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Project No. Planned Unit Development 18-85P-001
Associated Case 20107-010PR-001

Council Rill BL2010-672

Council District 22 - Crafton

School District 9 - Summons

Requested by Ertc Crafton, applicant, atsv Potter, owner

Diliereal Dieferved from the Meay 13, 2000, Planning Commission

meeitng at the reguest of the applicant

Staff Reviewer HBemards

Stafl Recommendation Defer to the June [0, 2011, Planming Commission meeting

AFPPLICANT REQUES] Cancel the 7734 Highway 70 South Planned Unit
Development.

Fame Change A request to cancel the 7734 Highway 70 South

Commercial Planned Unit Development district located
al 773 Highway 70 South, at the northwest corner of
Highway 70 South and Harpeth Valley Road, zoned
One and Two-Family Residential (R40} and proposed
for Commercial Limited (CL), (3.37 acres), approved
for & commercial nursery lacility.

- Neferral The applicant has requested a further deferral to June
10, 2000, in erder (o abigin additional community
inpul on this request. This community. including this
property. was severely impacted by the recent storm
event and has not had an opportunity to review the
applicant™s revised proposal.

Fxlsting Foning

R4 Districl RA0 requires a minimum 40,060 square foot lot and is
intended Tor single-Timily dwellings snd duplexes at an
overull density of 1.16 dwelling units per acre including
25% duplex lots. Without the PUD overlay, the R40
zoning on this site would permid up to three residential
fisiw

Commercial PLT A Commercial PUD overlay was applied to thas property in

1985 1o permit & garden and nursery center.

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS ~ N/A

RELLEVIFE COMMUNITY
PLAN

(Miee Transition (OT) OT policy is intended for small offices intended to scrve as a
transition between lower and highar intensity uscs where




Natural Conservation (NCOY)

Consistent with Policy?
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there are no suitable natural Festunes that can b used as
bullers, Generally, tranzitional offices are used hetweean

residential and conmumercial arcas, The predominant land use
in OT areas 18 low-rse, low intensity offices.

N poliey 15 intended for undeveloped arcas with the
presence ol sleep lermain, unstable soils, and
Hoodwayfloodplain. Low intensity community Facilily
development and very low density residential development
(ool excealing one dwelling unit per bwo acres) may be
appropriate land uses.

While the garden and nursery center permitted in this
Commervial PULD may be eonsistent with the WCO paliey,
the bulk of the property 15 within the OT policy, The
permitted use 15 nol consislenl with the OT policy.

PUBLIC WORKS
RECOMMENDATION

Al S may be required ol re-development,

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The applicant has l'm]uc's-’rrd that this item be delerred Lo
(the June 10, 2010, agenda. Staff recommends that this
item be deferred.
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Bellevue Community Plan
Counecil District 22 Eric W. Crafton
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Project No.
Associated Case
Council Bill
Conneil District
School District
Hegquesied by
Deferral

Staff Reviewer
Stall Recommendation
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Zone Change 2010Z-010PR-001

1 B-B5P-001

BL2O10O-673

22 - Crafton

Q - Bimmons

Ted Potler, applicunt, Potsy Pottér, owner

Dgferred from the May 13, 200, Planning Commission
meeting at the reguest of the applicant,

Rermards
Dgfer to the Jume 10 2000, Planning Commission meeting

APPLICANT REQUEST

Lone Change

Fxisting Zoning
R40) District

w Zoning
CL District

Rezone from R40 1o CL.,

A reguest 1o rezone from One and Two-Family
Residential (R4} to Commercial Limited (CL) zoning
for property loculed within the 7734 Highway 70 South
Planned Unit Development Overlay at 7734 [ighway
T0 South, at the northwest corner of Highway 70 South
and Harpeth Valley Road (337 acres).

The applicant has requested a further deferral to June
10, 2010, in order to ohtain additional eommunity
input on this request. This community, including this
properiy, was severely impacted by the recent storm
event and has not had an epportunity to review the
applicant’s revised proposal.

40 requires o minimuam S, 000 square tool lol and 15
inlended for single-family dwellings and duplexcs at an
overall density of 1.16 dwelling units per acre including
25" duplex lots, Withowr the PUD overlay, the RA0)
zoning on this site would peranil up to three residential
fous.

Commercial Limited 1= stenidex] i retml, consumer
gcrvice, financial, restaurant, und office uses.

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS

NYA

BELLEVUE COMMUNITY
PLAN -

Office T'ransition (OT)

(¥l policy is intended lor small offices mtended to serve as a
transition between lower and higher intensity uses where
there are no suitable natural lesiures that can be used as
buffers. Generally, runsitional offices are used between
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residential and comimercial arcas. The predominant land usc
in OT arcas 1s low-nse. low intensity ollices.

NCO policy is intended for undeveloped arcas with the
presence of slecp lerrain, unstable soils, and
floodway/tloodplain. Low mtensity community facility
development and very low density residential developinent
{not exceading one dwelling unit per two acres) may be

No. The proposed commercial zonng conflicts with the
land usc policics on the project sile, which promote low-
intensity office uses o8 a trunsition between residential and
connimercial uses and the NCO policy that calls for low-
intensity residential development. While the mujonity of
the site is within a loodplain the NCO policy covers only
a small portion of the property along the western

[ here 18 a Commercial PUD on this property that was
adopred in 1983, to permit o landscape business. Across
Highway 70 South there is o gas station and a martial arts
studio in the R40 district and a réstauront i the Shopping
Center Reponal (SCR) disinicl. The gas station and studio
are legally non-conforming uses. A rotail use was in place Il
prior (o the studio. In Decomber 1988, the Board of

Zomng Appeals approved the studio as o use thal would
nol increase the degree ol nen-compliance.

The properties across Harpeth Valley Road were rezoned
to Office Limived (CH.) distret in 1999, The low intensity
Harpeth Valley Oflice Park wus developed. ‘The ().
zoning distict would be the appropriate zoning district for

Nuturul Conservation (NCO)
appropriate land uses.
Consistent with Policy?
boumilury,
Analysis
|l
i
this policy.
PUBLIC WORKS
RECOMMFENDATION

AR Tvemudry

A TIS may be required at development
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION

The spplicant has requested thal this item be deferred to
the hune 10, 2010, agenda. Staff recommends that this
item be deferrsl.
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20075-200G-12
Brentwood Knoll

Map: 172-15-0-C Parcels:001 - 012

Map: 172-15-0-C Parcels:013, 014, 013, 900, 901
Southeast Community Plan

Couneil District 31 — Parker Toler
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Project No.

Project Name
Council Diserict
Schoal MHstrict

Requested by
Deferral

Siall Reviewer
Siafl Recommendation

Item # 3

Subdivision 20075-209C-12
Brentwood Knoll

31- Toler

2- Brannon

Metro Planning Department on behalf of Councilmember
Parker Toler, Community South Bunk, owners

Deferved from March 25, 2000, Aprif 22. 200, and May
13, 2010, Planning Commission meetings ai lke request of
the applicant,

Logan
Approve

APPLICANT REQUEST

Rescind Final Plat

LONING
R510 District

ARZa District

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS

PLAN DETAILS

Bond Information

Rescind final plar approval,

A request to rescind final plat approval for Brentwouod
Knoll, containing 15 lots and open space located along
Brentwood Knoll Court and Bryce Rosd (5.09 acres).
zoned Single-Family Residential (R510) and
Agricultural/Residential { AR2a).

