MINUTES
OF THE
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
Date: June 1, 1995
Time: 1:00 p.m.

Place: Howard Auditorium

Roll Call

Present: Absent:

Gilbert N. Smith, Chairman
Arnett Bodenhamer

William Harbison

Janet Jernigan

James Lawson

William Manier

Councilmember Larry McWhirter
Ann Nielson

Also Present:

Executive Office:

T. Jeff Browning, Executive Director and Secretary
Carolyn Perry, Secretary I

Current Planning and Design Division:
Edward Owens, Planning Division Manager
Mitzi Dudley, Planner 111

Tom Martin, Planner Il

Shawn Henry, Planner Il

Charles Hiehle, Planning Technician Il
Advance Planning and Research Division
John Palm, Planning Division Manager
Community Plans Division:

Jerry Fawcett, Planning Division Manager
Others Present:

Jim Armstrong, Public Works

Chairman Smith called the meeting to order.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mayor Philip Bredas
Jimmy Allen



Ms. Nielson moved and Ms. Jernigan seconded themathich was unanimously passed, to adopt the
agenda.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF DEFERRED ITEMS
At the beginning of the meeting, the staff listed teferred items as follows:

957-036U - Applicant requested deferral.
95S-136G, Jackson Downs Commercial - Applicant ested deferral.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motidnich carried unanimously, to defer the above
matters.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motidnich was unanimously passed, to approve the
minutes of the regular meeting of May 18, 1995.

ADOPTION OF CONSENT AGENDA

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Jernigan seconded theomédi adopt the following items on the consent
agenda, which carried unanimously.

APPEAL CASES:

Appeal Case No. 95B-087G
Map 52-9, Parcel 201
(Subarea 4)

(9th District)

A request for a conditional use permit under ttevigions of Section 17.124.360 (Floodplain) asinesy
by Section 17.116.030 to construct a 3,670 squaresingle-family residence with attached garagekd
porch, and bonus room within the R10 District, oogerty located on the northwest margin of Falls
Avenue, approximately 730 feet northeast of Palestivenue (.88 acres), requested by Thomas C.fbiill,
Daniel S. Crowell, appellant/owner.

Resolution No. 398

"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 95B-087G to the Board of Zoning &aig:

The site plan complies with the conditional use creria.”

Appeal Case No. 95B-088U
Map 73-10, Parcel 13
(Subarea 5)

(8th District)

A request for a conditional use permit under ttevigions of Section 17.124.360 (Floodplain) asinesy
by Section 17.116.030 to construct a 768 squaredwdition to a single-family residence within fR&0



District, on property located on the east margiiMots Rose Drive, directly east of Morganmeade ®(iv
.27 acres), requested by John H. Edwards, appleiemesr.

Resolution No. 399

"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 95B-088U to the Board of Zoning éqdp:

The site plan complies with the conditional use criteria.”
ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-058U

Map 92-14, Parcels 89 and 90

(Subarea 10)

(19th District)
A request to change from CG District to MRO Didtigertain property abutting the northwest margin of
Park Plaza and the southwest corner of CharlotenAg and 25th Avenue North (14.89 acres), requested
by Thomas F. Ramsey of Columbia/HCA, Nashville ltezdre Properties, Inc., owner.

Resolution No. 400

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-058U
is APPROVED.

The Subarea 10 Plan designates this area with “offé concentration” policy in keeping with the
surrounding office and residential uses. The MRO idtrict, permitting both residential and office
uses with limited permitted retail uses, is appropate to implement this policy designation.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-060U
Map 149-8, Parcel 57

(Subarea 13)

(28th District)

A request to change from OP District to CS Disteiettain property abutting the east margin of
Murfreesboro Pike, approximately 300 feet nortiRafal Hill Road (.46 acres), requested by Terryw&tes
of Stevens Group, for Jack Williams et ux, owner.

Resolution No. 401

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-060U
is APPROVED.

The Subarea 13 plan designates this area with neigbrhood related commercial policy. The existing
OP district was originally applied to provide a lard use transition between the CS zoning around the
intersection of Rural Hill Road and Murfreesboro Pike and the residential area to the north.
Subsequent to that, however, a commercial PUD distt was applied next door. The OP district no
longer provides a land use transition function andt is appropriate to change the zoning to CS.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-061U
Map 160, Parcels 36 and 152
(Subarea 12)

(32nd District)



A request to change from R40 District to R20 Dittdertain property abutting the northeast coriiier o
Kelly Road and Franklin Pike Circle (3.81 acresjjuested by John G. Brittle et ux and Jack Clatket
owners.

Resolution No. 402

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-061U
is APPROVED.

The subarea 12 plan applies residential ‘low-mediurtpolicy (2-4 units an acre) to which both the
existing R40 and the proposed R20 district complyThe existing residential PUDs to the east are
developed at approximately 2 units per acre, whicks comparable to the yield R20 will allow.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-065U
Map 92-8, Parcel 130

(Subarea 8)

(19th District)

A request to change from CS District to OP Distciettain property abutting the west margin of F¢ieet,
approximately 150 feet north of Charlotte Avenuds8(acres), requested by Jack Hollis of Park Center,
M.D.H.A. owner.

Resolution No. 403

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-065U
is APPROVED.

This site is within the mixed use “commercial arteial existing” policy in the Subarea 8 Plan. This
policy classification encourages a mixture of resghtial, commercial and office uses, which the OP
district, permitting both residential and office uses, will provide.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-066G
Map 63-1, Part of Parcels 18 and 19
(Subarea 4)

(10th District)

A request to change from RS40 to CSL District amdnf CSL to RS40 District certain property abuttihg
northeast corner of Hudson Road and Neelys Bend Raggproximately 1.5 acres), requested by Opal and
Rick Williams, owners.

