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
5/8/2008
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4:00 PM
Metro Southeast at Genesco Park
1417 Murfreesboro Road

Staff Present:

PLANNING COMMISSION: Rick Bernhardt, Executive Director

James McLean, Chairman
Phil Ponder, Vice Chairman

Victor Tyler David Kleinfelter, Planning Mgr. Il

Ted Morrissey, Legal Counsel

Tonya Jones |

Stewart Clifton Jason Swaggart, Planner |
Bob Leeman, Planner Il

Councilmember Jim Gotto . . .
X . Trish Brooks, Admin. Svcs Officer 3
Andrée LeQuire, representing Mayor Karl Dean Carrie Logan, Planner |

Ann Hammond, Asst. Executive Director

Craig Owensby, Communications Officer

Brenda Bernards, Planner Il
Nedra Jones, Planner Il

Brian Sexton, Planner |

Joni Priest, Planner Il

Jonathan Honeycutt, Public Works
Steve Mishu. Metro Wat

Commission Members Absent:
Judy Cummings
Derrick Dalton

l. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 4:08 p.m.

Il ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Ms. Hammond announced that Item #11, was reviseea as follows: Revision to Item 19, February 27, 2003,
and Item 18, May 11, 2006, Metropolitan Planningr@dssion Minutes as related to Swiss Ridge ApartsmBD
Phase 2, Case No. 53-84-U-12".

Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to adopt the agendmeasded.
(6-0)

I, APPROVAL OF APRIL 24, 2008 MINUTES
Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to approve the April208,
minutes as presente@6-0)
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V. RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS

Councilmember Toler stated he would address thertission once his item was presented for discussion.

Councilmember McGuire addressed the Commissioniemn #5, 2008S-088A-10, Hillmont Subdivision. Héeslly
explained the issues associated with the propogalation to the requested setback by the applica the
setback being recommended by staff. He statedhtititer setback was consistent with surroundinggsiin this
area.

Mr. Clifton arrived at 4:10 p.m.

Mr. McLean announced the new Planning Departmerdtivig Information Telephone number of 880-1006. He
briefly explained the messages that this numbeildvprovide area residents in relation to meeting aigendas.

Mr. Gotto expressed issues with the recorded messhgt would be shared with the general publieliation to
the meeting day agendas. He stated that the iat@avmthat is placed on this recording should leaichnd concise,
and not offer additional confusion.

Ms. Hammond offered that staff consistently remitiaspublic, that any items listed on the Consegera, the
Deferred and Withdrawn Item Agenda, or the Meetiffgrmation Line are only recommendations, andluhg
Commission officially adopts the respective agendams may be removed and heard by the Commission.

V. PUBLIC HEARING: ITEMS REQUESTED TO BE DEFER RED OR
WITHDRAWN

There are no items to be deferred or withdrawn.

VI. PUBLIC HEARING: CONSENT AGENDA

PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS AND ITEMS ON PUBLIC HEARI NG

2. 2008P-004U-05 A request to revise the prelimimdan and for final approval for a Planned Unit
Development located at 201 North 8th Street anddegrStreet (unnumbered), at the
southwest and northeast corner of Ramsey Strediartti 8th Street, zoned RM20, to permit
90 multi-family dwelling units where 104 units preusly existed.

-Approve w/conditions, including that the projectibe LEED Certified under the LEED
Certification standards in effect as of the datéhif approval. Prior to issuance of building
permits, security in the amount of $100,000 shalptovided to ensure compliance with
LEED certification requirements.

FINAL PLANS
3. 2008S-078U-05 Sharpe Avenue Divide - A requesstifial plat approval to - Approve w/conditions
create 2 lots on property located at 1011 Nortl Btteet, at  including a variance to
the southeast corner of North 14th Street and $havenue  radial lot lines and an
(0.58 acres), zoned R6 exception to lot
comparability standards for
frontage on Lot 1, and to
disapprove the sidewalk
variance.

4, 2008S-082A-06 A request for a setbhack amendate228 Camelot Drive, to  -Approve
reduce the front setback from 40 feet to 35 femted RS 15.

OTHER BUSINESS
9. New employee contract for Rebecca Ratz. -Approve

10. Correction to the April 10, 2008, meeting masut -Approve
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12. Resolution to authorize the expenditure ofa$30,000 in conjunction with MDHA -Approve
to develop a redevelopment plan for the East Bartka basis for the
implementation of the new Downtown Zoning Code.

Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to approve the Consgahda
as presented.7{0)

VIl. PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS
URBAN DESIGN OVERLAYS

1. 2008UD-001U-05
Dickerson Pike Sign UDO
Map: 071-03, 071-07, 071-1D71-14, 071-15
Parcels: Various
Subarea 5
Council District 5 — Pam Murray

A request to apply an Urban Design Overlay distoctarious properties located along Dickerson Pigiveen 1st
Street and Trinity Lane (153.85 acres), zoned GBGIn to regulate all signs for properties alongkairson Pike,
requested by Councilmember Pam Murray.

Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - Preliminary UDO

A request to apply an Urban Design Overlay distoctarious properties located along Dickerson Pigiveen 1st
Street and Trinity Lane (153.85 acres), zoned CoraigeService (CS) and Commercial Limited (CL) régulate
all signs for properties along Dickerson Pike.

BACKGROUND Councilmember Pam Murray has been working withrimss and property owners along those
portions of Dickerson Pike located within her digtto attempt to develop strategies and planstthetvitalize that
street. As part of that effort, Councilmember Myrasked the Planning Department to develop arayvtrat
would provide higher standards for sighage alomk&ison Pike. The Dickerson Pike Sign UDO is id&hto
provide those standards.

The purpose of the UDO is to enhance the DickePska streetscape by, among other things, discougagutter
from inappropriate signs. The UDO standards eragrisignage that is appropriate in scale and désign
pedestrians, motorists, cyclists and for the bod@) it identifies. The UDO allows for creativiepgioaches to
signage to ensure that signage is designed fquutmose of identifying a destination in a uniqud &mctional
manner.

The UDO includes every parcel of land that abuth Isades of Dickerson Pike from Interstate 24 tmily Lane,
and every parcel on the west side of Dickerson Rd Trinity Lane to Rock Street.

The property south of Douglas Avenue within thegmsed UDO is also located within the MDHA Skyline
Redevelopment District, which was approved on théading by the Metro Council on April 15, 2008.

EAST NASHVILLE COMMUNITY PLAN The proposed Dickerson Pike UDO is located withinide variety
of land use policy areas of the East Nashville Comity Plan, including Neighborhood Urban, Neightmot
General, and Community Center. The land uses stgapor those areas include mixed housing, mixed affiees,
and commercial retail. A portion of the proposddQis located within Special Policy #1, which iseénded to
guide land use decisions until more detailed plageifforts can be completed. Among other thingectl Policy
#1 states that the only requests for rezoningshatild be approved are those that achieve a hagldatd of urban
design.

Existing Zoning - All property affected by this Ordinance is currgrtbned CS or CL.
CS District - Commercial Services intended for retail, consumer service, finaheestaurant, office, self-storage,
light manufacturing and small warehouse uses.
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CL District - Commercial Limiteds intended for retail, consumer service, finahewstaurant, and office uses.

PLAN DETAILS The UDO includes standards to address severalssguwtuding prohibited signs, sign lighting,
design and materials, and signs for multi-tenaiitimgs. A copy of the UDO will be delivered toeth
Commissioners with this staff report, and it hasrbposted to the Planning Department website at
www.nashville.gov/mpc.

Non-conforming signs must be brought into confoymitth these standards if a permit is requireditera
reconstruct, replace or relocate the sign. |fa 8 damaged, then the property owner can rejpaisign without
complying with these standards.

The UDO does not replace, but supplements the atdrgign provisions of Chapter 17.32 of the Metow & If
there is a conflict between the UDO standards hadign provisions of the Zoning Code, then reaueesign
permit must comply with the UDO provisions.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the Dickerson Pilggn &IDO.

Councilmember Murray explained that she deferrézithiban Design Overlay to the Council July Publigaring,
due to the fact that the Planning Commission didnmake a recommendation at its meeting of AprilZ208. She
announced that she would be holding a communitytimgeegarding this UDO on May 29, 2008, at 7:0 pat
914 Meridian Street.

She briefly explained various issues that busioesters had regarding the overlay and that contimlistlissions
were needed to further address these concernsspg®ke in favor of the overall intentions of theeday and the
improvements it will have on this area.

Mr. Clifton acknowledged the requested deferral stiaded that the meeting that Councilmember Muiyhold
on May 29, may offer additional information for tB®mmission to consider regarding the requestedaye

Mr. Gotto acknowledged the work Councilmember Myrcampleted on the Skyline Redevelopment proposal
recently passed in Council. He too agreed thaatititional community meeting could offer furtheiggestions on
the overlay and that he would assist Councilmenvharay in conveying this information to the Comniiss

Ms. LeQuire offered additional study suggestionsheoverlay to Councilmember Murray.

Mr. Gotto moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the motiwhich passed unanimously, to defer Urban Desigeri@y
2008UD-001U-05 to June 12, 2008, in order to alémlditional time for continued discussions on thertay.(7-0)

In an attempt to further communicate this overtahér community members, Councilmember Murray retpee
that staff re-present this item to the Commission.

Mr. Kleinfelter presented and stated that stafeisommending approval.

Mr. Bernhardt stated that the UDO would not requinenediate sign changes for current business ovaratghat it
was developed to set guidelines for any futureaggrthat will be located along this corridor.