RS0 requires a nunimum of 10,000 square foot lol and 15
itended for single-family dwellings at a density of 3.7
dwelling unils per acre

Agnoultural/ Residential requires a minamum lod stze of 2
acres and (= intended Tor uses that generally ocour w mural
arens, includimg singlo-limily, two-family, and mobile
homes @t a density of one dwelling unit per 2 aeres, The
ARZa Dustesct s inlended W implement the natural
conservation or ruril land use policies of the general plan,

N/A

The preliminary plat for Brentwood Knoll was approved
on February 24, 2005, The final plat for Brentwood Knoll
was recorded on May 22, 2008, and created 13 loz. On
April 20, 2010, a successor trustee s deed was reconleal
that transferred the property from the original owner to
Community South Bank. Prior to first placing this request
on the Planming Commission sgenda, notices were sent via
cortified mail o the vwner of the propenty and Commumity
South Bank.

Grenerally, in order Lo record a final plat, the construction
plans for the required infrnstructure must be approved by
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Stonnwaler Easemenis

Public Works=, Stormwater and Water Services (hereinafier
“the reviewing departments”). If the developer chooses
not 1o install the reguired infrastructure prior to recording
the final plat, the reviewing departiments will determine o
bond amount based on the approved construction plans.
I'he developer will then post o bond prior o recording the
linal plal,

The bond is comprised of two parts:
1) the performance agreemaent, which is the contract
signed by the developer stating that they will complete
the infrastructure, and
2) the security in the form of a letter of crodit. cashuer's
chovk or surcty bond.
I'he bond insures that the Metro Governmenl will be able
Lo complete the infrastruciure in the event that the
developer is unwilling or unable.

In this case, a bond was posted prior w recording the final
plat. 'The surety company securing this bomd s
Developers Surety und Indemnity Company. This surety
company 15 currently excluded from providing surety
bonds to the Planning Commission until November |3,
2010, because they have not panl on this bomd :md two
other bonds.

On Oretober 9, 2000, the PMlanning Department made a
demand on the surely bond for this development. On
November 3, 2009, the case was sent to the Department ol
Law, 'lo date, the surety company has nol completed the
infrastructure nor paid the amount of the bend {5118,000).
Sinee the bond 15 required to secure the satisfactory
construction, installation, and dedication o the reguired
improvements of the linal plal, the bond will be released if
the plat is rescinded.

Metro Stormwater has requestald thal the cascments tor the
detention pond be retained, even if the plat 1s rescinded.
However, the Departmeont of Law has stated that the
cascments are unnecessary due 1o the existing maintenance
agreement Thal reguires the developer to maintain the
storm water infrastructure. I'he mamtenance apreement
rung with the land and is filed ot the Register ol Deeds o
imsure that future owners of the property continue to
maintain the existing infrastrucrure, Should the owner ol
the property fail to mamntain the existing intrastruclure,
Metro could pursue legal action to enforce the provisions

of the existing agreeiment.
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PUBLIC WORKS No Exccption Taken

RECOMMENDATION

STORMWATER If the plat can he rescinded und casements be retained,
RECOMMENDATION then Stormwater would like the easement tor the detention

pond retained. 1f the casements cun't be retained by
rescinding the plat, then Stormwater 1s ok with
the rescission ol the plat without easements.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Stall recomunends approval of rescinding the plat since the
I; infrastructure is incomplete and the surety company has
| nol paid the amount of the hond.




ZONING MAP AMENDMENTS,
SPECIFIC PLANS, and
NEIGHBORHOOD LANDMARKS
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20055P-117G-14

Elin Hill Pike Dayenre Cenler

Map: 108-00 Parcel: 333
Donclson/Hermitage/Old Hickory Communily Plan
Council District 13 - Carl Burch
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Project No. SP District Review 200551-117G-14

Project Name Elm Hill Pike Dayeare Center SP

Council District |} - Burch

School District B - Johnson

Reqquested by Meteo Planning Deparhment

Stall Reviewer Bernards

Staff Recommendation Find the 5P Dixirici getive

APPLICANT REQUEST Four year S review to determine activity.

SP Review The periodic review ol an approved Specific Plan (%)

district known as "Elm Hill Pike Daycare Center", o
determine its completeness pursuant Lo Scetion
17.40.106.1 of the Metro Faning Code, for property
located at 330H) Elm Hill Pike (1.61 acres), approved for
a daycare facility serving up to 200 children via
Council substitute Bill BL2005-856 ¢lTective on April
18, 20046,

Foning Code Requircment Section 1740106, of the Zoning C'ode reguires that a 51
District be reviewed four years from the date of Council
approval and every four vears after until the development
has been deemed complete by the Planning Commission,

Fach development within a 5P [istricr is to be reviewed in
ordlar e determing if the preject is complete or actively
under development to implement the apprevel
developmeit concepl. [f the review determines that the
project is complete or actively under development, then no
[urther review 18 necessary at this time. 1¥ the review
determines that the project is inactive then the Planning
Comuussion i3 to determmine i ils conbnuation as an SP
district is appropriate,

DETAILS OF THE SP DISTRICT  The 5P was approved for o dayeare center serving up to
200 chaldren.

Stall visited the site on April 16, 2010, The dayeare is in
operation but there remains a number ol oustanding
elements including the completion of the sidewalk along
Flm Hill Pike and final mnspections for the electricul work.,
The dayeare apened under g temporary use and occupancy
permmil and 15 curmently working with the Codes
Department to complete all ontstanding items. |
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The staff assessment of this SP 15 that it % active. Stall
recomumends that this 5P be found active and that it be
placed back on the four-vear review list.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Flm Hill Pike Daycare Cenfer
SP be lvund o be sctive.




SEE NEXT PAGE



20055P-17910-03

Trinily Bluffs

Map: 070-00 Parcels: (38, 040, 0d1, 042, (d4, (45, (46, 047, D48
Bordeaux/Whites Creck Community Plan

Council Disinel 2 — Frank R. Harrison



Schonl Tistrict
Reguested by

Sitall Reviewer
SialT Recommendation
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Project No. SP District Review 20055P-179U-03
Project Name Trinity Bluffs SP
Council District 2 - Huamson

|- Cientry
Metro Planning Departiment

Dernards

Find the 8P Disirict Inactive and direct stafi to prepare a
report to the Cowncil lo confinue the implementation of the
development plan ax adapted and that ne rezoming s
recommended om thiv propermy.

APPLICANT REQUEST
5 Review

Lomng Code Reguirernent

DETAILS OF THE SP DISTRICT

Four vear SP review o determine activity.

The periodic review of an approved Specific Plan (R)
district known as "Trinity Bluffs", to determine its
compleleness pursuant to Scetion 1 7.40L106.1 of the
Metro Zoning Code, lor property located at 1106, 110K,
1110, 1116, and 11200 West Trinity Lane (27.55 ucres),
approved for 248 townhouses with o club house via
Council Bill BL2006-960 effective on April 18, 2006,

Sectiom 17.40.106.1 of the Zoning Code roquires that a SP
distnict be reviewed four yenrs from the date of Council
approval and every four vears after until the development
has been deemed complete by the Planmng Commission.

