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Lone Change 20092-015-001

B4
3%-Michel

9- Simmons

 Councimember Bo Michel, applicant, Betty French and

- Mary and James Johnson, owners

- Deferred from the May 28, 2009, Planning Commission

Meting a therequest ofthe applicant,

Swaggart
Defer o the December 10, 2009, Planning Commission

_ Mmeeting

- Modify conditions restricting access to Moss Road.

: A request to amend a previously approved Council Bill

© (BLANSS) tomodityacondonrestiing s

- toMoss Road for property located at $109 Moss Road,

zoned Multi-Family Residential (RM9), approximately

. Tr5feet south of Collins Road (6,03 acres).

RM9Distit - RMY s inended for single-family, duplex, and muls-
& :  family dwellngsat a density of 9 dwelling units per acre.
‘CRITICALPLANNING GOALS /A
i atequest to amend a previously approved Council

Bl (BL200S-543) to mocify a condition pertaining o the

testriction of accessto Moss Road. The bill, adopted in

2005, authorized th rezoning of two properies from

Commercial Limited (CL) and Office Limited (OL)to

¥ single-family, two-family and mult-family residential

(RMS), and included conitions. The conditons required

- that prior o the issuance of any building pemmils an
- updated Traffic Impact Sty (TIS)be submited, or tha

certain traffic conditions from a 2003 TIS would be
tequited. The conditions are as follows;

; 1. Extend the existng lfttun lane (12 f wide) on Hwy

100 from the Collins Rd intersection to the
Westernmost it access joint access driveway. Insal
required transition per AASHTO. Lane shall be
marked as 2-way left turn,

2. Dedicate 112 of ROW along HWY 100 frontage s
required forsreet clasification of U4 (84' ROW) per
TDOT' APR plans. Adjacent western property shall
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also dedicate such ROW along ts Hwy 100 property
 frontage.

3. Twosite driveways shallbe nstaled with | etering
lane and 2 exiting lanes. Driveway widths shall not
exceed 35 f. One drive shall be intalled apposie the
bam theater drive and the other drive shal be a jint
access drive with adjacent westem property. Adequate

sight distance shall be provided.

4 The driveway opposite the Map 155, Parcel 204 shall
 besigualized if armansae Justified at completion of
property development. Developer shall conduct traffic
counts and submit warrant analysis to Metro Traffic
Engineer for approval. Signal shll be bonded. Signal
design shall provide video detection equipment for site
traffic movements. Pedestrian facilites shall also be
 installed.

3. No access to Moss road shallbe allowed,

6. Since Hwy 100isa tate facilty, Hwy 100
 improvements shll b submitied to TDOT fo ther
approval.

~ Theintentionofthis bill st restict parcel 122, which s
- 2oned for muli-family residential uses, from having any
~ aocess to Moss Road. Whilethe inent i o estict. access
- 10 Moss Road, the billis worded such that both a new TIS
- isrequired and the conditons of the 2003 TIS must be
- satified. Since the 2003 TIS was conducted there have
- been numerous changes in the area and many of the
-~ conditions are no longerrelevant to the site. The bll
should be amended to require an updated TIS that would
- supersede the 2003 TIS. In addition, in order to ensure
~ thatthe nent oftisbill i met, it should explicity restrict
- a0cess 0 Moss Road,

 Whileneiter tis billnor the bill being amended
- specfically addresses secondary access, a secondary
 aceess from the property to Moss Road may be
appropriate. Moss Road i in a single-family residential
distict, and it is appropriate to resrict commercial
property from accessing Moss Road. Now that the
property 1s zoned for residential uses (RMS),  secondary
- access may be feasible to Moss Road. Primary access to
the property must continue to be from Highway 100. Ifan
updated TIS warrants access to Moss Road, then i should
be limited to secondary access only with primary access
being from HWY 100
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PBLICWORKS
'RECOMMENDATION ~~ ATIS willberequired at evelopment to address any
- changes nacoess thathave been reviously condiioned.

The Councilmember has deferred this item to the first

Council meeting in December. As this will ot have a
. public hearing at Council priorto January 5, 2010, taff
~ recommends tat thi tem be deferedtothe December
10,2009, lanning Commission meeting

CONDITIONS (fapproved)
L. Thebill shall be amended to claify that a new TIS
shall be required, and thatthe TIS conditions fisted in

BL200S-543 shall not be reqired.

2. The following condition shall be added: “Any future
~ development under the RMS zoning shll have i
primary access from Highway 100, and based on the
findings o the TIS, a secondary access may be

permitted from Moss Road.”
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AntiochPriest Lake Community Plan
Couneil District 29 - Vivian Wilhoite
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- Lone Change 20098P-013-001

- Universal Robotics
 9-Wilhoite
-~ 6-Johnson
- Looney Ricks Kiss Architecs, applicant for Benno Von
- Hopffgaren owner

~ Deferred from the August 13, 2009, Planning Commission
- meeting atthe request o the applicant

o / Swaggart
~ Disgpprove

[ Rezone o permit an offie use, single-family residence
~ and other uses,

- Arequestto change from One and Two-Family

~ Residential (R10)to Specific Plan-Mixed Use (SP-MIU)

 toning or propertylocated at 2518 O1d Smith Springs

 Road, approximately 1,090 feet st of Ned Shelton

-~ Road (229 acres) to permita single-family residence,
- guest house,detached garage and a two story, 7,600

- squarefootoffce building,

i ! R10 requires a minimum 10,000 square foot ot and is
- intnded forsinle -family dwellngs and duplexes at an
 ovenl density of .63 dwellng unts per acre including
~ 5%hduplxlos. Under the existing RI0 zonig he 229
- acres would permit o maximum 10 Lo with 2 dplx ot
 Joratotalof 12 residentil dwelling units

Specfic Plan-Mixed Useis a zoning Districtcategory tht
provides foradditonal flxibityof design, ncluding the

- eltionshipofsrets to buildings, to provide the abily to
implement the specific dtais of the General Plan. This
Specifc Plan includes residential and office uses.

(RTCALFLANNING GOALS

Existing Palicy
Neighborhood General (NG) NG is intended to meet aspectrum of housing needs with a
: variety of housing that is carefully arranged, ot randomly
located. An Urban Design or Planned Unit Development
overlay disrict or site plan should accompany proposals n
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. these policy areas, o assure appropriate design and that
- - the type of development conforms with th intent of the
- poliy.

No. The plan proposes office uscs, nd whilethe policy
 does say that offce may be an appropriate use n
 transitonal areas, i further sates that office uses are
 approprial only at locatons specified on a detaled

- neighborhood design plan (DNDP),or in the abseace of a
~ design planaspecil polcy. Theproperty isnotn adesgn
ol ora special policy area that calls for transitonal uses.

