METROPOLITAN GOVERNMENT
OF NASHVILLE AND DAVIDSON COUNTY

Planning Department
Metro Office Building

800 Second Avenue South
Nashville, Tennese 3720:

Minutes
of the
Metropolitan Planning Commission
April 8, 2010
kkhkkkkkhkkkkhkkx
4:00 PM
Metro Southeast at Genesco Park
1417 Murfreeshoro Road

PLANNING COMMISSION: Staff Present
James McLean, Chairman Rick Bernhardt, Executive Director
Phil Ponder, Vice Chairman Ann Hammond, Assistant Executive Director
Stewart Clifton Brenda Bernards, Planner I
Judy Cummings Kelly Armistead, Administrative Services Officet Il
Derrick Dalton Doug Sloan, Legal
Tonya Jones Jason Swaggart, Planner Il
Hunter Gee Greg Johnson, Planner I
Victor Tyler Bob Leeman, Planning Manager Il
Councilmember Jim Gotto Craig Owensby, Public Information Officer

Marie Cheek, Planning Tech Il
Brian Sexton, Planner |
Dennis Corrieri, Planning Technician |

Mission Statement: The Planning Commission is to guide the future growth and devel opment for Nashville and
Davidson County to evolve into a more socially, economically and environmentally sustainable community with a
commitment to preservation of important assets, efficient use of public infrastructure, distinctive and diverse
neighborhood character, free and open civic life, and choicesin housing and transportation.

l. CALL TO ORDER
The meeting was called to order at 4:01 pm.

. ADOPTION OF AGENDA
Dr. Cummings moved and Mr. Ponder seconded theomotihich passed unanimously, to adopt the revageshda as
presented. (8-0)

1. APPROVAL OF MARCH 25, 2010, MINUTES
Mr. Ponder moved and Councilmember Gotto seconuedbtion, which passed unanimously, to approvévitieh 25,
2010 minutes as presented. (8-0)

V. RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS
Councilmember Harrison requested deferral of Itdnia#the May 13, 2010 Planning Commission meeting t a traffic
study in progress.

Councilmember Baker spoke in favor of approvalteiri #8 due to excess debris and trash in the stagad that applicant
would like to have barriers placed at each endhefdleys to prevent further dumping.
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V. PUBLIC HEARING: ITEMS REQUESTED TO BE DEFERRED OR WITHDRAWN

1. 2009z- A request to rezone from RS15 to CS district faparty located at 3849 -Deferred to May
042PR-001  Abernathy Road, approximately 330 feet east oflGlélle Pike. 13, 2010 meeting
9. 2000P-003G- A request to cancel a portion of the Riverwalk Rkah Unit Development -Deferred
06 district located at 6000 Rivervalley Drive, apprdvfer 61 multi-family Indefinitely

dwelling units.

10. 2007Z-184G- A requestto rezone from RM2 to RS40 property ledatt 6000 Rivervalley -Deferred
06 Drive and located within a Planned Unit Developn@mérlay. Indefinitely

Mr. Clifton moved and Mr. Dalton seconded the metiohich passed unanimously, to approve the defeanel withdrawn
items. (8-0)

Ms. Hammond announced, “As information for our amdie, if you are not satisfied with a decision miag¢he Planning
Commission today, you may appeal the decision Wiigreing for a writ of cert with the Davidson CayrChancery or
Circuit Court. Your appeal must be filed within 88ys of the date of the entry of the Planning Céssion’s decision. To
ensure that your appeal is filed in a timely maneed that all procedural requirements have bednptease be advised that
you should contact independent legal counsel.”

VI. PUBLIC HEARING: CONSENT AGENDA
PUBLIC HEARING: CONCEPT PLAN
4. 2007S- A request to extend concept plan approval for arae yo May 10, 2011, and to grant a variance to
073U-03 Section 2-3.4.f of the Subdivision regulations, &B0-lot cluster subdivision on property locatetha
northeast corner of West Trinity Lane and Overaik&.

- Approved with condition and grant a variance to Setion 2-3.4.f of the Subdivision Regulations to
permit a second extension to concept plan approvéd May 10, 2011
PUBLIC HEARING: FINAL PLAT
5. 2009S-027- A request for a variance from Section 2-5.5 ofSiubdivision Regulations to permit the extensiothef
001 final plat approval for 90 days for the Poplar F8libdivision for one lot at 8706 Poplar Creek Road.

-Approved a variance to 2-5.5 of the Subdivision Rpilations for the extension of final plat
approval for 90 days to June 20, 2010.

6. 2010S-018- A request for final plat approval to create threts on property located at 211 Nesbitt-Approved

001 Lane. w/condition
PUBLIC HEARING: REVISED SITE PLANS
7. 177-74P-  Arequest to revise the preliminary plan and faafiapproval for a portion of the -Approved
001 Century City West PUD located at 26 Century Boutdy#o permit a parking lot w/conditions
expansion.

OTHER BUSINESS
12. Amendment #2 to Contract No. L-1917 betweenrdfetlitan Government of Nashville and DavidsonApproved
County on the behalf of the Nashville Area MPO &&COM, Inc. (formerly EDAW, Inc)

Mr. Ponder moved and Dr. Cummings seconded theomotihich passed unanimously, to adopt the Corsganda as
presented. (8-0)

VIl.  PUBLIC HEARING: ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS

1. 2009Z-042PR-001
Map: 069-00 Parcel: 032
Bordeaux/Whites Creek Community Plan
Council District 2 — Frank R. Harrison
Staff Reviewer: Greg Johnson
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A request to rezone from RS15 to CS district faparty located at 3849 Abernathy Road, approxima&80 feet east of
Clarksville Pike (3.33 acres), requested by Johadsi€ampbell, McRae & Associates, for Terrell andditia Broady,
owners.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends disapproval of the proposed C8gatistrict. The CS zoning is
commercial in nature and is inconsistent with tdeped land use policies for this property thanpotes low-density
residential and civic land uses.