Cach development within a 8P Misiniel 15 to be reviewed in
order to determine 1 the project 15 complete or actively
under development 1o implement the approved
develapment convept. If the review determines that the
preject 1s complete or actively under development, then no
further review is necessury ul this time. If the review
determines that the project is inactive then the Planning
Comumission is o determine if its continuation as an SP
Dhsinict is appropriafe.

The Trinity Bluffs SP s approved lor 284 wwnhouse units
and a club house on approximately 27.55 acres
overlooking the Camberland River,

The SP preserves the majority ol the portion of the site
within the 100 yeur floodpladn. The approved preliminary
plan shows all residential development outside of the 1040
year plan and the arcas of inundation from the recent storm
event. The final site plan will also need to show all
development outside of both the 1M year Moodplain and
aréas of mundation from the recenl storm event.







SPECIFIC PLAN REVIEW
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Staff conducted a site visit on April 19, 2010, There did
nit sppoar to be any construction activity on the site. A
lefter was sent 10 the properly owner of record requesting
detals that vould demonstrate that the SP way setivee

The owner did not respond 1o the letter. Staff contacled
the engineering firm that had been the ariginal applicant
on this SF, The engineer o lomger had contact
mformation lor the vwner. As no documentation of
activity was submitted, the stafl preluninary assessment of
ingelivily remains in place,

FINDING OF INACTIVITY

Permuts on Hold

When the assessment of un SP is that it s inoctive, stall'is
required to prepare o report for the Planning Commission
with recommaendations for Council Action including:

l. Ananalvsis of the SP disinel’s consistency with the
Cicneral Man and companbility with the existing
character of the community and whether the SP should
remain on the propeny, or

2. Whether any amendments 1o the spproved SP discrict
AIC NeTessary, ur

3. To what other type of district the property should be

ressnl,

I the Planming Commission sgrees with the saft

assessment, stall will prepare a written repori of The -

Commiission s determination to Couneil with a

recommenduation on the fallowing:

I, The appropristeness ol the continued implementation
of the development plan or phaseis) as adopled, based
o aurrent conditions and circumstances; and

L. Any recommendation to smend the development plan
or mdividual phase(s) W properly reflect existing
conditions and cirenmstances, and the appropniate base
soming classification(s) should the SP district be
removed, in whole or in parl, from the property.

Section 17.40.106.1 | of the Zoning Code requires that
once the review of an SP with a preliminary asscssment of
mactivity 15 mitiated, no new ponmils, prading or building,
arc to be isgued duning the course of the review. For
purposes of satistying this requirement, & hold shall be
placed on all properties within the SP on the date the staff
recommendation is mailed o the Planning Commission so
that no new permits will be issued during the review,

ﬁ
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ANALYSIS
Consisteney with the General Plan

Amendments Resoning

Eecommendation o Council

This property is within the Bordeaux/Whites Creck
Communily Plan and there are two land use policies in
place. The bulk of the property 13 within Neighburhood
Gencral (NG policy and a small section, on a portion of
the flandplain, is within the Matural Conservation (NCO)
pulicy,

Mo development is proposced on the NOCO area, NG s
intended to meet a spectram of housing needs with a
variely of housing amd o sile plan is required when a
property Is rezoned to assure appropriate design and thal
the type of development conforms with the intent of the
policy. The Trinity Bluffs S0 is consistent with the land
st podivies in place.

As the S1' 13 consistent with the Neighhorhood CGeneral
and Matural Conservation policies of the Bordeaux/Whites
Creek Community Plan, at this time the 5P remains
appropriale Jur the site amd area, There are no
amenidments ta the plan proposed and no new aning
district is proposed lor the property,

1F the Planning Commussion apeees with the staff
assessment, stafl will prepare a written report of the
Clommizsien’ s doetermination o Cowmerl o coniines the
mmplementation of the development plan as adopted and
that no rezonmg 13 required on this property.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

Stall recarmmenids that the Trnity Blull P he lound 1o be
mmactive and that the Planming Commission direct statt to
prepare a report to the Council to continue the
implementation of the development plan as adopred and
thit o resomiang 15 recomimended on this propenty.
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20108P-004-001

Project 4414

Map; 103-08 Parcel: 072

West Nashville Communily Plan
Council District 24 - Jason Holleman
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Project No.

Project Name
Clooneil Disirict
School District
Requested by

Stafl Reviewer
Staff Hecommendation

APPLICANT REQUEST

Preliminary 5P

Existing Zoning
K575 District

Proposed Loning
SP-WLT Mastrict

CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS

WEST NASHVILILL
COMMUNITY PLAN POLICIES

Lirban Meighborhood Maintenance
T4 MM

Zonce Change 20105P-004-001

4414 Westlawn Drive SP

24 — Holleman

Y — Simmons

Daniel Barton, applicant for James W, Sovine, owner

Swneart

Apprrove with conditions

Rexone to permil a 5ing1|..'-rami|}' residence to be used
for general and medical office.

A request to change from Single-Family Residential
(R57.5) to Specilic Plan Mixed-Use (SP-MU) zoning
and for final site plan approval for property located at
4414 Westlawn Drive, approximately 200 feet north of
Sloan Koad (1L18 acres), to permit single-family
residential, medical and general office uses within an
existing single-family structure not to exceed 1,999
stpare feet in floor area.

R57.5 requires a mindiman 7,500 square ool lol and 15
intended for single-family dwellings at a density of 4,94
ibwelling umis per nore,

Speecific Plan-Mixed Use 15 a zoning District calegory that
provides for additional flexibility of design, including the
relationship el streels w buildings, o provide the ability w
implement the specific details of the General Plan. Thea
Specific Plan includes residential nses in addition w ollice
and/or commercial uses.

N/A

T4 MM Policy is mlended o preserve the general character
of urban neighborhoods as characterized by their
development pattern, butlding form, land use and
associated public realm. T4 MM arens will expericnies
some change over Gme, primarily when buildings are
expanded or replaced. When this occurs, efforts should he
made to retain the existing character of the neighborhood,
i terms ol its development paltem, building form. land
use and the public realm. Where not present,

Item # ﬁ_
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b

Special Policy

Consistent with Policy?

PLAN DETAILS
Existing Conditions

5 Plan

Access/Parking

AddinonsModifieations

enhancements are made to improve pedestrian, bicyvele and
vehicular conneclivily.

A special policy applics to this property and the adjacent
property to the north (parcel 272). ‘The policy which was
acdopted by the Plarming Commassion on Apnl 22, 20010,
calls for the two properfics to provide o transifion between
the small but intense T4 Lirban Neighborhood Center
Tocated alomg Murphy Road and 46" Avenue North amd
the adjacent T4 Urban Neighborheod Maintenance area w
the south, ‘The policy permits low-intensity, small-
tootprint. non-residential uses with limited and properly
lowate] parking.

¥ cs, the proposcd Specific Plan 13 consistent with the arca’s
recently adopted special policy.