- The property, zoned for one and two-family residential and

proposed for Specific Plan - Mied e, i approximately
-~ 229acresinsize. Itislocated on the noth side of Smith
Springs Road, westof Bell Road. The property s
developed and consists of a single-family house, a guest
 house,  detached garage and pool. The house s st back
 approximtely 180 feet from Smith Springs Road and the
- front yard contains a variety of mature trees, and an iron
- fence that runs the length of the front property i,

The ntentofthis SP i o allow for the esidential property
- toalso be used foroffce and research ativities associaed
* with Universal Robotis. The SP calsfr the existing

-~ house, gest hous, garage and pool o emain, and permit
 an addiional offce building, Residential would continue
- tobeapermitted use, but office would also be permitted
- within all structures. The SP would also permit a Bed and
~ Breakfast on or Homestay within any o the permitted
structures.

- The proposed Bed and Breakfast Inn or Homestay is not a
- lsted use inthe Metro Zoning Code. Since it i not a lsted
- use, the SP should define the use and provide parametrs

for the use. The Zoning Code does permit Rural Bed and
Breakdast Homestay uses as a Special Exception (SE),
which could b similar tothe proposed use. While most of
the conditions of the SE for a Rural Bed and Breakfast
Homestay would not be appropriate with this P, the
requirement tha the property be owner occupied should be
required as specified in Section 17.16.160.A.2

The SP would permit office within any structure; howeer,
it lmits this s to a maximum of 7,400 square feet tota
within this SP. In addition o the existing tructures, the SP
proposes an additonal structur at therear o the property
behind the main house to be used for office use.
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 Access would be provided from the existing drive and an
additonal divecloser tothe eastem property lne,
Althoughasidewalkwouldtypicallyberequiredatthis
~ location i thi type of development were proposed without
- anSP, there i nosidewalk shown aong Smith Springs
- Road within the SP. The plan proposes that nosidewalk be
- required. Ifapproved,saff i tecommending a condition
-~ thatasidewalk berequied,orthat  conributionto te
- sidewalk fund be made n iew of constructon o a sdewalk
-~ dlong the propery frontage

- The proposed SP i not consistent with the Antioch/Priest

- Lake Community plan’s Neighborhood General and use
 policy. The policy is mostly intended for rsidential uses
- callng for amixture of housingtypes,but i s also
 provide for office uses under ertain circumstances, Thoge
~ circumstances inchude a Deteled Neighborhood Design
-~ Plan (DNDP)or special plicy specifically calling for an

- offeorother rnsitonltye s, There s 1o DNDP o
e policy on this propery sothe proposed plan s not
consistent with the policy

: - Preliminary SP approved.

/ All Public Works' design standards shall be met priorfo
 anyfinl approvals and permit ssuance, Any approvel s
-~ subjectto Public Works'approval of the construction

o plans,

. i e - Tﬂml == : :" . e 5 I
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7STAFFRECOM1ENBATION - Staff recommends tha the request be disapproved because
o ~ itis not consistent with the area’s Land use policy.

i
i L
e

1. Asidewalk shall be required along the property
frontage of Smith Springs Road, or a contribution to
the pedestrian network may be mad n lieu of
construction as specified in Section 17.20.120 of the
Metro Zoning Code. Any sidewalk shall megt all
Public Works’ design standards. The sidewalk shall be
shown on the fina ite plan, orth fee must b paid
prior o the issuance of any building permits.

'WWONS (iffl;)gfo»fed)

- 2. Plansforsolid waste disposal and recycling collection.
~ Solid wase disposaland ecycling coletionto be
approved by the Department of Public Works Solid
Waste Division.

3 Conset minimum driveway ramp width not less than
fifteen (15') feet.

4 Locae proposed driveway outside of the Smith
~ Springs Road/ O1d Smith Springs Road curh return
street comers, and clear of tliy poles, drainage
structures, signs, fire hydrants, etc.

3. Uses permitted within this SP are ofice, residentia
and Bed and Breakfast Inn or Homestay. No other
uses shall be permitted.

6. The Planning Commission shall approve a finel site
plan for any Bed and BreakfestInn or Homestay o
determine the appropriate number of rooms, traffic
impacts, and o determie if any additional conditions
are necessary (o address neighborhood compatibility,
Priorto an final ite plan approval for the Bed and
Breakfast Inn or Homestay use, the use shall be
defined in the SP, and any proposed Bed and Breakfast
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Inn or Homestay sl be owner occupied as specified
in Section 17.16.160.A.2 ofthe Metro Zoning Cod.

. For any development standards,regulations and
requirements notspecifically shown on the SP plan
and/or included as a conditon of Commission or
Council approval, the property shll be Subject to the
standards, regulations and requirements of the MUN
zoning distic s of the dateofthe applicable request
or application,

8 Acorected copy of theprelminary SP plan
incorporaingthe conditons of approval by the
Planning Commission and Council shal be provided to
the Planning Departmentprior o the flng of any
additonal development applications fr this property,
and inany event no later then 120 days aferthe
effetive dae ofthe enacting ordinance. The corrected
copy provided to the Planning Department shall
include printed copy ofthe preiminary SP planand a
single PDF that contens th plan and ol related SP
ocuments, I corected copy of the SP plan
incorporating the conditions therein s not provided to
the Planning Department within 120 days of the
effective dae ofthe enacting ordinance, then the
cortected capy of the SP plan shall be presented to the
Metro Council as an amendment o tis SP ordinance
prir o approvel of any grading clearing grubbing,
final ite plan, orany otherdevelopment application
for the property.

. Minor modifications to the preliminary SP plan may be
approved by the Planning Commission or fs designee
based upon finel architeturl engineering or ie
design and actual ste condiions. All modificatons
shal be consistent withthe principls and further the
objectivs of the approved plan. Modifications shal
ot be permitted, except through an ordinance
approved by Metro Council tha increase the permitted
density or floor area, add uses not otherwise permitted,
eliminate specfic conditons or equirements contained
inthe plan s adopted through this enacting ordinance,
or ad vehicula access poin's not curently present or
approved.

10. The reqirements ofthe Metro Fire Marshal's Offce
foremergency vehicl access and adequate watr
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supply for fire protection must be met prior to the
issuance of any building permits

- 11 Alldevelopment within the boundaries of this plan
~ shall meet the requirements of the Americans with
Disabilities Act.
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Project No.  Planned Unit Development 78-81-U-13
Project Name - Brighton Valley Apartments (T-Mobile Tower
~ Revision)

ComelDistit 29 Willoie

- School Board Distriet 6- Johnson

RequestedBy Bradley Arant Boult Cummings, LLP, applican, for MM
s - Family Parnership, [T and Overhill Apartment Parners,
3 = owners

Deferral  Defered from the July 24, 2008, Planning Commission

- eeting at the request of the applicant.

Logan

SallReviever
imendatior Approve with conditions

To permit a monopine cell tower within an exiting
apartment complex.