Resolution No. 404

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-066G
is APPROVED.

These zone changes will help to establish a moreasonable zoning pattern than the one that exists
today.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

District Applications and Finals:

Proposal No. 15-82-G



Jackson Business Park
(Palm International)
Map 175, Parcel 149
(Subarea 13)

(29th District)

A request for final approval for a phase of the Guercial (General) Planned Unit Development District
abutting the south margin of Owen Drive, approxeha? 16 feet west of Old Hickory Boulevard (2.59
acres), to permit the development of a 35,822 sgfmat wholesale sales and limited manufacturing
facility, requested by J. T. Dugger and Sons, linec.Palm International, owner.

Resolution No. 405

“BE IT RESOLVED hy the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 15-82-G is given
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL FOR A PHASE . The following condition applies:

Written confirmation of final approval from the towater Management and the Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publiorié.”

Proposal No. 130-85-P

Northside Commons

Map 26, Parcels 4, 39 and Part of Parcel 3
(Subarea 4)

(10th District)

A request to revise the preliminary site developinpdan and for final approval of the Commercial
(General) Planned Unit Development District abagttine southwest corner of Gallatin Pike and Nodsi
Drive (9.96 acres), to permit the development 08,404 square foot retail and restaurant facility,
requested by Northvest Associates Limited Partigrsivner.

Resolution No. 406

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that Proposal No. 130-85-P is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL . The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of final approval fromeltStormwater Management and Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Puldliorks.

2. Revised detention plans as approved by therBtater Management Section of the Metropolitan
Department of Public Works.

3. Posting of bonds for the traffic signal at thiveway entrance on Gallatin Pike and for theunesy
improvements to Northside Drive and Gallatin Pikbe traffic signal shall not be installed until i@kiar
volume counts demonstrate that signal warrantsnate

4. Recording of a boundary plat.

5. Recording of a final plat of subdivision andspieg of bonds as may be required by the Metropolit
Department of Public Works and the Metropolitan &#&ment of Water Services for required public
improvements.”

Proposal No. 94P-015G
Arby’s Restaurant
Map 160, Parcel 56.2



(Subarea 12)
(32nd District)

A request for final approval of the Commercial (Eeat) Planned Unit Development District abutting th
southwest corner of Franklin Pike Circle and Oldkdiry Boulevard (.97 acres), to permit the develeptn
of a 3,094 square foot restaurant facility, reqe sty Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc., for
Arby’s Inc., owner.

Resolution No. 407

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 94P-015G is given
CONDITIONAL FINAL PUD APPROVAL . The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of final approval from tistormwater Management and Traffic Engineering
Section of the Metropolitan Department of Public N

2. The recording of boundary and subdivision plats

3. Submittal to the Metropolitan Department of Ruld/orks, Traffic Engineering Section, and the
Metropolitan Planning Commission Staff a stripplgn acceptable by the Metropolitan Traffic Enginee

Proposal No. 95P-019G
The Orchards

Map 163, Parcel 154
Map 164, Parcel 13
(Subarea 13)

(29th District)

A request to grant preliminary approval for a Restial Planned Unit Development District abuttihg
east margin of Old Franklin Road, south of Mt. ViBwad (45.1 acres), classified RS8, to permit the
development of a 586 unit multi-family developmewetjuested by Dale and Associates, for Doris Brent,
owner.

Resolution No. 408

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 95P-019G is given
CONDITIONAL PRELIMINARY APPROVAL . The following conditions apply:

1. Receipt of written confirmation of preliminaapproval from the Stormwater Management and Traffic
Engineering sections of Public Works.

2. Receipt of written confirmation of approvalsswer capacity from the Department of Water Sesvice
3. Filing of a boundary plat for the proposed PDistrict and a plat of subdivision which combinhe t
parcels with final site plan submittal.”
SUBDIVISIONS:
Final Plats:
Subdivision No. 95S-030G
High Valley Subdivision

Map 159, Parcel 66
(Subarea 10)



(33rd District)
A request to create 17 lots abutting the west masfiiOman Drive, approximately 2,676 feet northedist
Granny White Pike (25.02 acres), classified withia R40 District, requested by McCohen Development,
Inc., owner/developer, Ragan-Smith Associates, lwrveyor. (Deferred from meeting of 05/18/95).

Resolution No. 409

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Subdivision No. 95S-030G be
APPROVED subject to posting a performance bontiénamount of $535,000.00.”

Subdivision No. 312-84-G

Poplar Creek Estates, Phase 3, Section B
Map 155, Part of Parcel 203

(Subarea 6)

(35th District)

A request to create 16 lots abutting the northwerstinus of Forest Oaks Drive, approximately 116t fe
northwest of Forest Oak Court North (7.31 acrdajgsified within the RS30 Residential Planned Unit
Development District, requested by Poplar Creekdlmment Company, owner/developer, Joseph G.
Petrosky Associates, Inc., surveyd@beferred indefinitely from meeting of 06/30/94).

Resolution No. 410

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comssin that Subdivision No. 312-84-G be
APPROVED subject to posting a performance bontiénamount of $149,000.00.

Subdivision No. 95S-132U
Barton Subdivision

Map 93-15, Parcels 118 and 120
(Subarea 11)

(16th District)

A request to subdivide two lots into three lotstéihg the northeast corner of Lafayette StreetRinst

Avenue South (2.22 acres), classified within theO@Srict, requested by J. D. Eatherly, John W. and
Carolyn M. Barton, owners/developers, Crawford L&udveying, surveyor.

Resolution No. 411

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Subdivision No. 95S-132U, be
APPROVED.”