Mr. Clifton moved and Councilmember Gotto seconthexdmotion to accept applicant’s deferral requéstay 13, 2010.
(8-0)

Resolution No. RS2010-39

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2009Z-042PR-001 E=FERRED to the May 13,
2010 Planning Commission meeting. (8-0)"

2. 2010Z-008PR-001
Map: 114-00 Parcel: 166
Bellevue Community Plan
Council District 22 — Eric W. Crafton
Staff Reviewer: Jason Swaggart

A request to rezone from R20 to CS zoning propledsted at 7552 Sawyer Brown Road, on the sod#hafi 1-40 adjacent
to Sam's Club (4.29 acres), requested by BancauthSowner.

Staff Recommendation:; Approve if the Commission diects staff to commence a housekeeping amendmenttmange
the policy to Commercial Mixed Concentration (CMC). Disapprove if policy is not directed to initiatea housekeeping
amendment.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Rezoning - Rezone from R20 tc&CS.
A request to rezone from One and Two-Family Regidk(R20) to Commercial Service (CS) zoning prapéocated at
7552 Sawyer Brown Road, on the south side of Idjcent to Sam’s Club (4.29 acres).

Existing Zoning

R20 District - R20requires a minimum 20,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings and duplexesmat
overall density of 2.31 dwelling units per acrelining 25% duplex lotsThe R20 zoning on this site would permit
approximately nine lots with two duplex lots for a total of eleven residential units.

Proposed Zoning
CS District - Commercial Servide intended for retail, consumer service, finahcisstaurant, office, self-storage, light
manufacturing and small warehouse uses.

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

BELLEVUE COMMUNITY PLAN

Residential Low Medium (RLM) RLM policy is intended to accommodate residential thgpraent within a density range
of two to four dwelling units per acre. The predoamt development type is single-family homes, alih some
townhomes and other forms of attached housing reagpipropriate.

Consistent with Policy? No. The proposed commercial zoning is not consiskéth the property’s residential policy. The
proposed commercial zoning permits uses that ainfiith the residential land use policy.

While the policy supports residential uses, thepprty does not have a strong relationship with meaging residential
property, but does have a strong relationship thighadjoining commercial property. The area iy Velty and the property
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proposed for CS is separated from the adjacerdartal area by deep valleys and steep slopes;\ewhe property is at
grade with the existing commercial property (Sa@lsb) to the north. The property to the east ihimia PUD. A wide
area designated as open space is between the yrppmyosed to be rezoned and the dwelling uniteiwihe PUD, and
would more than adequately buffer any future dgwelent on the site.

Because the property proposed to be rezoned to eociahis more related to the neighboring comméuri@a than it is to
the residential area, staff could support a paieyendment. If the Planning Commission directd stdfile a housekeeping
amendment to change the policy to Commercial MiRedcentration (CMC), then staff can recommend aypyrof the
rezoning request. CMC policy covers the properttheonorth, and could be logically extended toudel this property.
PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION A TIS may be required at development.

Typical Uses in Existing Zoning DistricdR20

Total . .
I(_I?I'rl]zdc%sdee) Acres FAR/Density Floor Rﬂgky;s? ﬁl\o/lulr?eak EI(\)/IUI:eak
Area/Lots/Units
Single-Family
Detached (210 4.29 231D QU 87 7 10
Typical Uses in Proposed Zoning Distri€tS
Total . .
I(_I?I'rl]zdc%sdee) Acres FAR/Density Floor Rﬂgky;s? ﬁl(\)/lulr:’eak EI(\)/IUI:eak
Area/Lots/Units
Strip 4.29 0.066 F 12,333 SF 566 18 52
Shopping(814) ’ '
Traffic changes between typic&20and propose@€S
Total . .
I(_I?rrIIEdCLi)Sdee) Acres FAR/Density Floor (?A%Zkggp? ﬁI\O/IuIrDeak El(\)/lulr?eak
Area/Lots/Units y
- - - - +479 +11 +42
Maximum Uses in Existing Zoning DistridR20
Total . :
I(_I?I'rl]zdc%sdee) Acres | FAR/Density | Floor (I?A‘zlgkzgp? ﬁl(\)/lulr:’eak PM Peak Hour
Area/Lots/Units Y
Single-Family
Detached (210 4.29 231D 9U 87 7 10

Maximum Uses in Proposed Zoning Distri€S

Total . .

I(_It::lrrédc%sdee) Acres | FAR/Density | Floor (I?/\(/’jglgkg;pi ﬁlt\)/lulr:eak PM Peak Hour
Area/Lots/Units y

Shopping

Center (820) | +2° 0.6 112,123 SF 7316 165 687

Traffic changes between maximuR20and propose@€S

Total . :

l(‘l‘:"l_rédc%s dee) Acres FAR/Density Floor (I?/\(laélgkg;?; ﬁl\o/lulr?eak EI(\)/IUI:eak
Area/Lots/Units

- - - - +7229 +158 +677

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends that the request be approvee i€tmmission directs staff to initiate
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a housekeeping amendment to change the residpaliey to Commercial Mixed Concentration (CMC). St@commends
disapproval if the Commission does not initiate ploéicy change.