 Reio rokminary &

evise Preliminary& A request for a revision to the preliminary and for
PUDFmaES1tePlan -

- final approval for the Brighton Valley Apartments
- Planned Unit Development located at 500 Brooksboro
Terrace, approximately 400 feet east of Murfreesboro
Pike, zoned One and Two-Family Residential (R10)
(3136 acres), to permit the construction of a 150-foot
~ monopine cell tower,

=

CRITICAL PLANNNG GOALS N

The proposed tower is located between two existing
apartment buildings, near the top of a hill. This area s
curtently wooded and not used as active open space for the
PUD.

This request was deferred by the applicant at the July 24,
2008, Planning Commission meeting, Since that meeting,
the applicant has worked with the community on this
proposal. At the request of the community, the proposed
tower is a monopine, which looks lke a large pine tree,
instead of a monopole.

Zoning Ordinance requirements ~ Substitute Orcinance No. BL2009-462, as amended, was
o adopted by Metro Council on August 6, 2009, and became

effective on August 13, 2009. This ordinance updated the
requirements for a cell tower.
Section 17.16.080.C of the Metro Zoning Ordinance,
recently adopted by Metro Council and copied below,
detals the requirements for a cell tower. A summary of
how the application meets the requirements has been
inserted in italics
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C T eph Semce
L mvice tower, including  new microwave or cellular tower,
the following information a th time of application for the

i V, including schematic landscape plan with an elevation view of
type o felty o be lacedonthe ste. he st planshll depit where the tower
o be. 1oca1ed o the site and where additional co-located communication

The site p!an shows lhe locanons for future cabinets, shelfers or vault,

fatement usnfymg why co-location is notfeasibl. Such statement shall include:
ch stuctre and teehnical informaion and oer jusifcatons as are
0esse todocumentthereasons why co-location i not a viable option; and
he applicant shal provide a list of all existing structures considered as
'tematlvesrtb?the proposed location. The applicant shall provide a written
anation why the altematves considered were et unacceptable or

ible dueto technical, physical, o fnancil atematives.

1t submitted an afidavt from a T-Mobile engineer stting that T-Mobile
m servzces in thts area and that the construction of this tower

ifcaonof the tended uses) o the towe,

ta’led on 'the s"i'ierﬂan the intended user is T-Mobile.

i hcant shall emonste th through location, construction, or camouflage,
-~ the proposed faclhy ty will have minimum visual impact upon the appearance of
j properties and the views and vistas from adjacent residential neighborhoods
whﬁeremalmng vxable opportunities for future co-location.

e The proposed tover is  monapine, which looks ke o arg pine tre. Additionaly
e m locard behind eiting fres, which will also minize the visul impact.

e ‘;*Documentation of the number of other users that can be accommodated within the
design parameters of the tower s proposed.

The proposed monapine can accommodate three personal communication system
carriers and three single antennas,
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& Astatement indicating the owner's commitment to alow feasble shared use of the
tower within s design capacity for co-lcation,

The appltcan t submitted an affdavit from the Interim Area Director of T-Mobil
statmg TMobzle l lmgness to sublease portions of the monapine for co-locatio,

E Landscape Reqmrements Along ol residental zone districts and districts permiting
resdental use, screning inte orm of Landscape Buffer Y Stndard A shll e applied.

2 Thefollowmg plants are prohibited from being used in any District, to buffer 4
- telephone service tower, including  new microwave or cellular tower due to
e problms with hrdiness, maintenance, or misanc: Kudzu Ve Purple Loosestrfe,

o Tapee Honeysuckle, Shrub Honeysuckle, Autumn Olive, Common Prvet, Tree of
 Heom, Lespedera, Garlic Mustar, Paulownia, Muliflora Rose, Siberan Elm,
i ;SllverPo I Mlmosa, Mulberry and Silver Maple.

: T-Mobile wdl screen the site with plantmgs that satisfy the Landscape Buffer Yard
,‘j‘Standard A asewdenced by the site plan,

The mmntenance st andards set forth in Section 17.24.080 shell be applicable to all
: reqmred andscapmg

E ;i; :TMethe hass fed that it will comply with the maintenance standards set forth in
g j Section 1. Y)800frhe Zoning Ordinance,

3 Co locanon reqmrements New telephone service towers of a height of more than one
* hundred (150) fee and less than two hundred (200) feet must be designed and bult to accommodate
three (3) or more personal commumication system carir applicatons and must be made avalable
upon reasonable terms for co-locaon o a Jeast hree (3) additional single antenna applicarions
such as 911 and emergency Management commuications. Addionally, the sie must be
sifficendly Iarge nough to accommodate o et e (3) telecommunication equipment shelers
~ cahinets or additons to exising structures, New telephone service towes of 2 height of two
hundred feet (200) or more must be designed and built to accommodat at last three (3) personal
communication ystem apphcauons and atlastthee (3) additonal single antenna applications plus
at last one (1) addifonal persone commanicaton system applicaon and a east one addone
- single antenna appl;canon for each addtonal fify (50) feet of height, to 2 maximum of six (6
persond servce communicaton system cariers and sx (6) ingle antenna application, fo be made
avalable upen reesenable terms for co-locaion,

, The proposed 150 foor manapine can accommodate three personal communication
system carriers and three single antemnas. The site will accommodate a least hree
telecommumcatmn equipment shelters, cabinets or additons o exising strctures,

4 Sebacks Telephone serviotowers shll b set back from all property lines on which the
tower is located by the distane equal to the height of the lowest engineeted falure point on the
proposed structure or the height of the tower.

As Shown onthe Sit Plan, he nearest propery lie o the proposed monapine i he
rightof-way of Rychen Drive which is 125 feet from the proposed monopine. The
applicant also submitted a ltter from Stephen Yeo, P.E, with Sabre Towers & Poles
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 sitinginthe wnliely event of a collpse of the monapiv, he monapine would fal

-~ vitina radius of 120 eet fom the base 0f the monopine.

5 Height The marimum height of telephone faciltes shall b determined by the height

conto rovisions of Chapte 17,12, Guy wire anchor, i used, shell b et bk a minimum offe

Mot from all proprty fines. Where a proposed tower cannot comply with maximum beight
provisins, the applicant shall be required to submit for 2 pecial exception permit per Section
[716.1 G

el propoSéd monpine complis with the height control provisions of Section 17,12
58 ofth?Mé?ropolitathode. Guny anchors will not be used.