['he proporty praposcd ta be rezoned to SF consists of
approximately 7,840 sq. ft. (0.18 acres) of land. The
praperty is developed and containg a small single-lamily
residential struciure,

The 8P is to permit the existing residential structure to be
comverted into an office. The proposed 51" consists of a
layoul plan and regulating language, As proposed the 5P
would permit single-family residential, general and medical
office uses, The floor arey for any use would be limited w
1,999 square feet,

Access will be from its current location on Westlawn Dinve,
All parking will be loculed o the rear of the structure. A
minimum of nine spaces 15 required for the office uses and
a minimuny of two spaces is required for residential. The
plan identifies nine spaces. Perpendicular parking spaces
iy treed the mmnimunm design standards for compact
Spaces,

The 5P does permit additions and moedifications, bul
aclditeons ore generally lirmited e the rear ol the building.

- Additions that expand the heated and cooled Nuor area
bowvond 1,999 sq. fi. shall not be permitted.

- Additions shall not be permitred on the front of the
cxisting structurc.

- The existing front porch shall be preserved, and shall
not be enclosed.




! New Clonstruction

HulTering
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- Decks or other extenor sdditions such as stairs are
permitted, but shall not be permitted on the fronl of the
structure, wnless reguired fo meet ADA siandards.

s SP does not regulnle inlenor modifications o the
structure, which shall be governed by all applicable
Buildhng Codes.

This SI" does not regulate extenor modifications such
a8 peneril upkeop und ropairs, painting, siding,
window replacement, accents, lighting or other actions
that don't alter the struclural design of the house.
Existing windows on the front of the structure may be
replaced, bul shull not be enclosed.

The 5P does not permit the existing sliructure (o be
voluntarily demolished unless the Planning Comnussion
finds that remaoval 15 necessary to protect public salety und
welfure or iFil is domaged or destroved in the amount of
twenty-five percent or more ol the assessed valvation of all
burldings and structures and other improvements on the
property: In the event that new construction is permitied
the following conditions apply:

- New constructon shall require o final sie plan
application including any apphcable fees.
New construction shall gencrally be 1o keeping with
existing residentinl structures in the area. Flevations of
proposed new structure(s) shall be submitted 1o the
Planning Commission lor review and approval.
Floor area shall not exceed 1,999 5. 1L
- Heighl shull not exceed 2 stories.
- Betbacks ahall be consistent with Metro Zoning Code
requirements lor RS7.5,
The SP requires buffering adjacent to residential propertics
alomg the castem and southern property line, Since the
property to the north 18 not residential then buffering is
optional along the northern property line.

The 5P pormits two non-illuminated, small scale sipns.

The two permitlel signs include a sign incorporated into
the design of the mailbox, and a name plaque next to the
front door on the buslding. Arca for un individual sign shall
nit exceed three square feet.

Ihe SP is consistenl wilh the West Nashville Commumiy
Plan’s Special Policy, and meets several critical planning
goals. The propose] SP calls for the existing structure o be
converted inlo o low intensity office building. While the
SI' does permit alterations and additions and in the inslance
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STORMWATER

the structure is destroved, new construction, the 51
standards will ensure that the residentinl character on the

property is maintained.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

COMNDITHONS

RECOMMENDATION Preliminary 51 approved
FUBLIC WORKS
RECOMMENDATION
Maximum Lizes in Existing Zoning Disricl; RETS
Liand Lise . 4 Tool Liaily L rips AN Feab ¥l Feak
(T E Code) e g i {weckay) Hour Hour
Acread Lais Ulnriis ¥
S le-
Farmily £ a -
Bétiiched 13 A I L 10 I 2
(2161} B
Mlanamurm Loses m Propescl Aoming Disirc: SP-AMU
Lamd Elge T 2 Tml Lraily lrips AN Peak Py Peak
ITF Code) Aeres L5 g a3 i weekday) Hour Hanr
( Area/Lots Units irad i
Lezitra
Crtices i1 | KM &7 ™ 1 4]
A0 -
Irathic changes beoween Maxamam: WST.5 wod propossd SP-ML
Tatnl : Peak
‘.:',::d‘.,tx] Acres FAR Denxity Flowr I?::':L:i?; Aﬁm”; Fa:lnl:.l!:i
e A/ Lol L pils -
# fd k] b

Staff recommends that the proposed S be approved with
conditiong. The 5P s consislent with the West Muashwalle
Community Plan’s land use policies.

1. A sidewalk is required along the frontaee ol the
property on Westlawn Drive, The sidewalk shall be
constructed per the Department of Pablic Works'
specifications, or a financial contribution payment
shall e macle o lew ol construcien of sidewalks, Use
and Clocupancy permit shall not be 1ssued uncil the
sidewalk 13 constructed and approved by Metro Public
Works or a financial contribution pavment has been
accepted in liew of sidewalk construction.

[
'

Permitted uses include single-family residenrial,
general office and medical office. No other wses shall
ke permutted without Council approwval.
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For any development standards. regulations and
requircments not specifically shown on the SF plan
and‘or included as o condition of Commission or
Council upproval, the property shall be subject to the
standards, regulations and requirements of the MUN
zoning district as of the date of the applicable regquest
ar apphicuhon,

A corrected copy ol the preliminary SP plan
mcorporating the conditions of approval by the
Planming Commission and Council shall be provided to
the Planning Department prior 1o the ling of any
additional development upplications tor this propeity,
and in any event no Inter than 124 days atter the
eltective date of the enacting ordinance. The corrected
copy provided to the Planning Department shall
include printed copy of the prelimmary SP plan and o
single PDF that contains the plan and all relaled SP
documents. I a corrected copy of the SP plan
incorporating the conditions theran 1s not provided to
the Planming Departivent within 120 days of the
effective date of the enacting ordinance. then the
awredtal copy of the SP* plan shall be presented to the
Metro Council as an amendment 1o this SP erdinance
priot to approval ol any grading, cleanng. grublwng,
final site plan, or any other development applcation
lor the propart v,

Minor modilications W the preliminary 5P plan may be
approved by the Planning Commussion or its designee
bises] upon linal srchitectural, engineering or site
design and actunl site conditions. All modifications
shall be consistent with the principles and further the
ohjectives of the approved plan. Modilications shall
nol be permitted, except through an ordinance
approved by Metro Council that increase the permitied
density or (loor aren, add uses not othersise permitiul,
eliminate specific conditions or reguiremnents contained
in the plan as adopted through this enacting ordinance,
or add velucular acees puints not currently present ar

approved.

The requiremenis ol the Metro Fire Marshal s Office
tor emergency vehicle access and adequate waler
supply for fire protection must be mel prior lo the
issuanee ol yny building permits.
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7. The SP final site plan as spproved by the Planning
Commission will be used to determine compliance.

both in the issuance of permits for construction and
hield inspection. While minor changes may be
allowed, 'Hﬂllllll-d.m deviation from the approvexd sile
plons may require rcapproval by the Planning

Commission and/or Metro Council.
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358 Bellevue Road

Map: 142-00 Parcel: 066

Bellevue Community Plan

Council District 22 — Enic W. Crafton



Project No.