Mr. Swaggart presented the staff recommendati@ppfoval if the Commission directs staff to amedmelpolicy.
Councilmember Crafton asked the Commission to apptioe zoning change.

Jon Crisp of Bancorp South, asked the Commissi@ppoove the zoning change due the property noghearketable as a
residential site.

Mr. Gee inquired about traffic counts and requetied staff confirm the numbers in the traffic &bl

Mr. Clifton moved and Dr. Cummings seconded theiomoto approve with staff direction to initiate ausekeeping
amendment to change the land use policy to Comaldviked Concentration and to review the trafficots for the CS
zoning district. (9-0)

Chairman McLean requested that future Staff Recondaaions be included on slide presentations.

Resolution No. RS2010-40

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2010Z-008PR-001 A°PROVED. Directed staff to
initiate a housekeeping amendment to change the lduse policy to Commercial Mixed Concentration ando review
the traffic counts for the CS zoning district. (9-0

While the proposed CS zoning district is not consient with current Bellevue Community Plan’s Residetial Low
Medium policy, the Planning Commission has directedtaff to initiate a policy amendment to CommerciaMixed
Concentration.”

Mr. Jones arrived at 4:20.

3. 2010Z-009PR-001
Map: 105-16 Parcels: 258, 259
South Nashville Community Plan
Council District 16 — Anna Page
Staff Reviewer: Jason Swaggart

A request to rezone from R6 to CS zoning propeltieated at 336 Vivelle Avenue and Vivelle Avenuarfumbered),
approximately 195 feet east of Nolensville Pike40acres), requested by STS Property Group, Li@eo.
Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - Rezoning - Rezone from R6 to G.
A request to rezone from One and Two-Family Regidk(R6) to Commercial Services (CS) zoning praiesriocated at
336 Vivelle Avenue and Vivelle Avenue (unnumberexpproximately 195 feet east of Nolensville Pike40acres).

Existing Zoning

R6 District - R6requires a minimum 6,000 square foot lot andtisrnided for single-family dwellings and duplexesiat
overall density of 7.71 dwelling units per acrelining 25% duplex lotsThe R6 zoning on this site would permit two lots,
each with a duplex for a total of four residential units.

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

040810 Minutes.doc 5o0f 17



CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

SOUTH NASHVILLE COMMUNITY PLAN

Neighborhood General (NG)NG is intended to meet a spectrum of housing nesitisa variety of housing that is carefully
arranged, not randomly located. An Urban DesigRlanned Unit Development overlay district or sitenpshould
accompany proposals in these policy areas, to @sgpropriate design and that the type of developeenforms with the
intent of the policy.

Consistent with Policy? No. The proposed commercial zoning is not consistéth the property’s residential policy. The
proposed commercial zoning permits uses that ainfiith the residential land use policy.

As with many areas along Nolensville Pike, the caroial zoning district is not very deep. This makedevelopment
difficult, especially for more sustainable devel@nhdesigns. While staff canot support the proposed CS zoning, staff
could support an appropriate Specific Plan witlobicg amendment. The residential policy would h&wée amended to a
non-residential or mixed-use policy and the poéoyl zoning would need to address transitioning betnthe commercial
and residential areas and orientation of commeusat to Nolensville Rd.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION A TIS may be required at development.

Typical Uses in Existing Zoning DistricR6

Total . .
Land Use Acres | FAR/Density Floor Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Area/Lots/Units (weekday) Hour Hour
Single-Family
Detached (210) 0.34 771D 2U 20 2 3
Typical Uses in Proposed Zoning Distri€tS

Total . .
Land Use Acres FAR/Density Floor Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Area/Lots/Units (weekday) Hour Hour
Strip
Shopping(814 0.34 0.448 F 6,635 SF 322 13 38
Traffic changes between typic&6 and propose€S

Total . .
Land Use Acres FAR/Density | Floor Daily Trips AM Peak PM Peak
(ITE Code) Area/Lots/Units (weekday) Hour Hour
- - - - +302 +11 +35
Maximum Uses in Existing Zoning DistridR6

Total . :
Lene Lz Acres | FAR/Density | Floor Detly Tl GO PR PM Peak Hour
(ITE Code) Area/Lots/Units (weekday) Hour
Single-Family
Detached (210) 0.34 771D 2U 20 2 3
Maximum Uses in Proposed Zoning Distri€iS
Total . .

Lerie] LES Acres FAR/Density | Floor DETlL VIS i PEELS PM Peak Hour
(ITE Code) Area/Lots/Units (weekday) Hour
Strip Shopping
(814) 0.34 0.6 8,886 SF 418 15 43
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Traffic changes between maximuR6 and propose@€S

Total . .

I(_l?rrl]zdcti)s dee) Acres FAR/Density Floor R?e'lgkgg?s ﬁl\o/luereak EI(\)/IUI:eak
Area/Lots/Units

- - - - +398 +13 +40

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends that the proposed CS zoning diftei disapproved. The proposed
zoning district is not consistent with the are&sidential land use policy. Staff could supporappropriate SP if the policy
was amended to a support commercial uses.

Mr. Swaggart presented the staff recommendatiatisafpproval.

Nancy Campbell, 2128 Whitney Avenue, spoke in ofijmwsof staff recommendation. Inquired as to vileeta park could
be built in this location.

Chairman McLean stated that the property is priyaiened and that the city is not in a positiorptochase the property
due to the economy.