Subdivision No. 955-135U

New Mount Zion Subdivision

Map 81-16, Parcels 502-505, 510 and 511
(Subarea 8)

(19th District)



A request to consolidate seven lots into one loated between Jefferson Street and Meharry Bowevar
approximately 172 feet west of 11th Avenue Nor®1 (acres), classified within the CS and RM8 Disdtic
requested by Trustees of Mt. Zion Baptist Churetmers/developers, Sanders Surveying, surveyor

Resolution No. 412

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Subdivision No. 95S-135U, be
APPROVED.”

Request for Bond Extension

Subdivision No. 74-87-P

The Peninsula, Phase One

Jerry Butler Construction, Inc., principal
(Request received 04/28/95)

Located abutting the south margin of John HagerdRapproximately 1,310 feet southwest of New Hope
Road.

Resolution No. 413

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 74-87-P, The Peninsula, Phase One, until
October 1, 1995, as requested, said approval lmeintingent upon posting an amended letter of ciadit
the reduced amount of $433,000.0QJny 5, 1995and extending the expiration date to April 1, 1996
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification.”

Subdivision No. 88P-038G
Long Hunter Chase, Phase Two, Section One
JCH Development, Inc., principal
(Request received 04/26/95)
Located abutting the southwest corner of SmithrgriParkway and Hobson Pike.

Resolution No. 414

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 88P-038G, Long Hunter Chase, Phase Two,
Section One, until October 1, 1995, as requested,approval being contingent upon submittal ofttel
by July 5, 1995from the Frontier Insurance Company agreeing écetitension.Failure of principal to
provide amended security documents shall be grounder collection without further notification."

Subdivision No. 89P-016G

Magnolia Place

Magnolia Place Property Partnership, principal
(Request received 04/26/95)

Located abutting the south margin of Old HardingePapproximately 225 feet southwest of Colice dean
Road.

Resolution No. 415




"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 89P-016G, Magnolia Place, until October 1,
1995, as requested, said approval being contingeam submittal of a letter kjuly 5, 1995from the
Farmington Insurance Company agreeing to the etengailure of principal to provide amended
security documents shall be grounds for collectiowithout further notification."

Subdivision No. 92P-008G

Addition to Brelan Park, Section One

Wayne Meadows, principal

(Request received 05/01/95)
Located abutting the southern terminus of Saddlelwame.

Resolution No. 416

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 92P-008G, Addition to Brelan Park, Section
One, until October 1, 1995, as requested, saidoappbeing contingent upon posting an amendedr lefte
credit in the reduced amount of $57,000.00bly 5, 1995and extending the expiration date to April 1,
1996. Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for collection
without further notification."

Subdivision No. 93P-016G
Traceside, Section One
Centex Real Estate Corporation, principal
(Request received 04/25/95)
Located abutting the southeast margin of Highway, Bpproximately 904 feet northeast of Pasquo Road.

Resolution No. 417

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdinidio. 93P-016G, Traceside, Section One, until Gatob
1, 1995, as requested, said approval being comting®mn submittal of a letter Rjuly 5, 1995from the
Safeco Insurance Company agreeing to the extenBiaiture of principal to provide amended security
documents shall be grounds for collection withoutdrther notification.”

Request for Bond Extension and Replacement

Subdivision No. 141-79-G
Plantation Walk, Section Two
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal
(Request received 04/28/95)

Located abutting both margins of Meadowgreen Driygproximately 87 feet southeast of Sweetwater
Circle.

Resolution No. 418

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
replacement and extension of a performance bon8dbdivision No. 141-79-G, Plantation Walk, Section
Two, until October 1, 1995, as requested, in tideiced amount of $135,000.00, said approval being
contingent upon submittal of appropriate securitgt execution of the replacement bond Jhly 5, 1995
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification."



Subdivision No. 87-50-U

Bell Forge Village, Section Five
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal
(Request received 04/28/95)

Located on both sides of Bell Forge Parkway, appnately 550 feet north of Mt. View Road.

Resolution No. 419

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
replacement and extension of a performance bon8dbdivision No. 87-50-U, Bell Forge Village, Secti
Five, until October 1, 1995, as requested, in tileatnount of $17,000.00, said approval being icgant
upon submittal of appropriate security and executibthe replacement bond Byly 5, 1995 Failure of
principal to provide amended security documents sHhbe grounds for collection without further
notification."

Subdivision No. 88P-056G
Mulberry Downs, Phase One-B
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal
(Request received 04/28/95)

Located abutting the west terminus of Mulberry Dewapproximately 92 feet west of Cranapple Cove.

Resolution No. 420

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
replacement and extension of a performance bon8ubdivision No. 88P-056G, Mulberry Downs, Phase
One-B, until October 1, 1995, as requested, iredeiced amount of $135,000.00, said approval being
contingent upon submittal of appropriate securitgt execution of the replacement bond Jhly 5, 1995
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification."

Request for Bond Release:

Subdivision No. 307-84-G
Jackson Downs, Section Three
RCM Interest, principal
(Request received 05/15/95)

Located abutting the southeast corner of JacksamBd®oulevard and Lebanon Pike.

Resolution No. 421

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision NG-84-G, Jackson Downs, Section Three, in the aioun
of $5,000.00, as requested."

Subdivision No. 70-85-P
Kensal Green, Phase One
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal
(Request received 05/05/95)

10



Located abutting the southeast margin of Mt. Viema& opposite Huntingboro Trail.

Resolution No. 422

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne83-P, Kensal Green, Phase One, in the amount of
$24,000.00, as requested."