Project Name
Council District
School District
Hequested by

Stall Reviewer
Sitall Recommendation

APPLICANT REQUEST

Apply ML and Approve NL
Development Plan

Existing Zoning
RS 1S5 Msnct

Proposed Zoning
Neighhorhood Landmark
Drgtriet (NL}

Metro Planning Commission Meeting of 05/27/2010 |Item # 7

Neighborhood Landmark 2010NL-001-001
358 Bellevuc Road

22 - Crafion

9 = Sunmens

Julee Jones and Victor Scoguin, owners

Jehnaon

Approve Neighborhnod Landmark Distric

Approve with conditions the Nelghborkood FLandmark
Develapment Plan

Apply a Neighborhood Landmark District
Approve Neighborhood Landmark Development Plan

A request to establish a Neighborhood Landmark
Mixirict and for approval of the Neighborhood
Landmark Development Plan for property located at
A58 Bellevue Road, approximately 310 feet east of Old
Harding Pike ((L76 acres), zoned as Single-Family
Residential (R515), to allow for an existing single-
family dwelling unfi o be used for personal care
instructivn and a residence.

E51 5 requares a minimum 15 000 square foot lot and is
intended for single-Tamily dwellings ar a density ol 2.47
dwelling units per acrc

The NL distrect is ilenilsl 1o preserve and protect
landmark features whose demolition or destruction would
conatitute an irreplaceable loss 1o the guality and character
ol the: netphborhood or community,

Under the 17.36.420 of the Zoning Code, a neighborhood
landmark is defined as a feature that “has historical,
vultural, architectural, civie, neighborhood, or

archaeological value and/or importance; whosc demolition I‘
v destruction would constitute an imeplaccable loss to the
quality and character ol a neighborhood.” To be eligible
tor application of the Keighborhood Landmark District, a
propety musl meel ong or more of the ariteria sct out in

| 7.36.420, which are:

1. It is recognized as a signiticant elemenl in the
neighborhood snd‘or communiry:

2. It embodies characteristics that distingush 1t from
other leatures in the neighborhood and/or communaity.
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3. Rezomng the property on which the feature exists to a
pencral zoning district mconsistent with surrounding or
adjacent praperties such as, ofhce, commercial, mixed-
ust, shopping center, or industrial zoning district
would significantly impact the neighbarhood and:or

cormmunily;

4. Retaining the feature is important in maintaining the
cohesrve amd tracitional neighborhood b

5. Retaming the feature will help to preserve the variety
of buildings and structures historcally present within
the: neighhorhool recopmizmg such foatures may be
differentiated by age, function and architecrural styvle
in the neighborhood and/or community;

fr.  Retwmang the Festure will halp 1o reinfores the
neighborheod and/or community's traditional and
THLE L character.

CRITICAL PLANMIMG C0ALS A

CRITERIA FOR CONSIDERATION | he r:umpmﬁ’ at 3538 Bellevue oad would also have o
FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF meet the & criteria for consideration outlined in Section
ML DISTRICT P40 160 ol the Zoming Conle:

I, The [eature is a eribical component of the
ncighborhood context and stmcturc,

-3

Retention of the feature 15 necessary o preserve and
enhance the character ol the neighborhood.

3. The only reason to consider the application of the NI
15 to protect and preserve the identi lied fealure.

4, There 15 acknowledgement on the part of the property
owner that absent the retention of the feature, the hase
aaning district is proper and appropriste and
destruction or removal of the feature is justification for
and will remove the NL desipnation and retumn the
district to the hase roning district prior 1o the
application of the district,

Ly

It is in the community’s and neighborhond s hest
interest to allow the consideration of an appropriaie
ML Development Plun as a meuns ol preserving the
designated feature.
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6. All other provisions of this section have been followed.

STAFF FINDINGS

The purpose of this Neighborhood Landmark Distriet is to
preserve and proteet neighborhood leatures that are
important to maintain and enhance the neighborbood
character. The property ul 358 Bellevue Road provides a
histonie link to residential developiment in Bellevue in the
enrly-1900s and also embodies the prevailing residential
form along its portion of Bellovue Road.

A letler from the applicant describes the intersection of
(Md Harding and Bellevue Rd. as the histone heart of
Bellevoe. The letter suggests thal the curmenl residence
may have served civie and commeraial funchions
throughout its lustory due 1o its contral lecation and
proximity to commercial uetivity, At the tame ol'ils
congtruction, Bellevue was a sparsely populated
commmmity, The dwelling 15 one of a small number of
remaining residential structures relnled to the historic
Bellevue location. Becuuse of this, this properly is
dentified hy the Metro Historie Commission as Worthy of
Conservalion. This property is also part of a node of
histonc Bellevue structures whon combined with the
adjacent property al 356 Bellevue Road, which contains
Bellevue’s stonc post office bukding, und several other
Instome structures located near the Old Harding Road and
Bellevue Road intersection

The property at 358 Hellevue Road embodies the
prevailing residential form nlong its portion of Bellevue
Rouad. The single-family dwilling within a 0.76 acre site
15 consistent with most properties along the sams seetion
of Bellevue Road. 1he subject property provides a critical
eddpe to this residential section of Bellovoe Road. To the
west of the site is the commercially zoned area
surrounding the intersection of (Old Hanling Pike and
Bellevue Road. An automobile service station, located
between the subject propeny and Old Harding Road,
presents a contriusting [orm from the consistent single-
family residential form to the east. Thae maintenance of the
current residential forn al the projest site will serve o
muniain appropriate visual delineation of the contrasting
lurms ol development.

The size of the lot combined with its zoning presents a
lhreat to the preservation ol the existing development on
the subjcet property. The property could be divided into

e —
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two single-farmly lots under the current RS15 zoning. The
property lacks lustonic designation requinng review of
alteration or demolition of the current structure. The
applican! proposes to maintain the current form of
development on this Lol while sllowing for the inclusion of
a commercial use with the existing residential use, The
proposed personal care services use would allow the site to
b used to teach pilates and yoga elasses,

Stall bmds thal the proposed ML meets all eritena for
consideration of cstablistunent ol a KL distnict.  The
cxisting residential structure is strongly linked 10 the past
and pressent of ity Bellevue locale. The inclusion of a
limited commercial use within the naphborhood landmark
distnict will aid mn the preservation of the structure and

property.

DEVELOPMENT
PIL.AN DETAILS

Development Plan

Acvess and Parking

The establishment of the Newghborhood Landmark District
requires the approval ol Couneil, The development plan o
implement the District requires the approval of the Planning
Commission only. The upplicant has requested concurrent
approval of the District and the implementing development
plan

I he applicanit proposcs no changes to the current layout of
the properiy. The existing ressdential dwelling and the two
existing out-buildings will be muamtamed in their carment
form. This Neighborhood Landmark docs not allow [ur
new construction or (he demolition or alteration of existing
struclures, other than for routine maintenanoe,

Vehicular access to the sile is available through a gravel
driveway connection 1o Ballevue Road. A rear parking area
and garage structure provides parking for the current
residential use and is intended W scvommodate customens
related to the proposed commencial usc.