Councilmember Gotto inquired as to whether or hetapplicant was present.
Councilmember Gotto moved and Dr. Cummings secottgednotion to approve the staff recommendatiodisdpproval.

(9-0)

Resolution No. RS2010-41

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2010Z-009PR-001 HSAPPROVED. (9-0)

The proposed CS zoning district is inconsistent witthe South Nashville Community Plan’s Neighborhood>eneral
policy.”

VIIl. PUBLIC HEARING: CONCEPT PLAN

4. 2007S-073U-03
Nocturne Village
Map: 070-03 Parcels: 006, 007
Map: 070-07 Parcels: 062, 063
Bordeaux/Whites Creek Community Plan
Council District 2 — Frank R. Harrison
Staff Reviewer: Brenda Bernards

A request to extend concept plan approval for ara yo May 10, 2011, and to grant a variance t¢i@e2-3.4.f of the
Subdivision regulations, for a 50-lot cluster swiglon on property located at Overall Street (unhanad), 869 West Trinity
Lane, Walker Lane (unnumbered) and West Trinityd amnumbered), at the northeast corner of Wesityiiane and
Overall Street, zoned RS7.5 and RS20, request&bbiurne Village Investors, owner, Wamble & Assoesa surveyor.
Staff Recommendation: Approve with condition and gant a variance to Section 2-3.4.f of the SubdivisioRegulations
to permit a second extension to concept plan appral/to May 10, 2011

APPLICANT REQUEST - Concept Plan Extension -Permitextension of Concept Plan approval.

A request to extend concept plan approval for aza yo May 10, 2011, and grant an exception toi@eet3.4.f of the
Subdivision Regulations, for a 50-lot cluster swixion on property located at Overall Street (unbened), 869 West
Trinity Lane, and West Trinity Lane (unnumbered)thee northeast corner of West Trinity Lane and i@létreet, zoned
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Single-Family Residential (RS7.5) and (RS20).

Zoning
RS20 District - RS2@equires a minimum 20,000 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a density of
1.85 dwelling units per acre.

RS7.5 District - RS7.8equires a minimum 7,500 square foot lot andtisrided for single-family dwellings at a density of
4.94 dwelling units per acre.

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

SUBDIVISION DETAILS The concept plan for the 50 lot Nocturne Villagbdivision was approved by the Planning
Commission on May 10, 2007. An extension to therayal of the plan to May 10, 2010, was grantedhgyPlanning
Commission in February 2009. The applicant is estjng a second extension of the approval dueetdifficulty the
applicant is experiencing marketing this propeffe conditions of the original approval will s@pply to this plan and
there have been no substantive subdivision regul@mendments that would affect the design of tielisision.

Subdivision History A plan for 35 single-family lots was approvedtbis property in August of 2006. That plan origlgal
was revised with the May 2007 concept plan to asttor a stream buffer crossing the western boundathe property and
redesigned to eliminate double frontage lots aMest Trinity Lane and lots without public streedritage. The adopted
plan is well laid out with alley access and neesteglet connections. Prior to the May 2010 exmratf the Concept Plan,
the applicant requested a one year extension éoapproval of the plan which was granted by tharttey Commission

Section 2-3.4.f The Subdivision Regulations previor an extension of one additional year for acemt plan:

f. Effective Period of Concept Plan Approval. The approval of a concept plan of a minor sulsitivi shall be effective
for a period of one year and the approval of a ephplan for a major subdivision shall be effecfivetwo years from the
date of Planning Commission Approval. Prior to éxpiration of the concept plan approval, such plaproval may be
extended for one additional year upon request ftin@ iPlanning Commission deems such extensiorogpigte based upon
progress made in developing the subdivision.

In order for the applicant to receive a secondresite, the Planning Commission must grant a vaganc

Variance Requirements Section 1-11.1 of the Subdivision Regulationsestdélhat the Planning Commission may grant
variances to the regulations when it finds thataoddinary hardships or practical difficulties magult from strict
compliance with the regulations, provided thatwhdance does not nullify the intent and purposthefregulations. It
further states that findings shall be based uperetlidence presented in each specific case that:

a. The granting of the variance shall not be detriraktat the public safety, health, or welfare or iigus to other
property or improvements in the neighborhood inclitthe property is located.

b. The conditions upon which the request for a vagardased are unique to the property for whichsdr@ance is
sought and are not applicable generally to othepenty.

C. Because of the particular physical surroundingapshor topographical conditions of the specifioparty

involved, a particular hardship to the owner wonddult, as distinguished from a mere inconvenieifitbe strict
letter of these regulations were carried out.

d. The variance shall not in any manner vary fromgiravisions of the adopted General Plan, includiagonstituent
elements, the Major Street Plan, or the Zoning God#&letropolitan Nashville and Davidson County (it
Code).

ANALYSIS - The intent of the regulation for which the variamcsought is to set a timeframe for approval Goacept
Plan. An extension to the Concept Plan was approyehe Planning Commission in February 2009 wittew expiration
date of May 10, 2010.

The granting of the variance will not nullify thetént of the regulation. In addition, staff findhe following as evidence for

this variance consistent with Section 1-11.1, aabove:

a. The granting of the variance would not be detriraktt the surrounding area, but would provide ndesteeet
connections.
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b. There are no other subdivisions in the immediata #inat are experiencing the same situation, aréftire, the
conditions for which this variance is sought ar@ua to this development within this general area.