Resolution No. RS2008-103

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiizn that 2008UD-001U-05 BEFERRED TO THE
JUNE 12, 2008, Planning Commission Meeting. (7-0)"
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VIII. PUBLIC HEARING: PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS ON PUBLIC HEARING
REVISIONS AND FINAL DEVELOPMENT PLANS

2. 2008P-004U-05
East River Apartments
Map: 082-12  Parcels: 013, 020
Subareab
Council District 6 — Mike Jameson

A request to revise the preliminary plan and foefiapproval for a Planned Unit Development locate2l01 North
8th Street and Ramsey Street (unnumbered), abtiibwest and northeast corner of Ramsey Streelarith 8th
Street (5.63 acres), zoned RM20, to permit 90 rfaltiily dwelling units where 104 units previouslisted,
requested by Barge Cauthen & Associates, applit@nEast River Holdings L.P., owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - Revise Preliminary & PUD Final Site Plan

A request to revise the preliminary plan and foafiapproval for a Planned Unit Development locatied

201 North 8th Street and Ramsey Street (unnumbezethe southwest and northeast corner of Ramisegt&nd
North 8th Street (5.63 acres), zoned Multi-FamigsRlential (RM20), to permit 90 multi-family dwellj units
where 104 units previously existed.

ZONING
RM20 District - RM20is intended for single-family, duplex, and mubirfily dwellings at a density of 20 dwelling
units per acre.

PLAN DETAILS This request is for property within an old Metrdpaoh Development and Housing Agency
(MDHA) Planned Unit Development. There is no PUBpon file, but it was approved by Metro Counnilli974
(O73-650) and consisted of 104 apartment unit$.urits are currently vacant. Since there is nistang file for
the previous PUD a new PUD number is being assitméae development.

Site Plan The plan calls for 90 apartments to be locatedimsix individual buildings. All buildings wilbe three
stories in height. Three buildings, with 12 urgtsch, will front on Ramsey Street. The remainhrgé buildings,
with 18 units each, will front on NortH"SStreet.

Buildings will have primary frontage along publiceets with pedestrian access being provided aRargsey and
North 8". Parking is located behind the units, and is ss®ee from public streets.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION The developer’s construction drawings shall conwth the design
regulations established by the Department of Pilicks. Final design may vary based on field ctons.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approve with the following conditions:

1. The Stormwater BMP Operation and Maintenance Agesgetis required to be recorded prior to final plan
approval. The O & M Agreement is comprised of ¢hebeements: (1) The Inspection and Maintenance
Agreement signed by the developer or owner, (2).tre Term Maintenance Plan and, (3) a drawing of
easements on a plat or a system location map poM\IS locate the BMPs as needed. Please refer to
Appendix C of the Stormwater Management Manual Y@ for further instructions.

2. Drainage easements will be required to be recoreldtgr by plat or by separate instrument, fortthe water
quality units. If this property will not be plattehrough the Metropolitan Planning Commissionntiieu must
submit a completed Dedication of Easement Forme grading plan cannot be approved until the easeimen
reviewed and approved by Ron Sweeny’s office.

3. Upon final review of the O & M Agreement and Dedica of Easement documents, the total cost to tecor

both documents will be determined and you will béfied of the total amount required to be subnditter

recording.

Please submit the Grading Permit Fee of $1,025 magable to Metro Water Services.

Please provide the owner’s email and/or fax number.

Provide a copy of the NOC and sign and date the NIOt@ and provide the permit number.

o gk
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The minimum length of a construction exit is 106tfePlease revise the detalil.

Change note 3 on sheet C4 to state that stabdizatiethods will be applied within 14 days of figaading.

Please show the size of the pipes that both syspeop®se to tie into. Indicate if the existingrstesystem

carries storm only or if it is a combination stoamd sanitary sewer line. If it is a CSO line, pke@rovide

written approval from Metro Water and Sewer.

10. Please provide a drainage area map showing existinditions and flow patterns and the outfall p@nhbeing
analyzed.

11. Please provide a drainage area map showing proposeiitions and flow patterns and the outfall p@nt
being analyzed.

12. Please provide pre- and post-developed peak fltes far the 2-year, 5-year, 10-year, 25-year, 5x-yand
100-year storm events using the SCS Method. Iseei peak flow rates are not allowed, espedialtiie
CSO.

13. No credit is given towards stormwater quantitytfoe use of porous concrete. Please re-evaluate the

stormwater quantity analysis (see items 10-12).

© o~

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval with conditions.

CONDITIONS

1. There shall be no pole signs allowed, and all taeding signs shall be monument type not to exfieed
feet in height. Changeable LED, video signs orilsinsigns allowing automatic changeable
messages shall be prohibited. All other signsl sheét the base zoning requirements, and must be
approved by the Metro Department of Codes Admiatitn.

2. A revised plan addressing all Stormwater commaesttsd above must be submitted to the Stormwater
Division for approval.

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

4, If the PUD final site plan or final plat indicattsat there is less acreage than what is showneon th
approved preliminary plan, the final site plan sbalappropriately adjusted to show the actual tota
acreage, which may require that the total numbemadlling units or total floor area be reduced.

5. Prior to any additional development applicationstfis property, and in no event later than 120sdzfyer
the date of conditional approval by the Planningn@ossion, the applicant shall provide the Planning
Department with a corrected copy of the prelimin@tyD plan. Failure to submit a corrected copyhef t
preliminary PUD within 120 days will void the Conssion’s approval and require resubmission of the
plan to the Planning Commission.