Subdivision No. 83-85-P
Ransom Place, Phase One, Amendment
Ransom Place Homes, Inc., principal
(Request received 05/05/95)

Located abutting the southwest corner of RansoreRdad Murfreesboro Pike.

Resolution No. 423

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne88-P, Ransom Place, Phase One Amendment, in the
amount of $5,000.00, as requested.”

Subdivision No. 9-87-P

River Plantation, Section Ten, Phase One
Haury & Smith Contractors, Inc., principal
(Request received 05/03/95)

Located abutting the south margin of Sawyer BrowadR approximately 720 feet south of General George
Patton Road.

Resolution No. 424

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision N879, River Plantation, Section Ten, Phase Ontagn
amount of $72,630.00, as requested."

Subdivision No. 75-87-P
River Glen, Phase Two-C, Section One
Julius Doochin, principal
(Request received 05/17/95)
Located abutting the northwest corner of Benay RaatiAlandee Street.

Resolution No. 425

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne87-P, River Glen, Phase Two-C, Section One,én th
amount of $5,280.00, as requested.”

Subdivision No. 75-87-P

River Glen, Phase Two-C, Section Two
Julius Doochin, principal

(Request received 05/17/95)

Located abutting both margins of Alandee Stregty@amately 85 feet northeast of Benay Road.
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Resolution No. 426

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision NB87-P, River Glen, Phase Two-C, Section Two, @& th
amount of $11,500.00, as requested.”

Subdivision No. 92S-222U
Peppertree Forest, Section Fourteen
Jerry Butler, principal
(Request received 05/16/95)
Located abutting the south margin of Deerhaven@and both margins of Peppertree Drive.

Resolution No. 427

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision N&-222U, Peppertree Forest, Section Fourteengin th
amount of $28,250.00, as requested."

Subdivision No. 93S-216U
Oakwood Subdivision, Phase Six, Section Two
Centex Real Estate Corporation, principal
(Request received 05/05/95)
Located abutting both margins of Johnson Ridge Roabboth margins of Pebble Creek Drive.

Resolution No. 428

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision N&-216U, Oakwood Subdivision, Phase Six, Section
Two in the amount of $10,000.00, as requested.”

XI. MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 95M-049U
Ferndale Avenue Closure
Map 117-16

(Subarea 10)

(33rd District)

A proposal to close Ferndale Avenue between thénmoperty line of Parcel 122 and the north proper
line of Parcel 163 on Map 117-16, requested by ®daoss, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, for
David Lipscomb University, adjacent property own@Easements are to be abandoned).

Resolution No. 429

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES Proposal No.
95M-049U.

Proposal No. 95M-054U
Pillow Street Closure
Map 105-11

(Subarea 11)

(17th District)
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A request to close Pillow Street between Southgagnue and Alley No. 1807, requested by Ronald W.
Hambrick, for adjacent property ownerEasements are to be retained).

Resolution No. 430

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 95M-
054U.

Proposal No. 95M-056U

Awning at 2803 West End Avenue
Map 104-3, Parcel 46

(Subarea 9)

(18th District)

A mandatory referral from the Department of Pulliorks proposing the installation of a 4'4” by 35'6”
awning over the sidewalk in front of 2803 West Enaetnue (Scarlett Begonia), requested by Jack Elias,
for John Carnes, owner.

Resolution No. 431

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that tAPPROVES Proposal
No. 95M-056U.

Proposal No. 95M-059U
Closure of Alleys 517 and 556
Map 81-15

(Subarea 8)

(20th District)

A request to close Alley No. 517 between Knowleg&tand Alley No. 556, and to close a segment of
Alley No. 556 between the west margin of Alley Q.7 and the east margin of a proposed alley, réedies
by Ms. Beverly W. Lockhart, for abutting propeawners. (Easements are to be abandoned).

Resolution No. 432

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 95M-
059U.

Proposal No. 95M-060U

Awnings at 231 Sixth Avenue North
Map 93-6-1, Parcel 3

(Section 9)

(19th District)

A mandatory referral from the Department of Pulliorks proposing the installation of a 6’ by 1.5’
awning over the sidewalk on the east margin of ©apBioulevard approximately 88 feet south of Union
Street, and the re-covering of two existing awniogghe Union Street and Sixth Avenue North facaifes
231 Sixth Avenue North (Hermitage Hotel), requedigdPace Cooper, president of Hermitage Hotel,
owner.

Resolution No. 433

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 95M-
060U.
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Proposal No. 95M-061U

Sign and Spotlights at 121 Second Avenue North
Map 93-6-2, Parcel 52

(Subarea 9)

(19th District)

A mandatory referral from the Department of Publiorks proposing the installation of a 5’ by 14'rsig
and four spotlights over the sidewalk in front @fl1Second Avenue North (Scooter’s), requested by Ke
Davis, Acme Boot Company, Inc., d/b/a/ Scooter'®B8o

Resolution No. 434

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 95M-
061U.

Proposal No. 95M-062U

Awnings at 2025 Eighth Avenue South
Map 105-10, Parcel 183

(Subarea 10)

(17th District)

A mandatory referral from the Department of Publior® proposing the installation of four awnings ove

the sidewalk on Douglas Avenue and Eighth AvenugtStacades of 2025 Eighth Avenue South (Zanies),
requested by Lenny Sesselman, for Zanies NasHuilileling Partnership, owner.

Resolution No. 435

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 95M-
062U.

Proposal No. 95M-063U
East Valley Road Closure
Map 129-4

(Subarea 7)

(23rd District)

A proposal to close East Valley Road between Vosslarive and the eastern margin of Parcel 88 ang Ma
129-4, requested by Dan S. Sanders, lll, for adjgomperty owners(Easements are to be retained).