6 nghts No lirg}h"tsr shall e permited on the tower except such ighing that i requited by
Saeorfedenllw.

o éﬁbpi”e will not b lighted, uness lghting i requied by stae or
el

Vlyz;ﬁcanovll;l"rior to the issuance of a zoning permit, and immeditely aftr Teceiving an
ppliation fo e tower the soning adrinistator sl noify the st councimember et
 appiationfor & e towerhs een submite. uch oo sl ol be tequired when 2
tower is proposd itk a reidentel distrit, a istrit permittng residential uses (excluding the
MUL, ORI, CF, CC, and SCR disics), or within 100 fet of the zoning boundary line of a
tesidentldistit ra distictpeitin esidential ues. Wik ity de from the e on which
the toverappication wasfile,the distrit couneimerer may hold a community meeting on the
 proposed tover. 1 meeing i e, the pplican skl atend and provde ifomation st e
tower's sfey, technical necesity, visal aspecs, and alemaive tover sies and esigns

The affidait from the Inteim Area Dirctor 0f T-Mobile states that T-Mobile met on

0 (2)seprate ocasions with Counilmember Vivian Wilkoite and menbers of the

~ Edge-0-Lake Neighbors Association to anger questions and address concems

-~ regonding he roposed strchre, T-Mobil provided information about the tower s
- softy,technical necessty visual aspecs, and altemativetower sies and designs

8. Otherrequirements

& Design standards: The proposed e plan and tower design plans meet or exceed all
applicable standards, including without limitation those of the Federa
Communicatons Commission (FCC), American National Standards I
(AN, and Instinte of Eletrical and Electroics Engineers (EEE) standards for
power density levels and structual integrity, American Concrete Instinte (ACI)
American Standards Testing and Materials Intinte (ASTM), the National Electrical

Code, and the American Steel Institute,

The applicant h stated tha te proposed siteplan and tower design plans meets or
exceeds all applicabl local, tore and fedeal guideines for celllar
communications fowers.
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b, Final Site Plans; Final Ste Plans shall be accompanied by  cetifcation from 2
- Qualified structurl  engineer that the tower has suffiient structural integriy and
r,}%i:eqmpmen t space 10 accommodate multple user [and) shll be required at the time

 ofy ap i ing forrfbuﬂdmg permit

- mﬁdawtfrom the Inerim Area Divector of T-Mobile tates hat T-Mobile will
q'submxt at the fime of applying for a building permit a ltier from a registered
. engineer cemfymg the structural integrity of he tower and the abilty for the fower
; toaccomnwdate addiﬁona | telecommunications equipment,

o Landscape plans Landscape plansthat comply with the landscaping requirements of
oo s ordmance shall be requ1red at the time of applying for a building permit or fina

T Mobtle will submit atthe tine of applying for  building permitlandscaping plans
fat comply with he landscape requirements of Ordinance 2009-462. The Urban
| Faresfer has approved the landscape plan included in this request,

()f Abandoned Antennas and Towers: Any tower permitted under this
at  not operated s a personal communicaton sysem carier appliaton
finuous period o twelve (12) months shall be considered abandoned and the
Wi of such*antenna ortower shll remove same within ninety (90) days of receipt
~of otiee from te deputoent of codes adminsaion. Fiue 10 o 50 shall be
- doemed tobe a vioatin oftese regulations. The owner of the antena of tover
my appel the deiso ofte department of coes admiistation t0the boad f
ng appeds, but at such hearing shall be requited to show just cause why the
e i oxttowershould 1ot b considered abandoned and subject to removal,

o Thlsprovmon Wil nt be applicable untlth proposed tower is constructed

teIephone service tower must comply with buiding codes and other federal,
; .fstate,andlocdregulations.

§~I?1eapphcant has stated that the propased ste plan and tower des;gn plans meets or
exceedsal applicable local state and federal guidelines for cellular
commmcattons fowers.

9, Exempuons Notwmlstandmg any other provision oftis Titl to the contrary,the following
- circumstances shaH be penmtted by right

2 Concealed Devices - Communication equipment orany new structure that is
integated as an achitectual feature of a strucure o that the purpose of the facility
forproviding wireless services i not readily apparent to & castal observer or which
15 concealed within a building or stucture o tha i is architecturaly indiscemnible

-ty be permitted in all oning districts subjet o building permit procedures and
standards. Architecturally indiscenible shall mean that the addition or feature
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- containing the anfenna is architecurally harmonious in such aspects as material,
: ,helght, bulk, el and design with the building or tructure to which it i to be a art.

The purpose T Mobzle § proposed monapine for providing wireless services is not
readily appatent foa casual observer.

Addmons To Exxstmg Structures In Any Zoning District- An antenna, a dish or
st may be placed inside r on an existing structure, including but not imited
- otelophozle service towers, teeple, silos, spts, utlity water tanks or towers
- atetic fild | i lghting poles, ity poles and similar strucures, subjet to building
permit procedures and standards and provided the addion of the antenna and any
supporing structte shallnot exceed the height contol provisions of Chapter 17,12
Mthoutobtammg aspecial exception permit,

ovisio no,t‘a‘pplicable to T-Mobile’s application.

Counctlperson of a dlsmct in which the new telephone srvice tower is proposed
seques hat applicants for new teephone service towers accommodate tomado
n and their asociated equipment to urher the public interest. The applicant
mal‘(e'good‘fmth efforts to comply with this reqes, prov1ded that if such e

monal wireless carriers on the fower or would otherwise delay
fihe proposed ower,the applicant shall not be required to consider such
alse tomado sirens require additional {over spee and have varying

56 opphcable height limitaton and will not be required to utlze camouflaged
Thzsrsecnon apphes to tornado sirens only and is ot applicable fo other

aed that T respanse to neighborhood opposition to he

original design of the proposed tower a5 a monapole, T-Hobile agreed to moify the

desi proposed fower o use g camouflaged monopine design. Utilizing the

nopine almost doubles the cost of the proposed tower. At he request of

member Wilkoite, -Mobile metwith Metr's Office of Emergency

i Monagemen 10 explore locating a fomado warning sirn on the mongpine, T-

 Mobilewas advied by o representative of Metro's Offce of Emergency

~ Management tha the taltrees around th proposed monapine would sigifcantly
redice the effctvenessof any tornado warning iren placed o the proposed

-~ Mongpine, Increasmg the height ofthe proposed monapine t allow the tornado

- Warming siren 10 be placed above these tall rees would materiall increase the cost

of theproposed fower. In order 0 increase e height of the tower without
materiall increasingth ttal cost, T-Mobile would have to ulize a monapole
design or the fower instead of the monapine, Therefore T-Mobile has complied with
therequirements of Section 17.16.080 C c) by making o good faih fforss o
comply with the requet o locae a tornado warning sven o the proposed
monopine."
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PBLCWORS
REC(MWENBATION ~ NoException Taken
j RECOMNDATION - NoStormwater Permit Required.

; RECOW[ENDAIIQN - Thisapplicaion meets the curent buffr requiremens,

; STAFF RECOWENDATION St recommends approvlwithcondions

1. Priorto the issuanceof any permits, confirmation of
PUD finl site plan approvalofthis proposal shllbe
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the

Stormwater Management division of Water Servies,

. Priorto the ssuance of any permis, confirmation of
PUD final site plan approval oftis proposal shall be
forwarded to th Planning Commisson by the Trafc
Engineering Sectons of the Metro Department of
Public Works for el improvements within public rights
of way.