Approved with conditions, including the project Bitee LEED Certified under the LEED Certificatiotaadards in
effect as of the date of this approval. Prior su@nce of building permits, security in the amafr£100,000 shall
be provided to ensure compliance with LEED cerdiiien requirementg7-0) Consent Agenda

Resolution No. RS2008-104

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008P-004U-05 A°PPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS, including that the project shall be LEED Certified under the LEED Certification standards
in effect as of the date of this approval. Prior tassuance of building permits, security in the amout of
$100,000 shall be provided to ensure compliance Wit EED certification requirements. (7-0)

Conditions of Approval:

1. There shall be no pole signs allowed, and all $taeding signs shall be monument type not to extieed
feet in height. Changeable LED, video signs oiilsinsigns allowing automatic changeable
messages shall be prohibited. All other signsl sheét the base zoning requirements, and must be
approved by the Metro Department of Codes Admiatgin.
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2. A revised plan addressing all Stormwater commaesiisd above must be submitted to the Stormwater
Division for approval.

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

4. If the PUD final site plan or final plat indicatésat there is less acreage than what is showneon th
approved preliminary plan, the final site plan sbalappropriately adjusted to show the actual tota
acreage, which may require that the total numbemadiling units or total floor area be reduced.

5. Prior to any additional development applicationstfds property, and in no event later than 120sdzfyer
the date of conditional approval by the Planningn@ussion, the applicant shall provide the Planning
Department with a corrected copy of the prelimin@tyD plan. Failure to submit a corrected copyhef t
preliminary PUD within 120 days will void the Conmssion’s approval and require resubmission of the
plan to the Planning Commission.”

IX. PUBLIC HEARING:
FINAL PLANS

3. 2008S-078U-05
Sharpe Avenue Divide
Map: 083-01 Parcel:381
Subarea 5
Council District 6 — Mike Jameson

A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperty located at 1011 North 14th Streethatsbutheast
corner of North 14th Street and Sharpe Avenue (8c58s), zoned R6, requested by Daniel Fell, onbelfe Land
Surveying, surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions, inalding a variance to radial lot lines and an exceptin to
lot comparability standards for frontage on Lot 1.Disapprove the sidewalk variance.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat
A request for final plat approval to create 2 lotsproperty located at 1011 North 14th Streethatsbutheast
corner of North 14th Street and Sharpe Avenue (8c58s), zoned One and Two-Family Residential (R6).

ZONING
R6 District -R6requires a minimum 6,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and duplexes
at an overall density of 7.71 dwelling units pereaincluding 25% duplex lots.

PLAN DETAILS This final plat application seeks to subdivide paecel to create two lots. Each lot complies
with the minimum lot size requirements for R6 za@nihot 1 contains 8,693 square feet and Lot 2 cissif 18,162
square feet. An existing single-family dwellingaegated on Lot 2 and is planned to remain.

Sidewalk Variance Section 3-8.2b of the Subdivision Regulationsesta new sidewalk shall be constructed on
street(s) fronting the property wherever a pubiiewalk already exists on the same block face.agmicant is
requesting a variance to this section of the reguia stating that a substantial amount of gradinghe lot,
including raising a manhole, and water meter cradtardship. If the Planning Commission finds &dtaordinary
hardships or practical difficulties may result fretnict compliance with the Subdivision Regulatioayariance
from the regulations may be granted.

The Subdivision Regulations state that the creaifanew or additional development right requites
construction of a sidewalk where a lot fronts aljputreet. A sidewalk must be constructed on eitlot 1 or Lot

2. A constructability analysis was performed by Fhublic Works Department to assess the physicat@maraphic
conditions of the site for sidewalk constructioheTanalysis found that sidewalks can be constructethtch the
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Public Works Department standard drawing numbe8J.-As such, no particular hardship would be irediby
the applicant since there are no physical, topddcagr unique conditions on the site that preclodeapliance with
the sidewalk requirement.

Radial Lot Line Variance Section 3-4.2 (a) of the Metro Subdivision Regola states that residential lot lines
shall be at right angles to street lines (or radiaurving street lines) unless a variation frdms rule will give a
better street or lot plan.

As proposed, the creation of Lot 1 would resukinon-radial lot line on the northwest properteliretween Lot 1
and Lot 2 to accommodate the configuration of tistig driveway.

Lot Comparability Section 3-5.1 of the Metro Subdivision Reguladistates that new lots in areas that are
predominantly developed are to be generally in kegewith the lot frontage and lot size of the exigtsurrounding
lots.

Lot comparability analysis was performed and yidltle following information:

Lot Comparability Analysis

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

Sharpe Avenue 5,702 52

N. 14" Street 7,112 57

As proposed, the two lots have the following aread street frontages:
. Lot 1: 8,693 sq. ft. with 114.84 ft. of frontage Sharpe Avenue, and 55.00 ft. on Nort Btreet.
. Lot 2: 18,162 sq. ft. with 125.06 ft. of frontage

Lot 1 does not meet the minimum requirement fofriamtage on North 1% Street.

Lot Comparability Exception A lot comparability exception can be granted if ks do not meet the minimum
requirements of the lot comparability analysiss(isaller in lot frontage and/or size) if the newslatould be
consistent with the General Plan. The Planning Csion has discretion whether or not to grant a lot
comparability exception.