The apphcant proposes to mamtain the gravel doveway and
parking arca as it currently exists, The Zoning Code
requires paving of parking arcas with five or more parking
spaces, Conditions of approval hmiting the intensity of the
proposed commercial wse and regquirng a revised parking
loyout have been added 1o allow the applicant to maintain
the gravel surface. The nature of the propased use will
allow the applicant to schedule visilors, ensuring that the
maximum limit is not breached.

|

-
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Signage

STORMWATER
RECOMMENDATION

PUBLIC WORKS
RECOMMENDATION
HARPETH VALLEY

UTILITIES DISTRICT
RECOMMENDATION

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

DEVELOPMENT PLAN
CONDITIONS

One ground sign 1= propaosed wilh the naghborhood
landmark district. It will be o hanging sagn wath a
maximum hecight of 6 feet. The display area will be 18
inches by 24 inches. Txternal lighting 15 proposed. The
proposed sipn 15 relatively small in scale and i3 appropriate
wilhin the existing development,

If the existing gravel drve 1% to be overlawd with asphalt,
then no stommwater permit will be required. TF grading is
o take place. then a stoomwaler penmil may be reguired.
If a stormwater permil is reguired, then this should be
approved prior o development plan approval. Add a nole
10 the development plan if no grading is w ake place.

Provide the proper surface for divewny und parking arcs
as per Metro Codes.

Water and Sewer service for subject propeity is available
and has been approved by the District. All applicahle
charges have been paid by the owner.

Staff recommends that the Neighborhood Landmark
Dustrict be approved us it meets the criteria for this type of
Dastrict. The property ot 358 Bellevee Road provides a
historic Ik to residential developiment in Bellevue in the
warly-1900s and also embodies the prevailing euidential
form along sts portion ol Bellevee Road. The
Neighborhood Landmark District will help o preserve
development consistent with its surroundings and histone
cuntext.

Stall recommends that the development plan be upproved
with conditions as it implements the proposed
Waighborhood Landmaork Thstrict does not allow for new
construction or the demaolilion or alteration of existing
structures, other than for routing maintenance.

. The number of customers concurrently visiing the
property shall not exceed [our,

2, Prior to use il oovupaney permit approval, the
property shall be connected to Metro sewer.

2

I'he parking lot lnyoul shall be revised o provide a
nunimum ol four uncovered parking spaces within the
rear parking aren. Five or more parking spaces shall



http:O(!'oM.tm

Metro Planning Commission Meeting of 05/27/2010

meed the purking lol paving requirements of the Zoning
Code. Paving of portions ol this ares with a dustless
surface may be required in order to comply with AIDA
requiremnents.

1. Uses permittes] within this Neighborhood Landmark
are liness center and one single-famuly dwelling umi,
Mo other uscs shall be permitled,

5. All Public Works' design standards shall be met prior
o amy fmal approvals and peromt issuance. Any
approval is subject 1o Public Works' approval of the
construction plans

6. Stormwater requirements shall be meluded on the
cofrected copy ol the Neighborhood Landmark
development plan,

7. A corrected copy ol the Neighborhood Landmark
developmenl plan incorporating the conditions of
approval by the Planmng Commission shall be
provided to the Planning Department pror to any
permit applications for this property, and in any event
no later than 120 days after the effective date of the
ordinance establishing the Neighborbood Landmark ‘l

Misincl.

8, Planniong Commission approval of the developmen
plan is conditioned upon Councel approval ol the NL
s,

9. The Planming Commission shall approve any changes
to the development plan
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Project
Project Name
Council District
Sehool District
Rueguested by

Siall Reviewer
Staff Hecommendation

APPLICANT REQUEST

Apply N1 aml Approve NL
Development Plan

Existing foning
RSS Dvistrict

Proposed Zoning
Neighborhood Landmark
District (NL)

Neighborhood Landmark 2010NL-002-0:01

Larry's Grand Ole Garage
% — Forkum
3 = Morth

Lostnnie Jones, owner

Swaggart

Approve Neighborhood Landmark Disgeict

Approve with conditions the Nelghborhood Landmark
Development Plan

Apply a Neighborhood Landmark District
Approve Neighborhood Landmark Development Man

A request to establish a Nelghborhood Lamidmark
Dvistrict and for approval of the Neighborhood
Landmark Development Plan for properties located at
LOB and 112 Leena Belle Avenue, ot the northwest
corner of Leena Belle Avenune and E. Maple Street
{1.26 acres), zoncd as Single-Family Residential {RS5),
te permil a residence and a bluegrass music lacility
{commercial amusement indoor/outdoor).

RSS requires a minimum 5,000 square [ool lot and 13
intended for single-family dwellings ot a density of 7.41
dwelling unils per acre. |

The ML district is intended to preserve and protect
landinark lealures whose demalition or destruction would
eomstitute an irreplaceable loss 1o the guality and charcter
il the neishborhood or communiry,

Unier the 17.36.420) of the Zoning Code, a neighborhood
landmark is defined as u feature that “has histerical,
culiural, architectural, civie, neighborhood, or
archaenlogmeal value and/or importance; whose demolition
or destruction would constiluie an irreplaceable loss to the
quality and characier of a neighborhood ™ To be eligible
for application of the Neighborbood Landmark District, o
[roperty must meet one or more of the criteria sel out in

I 7.36.420, which are:

1, Itisrecognized as a signilicanl element in the
neighherhood and/or community;

il

It embodics charactenstics that distingmsh it from l

other features in the neighborhood and‘or community. “
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Reroning the property on which the feature exists to a
general zomng distogt inconsistent with surrounding or
adjacent propertics such as, office, commercial. mixed-
use, shopping center, or industrial zoning distnel
would signilicantly impact the neighborhood andfor
commIunity;

Retaining the feature is impottant in maintaining the
cohesive and traditional neighborhood fabrc:

Retaining the leature will help to preserve the vanety
of buildings and structures historically present within
the neighberhoed recognizng such lealures may be
differentinted by age. function and architectural style
in the neighborhood andfor community,

Retaining the feature will help to reinfores the

neighborbood andor community's traditional and
uniyue character,

CRITICATL PLANNING GOALS NiA

CRITERIA FOR CONSIDERATION Section 17.40.160 ol the Zoming Code requares that NL
FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF districts mect the following six enteria:

NL IMSTRICT

—_
i

P-d

1

The feature is a critical compaonent of the
neighborhoed context and structure.

Retention of the feature is necessary 0 proserve and
enhance the character of the neighborhood.

Ihie only reason to consider the apphication of the WL
i3 to protect and preserve the identfied feature.

There 15 acknowledgement on the parl ol (he properly
owner that abscnt the retention of the feature, the hase
zoning district is proper and appropriate and
destruction or remaoval ol The leature is justilication lor
and will remove the NL designation and return the
district to the base zoning district prior to the
application of the dismict.

It is in the community’'s and neighborhood s best
interast to allow the consideration of an appropriate
NI Development Plan as a means of preserving the
desipnated leature.
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6. All other provisions ol this scction have been followed.

STAFF FINDINGS

Staff finds that the proposed Neighborhood Landmurk
meels lhe eritenia for a N1, The purpose ol this ML is 10
recogmize a site ol eullursl significance for Madison and
Mashville — Larry’s Grand (e Gumge (LGOG). 1.GO00G is
a hluegrass music venue, clussified as commercial
umusement indoor’'outdoor that has been operating at 549
East Maple Sireet for many years. Through the vears
people have been gathering st LGOG every Tuesday and
sccond and fourth Saturday nights crealing :m important
gathering place for local community residents to socialize.

