,
Tyler
Resolution No. RS2008-69

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comiien that 2008Z-048T iAPPROVED. (4-2)”

X. PUBLIC HEARING:
FINAL PLANS

15. 2008S-010U-10
Woodmont Acres, Rev.Lots 35-38 & Foxhall Close Resd’arcel

Map 117-09-A, Parcel 036

Map 117-09, Parcel 010
Subared0
Council District 25 — Sean McGuire

A request for final plat approval to remove theergs parcel status on one lot and to consolidatelfis and a
reserve parcel into one lot for property locate@%05 Wimbledon Road, approximately 230 feet wést o
Grayswood Avenue (0.55 acres), zoned RS10, requbgt&alyon Northcutt, surveyor, for Kevin and Hjla
Doherty, owners.

Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat

A request for final plat approval to remove theerge parcel status on one lot and to consolidatel@its and a
reserve parcel into one lot for property locate@%05 Wimbledon Road, approximately 230 feet wést o
Grayswood Avenue (0.55 acres), zoned Single-FaRglyidential (RS10)

ZONING
RS10 District RS10requires a minimum of 10,000 square foot lot anishiended for single-family dwellings at a
density of 3.7 dwelling units per acre.

SUBDIVISION DETAILS The final plat combines four lots and one reseieg to create one lot. The site
consists of 0.55 acres. An existing single-fardilyelling will remain on the property. Accordingttee Metro
Subdivision Regulations, reserve parcels may bgerded into a building site with the recording gflat. The
reserve parcel contains 0.18 acres and was otffigiplaltted within Foxhall Close Subdivision. Sirtbe original
plat did not specify why the parcel was put in serge status, the Subdivision Regulations regbiethe reserve
status be removed by the Planning Commission.

The applicants acquired the reserve parcel in 2800 intend to combine it with the other four ltsallow for an
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addition onto the existing dwelling.

Although originally platted as four lots, they hayeen combined into one parcel since they weri@ abmmon
ownership. This allows the owner to receive omxestatement.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exception Taken
STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION  Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Staff recommends approval of the final plat to abidsite four lots and one
reserve parcel into one lot.

Approved, (8-0)Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2008-70

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiien that 2008S-010U-10 APPROVED. (8-0)”

16. 2008S-070A-10
Legend Hall, Lot 4108 Setback Amendment
Map 131-01-0-A, Parcel 159
Subared0
Council District 34 — Carter Todd

A request to amend the rear setback from 30 fe2dtieet for property located at 4108 Legend Haiv®(0.21
acres), approximately 340 feet north of Hobbs Raaded R20 and located within the Legend Hall Pldridiit
Development, requested by Katherine Hall, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to amend the rear setback from 30 fe20 tieet for property located at 4108
Legend Hall Drive (0.21 acres), approximately 3détfnorth of Hobbs Road zoned One and Two-Family
Residential (R20) and located within the Legend R&Enned Unit Development.

ZONING

R20 District - R2Qrequires a minimum 20,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and
duplexes at an overall density of 2.31 dwellingsipier acre including 25% duplex lots.

SUBDIVISION DETAILS The property is located within the Legend Hall Plkadh Unit Development. The

applicant has requested that the platted reardetimamended from 30 feet to 20 feet in ordetltoafor the
addition of a sunroom.

The Zoning Code requirements for setbacks for sifgiily and two family dwelling units is 20 fe€ethis request
is consistent with the Zoning Code and is consistétt other rear setbacks in this area.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approved

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exception Taken

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of rear setback amendment
Mr. Sexton presented and stated that staff is revemded approval.

Mr. Bill Heim, 4112 Baldwin Arbor, spoke in oppdsit to the proposed amendment.

Ms. Katherine Hall, 4108 Legend Hall, spoke in fagbthe proposed amendment.
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Mr. Tyler requested clarification on the rear seltsafor this subdivision.
Mr. Sexton explained the setbacks as required le€dor this area.
Mr. Gotto requested clarification on the propeitelof the applicant.
Mr. Sexton gave additional information regarding groperty line.

Ms. Nielson questioned the location of the addittbthe applicant’s house in relation to the restback of the
property.