The proposed lots mesto of the qualifying criteria of the exception to kamparability:

. Where the proposed lot sizes are consistent witkattopted land use policy that applies to the ptgpe

. The proposed subdivision is within a one-quartde madius of any area designated as a “Mixed Use,”
“Office,” “Commercial,” or “Retail” land use policgategory.

The property has a land use policy designationaghborhood General which supports a variety afiesgial
development. The Mixed Use in Community Center lase policy is also located within a one-quartderaf this
site. The policy supports single-family and mu#ixfily residential, office, commercial retail and\sees, and
public benefit uses.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION

Sidewalk Construction Analysis Construct sidewalk to match the Department of RuMorks standard drawing
number ST-210. With sidewalk construction, begittgr along the existing edge of pavement, with a
minimum twenty (20 feet pavement width. Constricurb ramp with detectable warnings at the sstetion of
Sharpe Avenue and North 14th Street. Grade 3:irmam slope from the back of the proposed sidewalk.

The grass furnishing area may be reduced (2' mimjta accommodate sidewalk construction withinghblic
right of way.
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With the construction of curb & gutter for sidewalnstruction, route storm water to the existirgrst system
located at proposed lot 2. A drainage structurg bearequired.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION  Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the final plat to tedeo lots, but disapproval of
the requested sidewalk variance. Also, staff recenan approval of a variance to allow the requestdil lot line
and an exception to lot comparability. The non-ahltit line between Lot 1 and Lot 2 allows the érixay to remain
on Lot 2, with minimal changes the configuratiortiod existing lot. The lots also meet two of thaliying criteria
to grant an exception to lot comparability. Thegany is within the Neighborhood General policy avithin a
one-quarter mile radius of an area designated asdise.

The property is located within the Urban Servicéstiixt and in an area identified as a priority idlewalk
construction. Although sidewalks do not currenttiseon the eastern side of North™8treet or Sharpe Avenue,
sidewalks are prevalent in the area. As this neigindnd redevelops, new sidewalks will aid in filigaps in the
existing network and creating a cohesive pedestrarsportation system.

CONDITIONS
1. Prior to recordation, sidewalks shall be showntanfinal plat.
2. Final plat is to be recorded within 180 days frdms tmeeting date, unless deferred.

Approved w/conditions including a variance to radialines and an exception to lot comparabilitgredards for
frontage on Lot 1, and to disapprove the sidewalkance(7-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2008-105

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008S-078U-05 APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS, including a variance to radial lot lines and an exception to lot comparability standardsdr
frontage on Lot 1. Disapprove the sidewalk variancg(7-0)”

4. 2008S-082A-06
Harpeth Park, Lot 77, Setback Amendment
Map: 128-14 Parcel: 062
Subarea 6
Council District 22 — Eric Crafton

A request for a setback amendment at 228 Cameleé Oo reduce the front setback from 40 feet tde2, zoned
RS 15, requested by Danny and Janice Thomas, owners
Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request for a setback amendment at 228 Cameie¢ Do reduce the front setback
from 40 feet to 35 feet, zoned Single-Family Residé (RS15).

ZONING
RS15 District - RS1%equires a minimum 15,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a
density of 2.47 dwelling units per acre.

SUBDIVISION DETAILS The property is located within the Harpeth Parkdéuvibion. The applicant has
requested that the platted front setback be ameinoien40 feet to 35 feet in order to allow for thedition of a
porch. This request is consistent with the avefewg setback along Camelot Drive of 35 feet.

The request is also consistent with section 173[2@.(3) of the Metro Zoning Code. This sectioovides that the
minimum required street setbacks for Single-Famigidential districts be the average of the sgettacks of the
lots immediately adjacent on either side of theilothis case 35 feet, or the value provided ibl&d.7.12.030A, in
this case 30 feet, or whichever is greater.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exception Taken
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the front setback aimmemt.

Approved, (7-0)Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2008-106

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that 2008S-082A-06 APPROVED. (7-0)”

5. 2008S-088A-10
Hillmont Subdivision, Lot 22 Setback Amendment
Map:117-15  Parcel: 032
Subarea 10
Council District 25 — Sean McGuire

A request to amend the setback on Glen Echo Road 40 feet to 32 feet for property located at 162n Echo
Road (0.36 acres), at the northeast corner of &t Road and Hillmont Drive, zoned R10, requebteDale &
Associates, applicant, on behalf of Glen Echo Dewelent, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to amend the setback on Glen Echo Roau40 feet to 32 feet for property
located at 1622 Glen Echo Road (0.36 acres), aidhtbeast corner of Glen Echo Road and Hillmoriv&rzoned
One and Two-Family Residential (R10).

ZONING
R10 District - R10requires 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.

PLAN DETAILS The homes on both Glen Echo Road and Hillmont Drwighin the Hillmont Subdivision, are
located at a uniform setback consistent with thieask required by the recorded plat. The housesetrback 40
feet on the north side of Glen Echo Road and Hifibidrive and set back 50 feet on the south sidelef Echo
Road. Because the setback of the existing homamisistent, changing the setback on this lot wbeld
inconsistent with the character of the area.