C. The variance is not to a design standard of thelagigns, but to a processing standard. Becawseetjuest is not a
variance to a design standard then c. of Sectibh.14s not applicable.

d. The subdivision as previously approved is consistgth the area’s long range policy, and currenting
requirements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the variance to Se&i8.4.f of the Subdivision
Regulations and that approval of the Concept RlalNbcturne Village be extended for one year to MI@y2011, with the
condition that all conditions of the May 10, 20@pproval of this concept plan remain with the esiem.

CONDITION
1. All conditions of the May 10, 2007, approval ofgliioncept plan remain with the extension.

Approved (8-0) Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2010-42

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2007S-083U-03 APPROVED WITH A
CONDITION and grant a variance to Section 2-3.4.f bthe Subdivision Regulations to permit a second ésnsion to
concept plan approval to May 10, 2011. (8-0)

Condition of Approval:
1. All conditions of the May 10, 2007, approval ofgltioncept plan remain with the extension.

IX.  PUBLIC HEARING: FINAL PLAT

5. 2009S-027-001
Poplar Hill Subdivision
Map: 154-00 Parcel: 282
Bellevue Community Plan
Council District 35 — Bo Mitchell
Staff Reviewer: Brenda Bernards

A request for a variance from Section 2-5.5 of$Slubbdivision Regulations to permit the extensiotheffinal plat approval
for 90 days for the Poplar Hill Subdivision for olo¢ at 8706 Poplar Creek Road), zoned AR2a (7résacrequested by
Wyatt and Wendy Rampy, owners.

Staff Recommendation: Approve a variance to 2-5.5fahe Subdivision Regulations for the extension dfnal plat
approval for 90 days to June 20, 2010.

APPLICANT REQUEST - Variance for Final Plat Extension - Permit the extension of a final plat approval.

A request for a variance from Section 2-5.5 of Slubdivision Regulations to permit the extensiotheffinal plat approval
for 90 days for the Poplar Hill Subdivision for ole¢ at 8706 Poplar Creek Road, zoned AgricultiResidential (AR2a)
(7.1 acres).

Zoning

AR2a District - Agricultural/Residentiabquires a minimum lot size of 2 acres and interfde uses that generally occur in
rural areas, including single-family, two-familynpdamobile homes at a density of one dwelling uaitp acres. The AR2a
District is intended to implement the natural camaton or rural land use policies of the genetahp

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

SUBDIVISION DETAILS The purpose of the extension request is to pehmiipplicant to meet the Planning

040810 Minutes.doc 9 of 17



Commission’s conditions of approval for this seaene lot.

The lot is within a Natural Conservation Policy ascccessed from a private road within an accassmeent. The
Subdivision Regulations allow up to 10 lots, fiv@es or greater, within the Natural ConservatioRoral land use polices,
to be accessed from a private street (Section 8-2)3 As this will be the #3improved property to take access from this
private street, the Planning Commission grantedremce to Section 3-9.3.c.1 of the SubdivisionRatipns on June 25,
20009.

The applicant agreed to construct a private strettie access easement to Metro standards (20ffpavement with two
four-foot shoulders). The street will extend fr@wmplar Creek Road to the point where it meets tibess driveway for the
property. Construction plans have been approve@ubjic Works. The road, which will be on the apalits property and a
parcel of land currently owned by Metro, needsdabnstructed or bonded prior to the recordindnefglat.

The applicant is in the process of obtaining agrerince bond, however, because they do not ovaf #ie property, they
cannot complete the process. Metro has declasgmhitel surplus and is in the process of sellegaroperty and does not
want to be a party to the bond. Initially, theirastted time for the property to go through Metraigplus property process
was six weeks. At this point, the property is oh¢hree included in BL2010-643, which had secombling on March 16,
2010, and is scheduled for third reading on Apri2®10. It is the applicant’s intention to bid fbe property. As the plat
expiration date was March 22, 2010, the applicaguested a second 90 day extension in order torbitle property and
complete the bond process. As the Subdivision Réguas do not include a process for final platrappl extensions, a
variance to the 180 day approval period is needed.

Variance Requirements Section 1-11.1 of the Subdivision Regulationsestdélhat the Planning Commission may grant
variances to the regulations when it finds thataoddinary hardships or practical difficulties magult from strict
compliance with the regulations, provided thatwhaance does not nullify the intent and purposthefregulations. It
further states that findings shall be based uperetlidence presented in each specific case that:

a. The granting of the variance shall not be detriraktat the public safety, health, or welfare or ifgus to other
property or improvements in the neighborhood inclitthe property is located.

b. The conditions upon which the request for a vagardased are unique to the property for which/dr@nce is
sought and are not applicable generally to othepenty.

C. Because of the particular physical surroundingapshor topographical conditions of the specifioparty

involved, a particular hardship to the owner wonddult, as distinguished from a mere inconvenieifithe strict
letter of these regulations were carried out.

d. The variance shall not in any manner vary fromgiravisions of the adopted General Plan, includiagonstituent
elements, the Major Street Plan, or the Zoning God#&letropolitan Nashville and Davidson County (iitg
Code).

ANALYSIS The intent of the regulation for which the variamesought is to set a timeframe for approved ptatse

recorded. The plat was approved by the Planningr@ission on June 25, 2009, with an expiration dédfeecember 22,

2009. Prior to the expiration date, the applicaquested a 90 day extension of the approval iardadbe able to meet

conditions 1 and 3 of approval of this plat. Tipplecant needs a second 90 day extension in oocdecdommodate the

Metro process for selling surplus property.

1 The private road shall be brought up to Metro Public Works standards from Poplar Creek Road to the point where
it intersects with the access drive serving this lot.