- This approval does not nclude anysign. Signsin
planned unit developments must be approved by the
Metro Department of Codes Administation exceptin
specific instances when the Metro Council direts the
Metro Planning Commission to review such signs.

. The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal’s Offce
foremergency vehicl acces and adequate watr
supply for fire protection mustbe met prio o he
issuance of any building pemmits

5. Authorization for the issuance of permit applications
Wil not be forwarded to the Department of Codes
Administration until fouraddiional copiesofthe
approved plans have been submitted to the Metro
Planning Commission.

6. The PUD finalsite pla as approved by the Planning
Commission willbe used by the Department of Codes
Administration to determine compliance,both n he
issuance of permits for constructon and filg
inspection. Significant deviation from these plans may
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require reapproval by the Planning Commission andlor
Metro Council

. Acorected copy of he PUD fnal ite plan
incorporating the conditions of approval by the
Planning Commission shall be provided to the
Planning Department priortothe issuance of any
permit for this property, and in any event no later than
120 days afterthe date of conditional approval by the
Planning Commission. Failure to submit a corrected
copy of the final PUD site plan within 120 days will
void the Commission’s approval and require
tesubmission of the plan to the Planning Commission.
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Department of Law

Sue Cain, Director
862-6341

0 RCKBERNHARDT, XECUTIVEDRECTOR PLAWG DEPARTHENT

TROM:  TEDMORRISEY, ASSSTANTVETROPOLITANATIORNEY

SUBJECT: CELLTOVER REGULATION

Youasked whether the Planning Commission has the authorty to deny a
requestto bui dacell tower,

Yes, the Commission has the auhority to deny a request, but any such
mzlmust be supported by substantial and material evidence contained
he written administratve record.

,,mscussmN

:?edera} law govems the Cﬂmnusslon s eview of cel towers. 47 USCA. § 332(c)(7) regading
‘ lmitatons o IocaI regulatlon ofcell towersstates:;

Pr%ervatl'on ofloca zning authority
= )Genexalauthonty
= ‘:Exceptaspm%dmthls paragraph, nothing in this chapter shall imit or
 affectthe authnmy ofa State orlocal government or nstrumentality thereof
- over decisions regarding the placemen, constuction, and modification of
£ 'ﬁpersonilwxreessservmefacﬂmes
() Liniions
(1) The regulaton ofthe placement, construction, and modifcaton of
- personal wirelss servie faclites by any State or oca govemment or
mstrumentahtythereof
- (Dshall ot unreasonzbly dicriminate among provdersof functonally
equivalent srvies; and
(1)l motprohibi or have the ffectof prohibiting the provision of
personal wieless ervices
(il A,S,ate o local government orinstrumentalit thereof shall act on any
request for authorzation to place, construc,or moify personal wircless
servce facilifes within a easonable period of time affer the request s uly
filed with such govenment r instrumentality, taking into accoun the naure
and scope of such request.

’:b»
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(i) Any decision by a Stateor ocal government or nstrumentality thereof o
. denyarequcét to place, construct, or modify personal wireless service
- faclties shall bein wntmg and supported by substantial evidence contained
: m’awnﬂenrecord
(iv)NoSta ocalgovemmentormstrumentahtythereof may regulate the
- placemeni, nstructxon, and modification of personal wireless service
- felitles omthe bsis o the environmental ffects of raciv frequency
- emissons o the extent that such faclies comply with the Commissions
i mgulauonscpncemmgsuchemmsmns
‘person adversely affcted by any finalacton o failure toact by a
Stateorlocalgovernment or any instrumentalty thereof that is inconsistent
 witht thlssnbparagraph may, within 30 days after such acton or failure 1o ct
- commence an action in any courtof competent jurisdiction. The court shal
ear and decide st acton on an expedited bass. Any person adversely
afected by an act o fre t act by  tate orlocal govermmentor any
mstmmeniahty thereof tha s inconsistent with claus (iv) may petition the
iComnussmforrehef
USCA§Be ¢)(7). Emphasis added.)

Wakm clear that any decision by a “local government or instrumentaliy
et 0 place consrut, or oy personel wieless service aclts (e, cll
d supported by substantial evidence contained in a written record,
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-~ 2009CP-005-001
~ Amend the East Nashville Community Plan;
2006 Update
- J0095P-012-001

. 3-Porter

~ Metro Planning Department,on behalf of Evolve

~ Developers LLC, owner

~ Defemed from the July 23, 2009, Planning Commission
~ Meetingathe request of the applicant,

Aol MeCaig
- Approve

Staff Revnewerﬂ
;, Staff Recommendatlon

Amend the policy to permit a mixed use building,

APPIJCANT REQUEST

- Arequestto amend the East Nashville Community Plan:

2006 Update changing the land use policy from

- Neighborhood General (NG) to Neighborhood Center

~ (NCon appronmately 0.12 acres fronting Ordway Place
-~ andN, 16" Street,

Thisitem was previously deferted from the July 23, 2009,

Def%i;al A
e  meeting

; VCALPLANNMGGOALS
* +Creates Walkable Nelghberhuods The proposed Neighborhood Center (NC) policy
+Fosters Distinctve, Amacuve contributes to the East Nashville Community Plan’s
 Miee j; development goalsof sustaining and encouraging the
-~ diversity of people and housing, as wellas supporting
-~ velldesigned, conveniently located commercial sevies
Within walking distance of residential areas. Neighborhood
- Center areas also provide centersof activiy for the
- sumounding area. n addition, the proposed NC policy
encourages mixed-use developments that create attractive
 places o live, work and recreate, within neighborhoods,
adding to sustainable development pattems.

EXISTINGPOLICY

Neighborhood General (NG) NG s intended to meet a spectrum of housing needs with a

: - variety of housing that s carefully arranged, not andomly
located. An accompanying Urban Design or Planned Unit
Development overlay districtorsite plan should accompany
proposalsinthesé polcy areas o assure appropriae design
and thatthe type of development conforms to the ntent of the

policy.
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PROPOSEDPOLICY =
Neighborhood Center (NC) ~ NC policy i nended fo small, inens e tht may

I e conain multipl functions, and are intended to act as loca
- centers of activity. Ideally, areas containing NC land use
~ polcyare “walk - to”ares withina five minute walk of

* the sumrounding neighborhood it serves,

- Thetypes of uses appropriate in NC land use policy include
- single-se or mied-use “teighborhood:scaled

- commercial,” generally situated at an intersection or on

- prominent comers within the neighborhood. Examples of

- uses nclude a small grocery sore, barber shop, or

- buildings with ground level commercial and residential

 dhove.

- Residential uses within NC land use policy are generally at
medium to igh densitysingle- and mult-family housing,

- Thisallows foradditional “eyes on the street," o protct

 the activity center it surrounds,

Since this request concerns on{al one property across from
NC policy that exists on N. 16 S, taff has deemed it
rudent to extend the NC policy, instead of applying a new
 policy category from the Commanity Character Manual
(CCM) to apply to only ths parcel.