-

HILLMONT DR

Existing building footprints

GREEN HILLS/MIDTOWN COMMUNITY PLAN

Residential Medium (RM) RM policy is intended tccammodate residential development within a densitge of
four to nine dwelling units per acre. A varietyhafusing types are appropriate. The most comnmestinclude
compact, single-family detached units, town-honaesl walk-up apartments.
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Special Policy Area 11
1. Development within this area should be limitedhe- and two family structures and townhouse stpgctures
that are on separate lots designed for individualeyship.

2. Any development within this area should creasestainable and walkable neighborhood. Buildirgal $orm an
appropriate street wall consistent with the widthhe street. This is critical for scale and toyide a clear
definition to the street. The streetscape elem@idewalks, street trees, street furnishings, stw)l fully support
the development form. The massing of buildingsist@hplement each other in quality of constructiol
materials, scale, height, massing, and rhythm ddlimgs solid to open void. Any redevelopment slaahieve
sensitive transition to surrounding development.

3. Development at RM intensities should be impletaémonly through Planned Unit Development (PUDWdpan
Design Overlay (UDO) zoning together with the agpiate based zoning.

Policy Application Special Policy 11 calls for creating a sustainavlé walkable neighborhood in this area, which
would be created by locating buildings close todtreet to create a “street wall.” This requestdsconsistent with
the policy, however, because it proposes to pellahildings up slightly, but not enough to creaie pedestrian
friendly conditions called for by the special pglicin addition, the fronts of the proposed dupleits are

dominated by garage entrances, which are inconsigith the pedestrian friendly development supgbity the
special policy.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exceptions Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approved

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  This request would change the setback on Glen Bdaal. The resulting
setback would be closer to the street then thaiegifomes and therefore, inconsistent with theattar of the
area. The requested setback would not achievputposes of Special Policy 11, and would be ingtast with
the redevelopment vision in the adopted Commurliy P Staff recommends disapproval of the requesabse it
is inconsistent with both the character of the améthe Special Policy Area 11.

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

Mr. Kevin Estes, 516 Heatherplace, spoke in fa¥dhe proposed development.

Councilmember McGuire spoke to the issue of a previdevelopment that was proposed for this arda tha
contained a ten foot setback with townhomes. Heedtthat the residents did not support the prdposa

Mr. Jim Singleton, 1627 Glen Echo Road, spoke iposjtion of the proposed development.
Mr. Roy Dale, 1657 Stokely Lane, spoke in favottaf proposed development.

Ms. LeQuire expressed concerns with the footprirthe proposal in that the driveway and garagescaated on
the front portion of the development. She suggkatealternative layout for the proposal.

Mr. Bernhardt stated that due to stormwater issihessuggested alternative plan may not be feasible

Mr. Mishu, Metro Stormwater, addressed the storrawedncerns associated with the proposal, as weliex
alternative plan as suggested by Ms. LeQuire.

Mr. Clifton suggested further study on perviousaces and their uses for future developments. hide t
acknowledged the issue of altering the streetsaafesetbacks already established for this areaegnasted that
staff provide additional guidance on the best mgghtbat could be used to transition this areaaniamlkable, and
sustainable community.

Mr. Bernhardt briefly explained the various coneegpiat were utilized while developing the commuipiign for the
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Greens Hills area to further explain the staffsommendation to the Commission.

Mr. Gotto requested clarification on whether thenaaunity plan for this area was supported by reggithvat
actually reside in this location.

Mr. Bernhardt stated that the area does contatalrproperty which may present various forms ohagis for the
redevelopment of this location.

Mr. Clifton recognized the need for increased dgrfsir certain areas of the city and the issues@ated with
implementing density. He briefly spoke of how tb@mmission should possibly proceed with these tygbes
requests.

Mr. Tyler requested clarification on the existirglsacks on the surrounding parcels located inattas.

Mr. Bernhardt explained this concept to the Comiuaiss

Mr. Gotto acknowledged the issues that were meatldyy the constituents that reside in this area.tdd spoke of
the established character of this location andttietequested setback by staff would not be caibipatHe further
stated that the proposed garage and parking losationtained in the development were also out afagdter for the

neighborhood.

Mr. Ponder moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motitnch passed unanimously, to disapprove 2008S-0BBA
(7-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-107
“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiisn that 2008S-088A-10 BISAPPROVED. (7-0)"

X. PUBLIC HEARING:
MANDATORY REFERRALS

6. 2008M-051G-12
Grace Point Lane
Map: 188 Parcel: 183
Subarea 12
Council District 31 — Parker Toler

Request for changing the name of a portion of Ga&rstRoad to Grace Point Lane, requested by WoogeRi
Development.
Staff Recommendation: Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST - A request to change the name of a portion of GarstRoad to Grace Point Lane from
Battle Road, approximately 375 feet east of théegadine of parcel 36 on tax map 188.