Resolution No. 436

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 95M-
063U

This concluded the items on the consent agenda.

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:
Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-055U

Map 103-6-A, Parcels 1-48
(Subarea 7)
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(24th District)

A request to change from R6 District to RM8 Didtertain property abutting the southeast corner of
Oakmont Circle and White Bridge Road (2.23 acnejuested by Tate Rogeréeferred from meeting
of 05/18/95).

Ms. Dudley stated staff had discussed this isstie tive Department of Law in light of a recent Supee
Court case. Recently the Supreme Court decidegéuple suffering from drug and alcohol addiction
would fall under the protective term of handicappé&thder the fair housing act the government cannot
preclude these people from living together. Tiyalelepartment has advised that the Codes
Administration should issue a permit under thetégszoning. Staff suggests that the rezoningts n
needed to meet the purpose sought in this appitatind therefore recommends disapproval. The
petitioner should be able to obtain the needed pémm Codes Administration for operation under
existing zoning.

Mr. Tate Rogers, the petitioner, was present tie $ta was satisfied with the staff's recommendagiod
said he would be happy to follow those procedunesthat he appreciated the Commission’s
considerations.

Mr. Arthur Fort, a resident in the area thanked@oeenmission for its consideration.

Ms. Jernigan said she thought the Commission shmtldeny the request and that they should supipert
plan. She said she was in favor of doing whatexses necessary for them to be able to continue ¢pade
in their present capacity. She suggested the Cssioni advise the Department of Codes that it fatrers

continuation of this service at this location.

Ms. Jernigan moved and Mr. Lawson seconded theomethich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 437

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-055U
is DISAPPROVED.

The adopted Subarea 7 plan has recommended residéait‘low-medium” policy for this general
area, including the properties fronting on White Bidge Road. It is the intent of the adopted plan
to preserve the existing residential character towid the intensification of uses along this busy
corridor.

However, the Commission also advised the Zoning Adnistrator to issue a permit for the operation
of arecovery program as the Legal Department haadvised that this use is protected by the Fair
Housing Act, and is permitted in the existing R6 zoe district.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-057U
Map 163, Parcels 145, 146 and 343
Map 174, Parcels 26, 30 and 169
(Subarea 13)

(29th District)

A request to change from R10 District to RM8 Didtidertain property abutting the south margin of Mt
View Road at Old Franklin Road (91. 98 acres), ested by Allen Patton, for Hickory Downs
Development, Inc(Deferred from meeting of 05/18/95).

Proposal No. 84-87-P
The Crossings of Hickory Hollow
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Map 163, Parcels 145, 146 and 343
Map 174, Parcels 26, 30 and 169
(Subarea 13)

(29th District)

A request to cancel a portion of the Commercialn@al) Planned Unit Development District abuttihg t
south margin of Mt. View Road at Interstate 24 &id Franklin Road (91.98 acres), and to redesign a
portion of the remaining preliminary site develomnplan to permit the development of commerciaiceff
showroom, requested by Hodgson and Douglas, fdtdfycDowns Development, Inc., owneDeferred
from meeting of 05/18/95).

Mr. Martin reminded the Commission these request®weferred from the last meeting. Since the last
meeting, staff has met with the applicant and opineperty owners involved. The drainage, grading a
other concerns have been worked out with the PUDa#irparties are in agreement. Therefore, staff
recommends approval of the PUD revisions and the phange.

Those in attendance were in favor of approving Ipetiitions, but no one chose to speak during the
continuation of the public hearing.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motidich carried unanimously, to close the public
hearing and to approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 438

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-057U
is APPROVED.

The requested RM8 is appropriate to implement the lojectives of the Subarea 13 Plan, which
encourages a mixture of retail, office, and high desity residential uses along this future mass traits
corridor.”

“BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Plangi€@ommission that Proposal No. 84-87-P is
givenAPPROVAL FOR CANCELLATION . The following conditions apply to the remaindéthe
PUD:

1. Confirmation of adequacy of on-site detentiatiinal site plan submittal.

2. Receipt of written confirmation of preliminaapproval from the Stormwater Management and Traffic
Engineering sections of the Department of Publichk¥0

3. Recording of a revised boundary plat for theaiming PUD District and recording of final plats o
subdivision creating the new parcels with final reittal.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-059U
Map 119-13, Parcel 122

(Subarea 11)

(26th District)

A request to change from R8 District to CS Distdettain property abutting the north margin of Tioma

Street, approximately 150 feet west of Nolens\Hlike (.18 acres), requested by Randel Crotts ofteoni
Motor Cars, for Lena Crotts and Patricia Osbornears.
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Ms. Dudley stated all of the property in the arkang Nolensville Pike is zoned CS. The Subareadtle
Plan puts the subject property at the edge oftietieg commercial arterial policy that encompasses
primarily the existing CS zoning, with the resttloé area, including the parcel in question, insdential
low medium policy category. The intent of the piao preserve the character of the existing estil
area. There are some vacant lots and the plarestgyig-fill development with single family housistpck.
The property immediately next door to the subjeopprty is a residence. The subject property drigea
car sales operation and they are currently usiedatito store cars in conjunction with their besis. The
request for CS zoning is obviously an attempt gitiimate the commercial use on the property. Sthise
is at the edge of a commercial and residential, arésaup to the Commission to decide which catgdbe
property best fits into. Staff feels it is moréemted to and within the residential portion ofteubarea and
are recommending disapproval.

Mr. Randel Crotts, the applicant, was presentdtedte was currently leasing this lot to someormkdith
not know they were encroaching with the cars apde¢hce. He asked the Commission for approvalsof h
application.