3. Theroad shall be constructed or bonded prior to the recording of the plat. Upon completion of the road, the road
shall be inspected by Public Works or the applicant shall obtain a letter from a registered engineer certifying that
the road has been constructed to Public Works standards.

The granting of the variance will not nullify thetént of the regulation. In addition, staff findhe following as evidence for

this variance consistent with Section 1-11.1, aabave:

a. The granting of the variance would not be detriraktd the surrounding area, but would actually ioverthe area
as the portion of the road being brought up to ublorks standards will serve all lots taking asckem this
private street.
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b. There are no other subdivisions in the immediata #inat are experiencing the same situation, aréftire, the
conditions for which this variance is sought ar@ua to this development within this general area.

C. The variance is not to a design standard of thelagigns, but to a processing standard. Becawseetjuest is not a
variance to a design standard then c. of Sectibh.14s not applicable.

d. The subdivision as previously approved is consistgth the area’s long range policy, and currenting
requirements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends approval of the variance to Se&@ib.5, and that the final plat
approval be extended for 90 days to June 20, 2010.

Approved (8-0)Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2010-43

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsisn that 2009S-027-0014PPROVED including a variance
to 2-5.5 of the Subdivision Regulations for the eghsion of final plat approval for 90 days to June @, 2010. (8-0)"

6. 2010S-018-001
LMP Madison LLC Property
Map: 042-08 Parcel: 020
Madison Community Plan
Council District 4 — Michael Craddock
Staff Reviewer: Brenda Bernards

A request for final plat approval to create thres on property located at 211 Nesbitt Lane, apprately 700 feet north of
Williams Avenue (15.27 acres), zoned IWD, requestetd MP Madison LLC, owner, Crawford & Cummings P.C
surveyor.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with condition

APPLICANT REQUEST - Final Plat - Create three lots.
A request for final plat approval to create threts lon property located at 211 Nesbitt Lane, apprately 700 feet north of
Williams Avenue (15.27 acres), zoned Industrial @feusing/Distribution (IWD).

ZONING
IWD District - Industrial Warehousing/Distributiaa intended for a wide range of warehousing, wéaliag, and bulk
distribution uses.

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

PLAN DETAILS The applicant is requesting final plat approvalddhree lot industrial subdivision. The lots aceessed
from Nesbit Lane via 50 foot access easement timet the length of the property. There are thrdastrial buildings on the
property and each new lot will contain one buildirihe Madison Community Plan includes a futuredveey connection
through this property. The 50 foot access easemelided in this subdivision will keep this contien available should
these properties redevelop over time.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION  No exception taken.

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approved

MADISON SUBURBAN WATER DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION  Owner/developer has not submitted the
requested construction plans for review.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Staff recommends approval with a condition.
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CONDITION
1. Prior to the recordation of the plat, the requirateef the Madison Suburban Water District shalfriz.

Approved (8-0)Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2010-44

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsien that 2010S-018-001 APPROVED WITH A
CONDITION. (8-0).

Condition of Approval:
1. Prior to the recordation of the plat, the requirateef the Madison Suburban Water District shalfrie.”

X. PUBLIC HEARING: REVISED SITE PLANS

7. 177-74P-001
Century City West (One Century Place Parking Rem)s
Map: 095-00 Parcel: 031
Donelson/Hermitage/Old Hickory Community Plan
Council District 15 — Phil Claiborne
Staff Reviewer: Jason Swaggart

A request to revise the preliminary plan and faaefiapproval for a portion of the Century City WE€stmmercial Planned
Unit Development located at 26 Century Boulevappraximately 400 feet south of EIm Hill Pike, zoredl and ORI
(28.37 acres), to permit a parking lot expansieguested by Civil Site Design Group PLLC, applicémt Wells Reit-One
Century Place LLC, owner.

Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions

APPLICANT REQUEST - PUD Revision and Final -Revisd?UD and final site plan to permit additional parking.

A request to revise the preliminary plan and faafiapproval for a portion of the Century City WE€stmmercial Planned
Unit Development located at 26 Century Boulevappraximately 400 feet south of EIm Hill Pike, zon@de and Two-
Family Residential (R8) and Office/Residential hgive (ORI) (28.37 acres), to permit a parkingelgpansion.

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

REQUEST DETAILS The request is to revise the last approved pretirgiplan for a portion of the Century City West
Commercial Planned Unit Development. The sitauisently developed and this request does not pepayg changes to the
existing building on the site.

As proposed the plan will provide an additional 2@0king spaces by rearranging the grounds immagliatljacent to the
existing building. This will bring the total numbef parking spaces from 2,170 to 2,370. Accordmthe plan, the
proposed increase in parking spaces is to attraetvacorporate tenant who requires more parking.

Staff has no concerns with the proposed requese réquest does not propose any major changes UD, and as
proposed, meets all zoning requirements.

PUBLIC WORKS RECOMMENDATION No Exceptions Taken

STORMWATER RECOMMENDATION Approve with the following conditions:

1. Provide the local FEMA Map information, the Commtyriap Number, and Date on the plans.

2. Pipe material was not called on Plan Sheet C2.0@aAnings n value of 0.013 and 0.012 was usederd#sign
calculations.

3. Check pipe sizes on plans and from design calcuiatiPipe A16-A15 is listed as 18-inch diametettenplans and
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as 24-inch diameter in the calculations.
4, Add a note to the plans stating that buffer sigesraquired — location to be determined duringqoe-by NPDES.
5. MWS criteria for Wet Ponds require an outlet ponaid value Otherwise provide the drainage protocol in the
Long Term Maintenance Plan.
Register of Deeds for the Long Term Maintenance Ridl be $5 per page plus $7.
A Dedication of Easement will be required for thegsed Wet Pond. Register of Deeds fees will bpe$$age
plus $2.