What arethe procedures for a street name change? Street names can only be changed by the Metom€lo
through the adoption of an ordinance. The PlanDiagartment is required to notify all property owsen the
street of the proposed name change, and to giigergs the opportunity to provide written commentsupport of
or in opposition to the proposed name change.

Why isthis being requested? This street renaming is being proposed to solves#ifiety issue of two separated streets
with the same name.

DEPARTMENT AND AGENCY COMMENTS
Planning Carothers Road is located with the Carothers Qngddrban Design Overlay (UDO). The UDO was
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approved by the Metro Council in 2007 and is a péghcommunity consisting of 599 acres. The sitélveil
developed with a total of 3,000 residential unitd 200,000 square feet of commercial space. Thelolement of
Carothers Crossing has divided two sections of tBare Road. To solve the safety issue of two sepdrstreets
with the same name, the applicant proposes thaedtia of Carothers Road off Battle Road be charigdgrace
Point Lane. Grace Point Lane will intersect Oa#ilfDrive, which will connect to the remaining sect of
Carothers Road. A new extension of Carothers Raldbevconstructed south of its existing locatibuf still
provide an east-west connection through the devebogp.

This matter is before the Planning Commission bgedlie property owners at 7107 Carothers Roadalidign the
application to rename the street.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the request to ch#imyaame of a portion of
Carothers Road to Grace Point Lane. The requeshisistent with the overall development plan trest been
approved for the Carothers Crossing UDO.

Ms. Nedra Jones presented and stated that staffasnmending approval.

Ms. Gloria Craig, 7107 Carothers Road, spoke irogjtjon to the proposed mandatory referral.

Mr. Mike Delvizis, 7355 Carothers Road, spoke iwvofiaof the proposed mandatory referral.

Councilmember Toler briefly explained that thisjprt had been underway for approximately two yaaud that he
was just made aware of the issue associated withgihg the name of Carothers Road.

Mr. Tyler requested clarification on the safetyiss associated with the changing of the street name

Ms. Nedra Jones explained that if the name webe tchanged, it would eliminate the possibilitywbtstreets with
the same name.

Mr. Bernhardt offered additional clarification dmetportions of Carothers Road that were being densd for
name change.

Mr. Clifton requested further clarification on ttexhnical reasons that would support this request.
Mr. Bernhardt explained this concept to the Comiuiss

Mr. Ponder expressed concerns with changing theeradrthe road due to the impact it would have @nekisting
property owners. He suggested alternative solstibat possibly the developers could utilize fa tkevelopment.

Ms. Jones too shared her thoughts which would uygpart the requested name change for Carothers. Road

Ms. LeQuire offered that the portion that contéims existing homeowners remain Carothers Roadlatdany
changes to the name of the road be implementedeonewer sections of the development.

Ms. Nedra Jones utilized her slides to further axpthe requested name changes to the existing toedted in
this area.

A discussion ensued regarding the actual routésatbige proposed for the development in relatioaxisting
streets, and platted lots that were already unolestouction.

Mr. Bernhardt explained that the design elementb®fproposal, as well as the issue of regulatimgfature traffic
through this development were a part of the requaesame change for Carothers Road.

Mr. Kleinfelter offered additional information ohe construction of new roads and the requiremdrfesiblic
Works when it comes to naming new roads if thejuide 90 degree turns.
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Mr. Gotto requested clarification on whether thegwsed new road that would be named Carothers Raadinder
construction.

Mr. Bernhardt stated it was not currently built.

Mr. Gotto spoke in opposition to approving the resfudue to the impact of changing postal addreseald have
on existing property owners.

Mr. Clifton agreed that the existing Carothers Rehduld remain as Carothers and any new developshenid be
given a new name.

Mr. Gotto moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the motiwhich passed unanimously, to disapprove Mandatory
Referral 2008M-051G-12(7-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-108

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsiisn that 2008M-051G-12 BISAPPROVED. (7-0)”

7. 2008M-060U-10
Abandon a portion of Alley #699
Map: 104-20 Parcels: 069
Subarea 10
Council District 21 — Edith Taylor Langster

A request to abandon a portion of Alley #699 rightvay from Acklen Park Drive to the dead end wetn Long
Blvd. and 1-440, requested by James P. Brooks Witls-Brooks Investments.
Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - Request to abandon a portion of Alley #699 rightvafy from Acklen Park Drive to
the dead end, between Long Blvd. and [-440.

DEPARTMENT AND AGENCY COMMENTS

Planning Alley 699 is located within the 3Avenue/Long Boulevard Urban Design Overlay. Thet31
Avenue/Long Boulevard area is located just off\tthest End Avenue Corridor at Interstate 440 in soett
Davidson County.

A stated objective of this UDO is to improve theviee lane network throughout the neighborhoodugtopaving
and appropriate lighting. Alley 699 is currentlyimproved, but it is vital to the future redevelagmh of this UDO
as it will promote the continuity of developmenatimay otherwise be implemented in a piecemealdash this
area.

Alleys (service lanes) are an important structatainent of the transportation network. These féedlias well as
streets, bikeways, sidewalks and pedestrian wagstti affect mobility. Alley number 699 is impontato the
efficient movement of traffic in the area as itlygitovide alternative access and reduce the neaddd.ong
Boulevard.