The applicant began working withthe community,the
-~ Councilmember, and Metro Departments, including Metro
* Historcal Commission, Metropolitan Development and
Housing Agency (MDHA), and Metro Planning, several
months before submittng a requestfor a SP ezoning for this
 property. The reqested SP would permit a two-story mixed
use building that allows 5 residential unts and 2 or 3

- Commercial spaces on agproximately 0.12 acres fronting

- Ordway Place and N 16 Street.

. - This East Nashville property s zoned Commercial
~ Neighborhood (CN) and is located within the Lockeland
- Sprngs-East End Neighborhood Conservation Zoning Overlay
distrit. Any new construction i this distictrequires review
by the Metro Historic Zoning Commission. In addition, the
property also falls within the Metropolitan Development and
Housing Agency's (MDHA) Five Points Redevelopment
District, which calls for mixed use t this location, classified
s “Comer Commercial” district, MDHA also reviews
projects ocated within its Redevelopment District.
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- During inital discussions with Metro Historical Commission
and MDHA, the applicant found that the East Nashville
- Community Plan's and use policy conflicted with the mixed
use designation of MDHA's Five Points Redevelopmen
Distict and that a plan amendiment to the Bast Nashvill

~ Community Plan was also needed. Staff worked with the

~ applicantto improve the site design and amend the land use
~ policy o upport the proposed mixed use o the associated SP
 reoning

- COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION - Notification of the amendment request and the Planning
o Conmission publcheaing waspostedon the Planning
-~ Department websie, posted in newspapers, and mailed to
-~ sumounding property owners and known neighborfood
organizations within 1,300 feet of the subject site.

w1 community meefing hosted by Metro Planning was held
- onJuly 9, 2009, atthe East Branch Library to iscuss the
 planamendument and asociated SP rezoning equest, At
 the meeting 6 people signed in, including the distict
 councimember. Some of those who atended expressed
- concerns about the impacts of the proposed development,
* inchuding concems regarding the site's small size, the
~ ensity on such a small sie, the scale (building height and
- massing) and parking needs. Other attendees endorsed the
 lan amendment and proposed project. Hearing these
- concems, the applicant deferred the application to work
~ with Rediscover East's Urbn Design Committee and the
- communify,

The applicant has met with Rediscover Eas's Urban Design
-~ Committee. In addition, another community meefing, hosted
~ bythedistrict Councilmember, was held on July 30, 2009.
 Several people expressed supportof the project while some
remained concemned about the development's scale and
parking needs,

An additional community meeting has been scheduled for
August 23, 2009, to discuss refinements to the project

PHYSICALSITE CONDITIONS  The it dos ot contn any environmentally sensitive
= features, such as steep topography or areas subject to
flooding that would pose a constraint 0 development,

Land Use Surrounding land uses on Ordway Place are singl-family
residential. Actoss N, 16" Stee, 1o the et e
neighborhood-scale businesses, including a bakery




- The ste, currently vacant, is a comer Lot that fronts on
Otway Place and . 16" Sreet, he It s s al
20CESS,

East Nashville has several small “walk-10” neighborhood
centers throughout the community, This amendment
 Tequest and accompanying rezoning proposal continue that
 development pattem by providing a small-scale mixed use
- bulding oriented toward both N, 16 Steetand Ordway

- Place.

 The subjetste i located within the Lockeland Springs-
East End Neighborhood Conservation Zoning Overlay
district. However, the site does not currently have a

- stnctweon it Older maps show a small commercial
building on thissie. Sensitvity to the area’s istoric
fature i an importan considration forany development
proposed on the subject ite and surrounding area

 Therequesed amendment s in keeping with the goals and
- bjecives of the East Nashville Community Plan: 2006
Update.

The East Nashville Plan promotes th preservation and
- enhancement of neighborhood retail nodes. The extension
of NC land use policy totissite will enhance the exiting
- neighborhood center. It will provide a residential
component while creating a more defined edge between
 theexistng neighborhood center and the surounding
- Iesidential

-~ Staff recommends approval.
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~ Lone Change 20098P-012-001
16" and Ordway

- 209CP005-001(Community Plan Amendmen)
~ BLXML

6~ Jameson

- S-Porr

Ragan-Smith & Assocates, applicant for Evolve
-~ Developers, LLC, owner

:,' Swaggart
~ Approve with conditons, subjec o approval of the
- associated Community Plan amendment

- Permit a two-story mixed-use building,

- Arequest to rezone from Commercial Neighborhood
-~ (CN)to Specific Plan-Mixed Use (SP-MU) zoning
 property locaed at 1516 Ordway Plce,a the
southwest corner of Ordway Place and N, 16th Street
(02 acres), to permit a 2story mixed-use building with
five residential dwelling units and wp to 2,000 g, ft, of
- commercialfoffice space,located withinthe Five Poins
 Redevelopment District and the Lockeland Springs

- Neighborhood Conservation Overlay.

—_

- Commercial Neighborhood is ntended for very low
~ inensity etal, office, and consumer service uses which
 provide forthe recurring shopping needs of nearby

- tesidential areas.

Speciic Plan-Mixed Use i a zoning District category tht
provides for aditional flexibiity of design, including the
relationship ofsreets to uildings, to provide the ablity to
implementthe specific detals ofthe General Plan, This
Specific Planincludes rsidential uses n addition o office

and/or commercial uses.
CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS
* Supports Infill Development The proposed Specific Plan meets several critical

+Creaes Walkable Neghborioods planning o The proposa il nrese sl
* Provides a Range of Housing Chaices - opions,and provide new non-tesidential opportunities
+Encourages Communiy Particpationwihin  developed are that hs existng infrastucure
Y The proposed bulding is designed to a pedestrian scale
and will enhance the pedestrian experince aong . 16"
Street and Ordway Place. The proposed mixture of uses
will provide for more non-residential opportunties in the
neighborhood which will become 2 walkable destination
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forneighborhood esidens. The desig ofthe buiding s
- distinciveyet does not conflict with th overall charactr
~ ofthe historic neighborhood. The area is, mostly, made up
-~ ofsingle-family detached housing typs, and the proposed
 smaller atched resdential unis will provide additional
~ housing options nthe area. There have been everal
community meefings where the neighborhood expressed
- theirlikes and dilikes of the plan. Not all neighborhood
- isues have been reslved, but the plan represents an
- altemptto balance the developer's needs with
 neighborhood concerns.

NGis intended to meet a spectrum of housing needs with a
- varety of housing that s carefully aranged, not randomnly
. located. An Urban Design or Planned Unit Development

. Overlay distic or site plan should accompany proposals in
 these policyares, to asure appropriate design and that

. thetype of development conforms with the ntent of the
policy.