Mr. Lawson pointed out that this application wasikir to some other policy decisions that the
Commission has made regarding encroachment iniderg&l areas along Nolensville Road. In other
instances the Commission has searched for potémiadfits to the area that rezoning to commercialldy
bring. In this case Mr. Lawson stated he couldreebenefits that would be derived from the rezgnin

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motidnich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 439

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-059U
is DISAPPROVED.

A strong objective of the adopted Subarea 11 plan te protect the Radnor neighborhood from
further encroachment of commercial uses. Vacanahd within the neighborhood is recommended
for single-family in-fill development. Turning the corner with CS zoning at this location will
implicate parcels 134 and 135 directly across thareet as well as parcel 121 next door, introductn
more uncertainty and instability into an area the $ibarea plan strongly seeks to protect.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-063U
Map 115, Parcel 8

(Subarea 6)

(23rd District)

A request to change from R40 District to RM8 Didtidertain property abutting the southeast margjin o
Charlotte Pike, opposite Old Charlotte Pike (15a&2es), requested by F. Clay Bailey, Joanne Geny
Bailey and Oscar Geny, Jr., owners.

Proposal No. 110-86-P and No. 5-87-P
Wholesale Florist

Map 115, Part of Parcel 8

(Subarea 6)

(23rd District)

Requests to cancel the Commercial (General) Plaonédevelopment Districts abutting the southeast

margin of Charlotte Pike, opposite Old CharlottkeRi7.85 acres), requested by F. Clay Bailey,et al
owners.
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Ms. Dudley suggested the Commission hear this zbaage and the PUD cancellations together.
Currently on the property, over the R40 zoningriisaire two PUD’s that permit a mixture of retaid
office use. At on time the retail was used asraeny. The applicant now wished to remove the
commercial PUDs and change the zoning to RM8 teigeothe opportunity for multi-family housing. Ehi
is supported in the Subarea Six Plan. The polipperts a mixture of intensive development with a
mixture of commercial, retail, office and multi-fdyndevelopment. She stated staff is recommending
approval of the zone change and the two PUD caatiiils, and reminded the Commission the zoning
ordinance required a public hearing be held fos¢howning the PUD.

Mr. Clay Bailey, one of the owners, was preserdtéde he simply wanted it rezoned for multi-famise
because the PUD plans did not work out. He stameiti-family development would be the best usetfar
property and asked the Commission to approve thécagion.

No one else was present who wished to speak dtirengublic hearing.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Jernigan seconded theomatihich carried unanimously, to close the public
hearing and to approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 440

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 95Z-063U
is APPROVED.

The Subarea 6 plan recommends a mixed commercial [y for this area, which encourages a
mixture of commercial, high-density residential andoffice uses. This request for RM8 (residential
multi-family), is appropriate to implement these wlicy objectives.”

“BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Plangi€ommission that Proposal Nos. 110-86P
and 5-87-P are giveAPPROVAL FOR CANCELLATION. The following condition applies:

Concurrence of the cancellation by the Metropolitauncil.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 957-064U
Map 162, Parcels 188, 189 and 190
(Subarea 12)

(31st District)

A request to change from AR2a District to CS Dgdtdertain property abutting the south margin cfll B
Road, approximately 2,100 feet east of Old HickBoylevard (8.58 acres), requested by Farakh Feoski
Fani, for G. A. Driver, Pauline and C. A. Peay, enm

Ms. Dudley stated this was close to the commermde around Bell Road and Old Hickory Boulevatd.
addition, the subject property lies between twq/Varge commercial centers. This request is iar@a
that is in residential policy that has been platenie to prevent the stripping of Bell Road. Staff
recommends disapproval as contrary to the Gené&al Frhe commercial needs of the area have been
satisfied with regional and subregional commerc@aicentrations in either direction along Bell Roaakl
with neighborhood commercial policy in the immedisicinity at Bell Road and Old Hickory Boulevard.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motichich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 441
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"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 957-064U
is DISAPPROVED as contrary to the General Plan.

This site lies west of the Hickory Hollow activitycenter, a short distance west of the site proposéar
CS at the May 18th meeting (at the intersection oBell Road and Blue Hill Road.) The properties
seeking this rezoning are clearly outside the commsal activity center of the Hickory Hollow Mall,
as well as being clearly beyond the scope of the aifmeighborhood oriented commercial node at the
intersection of Bell Road and Eulala Drive. The poperty lying between the neighborhood
commercial node and the Hickory Hollow Mall area isall within residential policy, placed there to
prevent the commercial stripping of Bell Road. Ths proposal is in conflict with both the commercial
and residential policies of the General Plan.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

District Applications and Finals:

Proposal No. 95P-015G
New Hope Pointe

Map 98, Parcel 52.1
(Subarea 14)

(13th District)

A request to grant preliminary approval for a Reastithl Planned Unit Development District abuttihg t
west margin of New Hope Road, approximately 1,44 South of John Hager Road (29.3 acres),
classified R15, to permit the development of 9gleirffamily lots, requested by MEC, Inc., for Robrt
Earheart, optionee(Deferred from meeting of 05/18/95).

Mr. Martin stated the reason for deferral from theeting of 05/18/95 was because of inability of the
Department of Water Services to confirm the avditgtof sanitary sewer services. The applicanigitt
approval from the Cumberland Utility District. $&the time the application was filed, Metro ha®ta
over this utility district. During the ensuing wesethe Department of Water Services has been wptkin
get background information and tests on the sitdetermine the capacity for sewer service without
violating the State mandate to prevent overflove oAthis point in time, they have not been able to
complete that assessment. Mr. Martin stated stafcommending approval with an advisement to the
Council that verification of adequate water andeseservice should be forthcoming prior to passage o
third and final reading.