LGOG 15 an anomaly thal has become a place of
significance m the community. While a non-residential
zoning would not be appropriate i this location, the NI
will preserve this community nsset and sct parameters that
will ensure that it will nol evolve inte something that will
negatively impact (he community,

DEVELOPMENT
PLAN DETAILS

Current Condilions

NI Development Plan

Streal Closure

Ihe establishment of the Neighborhood Landmark District
requires the approval of Council. The development plan to
implement the Distncl requires the approval of the Planning
Commission only. Thc applicant has requested concurmant
approval ol the District and the implementing development
plan.

The property contains a single-lamily residence which is
oecupmel by the owner/applicant, and several accessory
slructures, Among the severn] small pccessory structuics
are a small shop and a large covered garage. which are hoth
used for the music venue,

The development plan does not propose any new
construction, bul only recognizes the existing
improvements on the property - a single-family reidence
andl several acecssory structures. [he plan does permit
expansion of the resadential use, but it does not pornut any
expansion of the commercial amusement indooroutdoor
use.

The applicant has subinitied & mandarory to close |ena
Belle Avenue, and an un-named alley bordering the
northern property line. Staff is recommending approval of
the mandatory and if approved by Metro Couneil the
acreage of the property und NL will expand slightly once
the strect and alley have been abandoned.

|
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Access and Marking

Hours of Operation

Jgnuge

Other Standacds

STORMWATER
RECOMMENIPATION

Access o the site is currently from Lena Belle Avenue. If
Lena Belle 15 abandon then access will be lrom East Maple
street from LGOG and on property owned and operated by
tha: Madizon Litlle Leapue Baseball Inc. The Madisen Little
League Bascball Inc, hus entered into a parking agreerment
with LGOG, and the agrcement 15 on file with the Planning
Commission. It the parking agreement is ever terminated,
thim the commuereaal amusement incddorindeor uses will
be requered to cease until other parking arrangements are
made. Any new parking arrangements including on site
parking would require approval from the Planning
Commission

Drays ol operation would be limited te Tucsdays and the
second and forth Saturday of each month, Twvents shall not
go past 10 P.M.

The ML recopnizes the cxisting small sign which iz on the
small shop fronting on Lena Belle. Wo additional signs are
parrmitten] sl the existing sipm can nol be relocatesd o
where it would be visible from East Muple, The ML does
not prohubit the cxisting sign from being replaced, but it
does limit the sign area to 20 ST, and it can not be

M urminated inoany wiy,

Other standards i the development plan include:
» Ewvents shall be limited to no mere than 150 persons.
o Mo amplilied muosic s perontled.
o DBeer and aleohol mav not be sold on the premises.

Approved

PUBLIC WORKS
RECOMMEMNDIATION

NWo Exceptiomns Tnken

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

staft recommends that the heighborhood Landmark
District be approved, The proposed District meels the
criteria for consideration found in the Zoming C'ode, and it
will protect an important community asset,

sStaff recommends approval with conditions of the
development plan as it implements the propoesed
Meighborhood Landmark District. The development plan
15 consistent with code requircments, and will cnsure that
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DEVELOPMENT PLAN
CONDITIONS

the non-residential use permmitienl in the District does not
negatively impact the neighbarhood,

o

Plansing Commssion approval ol the development
plan is conditioned wpon Council approval of the
NL District.

I'he Planning Commission shall upprove any
changes to the developmenl plan.

Uses permnitianl within this Neighborhood
Landmurk that are not permitial by the current
RSS hase district are commercial amusement
indoor/outdoor.

I'he two properties within the NL (Parcel 035 and
0246} shall be consolidatled by instrument o plal,
privr to the issuance of any pormits.

The reyuirements of the Metro Fire Marshal's

Office for emergency vehicle uecess and adegqunie

willer supply for fire protection must be mel prior
to the issuance ol any building permits.

areend



SEE NEXT PAGE
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Map; 163-00 Parcel: 230
Antioch/Priest Lake Community Plan
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" Project No. 1-74P-001
Project Name Hickory Hollow Mall (McDonald's) '
Council District 12 - Coleman
School District {1 - Juhnson
Reqguested by Taguare Engincering, applicant, lor MelXmald's Corp..
Il owner |
Stall Reviewer luhnsen
I\ Siaff Hecommendation Approve with condirions
APPLICANT REQUEST Permit a fust-food restaurant. o |
I Revise Preliminary PUID and A request to revise the preliminary plan and
Finul Site Plan fur final approval for a portion of the Hickory Hollow

Mall Commercial Planned Unit Development located at
5301 Hickory lollow Lane, at the southeast corner of
Bell Road and Hickory Tollow Lane, soned Shopping
Center Regional (SCR) (1.27 acres), to permit a 5,130

“ square foot fast food restaurant with |30 seats,

_ replacing an existing fast food restaurant contuining

\ | 40} seats. I
I CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS /A

PLAN DETAILS I'he Hickory Hollow Mall PUD is located immediately
" north of Interstate 24 along Bell Road in southeast
Nashville. 1 includes the Hickory Hallow Mall and much
of the surrounding commercial arva along Bell Road and
l Hickory Hollow Tanc

This preliminary PUD revision replaces an exisling
McDonald's fast food restaurant with a new McDonald's |
fast food restaurant in the same location. Cutside of the
inlerior layout of the restaurant and a revised drive-thru
layout, the design ol the site remains largely unchanged

I'he property is accessed rom two existing driveway

connections v Hickory Hollow Lame. Construction of

l sidewalks 15 required with this application. The sie plan
illustrates sidewalks along Bell Read and Hickory Hollow

Lane. A condition of approval has bevn added 1o work
with Metro Public Works and Metro Planning 1o provade a

l sidewalk layvoul that attempts to preserve exisling trees on-

site and within adjacent right-of-way, -
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J

PUBL I WORKS
RECOMMENDATION
Hevise and Kesubmit
|. The developer's final construciion drawings shall
comply with the design regulations established by the l
Depantmenl of Public Works. Final design may vary
based on field candilions.
Dedicate sullicient ROW or provide a pedestrian |

1

casement for sidewalk constmucton where necessary.

Traffic Comment

I Tdentify pole guy wires with regards 1o proposed
sidewalks.

2. Madily imaffic signal to accommodate padesnan l
crogsing on Hickory Hollow Tanc ot Bell Rd as
determined by the Metro Traflic Enginesr,

1. Modificotion shall include installalion’ modification of

pavenenl markings and signal related appuricnances I
per MUTCD.

STORMWATER

| RECOMMENDATION |
Provide Cradimy Permit fee (S814) and recording fees

Provide NOC,

Provide a construction entrance {or is the existing I

el o

access being usad). Fither or. please specify. Also,
I remove erosion control measures from the ROW,
Change note G on C3 o spocify 15 days.
4. Add the following nole Lo the plans: Contractor o
provide sn area for concrete wash down amd oguipment
|‘ fucling in accordance with Metro CP-10 and CP-13,

respoctivel y. Contractor 1o coordinate exact location
with NPDES department during preconstruction
meeling,

5. Provide all civil details 1o plans (single mict, douhle
inlet. exact water quality unit detail with actual invers
and sizes (the one provided was blurry).

i, The interior inlets spread and spread deplh secemed
excessive (may overtop and bypass), Reduce sproeud
and spread depth.