-~ NCis intended for small, ntense areas that may contain
e fnctons an e ntended to 2t s ocal cnter
- of aotvity. Ieally,a eighborhood cenersa "wlk-o"
- areavithin aive minute wlk of the surounding
 neighborhood it seves. The Key types of uses inended
- within NC areas are those that meet daily convenience
- needs and/or provide a place to gather and socilize
 Appropriate uss include single- and muls-family
- residentiel, public benefit activiies and smll scale offce
- and commercial uses. An Urban Design or Planned Unit
- Development overlay district or site plan should
accompany proposals in these policy areas, to assure
appropriae design and tht the type of evelopment
conforms with the intent of the polcy.

Consistent with Poicy? ~~Yes. The proposed SP istrct s consisent with the
- proposed Neighborhood Centerpolicy. The plan proposes
- amixture of esidental and commercilloffce space, which
- will provide additionl housing options, as well as
comumercial and offie space fo the immediate communty

PLANDETAILLS The ste proposed for this SP is currently vacant, The plan
: calls for a two-story, mixed use building with five
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- residenial units and a maximum of 2,000 square fegt of

~ commercial floor area. Permitted commercial uses include
 Financial Ingtitution, General Office, Medical Office,

- Personal Care Services, and Retal. Commercialuses are in

~ thebasement and on the irstfloor, Two residential it

- e also located on thefirst loor, and the remaining three

- tesidentiol units are located on the second floor,

 Vehicular access willbe from the alley (¥729) at the rear,
~ Onste parking i located inthe basement floor and contains
b compct parking spaces. There are also two additional
O stree 1 spaces located adjacent tothe property on North
16" Steet. The minimum numberof parking spaces
required by the Metro Zoning Code s ive spaces. The
property islocated i the Urban Zoning Overlay (UZ0),
- The UZO alows for the first 2,000 s . for all the
proposcd nor-esidential usesto be exermpt rom providing
parking.

The plan inludes prfiminary elevations. This property s
Withi the Five Points Redevelopment Distict, and the

- Lockeland Springs Neighborhood Conservation Overlay,
- and subsequently the final elevations will have to be
 approved by the Metropolan Development and Housing

-~ Agency (MDHAY), and the Metro Historic Commission
 (MHC). Prfiminary elevations have been approved by

-~ both MDHA, and MHC.

Approved except as noted:

 Addnoen plans tating that upsized 30" storm pipe will
be utilized for detention.

,PUBLICWORKS e

,RECOM&ENDATION AWl Public Works desgn sandards skl b met prir o

' - any final approvals and permit isuance. Any approval is
~ subjeetto Public Works'approvalof the construction
~ plans.

Solid waste disposal and recycling collecton to be
approved by the Department of Public Works Solid Waste
-~ Division.

Construct Alley #729 along property fronage tothe
Department of Public Works standards and specifications.
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lElementary 0Middle 0 High

Students would atend Ross Elementary School, Baley
- Middle School and Stratford High School. All three
- schools ae identiied as having capacity for additional
- students. This information s based upon data from the
 school board last updated June 2008,

- Ifthe associated policy change is approved, saff

' o - recommends approvalwithcondiions of this SP disit,

e

CONDITIONS
« 1. Priorto any fina site plan approval,the buikding
elevations, ncluding exterior materials, must be
approved by the Metropolitan Development and
Housing Agency, and Metropolitan Historic
Commission.

1. Permitted uses include multi-family residential,
financial institution, general office, medical office,
personal care services, and retal. No other uses shall
be permited without Metro Council approva,
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3. For any development standards, regulaions and
requirements not specificll shown on the SP plan
and/or included as a condition of Commission or
Council approval,the property shall b subject o the
standerds,regulations and requirements of the MUL,
zoning distric asofthe date of the applicabl request
or application. This condition shall be added as a note
to the preliminary plan,

. Acorected copy of the preliminary SP plan
incorporating the conditions of approval by the
Planning Commission and Councl shallbe provided to
the Planning Department pror tothe flng of any
additonal development applications fo this property
and in any event no later than 120 days afer the
effectve date of the enacting ordinance. The corrected
capy provided to the Planning Department shal
include prined copy of the preliminary SP pla and a
single PDF that contains the plan and all related SP
ocuments. Ifa corected copy of the SP plan
incorporaing the condition therein is not provided to
the Planning Department within 120 days of the
effective date of the enacting ordinance, then the
corrected capy of the SP plan shall be presented to te
Metro Council s an amendment to this SP ordinance
pror o approval of any grading, learing, gubbing,
fnal it plan, o any oher development application
for the property.

5. Minormodifcains to the preliminary SP plan may be
approved by the Planning Commission o s designee
based upon fnal architcturel, engineering orsite
design and actual site conditions, Al modificaions
shall be consistent with the princples and further the
objectives of the approved plan. Modifications shall
not be permitted, except through an ordinance
approved by Metro Councl that increase the permited
densityor flor area, add uses not otherwise permited
eliminatespecific conditons or requirements contained
inthe plan as adopted through thisenacting ordinance,
or add vehicula access points not curtenly present or
approved.

6. The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal’s Office
for emergency vehicle access and adequate water
supply for fire protection must be met priortothe
issuance of any building permits.
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1. Alldevelopment within the bowndaris ofthis plan
-~ hall meet the requirements of the Americans with
Disabilites Actand the Fair Housing Act,




SEE NEXT PAGE
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 -REVISEDSTAFF REPORT -

Pro;ectNos .

’Exisﬁngl@v&i .

SibsieBl

2009Z-015TX-001; 2009Z-033TX-001
Project Name Domestic / Exotic Animals
Counci Bills BL2009499 and Proposed Substitute BL2009-510
Council Ditriet countywide
School District countywide
Requestedby Councilmembers Carl Burch, Jim Gotto, Jason Holleman
2. and Kristine LaLonde
- Staff Reviewier Regen
Staff Recommendation Approve with amendment (Substitute Bill)
APPLICANTREQUEST ~ Create severaldefinitionstoclassify animals and allow
P ~ uptoa maximum ofsix (6)chickens, ducks, turkeys
quail or pheasants on R/RS zoned property based on
Sy the property’s size.
ANALYSIS
Section 17.04.060 (Definiions) of the Zoning Code does

1ot include definitions for domestic farm animal or exotic
animals. Instead, the accessory land use “Domestic
Animals/Wildlife" defines them by referencing sate law.
State Law does not spell out what i considered a “common
domestic farm animal”, Within the urban services distrit
(USD) and general services distrct (GSD), farm animals
may be kept,ifthe property is zoned for agricultural use
(AGIAR2a). Ifthe property is zoned a residentia zoning
district such as “R” or “RS” (e.g. RS40), then farm
animals are prohibited in the USD, and only allowed in the
GSD provided the property contains § actes or more.