The Commission requested that the applicant proattttitional information on the addition of her hame
Ms. Hall provided this information to the Commigsio

Mr. Gotto moved and Ms. Cummings seconded the matiapprove Final Plan 2008S-070A-1@-2) No Votes —
Tyler, Nielson

Resolution No. RS2008-71

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiien that 2008S-070A-10 APPROVED. (4-2)”

17. 2008s-073U-14
Bainbridge & Satterfield Resub. Lot 13
Map 084-16, Parcdl24
Subared4
Council District 15 — Phil Claiborne

A request for final plat approval to revise a poasly recorded plat to add a second access paiptdperties
located at 150 McGavock Pike, approximately 60@ feeth of Lebanon Pike (2.13 acres), zoned CLuested by
Kroger Limited Partnership | and Theodore F. Batuwvners, Michael Abernathy, surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat

A request for final plat approval to revise a poasly recorded plat to add a second access paiptdperties
located at 150 McGavock Pike, approximately 600 feeth of Lebanon Pike (2.13 acres), zoned Comialerc
Limited (CL).

ZONING
CL District - Commercial Limiteds intended for retail, consumer service, finaheestaurant, and office uses.

HISTORY On April 12, 2007, the Metro Planning Commissi@pved a final plat request to modify the lot ne
between two existing commercial lots located at 448 150 McGavock Pike, with one of the two lotgihg no
street frontage but an access easement from Mc&#®ike.

PLAN DETAILS McGavock Pike is identified on the Major Street &ullector Plan as a four-lane urban arterial
street with automobile speeds of 30 to 40 mph. dpp@icant proposes to create an additional acaass glong
McGavock Pike. The final plat shows an existingess easement at the north end of the property. alduiess was
designed to be aligned with the driveway acceshetommercial lot across the street. The propssednd access
point would be located to the south of the existiogess. There is no similar access across #et.str

Section 3-4.4

Access from Arterial and Collector Streets- While the Zoning Code would permit up to twovenvays along
McGavock Pike, Section 3-4.4 of the Subdivision Wations gives the Planning Commission the authooimit
the number of driveways accessing an arterial stidws section states that when property is dididiong an
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existing street, the Planning Commission may rexthiat lots shall not, if avoidable, derive acdess arterial or
collector streets. Where driveway access frontiafter collector streets may be necessary, therig
Commission may require that lots be served by coetbdriveways or by a private access drive semioge than
two lots in order to limit driveway entrances aradgntial traffic hazards. When the Planning Comiaisspproved
the subdivision in April 2007, only one access to®4vock Pike was included.

Given the commercial arterial nature of McGavodkeRit this property, particularly between Park Brig the
north and Lebanon Pike, controlled access alorsgstinétch of arterial is important to ensure tife sad continuous
flow of traffic. The creation of a second accesmpwould create a potential traffic conflict poabng McGavock
Pike.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exceptions Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval of the second aquaas and that access to
McGavock Pike be limited to the current accessrmaasés shown on the plat.

Mr. Sexton presented and stated that staff is revemding disapproval.

Mr. John Corbitt, 2620 EIm Hill Pike, spoke in fawaf the proposed development.
Mr. Phillip Piercy, 1935 2l Avenue South, spoke in favor of the proposed agreknt.
Mr. Bob Murphy, 214 Centerview Drive, spoke in fawf the proposed development.

Mr. Shawn Henry, 315 Deadrick Street, spoke in fafdhe proposed development.

Mr. Bernhardt explained that due to conflictingoetp provided by Public Works, he requested thatddnathan
Honeycutt, of Public Works, further explain thedlipy used to determine the driveway access paioigained in
this proposal; in particular, the distance betwienpoints.

Mr. Jonathan Honeycutt, Public Works, explained thaing the discussions of access control for Meigk Pike,
the applicant was instructed to align their acgessts with existing connections across the stréf.stated that
traffic studies were completed on the proposalthatiPublic Works had no issues with the proposedays.

Mr. Gotto offered information on another businessated off of McGavock Pike and the fact that themeot much
traffic that moves in or out of that location.

Mr. Tyler requested clarification on the distanetween the access point located on the McDonaldsaReant
parcel and the proposed second access point fodévielopment.

Mr. Bernhardt stated that according to the drawthgsdistance is approximately 40 feet.