No

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  Staff recommends that the request be approvedowithitions. The request does not
propose any major changes, and meets all requittsroéthe Zoning Code.

CONDITIONS
1. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmaté®UD final site plan approval of this proposakibe forwarded
to the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Manmagd division of Water Services.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmaté®UD final site plan approval of this proposaakibe forwarded
to the Planning Commission by the Traffic EnginegrSections of the Metro Department of Public Wddtsall
improvements within public rights of way.

3. This approval does not include any signs. Signdanned unit developments must be approved biyleteo
Department of Codes Administration except in spedaifstances when the Metro Council directs therblet
Planning Commission to review such signs.

4, The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal’s Officeemergency vehicle access and adequate waiplysior
fire protection must be met prior to the issuaniceny building permits.

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

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

Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and fielgetgion.
Significant deviation from these plans may requé@pproval by the Planning Commission and/or M€wancil.

A corrected copy of the PUD final site plan incamgding the conditions of approval by the Plannirap®nission shall be
provided to the Planning Department prior to tiseigce of any permit for this property, and in amgnt no later than 120
days after the date of conditional approval byRlening Commission. Failure to submit a correcigay of the final PUD
site plan within 120 days will void the Commissismipproval and require resubmission of the plahad?lanning
Commission.

Approved (8-0)Consent Agenda
Resolution No. RS2010-45

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comssisn that 177-74P-001 APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS.
(8-0)

Conditions of Approval:
1. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmaté®UD final site plan approval of this proposaakibe forwarded
to the Planning Commission by the Stormwater Manmsgg division of Water Services.

2. Prior to the issuance of any permits, confirmaté®UD final site plan approval of this proposakive forwarded
to the Planning Commission by the Traffic EnginegrSections of the Metro Department of Public Wddtsall
improvements within public rights of way.

3. This approval does not include any signs. Signdanned unit developments must be approved biyltteo
Department of Codes Administration except in speaifstances when the Metro Council directs therblet
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Planning Commission to review such signs.

4, The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal’s Officeemergency vehicle access and adequate waiplysior
fire protection must be met prior to the issuaniceny building permits.

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

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

Administration to determine compliance, both inig®uance of permits for construction and fielgexgion.
Significant deviation from these plans may requé@pproval by the Planning Commission and/or M€mancil.”

Xl.  PUBLIC HEARING: MANDATORY REFERRAL

8. 2010M-003AB-001
Portion of 43rd Ave. N. and Alley #1203 Abandonmen
Map: 091-12 Parcels: 055, 056, 096, 097, 098, 000, 101, 102
West Nashville Community Plan
Council District 20 — Buddy Baker
Staff Reviewer: Bob Leeman

A request to abandon a portion of 43rd Avenue Ndrtim Georgia Avenue northward to its terminug] arportion of
Alley #1203 east of 44th Avenue North to its terasrfeasements to be retained), requested by Cmemiber Buddy
Baker, applicant, for James R. Hunter and RCG Gtdup, owners.

Staff Recommendation: Disapprove

APPLICANT REQUEST - Alley and Street Abandonment -Abandon portions of 4% Avenue N and Alley #1203
A request to abandon a portion of 43rd Avenue Ndrtim Georgia Avenue northward to its terminug] arportion of
Alley #1203 east of 44th Avenue North to its terosr{easements to be retained).

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS N/A

REASON FOR CLOSURE The application states the reason for the closufieliminate dumping of trash, tree limbs
and tires.” The applicant has also indicated thiatwill allow the adjacent property owner to coligate the adjacent
parcels and rezone the parcels from residentialchostrial.

Alley/ Road Length Alley #1203 is approximately 310 feet in lengthlwdtix vacant residential lots fronting Georgia
Avenue.

The portion of 4% Avenue North proposed to be closed is approxim&@@0 feet in length extending from Georgia Avenue
to its northern terminus.

DEPARTMENT AND AGENCY COMMENTS

Planning While there are currently no homes built on thersbsidential lots served by Alley #1203, alleys anémportant
structural element to the transportation networthia area of West Nashville. These facilitiesyadl as streets, bikeways,
sidewalks and pedestrian ways directly affect nityttib and from the community and within it. Prdivig an opportunity
for any future homes to have alley access will alswe to enhance the pedestrian realm along GeAkginue in the future
by creating an urban streetscape with front poreimelswindows on the street. Since these six regalgroperties back up
to an existing industrially zoned area, garagdhénrear and accessed via the alley provide additiouffering.

It is premature to close the alley as long as theesidential lots still exist and until the resittial properties are zoned
industrial.
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West Nashville Community Plan The West Nashville Community Plan policy for thi®a is T4 Urban Neighborhood
Maintenance, which would calls for the maintenaoicthe existing character in this area, includiogmorting alleys for
residential development. The plan states thaysabee the preferred form of access in urban neidtdonds.

Public Works Public Works is recommending approval.

NES NES is recommending approval with a condition taireeasement rights.

Emergency Communications Center (ECC)The ECC is recommending approval.

Water Services Water Services is recommending approval with alitaom that all easement rights are retained fotewa
and sewer lines in the right-of-way.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Staff recommends disapproval of the request toddradlley 1203 and a portion of 43
Avenue North which serves as access to the alley.

Mr. Leeman presented the staff recommendationsafjgiroval.