The proposed substitute bil merges two text amendments
that address domestic/exoti animals, one sponsored by
Councilmembers Car! Burch and Jim Gotto (2009Z-
OLSTX-001 (BL2009-499) and a second sponsored by
Councilmembers Jason Holleman and Kristing LaLonde
(2009Z-033TX-001 (BL2009-510)). The sponsors merged
these bill since each contained similar definitions of
animals . Another provision of the substitute bil, allows
certain kinds of poultry to be kept by residents in the
Utban Services District (USD) and General Services
District (GSD). The substitute bill addresses three areas;

o Animal definitions
v Zoning land use table
o Accessory use standards
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Definition of Am'mals ,

Accessory Use Standards

The proposed substitute bill adds four defnitions to
classify animals in Section 17.04.060 (Definitions) of the
Zoning Code, as noted below. These definitions are

- needed to clariy that farm animals are “farm animals” and

not “pets”. By providing classficatons for animals, these

- defnitions ensre the existing Zoning Code standards are

Nt inerpreted o permit a hrse, cow, goat, lama, pig,
sheep, ec. s 2“pet” in Davidson County.

¢ “Animal” means all nonhuman members of the
anima Kingdom including household, domestic, and
exotic animals,

* “Animal, Domestic” means all secies of the Genera
Equus, Gallus, and Pavoy the Families of Anaridge,
Bovidae, and Suidae as well. Common names of
animals defined above include but are not limited to:
chickens, cows, dogs, donkeys, ducks, geese, goats,
horses, muls, peafow], pigs, and sheep. Some
domestic animals are also considered “Household
Pets”, as defined in this section.

v Animal, Exofic” means animls defined s Clss [ by
Tennessee Code Annotated § 7-4-403 (1) and animals
defined in Tennessee Code Annotated § 70-4-403
()E) (B, (), (), N, 0), )

o “Animal, Household Pet” means animals bred or

raised 0 1ve in or about humans for companionship
and ate dependent on bumans or food and sheler (e
birds, dogs, cats, guinea pigs, hamsters, mice, rabbi),

The proposed substitute bill deletes the land use
“Domestic Animals/Wildlife” and creates two new land
uses n the Zoning Land Use Table, Section 17,08.030
under Residential Uses: Animals, Domestic/Exotic and
Animals, Domestc (poultry). Today, al animas are
permited by right P) n the AGIAR2a distict, This
substitue bill does not change tht tatus. Within the
RIRS disticts however, poultry would be allowed as an
acoessory use (A) o a single-family home,

The substitute bill does not amend the curent regulaions
concerning allowing anmals, egardless of whether they
are exotic or domestic, as an accessory use {0 a residential
dweling with the exception of certin poulty.  The
proposed expanded sanderds for permiting poulry s an
accessory uses are noted below:




. I Existing Proposed Substitute
Zoong r’mn'seo-n/aszo RS fan i)
: Mﬂse | osts single-family ony
Lot Size Minimum | 5 +acres 37505
‘Tax District GSD USD orGSD
» #of;POUﬂ_Iy_;i Unlimited 2,4 or 6 poutry (depencing on ot size)
X _Tme_ojPoultry | ostds chickens, ducks, turkeys, quails, pheasants
| PoulryLocation | nosts side orrear yard oly
Enclosure’Reg'u'ired' 0'tds. Yes (covered and uncovered)
 {Poutry Run At-Large | nostas No
Sebacks | rostis. 10'property ling; 25'any residentialstructure
 (Roostes | st No
 |Saugherng o No
™ No
|Falstegen  [was  |Ves

B0

The curent Metro Zoning Code requires poultry o be
located in the GSD on a lotof at least five acres in size.

 These reuirements do not support a vable and
- sustainabl city as articulated by Mayor Karl Dean in

Countywide Bt o

Executive Order 33 which created the Green Ribbon
Committe. By modifying the Zoning Code to permit
tesidentsto have poultry for personal consumption of eggs
only (no meat) this ordinance supports a locally-hased
food system, a goal of the Green Ribbon Commiltee,

Whilethis bill increase the number of eligibl propertes
on which poultry can be kept, deed restrictions and
homeowner's asociaton rules prohibiting the keeping
animals would still apply. The standards in this bill were
written to be enforceable by both the Metro Codes and
Health Departments.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff ecommends approval of this substitute bill This

- substtute bil inreases the number of ropertes eligible

to keep poultry while protecting adoining propertis from
potentiel nuisance effcts. Further, the bill provides the
needed animal defniions and promotes a reen straegy as
envisioned in Executive Order 33, By permiting poulry,
perticularly chickens, on properties less than five acres n
size and within the USD, more residents can reduce their
reliance on the existing regional and national food
network.




SEE NEXT PAGE,
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Hammond Property on Moore Avenue Final Plat
Map: 10507 Parcel. 331

South Nashville Community Plan

Council District 17- Sandra Moore



Project No.

Metro Planning Commission Meeting of 08/27/09 | ltem#§

20098-072-001

Project Name Hammond Property on Moore Avenue

Council District 17-Moore

School District 7-Kindal

Requested by Michagl and Carol Hammond, Trustees, owners, Cherry
Land Surveying, surveyor

Staff Reviewer Johnson

Staff Recommendation Approve with condition

APPLICANT REQUEST Final plat to create three lots

Final Plat A request for final plat approval to create three lots on
property located at 563 Moore Avenue, approximately
50 feet east of Martin Street (0.51 acres), zoned One
and Two-Family Residential (R6).

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS

+ Supports Infll Development This subdivision will allow compatibility with the

* Creates Walkable Neighborhoods

surrounding neighborhood through the size and
dimensions of proposed lots,the use of existing
infrastructure, and the asimilaton of an existing dwellng,
Infill development through the addition of new structures
into established neighborhood provides an opportunity for
increased econormic vitaity and diversity.

PLANDETAILS
Final Plat

The applicant s requesting final plat approval for a

three lot subdivision on Moore Avenue. There s an alley
that runs behind the properties and Lots 2 and 3 will be
accessed from this alley. Lot 1, which contains an existing
single-family dwelling, will be accessed from the exising
driveway onto Moore Ave.

Al three lots meet the lot comprability requirements for
both area and frontage. This requestis an example of nfil
development, creating new lots in an aea with existing
sidewalks and served by transit, This subdivision takes
advantage of existing infrastructure and adds to the
walkability of this neighborhood.

PUBLIC WORKS
RECOMMENDATION

1. Identify sidewalk requirement. Any sidewalk
requirements must be built or bonded prior to the
recording of the finalplat.
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WATER SERVICES

RECOMMENDATION Approved

STORMWATER

RECOMMENDATION Approved

FIRE MARSHAL

RECOMMENDATION

L 1. Additional information will be required before a

building permit can be issued, adequate information
not provided to allow unconditional approval of this
project atthis time,

2. Actual or projected fire hydrant flow data shall be
provided showing compliance with the Fire Code
before a building permit will be issued.

3. Approved based on no construction being done this
application. Any new construction will require
additional information.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval with a conditon ofthe fnal
plat request.
CONDITION

1. Show sidewalks on the platfor two of the new los.
Allsidewalks shall be constructed per the Department
of Public Works" specificaions or bonded prior to the
recording of the final plat
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