Mr. Tyler expressed concern with the distance betwbese access points.

Ms. Cummings agreed that a second access poimeemted for the type of traffic that would be actegsthis
development, however, stated that if the additi@eakss would be problematic, the development dhmeifurther
reviewed.

Ms. Nielson expressed a concern that a precedenbmaet for other developments with similar issues

Ms. Jones too spoke of the need for additionalssazfor this type of development. She statedvstdd support
the request on the basis of the approval by théid®whorks Department.

Ms. Cummings moved and Ms. Jones seconded the moti@pprove Final Plat 2008S-073U-14, as submiited
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the applicant.(4-2) No Votes - Nielson, Tyler

Resolution No. RS2008-72

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiien that 2008S-073U-14 APPROVED. (4-2)”

18. 2008S-075U-10
Cottage Cove
Map 118-01, Parcel 385
Subared0
Council District 17 — Sandra Moore

A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperties located at 2412 9th Avenue South;cqapately 300
feet north of Montrose Avenue (.43 acres), zoned Ruested by Kelvin Pennington, owner, Jasortt§mi
surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve, including a varianceo Section 3-4.2(f) of the Metro Subdivision
Regulations for the lot depth to width ratio.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat
A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperty located at 2412 9th Avenue South, afiprately 300
feet north of Montrose Avenue (0.43 acres), zonad @&hd Two Family Residential (R8).

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

PLAN DETAILS This final plat subdivides one existing lot intoattots. Each lot complies with the minimum lot
size requirements for R8 zoning. Lot 1 contaird9,square feet and Lot 2 consists of 10,025 scfeateAn
existing single-family dwelling is located on LotwRd is planned for demolition.

Variance Section 3-4.2 (f) of the Subdivision Regulatioregtes the lot frontage shall be greater than 25epé¢@f
the average lot depth. The applicant is requestingriance to this section of the regulationdrggathe irregular lot
configuration of the original lot makes it impodsilto comply with this requirement.

Lot Comparability Section 3-5.1 of the Subdivision Regulations stétat new lots in areas that are predominantly
developed are to be generally in keeping with tiidrbntage and lot size of the existing surrougduts.

Lot comparability analysis was performed and yidltle following information:

Lot Comparability Analysis

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

9™ Avenue 7,543 52

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

. Lot 1: 9,713 sq. ft. with 60.9 ft. of frontage
. Lot 2: 10,025 sq. ft. with 60.9 ft. of frontage

Each of the proposed lots meets the minimum reoére for lot size and frontage.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No exception taken.
STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approved.
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION Staff recommends approval of the final plat to tz@eo lots, including a
variance for the lot depth to width ratio.

Ms. Nedra Jones presented and stated that stafégsnmending approval, including a variance to ise@-4.2(f)
of the Metro Subdivision Regulations for the loptteto width ratio.

Ms. Melvina Golden-Collier, 811 Halcyon, spoke abguestions she had about the proposed development.
Mr. Kelvin Pennington spoke in favor of the propdskevelopment.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to approve Final F0a83-
075U-10, including a variance to Section 3-4.2{the Metro Subdivision Regulations for the lot ttefp width

ratio. (6-0)
Resolution No. RS2008-73

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2008S-075U-10 APPROVED, including a
variance to Section 3-4.2(f) of the Subdivision Regations for the lot depth to width ratio. (6-0)”

XI. PUBLIC HEARING:
REVISIONS AND FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLANS

19. 96-72-U-06
Bellevue Plaza Shopping Center: McDonald’s
Map 142-00, Parcel 020
Subare&
Council District 22 — Eric Crafton

A request to revise the preliminary plan and foafisite plan approval for a portion of a Plannetit Development
located at 7100 Highway 70 South, at the northwester of Highway 70 South and Old Hickory Boulel/&d.84
acres), zoned SCC, to permit a 4,052 square fstaweant, replacing a 3,433 square foot restauraaested by
BA Engineering, applicant, for McDonald's Corpooati owner.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - Revise Preliminary & PUD Final Site Plan

A request to revise the preliminary plan and fogfisite plan approval for a portion a Planned Datelopment
located at 7100 Highway 70 South, at the northwester of Highway 70 South and Old Hickory Boulel/&0.84
acres), zoned Shopping Center Community (SCC)etmip a 4,052 square foot restaurant, replacingtd3square
foot restaurant.