The alley is also located in the Green Hills-Midto®@ommunity Plan where Mixed Housing land use yakc
envisioned for this area. Mixed Housing policy getig supports “rear-loaded” or “alley-loaded” résntial type
activities.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval of the request toddraa portion of Alley
Number 699. If a site plan is submitted with aerative alignment for the alley that is consistgith the UDO
policy and meets the objectives of the UDO, thenrdguest to abandon the alley could be approved.
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Ms. Nedra Jones presented and stated that stafégsnmending disapproval.

Ms. Priest also presented information and statatdfaff is recommending disapproval of the request
Ms. Tami Mclnerney, 204 Burns Avenue, spoke in gijian to the requested mandatory referral.

Mr. James Brooks, 218 Kensington Park, spoke inrfafthe requested mandatory referral.

Mr. Ponder requested additional information ondRisting uses of the alley in question.

Ms. Priest explained the alley and its uses tadtbemission.

Mr. McLean offered additional information on theeasf the alley at this location.

Ms. LeQuire requested clarification on the stafésommendation for disapproving this request.

Ms. Jones acknowledged the request for abandonim@mntver, stated she was not sure if the requesd ¢
granted.

Mr. McLean offered that the alley would be necegsanrder assist with further implementation oé tirban
design overlay designed for this location.

Mr. Bernhardt further explained the recommendaktieimg made by staff in relation to any future depetents that
may be requested for this area.

Ms. LeQuire acknowledged and offered that the Cassimin should not recommend abandonment of the diley
to its use to any potential buyers that may haeei§ip plans for the alley.

Mr. Gotto requested clarification on the conditiafishe alley as it existed today.
Ms. Nedra Jones explained the conditions of theyall

Mr. Clifton moved and Mr. Gotto seconded the motiwhich passed unanimously, to disapprove Mandatory
Referral 2008M-060U-10(7-0)

Resolution No. RS2008-109

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisiisn that 2008M-060U-10 BISAPPROVED. (7-0)”

Xl.  OTHER BUSINESS

8. Motor Vehicle Business Establishment applicationgroperty located at 4618 Old Hickory John M.
Baker, applicant, for Arthur Anderson et ux, ownéPsoposal No2008Z-051G-14)

Mr. Kleinfelter explained that due to the lack aftification on this application, that staff is reemending its
deferral to the May 22, 2008 meeting. He thenflyrexplained the process in which staff will folloon any future
applications that are submitted for consideration.

Mr. Gotto moved and Mr. Ponder seconded the motidrich passed unanimously, to defer the Motor Mehic
Business Establishment application for propertyated at 4618 Old Hickory to May 22, 200&.-0)
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Resolution No. RS2008-110

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comisien that MVBE 2008Z-051G-14 BEFERRED TO
THE MAY 22, 2008, Planning Commission Meeting. (70

9. New employee contract for Rebecca Ratz.
Approved, (7-0)Consent Agenda
10. Correction to the April 10, 2008, meeting minutes.

Approved, (7-0XConsent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2008-111

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssian that the correction to the April 10, 2008, tiveg
minutes iISAPPROVED. (7-0)"

11. Revision to Item 19, February 27, 2003 and ItemM8&y 11, 2006 Metropolitan Planning Commission
Minutes as related to Swiss Ridge Apartments PUBsEI2, Case No. 53-84-U-12.

Mr. McLean recused himself and requested that Mnder preside as Chairman.

Mr. McLean stepped out of the meeting.

Mr. Bernhardt briefly explained the recommendedeaxions to be made to the February 27, 2003, aag 1M,
2006, minutes. He also stated that the developebben notified that the sidewalks affected bgdhmrrections
would need to be completed by November 1, 2008.

Mr. Gotto moved and Mr. Clifton seconded the motimnapprove the corrections to be made to theusehr27,
2008 and May 11, 2007 minute&-0-1) McLean recused.

Resolution No. RS2008-112

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssien that the Revision to Item 19, February 27,300
and Item 18, May 11, 2006, meeting minuteARPROVED. (6-0-1)"

Mr. McLean returned and chaired the remaining partf the meeting.

12. Resolution to authorize the expenditure of up36,800 in conjunction with MDHA to develop a

redevelopment plan for the East Bank as the basihé implementation of the new Downtown Zoning
Code.

Approved, (7-0)Consent Agenda

Resolution No. RS2008-113

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssizn that the Resolution to authorize expenditdingpo
to $50,000 in conjunction with MDHA to develop alezelopment plan for the East BanlABROVED. (7-0)”
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13. Executive Director Reports

14. Legislative Update

Xll.  ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 5:45 p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

L The Planning Department does not discriminate erbttsis of age, race, sex, color, national origiligion
or disability in access to, or operation of itsgnams, services, activities or in its hiring or éayment practices.
ADA inquiries should be forwarded to: Josie L. Bass, Planning Department ADA Compliancer@inator, 800
Second Avenue South™2Floor, Nashville, TN 37201, (615)862-7150tle 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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