Ms. Jernigan moved and Councilman McWhirter secdriie motion, which carried unanimously, to
approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 442

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 95P-015G is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL WITH AN ADVISEMENT TO METRO CO UNCIL . The following
conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of preliminary approvabi the Stormwater Management and Traffic
Engineering Section of the Metropolitan DepartradrPublic Works.

2. The recording of a boundary plat prior to on@arrent with the first phase of construction.

3. The recording of a subdivision plat and thetipgsof all bonds as may be required with any sgbeat
final approval request.
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4. The Commission advises the Metropolitan Coutheit the enacting ordinance should not be passed o
third reading until the Department of Water and &efervices confirms the availability of sewer
capacity.”

Proposal No. 95P-017G
Smith Spring Corner
Map 136, Parcel 39
(Subarea 13)

(28th District)

A request to grant preliminary approval for a Caoenoial (Neighborhood) Planned Unit Development
District abutting the northwest corner of Smith iSgs Road and Bell Road (.98 acres), classified, R0
permit the development of a 3,200 square footlreteivenience market facility, requested by Dalé an
Associates, for Billy R. Dean, owner.

Mr. Martin stated this area is policied in the SwaaThirteen Plan for residential medium density
development. In that plan there is no commeradalenat this intersection. Clearly the site mesgs t
requirement for location at two arterials. Howe\staff feels the site fails to meet the critedadistance.
Approximately three quarters of a mile to the émst developing retail local neighborhood policgaawith
considerable undeveloped area policied for refBlilere is a small area in Nashboro Village whicé inat
developed that is policied for local conveniendaiteThere is a community level development at the
intersection of Una-Antioch Pike and Murfreesboma with a small amount that is developed andra fai
amount undeveloped. Because this is a low to mediensity area, staff believes that other retaitimns
are present in the area to more than adequatelythreaeighborhood needs of the area, and recorrsmend
disapproval for failing to meet the locational erig.

Councilman Roy Dale was present to ask approvii@proposal. He stated there were two crite@da th
needed to be considered. The proposal is locatdédio arterials, and thus meets the requirement fo
access. Mr. Dale stated several of the alternattes were more than three-fourths mile away, wisdhe
suggested separation in areas of high density.Dille stated the additional trade brought abouakg
traffic would make this area comparable in demanal high density area. The spacing requirementdvou
be met under these assumptions.

.Chairman Smith asked if there was a ramp in thedtion.

Councilman Dale stated there is an existing rampmierson Road but Public Works has requestedfthat
this facility is to be constructed, that the ranspess be moved one hundred feet further away froithS
Springs Road. The changes as far as set backigadetention and location of ramps have all been
revised according to the recommendations of albiifferent agencies.

Mr. Bodenhamer stated there are at least threeeti@nce markets within five eighths of a mile.

Councilman Dale stated that actually there is @mlg within five eighths of a mile which is at Nashi
Village and that has not been built yet. The dbgethree quarters of a mile to the east.

Mr. Bodenhamer moved for disapproval and Mr. Masi&zonded the motion.
Councilman McWhirter stated that this location ledKike a convenience location.

Upon voting there were four Commissioners in faaod four Commissioners in opposition. The motion
did not pass.
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Mr. Browning stated the staff's concern was theetgh commercial that would gravitate toward an
intersection location is more the CS strip comnarand that staff did not feel that should gettethin the
area at all.

Chairman Smith stated that if the Commission dititake action on the proposal, it would go to Cdlunc
without the Commission’s recommendation.

Councilman McWhirter moved and Ms. Jernigan secdridie motion to approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 443

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Proposal No. 95P-017G is given
APPROVAL

The motion carried with Mr. Harbison, Ms. Jernights. Nielson, Chairman Smith and Councilman
McWhirter voting in favor of the motion, and Mr.avlier, Mr. Lawson and Mr. Bodenhamer voting
against the motion.

SUBDIVISIONS:

Preliminary Plats:

Subdivision No. 95S5-131G

Dickerson Park

Map 12, Part of Parcel 48 and Part of Parcel 50
(Subarea 2)

(11th District)

A request to create eleven lots abutting the easgjimof the CSX Transportation Railroad and thetwe
margin of Dickerson Pike (44.5 acres), classifiétthiw the AR2a District, requested by Trailmont Rar
Inc., owner/developer, Ragan-Smith-Associates, Bwrveyor.

Mr. Bracey stated this would be a public hearind #rat the proposal did meet the requirementseof th
AR2A district and that staff recommended approval.

Mr. Tom White, representing the applicant, statisdchent has met all requirements for a subdivisio
under the existing AR2a zoning. His client, howeveuld prefer to develop the property for indiadtr
uses, and has made proposals for this use in ¢eatrpast. His client has had numerous meetintjs wi
residents of the area about the eventual use ©ptbperty. The currently proposed subdivision lbou
meet subdivision requirements for an industrialdéuibion as well as a large lot subdivision und&2a
zoning. Mr. White asked for approval from the Coission.

Mr. Miles Sillis, an area resident, was presemefmesent his neighborhood. He presented a petigned
by twenty-five or thirty of his neighbors in opptish to the proposal. He stated the area homes arer
two acre or larger home sites with the homes ranigirvalue from one hundred fifty to four or fiverdred
thousand dollars. He stated the proposed siteatithave water, sewer, electricity or proper poticdire
protection because it was outside of Goodlettsvitie asked the Commission to give the surrounding
residents time to understand what was being prahdmseause they had heard rumors that the property
could become a waste water treatment plant, arichéhand his neighbors felt they were being thresde
He asked the Commission to defer the matter.