PLAN DETAILS There is currently a 3,433 square foot drive-tistaurant on this site with the shorter side of the
building oriented towards Highway 70S. This plaogoses a new drive-thru restaurant that will shié footprint

of the building so that the shorter side is oridrittavards Old Hickory Boulevard. It also increatessquare

footage of the building from 3,433 square feet,@b2 square feet.

Urban Forester RecommendatioThe Urban Forester has requested that the applicaserve and incorporate
existing trees into the site plan. The applicat élected not to revise the plans to incorpotaexkisting trees.
There are two large and healthy trees currentlshersite. The first is an approximately 30 DBHafdeter at breast
height) Cottonwood, which the Urban Forester dégsrias being in surprisingly good health. The Wibarester
has said that Cottonwoods are not known to dedl mibt disturbance very well and to see one doingall is
encouraging. The second tree is an approximateyBH weeping mulberry that is also in very goodltte

Intent of PUDs The existing layout of this site incorporates dipatarly exceptional tree. Planned Unit

Developments provide for flexibility in design. @&oning Ordinance states that “[ijn return, thelPdlistrict
provisions require a high standard for the protectind preservation of environmentally sensitiviela well-
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planned living, working and shopping environmeats] an assurance of adequate and timely provigieasential
utilities and streets.” Staff has determined thatdestruction of the tree would not be consisiétit the
requirement for “the protection and preservatioemfironmentally sensitive lands,” or the requiretfer “well-
planned living, working and shopping environment$tie presence of this tree is an essential elememeating a
pleasant, well-planned shopping environment. Abaeshowing that the property cannot reasonablydweloped
without removal of the tree, staff recommends @ommission that preservation of the tree shoelthtluded as
a condition of approval for any revision of the PUD

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION  All Public Works' design standards shall be mebipid any final
approvals and permit issuance. Final design apdawements may vary based on field conditions.

Submit plan for solid waste disposal and recyctintiection.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION

1.

2.

The construction entrance/exit requirements haea lopdated in the 2006 Metro Stormwater Regulations
Volume 1, Section 6.10.7. The minimum length is rid® feet in length.
A note shown on several sheets of the plans calier§ DEC General Construction Stormwater Permit
NOI submission to TDEC. Add or substitute MWS’s dldto. 2 from MSMM Volume 1, Appendix A,
page 8.
MWS requires a certification letter from Conteclr&twater Solutions, Inc. on the Stormfilter design.
Contech is aware of the certification requirem@&hie letter is to state the information providecCantech:
Total Drainage Area, Percent Impervious, Averagmflcoefficient, Water Quality Volume, and Total
Detention Volume for 100 year event.
Show the detention access manholes for the UndengrDetention System on the plans.
The sanitary sewer and water lines are not showth@final Grading Plan. The sanitary sewer linesmm
on Sheet C-5 appear to interfere with the propakscharge pipe to the storm sewer. Show the egistin
pipe elevations and the proposed discharge st@watbns. Metro Water Services does not supply wate
and sanitary sewer to the portion of the countyt@ioing the proposed development. The local utifity
Harpeth Valley Utility District. Their phone humbisr615.352.7076.
Five versions of BMP TCP-24 are shown on Detailebl$b-5. If different arrangements of the BMP are
to be used, show the Inlet Protection version tasezl on Sheet C-4A. Note: Straw Bales as a tempora
BMP are no longer acceptable.
Provide easement widths and locations for Metr@ssto the stormwater structures in the Long Term
Maintenance Plan on the plan drawings. The Longndaintenance Plan should contain, at a minimum,
the following items:

a. Description and locations of stormwater system comepts to be inspected, prepared by the

engineer.

b. Schedule of inspections and the techniques usedpect and maintain the stormwater system
BMPs.

c. Where and how the trash, sediment and other potlut@moved from the stormwater system will
be disposed.

d. Schematics of BMPs located on the site.

e. Person(s) and phone number(s) of who will be resiptafor inspection and maintenance.

f.  Provisions for permanent access and maintenanemeass.

g. Completed and notarizegbng Term Operations Inspections and Maintenance Agreement.
The stormwater easements will require a complégrdement for Dedication of Easement. A file of the
blank document is attached to this document’s erAdtiér the Long Term Maintenance Plan and thisnfor
are completed, charges to the Davidson County Regi§ Deeds will be assessed prior to final grgdin
plan approval.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval.