Ron Hunter, the adjacent property owner, spokenagyataff recommendation. Stated that closingatley is a positive
move for the neighborhood due to the fact thaptiogperty is not used by local residents or propevimers and that it has
become a haven for trash. Applicant stated tleaatley in its present form contributes a negaitimeact to the
neighborhood and asked the Commission to closalkig.

Emma Forte, 4305 Georgia Ave, spoke in favor df stcommendation, would prefer to keep any illegetivities confined
to the alley instead of on her property.

Rick Bradley, 5001 Indiana Avenue, spoke in faviostaff recommendation. Mr. Bradley stated thatMaes just recently
made aware of this proposal and that he had spekbBrsome of the area residents. They were albsepg not only to this
proposal but also to the future zoning change fddks that the zoning change should be completed fi

Dorothy Woodroof, 4400 Georgia Avenue, spoke irofanf staff recommendation and against abandondh@nto possible
expansion of crime into residential areas.

Councilmember Crafton spoke in favor of closing étley in reference to cleaning up the area aegdtential effects of
the subsequent zone change application.

Councilmember Baker asked the Commission to appitevalley closure.
Mr. Dalton expressed uncertainty about reachingasibn and asked for discussion from other Comiorissiembers.

Ms. Jones stated a preference for deferral in daddiscuss the application along with its corregping zone change
proposal of the area.

Mr. Ponder and Mr. Clifton agreed with Ms. Jones.

Mr. Bernhardt clarified to the Commission the cansences of delaying a decision on a council bill.

Discussion ensued regarding the possibility of dafevithout delaying the council bill process.

Dr. Cummings stated she was prepared to vote ir fafsstaff recommendation but has no objectiowadting until a
subsequent zone change application is heard b@dhamission. Dr. Cummings also stated that she witkédo hear from

the neighborhood during that time.

Councilmember Gotto stated alleys are difficultrtaintain and provide a haven for crime and refude.is in support of
deferring but would like to vote to close this peoly due to it being a public safety issue.
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Dr. Cummings asked for clarification of separatimthis application and subsequent zone change.
Mr. Gee asked if disapproval would affect the aggoit’s future prospects.

Councilmember Baker, the applicant on the MandaReferral, asked the Commission to defer the apiitin until the zone
change could be heard along with it at the Jun2Q00 Planning Commission meeting,.

Councilmember Gotto moved to defer indefinitely gpplication, Mr. Dalton seconded the motion.
Councilmember Gotto withdrew the motion to defeatdfinitely.
Chairman McLean asked that barriers be placedeagrkl of the alley or remove pavement to stop puacess.

Councilmember Gotto moved and Mr. Ponder seconaedibtion, which was approved unanimously, to defeit the June
10, 2010 Planning Commission meeting. (9-0)

Resolution No. RS2010-46

“BE IT RESOLVED by The Metropolitan Planning Comsizn that 2010M-003AB-001 BEFERRED TO THE JUNE
10, 2010 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING. (9-0)"

Xll.  PUBLIC HEARING: PREVIOUSLY DEFERRED ITEMS

9. 2000P-003G-06
Riverwalk (Cancellation)
Map: 126-16-0-B Parcel: 062
Bellevue Community Plan
Council District — Bo Mitchell
Staff Reviewer: Jason Swaggart

A request to cancel a portion of the Riverwalk RkhUnit Development district located at 6000 Rradley Drive, at the
southeast corner of Rivervalley Drive and Newsoati&h Road, zoned RM2, (58.62 acres), approveéIanulti-family
dwelling units, requested by Councilmember Bo Méithapplicant, Bank of America N.A., owner. (Sdso Proposal No.
2007Z-184G-06).

Staff Recommendation: Defer indefinitely

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED INDEHNITELY Planned Unit Development 2000P-003G-06 at
the request of the applicant. (8-0)

10. 2007Z-184G-06
Map: 126-16-0-B Parcel: 062
Bellevue Community Plan
Council District — Bo Mitchell
Staff Reviewer: Jason Swaggart

A request to rezone from RM2 to RS40 property ledatt 6000 Rivervalley Drive, at the southeast eoaf Rivervalley
Drive and Newsom Station Road and located witheaaned Unit Development Overlay (58.62 acres)ested by
Councilmember Bo Mitchell, applicant, Bank of AneiN.A.., owner. (See also Proposal No. 2000P-008)5-

Staff Recommendation: Defer indefinitely

The Metropolitan Planning Commission DEFERRED INDEHNITELY Zone Change 2007Z-184G-06 at the request
of the applicant. (8-0)
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XIl.  OTHER BUSINESS

11. Planning Commission Retreat

12. Amendment #2 to Contract No. L-1917 between Metlitggo Government of Nashville and Davidson County o
the behalf of the Nashville Area MPO and AECOM, (farmerly EDAW, Inc)

Approved (8-0)Consent Agenda

13. Historical Commission Report
14. Board of Parks and Recreation Report
15. Executive Director Reports

16. Legislative Update

Xlll. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 5:08pm.

Chairman

Secretary

6 The Planning Department does not discriminatehenbiasis of age, race, sex, color, national origiligion or
disability in access to, or operation of, its pags, services, and activities, or in its hiringeanployment practices
For ADA inquiries, contact Josie Bass, ADA Comptian Coordinator, at 862-7150 or e-mail her [at
josie.bass@nashville.gavFor Title VI inquiries contact Shirley Sims-Saldamr Denise Hopgood of Humahp
Relations at 880-3370. For all employment-relategliries call 862-6640.
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