7. Provide complcte Conlech storm sising calculatons
(show the cartridges required for muss and volums
calculativns),

Staff recoomminds approval with conditions. The
proposed changes are consistent with the approved plan.




R T e ' - E =, =

% Metro Planning Commission Meeting of 05/27/2010

CONDITIONS
1. Prior w building permit approval, the applicant shall
receive approval from Metro Public Works and Metro
Plunning lor & sidewalk layout that preserves cxisting
trees on-site and within adjacent right-ol~way to the
wreulest extent possible. A tree protection plan shall be
submutted for trees adjacent to the new sidewalk.

2. A replacement tree shall be provided for cach ree that
must be remevad for sidewalk installation and shall be
planted with a mimmum 2 inch caliper size.
Replacement trees shall be shown on the revised sile
Han. Replacement trees shall be planted within the
right-of-way und will not count for Tree Densily Unit
requiremenls of the Zoping Code I

3. 'This approval does not include any signs. Signs in
plunned unit developments must be approved by the
Metro Department of Codes Administration except in l
specific instances when the Metro Council directs the
Metro Planning Comumission Lo review such signs.

lor emergency vehicle access and adogquate water
supply lor fire protection must be met prior 1o (he
isswanee of any building permits,

4. The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal *s OTice l

5. Prior to the ssuance of any permils, confirmation of l
PUTY linal site plan approval ol this proposal shall be
lorwarded to the Planning Commission by the
Stormwater Managemen! division of Water Servives.

6. Prior to the ssuance of any permits, confirmution of
IPUD final site plan approval of this proposal shall be
forwarded 1o the Planming Commiasion by the Traffic |
Engineering Sectwons of the Metro Department of
Public Works for all improvements within public rights
ol way, I

7. Authorization for the issuance ol permit applications
will not be forwarded 1o the Department ol Codes
Administration until fpur additionnl copies of the
approved plans have been subwmiliod to the Metro
Planning Commission

8. The P final site plan as approved by the Planning
Commizsion will be used by the Department of Codes

s
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g

Admimstration o determine compliance, both in the
isstinee of permits for construction and ficld
mspection. Significant deviation from these plans may
require reapproval by the Planning Commissson and/or
Metro Council,

A conreclod copy of the PUD hnal site plan
wncorporating he conditions of approval by the
Planning Commission shall be provided 1o the
Planning Department prior o the issuinee of any
permil for this property, and in any event no later than
120 days after the date of conditional approval by the
Planning Commission, Faillure to submil a corrected
copy of the final PUD site plan within 120 days will
vouil the Commission’s approval and raguire
resubmissian of the plan to the Planning Commission,

|
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Metropolitan Airport Center
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Project No, Planned Unit Development 46-831-0011
Project Name Metro Airport Center (Home 2 Suites By
Hilton)
Council District |4 - Stanley
School District 4 — Glowver
Requestod by eam Design Group, spplicant for Pinnacle Kashville
Alrport, owner
Staff Reviewer Swagwart
Staff Recommendation Defer to June 10, 2000, If the Stormwater technical
raview iv ecempleted prior to the mecting with a
recommendation of approve or approve with conditions. I'
then staff recommends approve with conditions,
APPLICANT REQUEST Revise PUD and final site plan to permit a hotel and “
oflice.
Revise PUT and Final Site Plan A request to revise the preliminary plan and for final
approval for a portion of the Metropolitan Airport ‘
Center Commercial Planned Unit Development located
at 840 Royal Parkway, approximately 1,025 feet east ol '
Alrport Center Drive, zoned Commercial Service (CS)
(6,95 acres), (o permit a 62,487 square lid hotel in
Phase One and a 48,036 square foot ollice building in
Phase Two. .1
CRITICAL PLANNING GOALS  NA Il =
REQUEST DETAILS The request is 1o revise the last approved prelimwary plan

lor o portion of the Metro Airport Center Planned Unit
Development. The upproximately 6.9 wres site s
currently vacanL, and it is lovated at the eastern lerminus of
Huoyal Parkway,

The ongnal PLD was approved in 198}, The lasa
approved plan includes 1,107 974 sq. ft. of vanous hotel,
oflice and commercial uses. ‘This sile was approved for
73,500 =q. Ii. of office.

The plan calls for a total of 110,523 sq. ft. of Noor area.

Phase One is for a five-story, 62,487 sy fi. hotel with 105
rooms, and Phase Two ix for o four-story, 48,036 sq. L

office building. While this request will increase the floor
area over whot was lnst approved by Council, the increase
15 not more than ten percent; therefore, the Planning |
Commission can approve the request as a revision,

RN
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It is important fo note that the Zomng Admimstrator (7A )
lvas waived the bullor requirermnent along the northem
property line. The property is zoned for residential, but
the long range plan calls for it to become commercial.
While the ZA has woived the buller requirement, the
applicant has provided additional landscuping along Ihe
property line shared with the James Buchanan Cemetery.
The vemetery is histonic, and the additional landscaping
will provide additional screening between The cometery
and the developmenl,

Staff has no conccrns with the request. As proposed, the
plan is consistent with all zoning requirements.

PUBLIC WORKS

RECOMMENDATION Nao Exceptions Taken

STORMWATER

RECOMMENDATION Under techiucal review

STAFF RECOMMENDATION At this time, the Stormwater review is in progross. If the
review is completal by the May 27, 2010, Planning
Commission meeling with o recommendation ol approve
of approve with conditions, staff recommends that this
request be approved with conditions.

CONDITIONS o

1.  Prior to the issvance ol any permils, confirmation
of PUTD [inal site plan approval of this proposal
ghall be forwanlsd to the Planning Comimission hy
the Stormwuler Management division of Water
Services.

2. Pror W the issusmee of any permits, confirmation
of PLID final sile plan approval of this proposal
shull be forwarded to the Planning Commission by
the Trallic Engineering Sections of the Metro
Department of Public Works for all improvemenis
within public rights of way.

3. The requirements of the Metro Fire Marshal s
CYice lor emergeney vehicle access and adequaie
water supply for fire protection must be met prior
to the issumnce of any building permits.

4. Authorization for the ssuance of permit
applications will not be forwarded to the
Department of Codes Administeation il four

| — e —
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additional copics of the approved plans have been
subimilied to the Metro Planning Commission,

The PUD final site plan as approved by the
Flanning Commission will be used by (he
Department ol Codes Administsation to detenmine
compliance, both in the issuance of penmils for
vonstruction and Geld mspection. Significant
deviation from these plans may require reupproval
vy the Planning Commission amd'or Metro
Council.

A correvted copy of the PUD final site plan
incurporating the conditions ol upproval by the
Planmung Commission shall be provided o the
Planning Depactment prior o the issuance of any
penmil fur this property, and in any event no later
than 120 days afier the date of condiional upproval
by the Planmng Commission. Failure o submit o
vorrected copy ol the final PUD site plan within
120 dluys will void the Commussion’s approval and
reyguire resulwmizsion of the plan (o the Planning
Commission,