CONDITIONS (if approved)

1.

2.

Revise the plan to incorporate the existing trees.

Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatié®UD final site plan approval of this proposahiibe
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forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortamislanagement division of Water Services.

3. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmatiéPUD final site plan approval of this proposaakie
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Traffiigineering Sections of the Metro Department of
Public Works for all improvements within public higg of way.

4. This approval does not include any signs. Sigrmdanned unit developments must be approved by the
Metro Department of Codes Administration exceppecific instances when the Metro Council direlots t
Metro Planning Commission to review such signs.

5. The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal’s Officeemergency vehicle access and adequate water
supply for fire protection must be met prior to tkguance of any building permits.

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

7. The PUD final site plan as approved by the Plan@ogimission will be used by the Department of Codes

Administration to determine compliance, both in igguance of permits for construction and field
inspection. Significant deviation from these plamsy require reapproval by the Planning Commission
and/or Metro Council.

8. A corrected copy of the PUD final site plan incagdong the conditions of approval by the Planning
Commission shall be provided to the Planning Depent prior to the issuance of any permit for this
property, and in any event no later than 120 dégs the date of conditional approval by the Plagni
Commission. Failure to submit a corrected coptheffinal PUD site plan within 120 days will voilet
Commission’s approval and require resubmissiomefgan to the Planning Commission.

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

Mr. Bernie Auld, BA Engineering, spoke in favortbe proposed development.

Ms. Jones acknowledged the issue of trying to reshibek existing building while preserving the olderes located
on the parcel. She suggested various solutiorts asi@ smaller building or reconfiguration of thilding site.

Ms. Logan offered that staff suggested making aftens to the plan to accommodate the existingtrieawever,
the applicant was concerned with the issue of gpperking spaces.

The construction manager for McDonalds explained s company has studied various building aliienatfor the
remodeling of this building. He spoke of the vasdssues inhibiting their final plan if the tregsre to be
preserved.

Ms. Cummings spoke in favor of modifying the builgiplans in order to preserve the trees on theeparc

Mr. Gotto questioned if there were additional treebe added to the parcel as a result of the dpwetnt; and if so,
how many trees would be required.

Ms. Logan stated the applicant would have to nteetree density requirement.
Mr. Stephen Kivett, Codes Department, stated tieaspplicant would have to meet the tree requirémieb4 units
per acre which is similar to any new developmeihé. further explained that if the existing trees ldoemain, they

would not have to meet any additional requirements.

Ms. Jones offered that she would only favor remgyhre existing tree from the parcel if the treeuiegment would
provide the necessary amount of trees that woulldmre the development.
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Ms. Nielson gquestioned where the newer trees welbcated on the parcel.
Mr. Kivett explained where the trees would be pthtiethe Commission.

Ms. Jones suggested that the Commission recomraegef ltrees be incorporated on the site and inrdaoce with
the tree replacement requirement.

A discussion ensued regarding the total numbereektas well as the caliber of the trees that woeld
recommended for the parcel if the existing treesswemoved.

Mr. Gotto moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motmmapprove with the condition that all trees iieegi by the
Zoning Code shall be a minimum of 4 inches in @lipnd shall be installed under the direction eflthiban
Forester; and that the weeping mulberry tree shalgial be preserved-Q)

Resolution No. RS2008-74

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comien that 96-72-U-06 isPPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS THAT ALL TREES REQUIRED TO BE INSTALLED TO COMPLY WITH THE ENTIRE
LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS OF THE ZONING CODE SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF 4 INCHES IN
CALIPER AND SHALL BE INSTALLED UNDER THE DIRECTION OF THE URBAN FORESTER AND
THAT THE WEEPING MYRTLE TREE IS TO BE PRESERVED. (6 -0)"

Xll.  PUBLIC HEARING:
MANDATORY REFERRAL

20. 2008M-049U-08
Alley #616
Map 092-11, Parcel 058
Subarea 8
Council District 19 — Erica Gilmore

A request to abandon a portion of Alley #616 fropmnuge Street to Jo Johnston Avenue between Cladotinue
and Pearl Street, requested by Spruce Street B@ptisch.
Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST -A request to abandon a portion of Alley Number &b6n Spruce Street to Jo Johnston
Avenue between Charlotte Avenue and Pearl Street.