Mr. Browning stated the property is currently zomeR2A which requires two acre lots and allows
residential development and also mobile homes osetindividual lots. There has been a request for
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industrial zoning in this area and if it were zomedustrial, this subdivision could adapt to indigtusage.
The new Subarea Two Plan which is currently und®y & suggesting industrial policy in this areaorf
the staff's point of view and the CAC'’s point okw that is the direction of future land use.

Mr. Harbison moved and Mr. Manier seconded the emptivhich carried unanimously, to close the public
hearing and to approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 444

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comssian that the Plan of Subdivision No. 95S-
131G, be given PRELIMINARY APPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 95S5-137U

Percy Warner Boulevard Property
Map 129, Parcel 11

(Subarea 7)

(35th District)

A request to create 13 lots abutting the southwesgim of Percy Warner Boulevard, approximately 145
feet northwest of Highland Park Drive (2.94 acrelssified within the R8 District, requested bglo
Wilson, developer, Jewish Community Center, owkéamble and Associates, surveyor.

Mr. Bracey stated this was a relatively simple subtbn pattern and the pattern itself meets the
subdivision regulations. However, there were isshat needed to be brought out. There is asever
drainage problem in the area resulting from rufroffn the drainage swale to the rear of the proposed
subdivision. Rain runoff collects just to the doof the proposed subdivision where the terraitifies out.
While the proposed subdivision is only a minor pdrthe area drained by this swale, there is cantteat
the additional development will worsen an alreadst Booding situation. Mr. Bracey indicated dezdil
drainage information was not provided with the suistbn. If after the public hearing the Commissielt
additional information should be forthcoming befarey approval was granted, he suggested the
Commission defer action at that point.

Mr. Jim Armstrong was present to discuss the dg@r@oblems. He pointed out on a map the aretigeof
flooding problems and said it was the city’s resgibility to resolve the problem. He suggested Rubl

Works and the developer of the property could comltheir funds for infrastructure improvements. He
stated Public Works had not had time to look ihi tnhatter completely to determine the problem areas

Chairman Smith asked if a two week deferral woule gPublic Works time to gather their findings and
return with answers for the Commission.

Mr. Danny Wamble, design engineer for the projeas wresent to speak in favor of the project. ldeedt
he had been out to talk to the neighbors and tm@ethe flooding problem. He said his client veghto
work with the neighbors but they had to be reasknabhe subdivision met all the zoning regulations
subdivision regulations and dealt with the trafiamcerns. He stated the property could supportden
lots but they have proposed only thirteen lots beeaf a small cemetery located on one of the piete
property. He said they would agree to be bounditgtever conditions the Commission would set. He
asked the Commission to have the public hearimgecit, and defer this matter for two weeks.

Ms. Adalee Nicholson, a property owner in the at@sed her main concern was the cemetery and its
historic value.

Mr. Joe Holzmer, a property owner in the area dthtewas directly affected by the flooding probleand
that he was concerned about further flooding. &id Be was not directly opposed to the subdivikiohas
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it stood he was opposed to the effects of the flapdHe also expressed his concern regarding #fiéctin
the area because of children and walkers in thghberhood.

Ms. Gail Given, Mr. Jack Flaisher, Mr. Joe Perlakd, Brooks Garland and Mr. Joe McGovern were
present to express their concerns regarding fl@pdirectly on their property and also traffic contse

Councilman McWhirter stated he was concerned atheusize of the lots and the location of the driagsv
which would force the owners to back out onto tineet which is a fairly heavily traveled street.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded theanptivhich carried unanimously, to keep open the
public hearing and defer action for two weeks.

OTHER BUSINESS:

1. East Bank Redevelopment Plan.
Mr. Jerry Fawcett from the Metro Planning Commiasimd Mr. Mark Sturdevant from MDHA presented
the East Bank Redevelopment Plan and stated ibefase the Commission for their review for congiste
with the Subarea Nine Plan. He presented the Ibagkd, gave a summary of the plan and the ideathéor

future of the area.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded tit®om which carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 445

BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comniassthat it approves the East Bank
Redevelopment Plan as being consistent with thar@al® Plan, with notation in the study that thexess
of the East Bank plan will depend upon relocatibmany of the heavy industries from this area tweot
sites. For those industries requiring both rived aailroad frontage, one of the few remaining aitea
achieve both is in western Davidson County, altregG@heatham County Railroad. Therefore, it is
imperative that Metro and the state take appropriaasures to ensure the renovation of the raikoeass
the Cumberland River and along the north side @frither.

2. Set Subarea 2 Public Hearing Date for June 295.1

Ms. Nielson moved and Ms. Jernigan seconded themti set the Subarea Two Public Hearing date for
June 29, 1995. The motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Browning announced Amy Pierce and Janet Withg, summer interns reported for work on June 1 and
Mr. Deforrest K. Mapp, the TSU student had decithedtake a position in another city.

Mr. Browning informed the Commission there was a&timg set for June 2, at the Mayor’s office to ds
the Franklin Corridor and explained the detailshef plan.

Plats Processed Administratively:

May 18 Through May 31, 1995

95S5-102G G. Smith Subdivision
A plat to create one lot out of a large tract.

89P-017G Bradford Hills, Section 15 Revision
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A plat to convert one lot to open space withiResidential PUD.

103-79-G Riverfront Shopping Center, Section 3
A plat to create one lot within a commercial PUD.

95S-142U Subdivision, Resubdivision Lot 1
A plat to divide one lot into two.

93P-011G Holt Woods, Section one Revision
A plat to revise the location of open space amel lot within a Residential PUD.

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, upon motion mselynded and passed, the meeting adjourned at 3:30
p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

Minute Approval:
This 15th day of June 1995
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