DEPARTMENT AND AGENCY COMMENTS

Planning Alleys (service lanes) are an important structalament to the transportation network in this area
north Nashville. These facilities as well as ssebikeways, sidewalks and pedestrian ways diraftgct mobility
to and from the community and within it. Alley nuer®616 is vital to the efficient movement of goaasl people
in the area as it provides alternative access ethalces the need to use Charlotte Avenue. The Nashville
Community Plan envisions Mixed Housing and Mixec dsvelopment which would support “rear-loaded” or
“alley-loaded” type activities on the propertiesttmow have access to the alley.

Public Works Public Works is recommending disapproval of theyallosure indicating that the alley provides
access to the rear of parcels 58 and 59.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval of the request toddraa portion of Alley
Number 616.

Ms. Nedra Jones presented and stated that stafégsnmending disapproval.

Last printed 5/14/2008 2:17:00 PM 28



Mr. Tom McNiel, 6610 Hwy. 100, spoke in favor ofpapving the mandatory.
Ms. Nielson requested clarification on the recomdation of disapproval being made by staff.

Mr. Bernhardt stated that the properties that fmmCharlotte Avenue would eventually need allegeas and if the
alley were closed, all access and service to thpgrties would have to be done from the streets.

Ms. Cummings requested clarification on how theyaWas currently being used by the various tenactged in
this immediate area.

Ms. Nedra Jones explained the uses to the Commissio
Mr. Gotto questioned the various reasons for wkiih request was being made.

Ms. Nedra Jones explained that the reasons inclisdads of vagrancy, homelessness and illegaliiesivaking
place in the alley.

Ms. Cummings moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the mat@approve Mandatory 2008M-049U-08 as requesyed b
the applicant.

This motion failed.

Ms. Jones moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the matatisapprove Mandatory 2008M-049U-0@-2) No
Votes — Cummings, Gotto

Resolution No. RS2008-75

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisiisn that 2008M-049U-08 BISAPPROVED. (4-2)”

Xlll. OTHER BUSINESS

21. 2005UD-001U-10
Harding Town Center
Map 103-15, Parcels Various
Map 103-16, Parcels Various
Map 116-03, Parcels Various
Subarea 10
Council District 24 — Jason Holleman

A request to add two positions to the Harding Ta@amter Urban Design Overlay Advisory Committeengimg
the total number of members to nine, requesteddun€ilmember Holleman.
Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to add two positions to the HardingymdCenter Urban Design Overlay
(UDO) Advisory Committee, bringing the total numlzérmembers to nine, requested by Councilmember
Holleman.

REQUEST DETAILS The Harding Town Center UDO Advisory Committee wesated for three purposes. The
first is to monitor the success of the UDO guidediiin carrying out the purpose and intent of theOUistrict.
Where the Committee finds the guidelines to befantifve or insufficient, they are to make recomnegiahs for
amendment of the guidelines. The second is to motiie Planning Department’s administration ofgh@lelines
and provide feedback where the guidelines are vagtlge applicability is not clear. The third iséncourage
applicants for construction projects to upgradér thieposals in order to carry out the purposeiateht of the

UDO guidelines at a higher level than the regulatomimum standards.
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Currently, there are seven positions on the CoremitfThe positions are evenly distributed amongegdanterests
within the UDO and the immediately surrounding ar8arrounding neighborhood associations occumethr
positions, business/property owners occupy threéipos, and St. Thomas Hospital occupies oneipasitin order
to maintain this even distribution of representatithe two new positions will be split between Ipesis interests
and neighborhood associations.

The addition of two members to the Committee wilh the membership to nine, allowing for an oddhber of
voting members. Staff considers nine members thvd@pper limit for a manageable advisory comreitte

This request to add additional members to the Cdtaeenivas made in order to incorporate the prevjousl
unrepresented Woodlawn Area Neighborhood Associationg with an additional business interest withie
UDO or immediately surrounding area. The boundasfethis Woodlawn Area Neighborhood Associatiociude
a portion of the UDO area, making this associasiorappropriate addition to the committee. Addgilcstetails of
the make up of the Committee are attached to émisrt.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the request to addovgitions to the Harding
Town Center UDO Advisory Committee.

Harding Town Center UDO Design Review Advisory Comritee
Recommended Language(Amendments underlined)

Recognizing that interpretation of the intent o$ide guidelines of various Urban Design Overlayrdits (UDO)
from time to time requires the exercise of judgmnianhe approval of final construction plans and
recognizing that feedback from affected commurgfyresentatives may provide valuable insight in the
exercise of that judgment, the Planning Commiskieneby establishes an advisory committee for the
Harding Town Center Urban Design Overlay district.

a. The design review committee shall consist o ril) members, who shall be:

i. Four (4)Harding Town Center UDO retail, office, and/or coercial property/business representatives

ii. A St. Thomas Hospital representative

iii. Kenner Avenue Neighborhood Association Presidelntesignee

iv. Historic Woodlawn West Neighborhood Associationditent or designee

v. A president or their designee from a neighboringdmminium development including, but not limited to
Windsor Tower, Royal Oaks, Wellington Arms, or LsoHead Condominium Associations.

vi. Woodlawn Area Neighborhood Association represeveati

At least five (5)of the committee members shall represent properbusinesses owners or their associated
designee within the Harding Town Center UDO.

b. The design review committee shall be approvecebglution of the Planning Commission. The
Metropolitan Council member(s) who represents thedithg Town Center UDO shall be provided the
opportunity to recommend representatives for sergit the design review committee and to recommend
institutional, business, and specific neighborhooghnization or association representatives iretlent
those organizations do not furnish nominations liméed number of designees from multiple
organizations is required. Upon its approval ey Btanning Commission, the committee may elect
officers and establish any rules determined necgssaa majority of its members. The Planning
Department shall provide staff as necessary tetths& committee in performing its functions.

C. The committee shall convene by whatever meashseins appropriate within ten (10) working days of
being notified by the Planning Department that jpliaation is pending or has been received or the
Planning Department shall consider that the conemittas no comments or recommendations for
consideration. A recommendation of the designewwiommittee shall reflect a majority vote of the
members of the committee. In the event that ameeendation of the committee differs from the Plagni
Department’s determination of compliance with tHe@guidelines, the matter shall be referred to the
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Planning Commission for a final determination.

Name Phone/Email

Harding Town Center UDO retail, office, and/or coeraial property representative

Harding Town Center UDO retail, office, and/or coemaial property representative

Harding Town Center UDO retail, office, and/or coemaial property representative

Harding Town Center UDO retail, office, and/or coemaial property representative

St. Thomas Hospital representative

Kenner Avenue Neighborhood Association Presidemntesignee

Historic Woodlawn West Neighborhood Associationditent or designee

Neighboring Condominium Association President wigieee

Woodlawn Area Neighborhood Association represevgati

Approved, (8-0)onsent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2008-76

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisien that 2005UD-001U-10 BPPROVED. (8-0)"

22. Request to adopt a Planning Commission policyaétministrative approval of Motor Vehicle Business
Establishment applications.

Mr. Kleinfelter presented the proposed policytte Commission.
Mr. Gotto requested clarification on the legalifyttee proposed policy.

Mr. Morrissey offered that the proposed policy wbbk legal as it would be providing guidelinestfoe
Commission to follow in order to adhere to the retate law regarding these applications

Mr. Gotto requested clarification as to how SP mgnvould be implemented for those applications thétnot
meet the requested criteria of the Commission.

Mr. Kleinfelter offered that the Commission coulther approve or disapprove the applications basedhether

the applicant had met all of the criteria set i@ tiew policy. He further explained that SP zordagld be
considered as an alternate form of zoning for ttagg®icants who did not meet all of the criteria.
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Mr. Gotto requested that staff include disposifigiormation when reporting incidents or violatidios these
applications.

Ms. Cummings agreed with the proposed policy asnsttibd by staff.

Mr. Clifton moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the maotiwhich passed unanimously, to approve the Planning
Commission policy for administrative approval of tdoVehicle Business Establishment applicatiof&0)

Resolution No. RS2008-77

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisien that the Request to Adopt a Planning Commissio
Policy for Administraive Approval of Motor VehicBBusiness Establishment ApplicationsABPROVED. (8-0)”

23. Motor Vehicle Business Establishment applicationZ632 Nolensville Pike, Marco Juarez, owner.
(Proposal No. 2008Z2-033U-11)

Mr. Kleinfelter presented information in accordancéhe adopted policy for this application.
Ms. Jones expressed various concerns with the mheltlad will be used to determine whether or notapglicant
would be able to show cause for their applicatibnparticular, she mentioned the fact that the gabvided by

staff would reflect violations for both the owndrtbe property and the tenant, as well as any pres/ienants.

Mr. Bernhardt offered that the Commission has thtearity to use either the records for the ownethertenant
when trying to make their determination.

Mr. Gotto offered additional ways in which the Corasion could use the data provided on the owners, t
determine the type of control they have on theiatgs.

Mr. Bernhardt offered information on the directiwat Metro Council has provided the Commission reigg use
car facilities throughout the City.

Mr. McLean requested that staff formulate the infation into a matrix which would better display thelations
for each the owner and the tenant.

Mr. Gotto reminded the Commission of the alterrativethod of SP zoning that the applicant couldymuikthe
application were denied.

Mr. Morrissey advised that it would be appropriatdear from the applicant since the state lawesfees that the
applicant should show cause for their application.

Ms. Susan Brandt, Stanton & Associates, spokevorfaf approving the requested application.

Mr. Marco Juarez spoke in favor of approving thguessted application. He explained that he ownsldwations
and due to the workload, it was necessary to fitghant to run the second property. He statdubldehis license
for his used car business.

Ms. Brandt offered additional information regardig. Juarez’ case.

Ms. Cummings requested clarification on whether Miarez had any violations on his property.
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Mr. Kleinfelter provided this information to the @mnission, as well as additional information on &eotproperty
that was owned by Mr. Juarez since 1999.

The applicant, who resides at 5001 Crosby Laneesdeéd the Commission and spoke in favor of thacgijan.
He briefly explained the reasons for the violatiahéis previous business address to the Commission

Mr. McLean reiterated the need for staff to provédenatrix outlining the information needed for tbemmission to
make an informed decision on these applications.

After a brief discussion, it was determined by @@mmmission to possibly defer this application sat #taff could
provide the information that was necessary for themake an informed decision.

Mr. Gotto moved and Ms. Cummings seconded the mpt@defer Motor Vehicle Business Establishment
application for 2632 Nolensville Pike to April 22008, and that the item be heard first on the age(®1) No
Vote — Jones

Resolution No. RS2008-78

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008Z-033U-11 BEFERRED TO THE
APRIL 24, 2008, Planning Commission Meeting, and Wibe placed first on the agenda. (6-0)”

24, Select a member of the Planning Commission toesernva task force to consider provisions regulating
electronic signs. This task force is organizedCoyincilmember Tygard to deal comprehensively with
electronic and LED sign issues.

Mr. Ponder was appointed as the Planning Commissipresentative by the Chairman.

Resolution No. RS2008-79

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiien thatPhil Ponder shall be the Planning
Commission representative. (8-0)"

25. Amend employee contract for Brandon Burnette.
Approved, (8-0)onsent Agenda
26. Executive Director Reports

27. Legislative Update

XIV. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 8:35 p.m.

Chairman

Secretary
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L The Planning Department does not discriminate erbtisis of age, race, sex, color, national origiligion
or disability in access to, or operation of itsgnams, services, activities or in its hiring or éoayment practices.
ADA inquiries should be forwarded to: Josie L. Bass, Planning Department ADA Compliancer@inator, 800
Second Avenue South’®2Floor, Nashville, TN 37201, (615)862-715Gtle VI inquiries should be forwarded
to: Michelle Lane, Metro Title VI Coordinator, 222 THiAvenue North, Suite 200, Nashville, TN 37201,
(615)862-6170Contact Department of Human Resources for akmployment related inquiriesat (615)862-
6640.
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