MINUTES
OF THE
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
Date: May 29, 1997
Time: 1:00 p.m.
Place: Howard Auditorium
Roll Call
Present:
Gilbert N. Smith, Chairman
Arnett Bodenhamer
Councilmember Stewart Clifton
William Harbison
Janet Jernigan
William Manier
Ann Nielson
Stephen Smith

Others Present:

Executive Office:

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

Current Planning and Design:

Shawn Henry, Planner llI

John Reid, Planner Il

Doug Delaney, Planner |

Jeff Stuncard, Planner |

Jimmy Alexander, Planning Technician I

Community Plans Division:

Jerry Fawcett, Planning Division Manager

Advance Planning & Research Division:
Jackie Blue, Planner |
Others Present:

Wesley Weeks, Legal Department
Jim Armstrong, Public Works

Absent:

Mayor Phil Bredesen
James Lawson



Chairman Smith called the meeting to order.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Harbison seconded théamptvhich unanimously passed to adopt the agenda.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF DEFERRED ITEMS

At the beginning of the meeting, staff listed tlefedred items as follows:

97B-090U Deferred indefinitely, by Codes Adminisioa.
977-052U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
103-79-G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
31-86-P Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
6-87-P Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
78-87-P Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
96P-007G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
96P-016G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97S-172U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97S-193U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded titeom which unanimously passed, to defer the
items listed above.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Mr. Bodenhamer moved and Ms. Nielson seconded tit®om which unanimously passed, to approve the
minutes of May 15, 1997.
RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS
Councilmember David Kleinfelter stated he was pnese speak regarding the David Lipscomb Master
Plan and would wait for that presentation. He alsknowledged PUD Proposal 31-86-P, Subdivision No.
97S-172U and Subdivision No. 97S-184U, but statetdd no position on these matters.
ADOPTION OF CONSENT AGENDA
Mr. S. Smith moved and Ms. Nielson seconded theanptvhich unanimously carried, to approve the

following items on the consent agenda:

APPEAL CASES:

Appeal Case No. 97B-102U

Map 94-6, Parcel 9
Subarea 11 (1993)



District 15 (Dale)

A request for a conditional use permit under ttevigions of Section 17.124.390 (Asphaltic Cement
Plants) and Section 17.124.350 (Floodplain) asirediy Section 17.124.030 to construct a new ladch
facility within the IR District, on property abuttj the north margin of Visco Drive (13.82 acresjjuested
by Ingram Industries, appellant/owner.

Resolution No. 97-395

"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 97B-102U to the Board of Zoning éqip:

The site plan complies with the conditional use cteria.”

Appeal Case No. 97B-103U
Map 94-6, Parcel 9
Subarea 11 (1993)

District 15 (Dale)

A request for a conditional use permit under ttevigions of Section 17.124.350 (Floodplain) as el
by Section 17.124.030 to construct an office baidin the IR District, on property abutting the thor
margin of Visco Drive (13.82 acres), requestedrigram Industries, appellant/owner.

Resolution No. 97-396

BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Corasion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 97B-103U to the Board of Zoning éqdp:

The site plan complies with the conditional use cteria.”

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-053U
Map 105-8, Parcels 119 and 120
Subarea 11 (1993)

District 19 (Sloss)

A request to change from OP District to CG Distdettain property abutting the south margin of Bact

Street, approximately 100 feet west of Donelsoredt(.34 acres), requested by John Rodgers, appella
for Richard Perkerson, owner.

Resolution No. 97-397




"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-053U
is APPROVED:

This property falls within an industrial area surrounding Trevecca Nazarene University, and is
within industrial policy in the Subarea 11 Plan. The CG district will continue to fill out the
established CG zoning pattern in this area.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-055U
Map 102-13, Parcel 4.01

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request to change from R40 District to CS Distcertain property abutting the south margin of IGitte
Pike, approximately 1,100 feet south of River R84 acres), requested by Jim McLeod and Thomas
Baker, appellants, for Warren and Ruby Sexton, osvne

Resolution No. 97-398

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-
055U isAPPROVED:

This property falls within Commercial Mixed Concentration policy (calling for major concentrations
of mixed commercial and office development) in th&ubarea 6 Plan. The CS District will implement
this policy, and will continue the CS zoning patten to the east.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS;

Proposal No. 18-84-U
Burton Hills, Phase 4
Map 131-6-A, Parcel 17
Subarea 10 (1994)
District 33 (Turner)

A request to revise the approved preliminary séeetbpment plan for Phase 4 of the Commercial
(General) Planned Unit Development District abagttihe northeast margin of Hillsboro Pike and Seven
Hills Boulevard (4.28 acres), classified R15, tompiethe development of a 137,989 square foot effic
building, requested by Gresham, Smith and Partf@r§ornerstone Suburban Office, L.P., owner.

Resolution No. 97-399

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 18-84-U is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF REVISION TO PRELIMINARY FOR  PHASE 4. The following
condition applies:

Written confirmation of preliminary approval froe Stormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnodriRublic Works.”

Proposal No. 94P-012U
Fairfield Communities, Phase 4
Map 62, Part of Parcel 142
Subarea 14 (1996)



District 15 (Dale)

A request for final approval for a phase of the Guercial (General) Planned Unit Development District
abutting the east margin of Pennington Bend Roaigrcximately 1,400 feet north of McGavock Pike 6.0
acres), classified AR2a, to permit the developnaé®6 time share units, requested by Littlejohn
Engineering Associates, Inc., for Fairfield Comntigsi, Inc., owner.

Resolution No. 97-400

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 94P-012U is given
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL FOR PHASE 4. The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of final approval from ti&ormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnwdriRublic Works.

2. Receipt and approval of a revised grading ptarPhase 4.

3. The recording of a final subdivision plat upbe posting of a bond for all necessary road
improvements as required by the Metropolitan Depant of Public Works and all water and sewer line
extensions as required by the Metropolitan DepartroaEWater Services.”

Proposal No. 96P-017G

Indian Creek Estates, Section 2
Map 181, Part of Parcel 100
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request for final approval for a portion of thedtdential Planned Unit Development District almgftihe
south margin of Old Hickory Boulevard, approximgt800 feet east of Culbertson Road (71.55 acres),
classified R20, to permit the development of 5@lsiffamily lots, requested by Barge, Waggoner, Sermn
and Cannon, Inc., for Eugene Collins, owner.

Resolution No. 97-401

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 96P-017G is given
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL FOR SECTION 2. The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of final approval from ti&ormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnudriRublic Works.

2. The recording of the final subdivision plat ugha posting of a bond in the amount of $658,050
for all road improvements as required by the Matiibgn Department of Public Works and all water and
sewer line extensions as required by the MetramolRepartment of Water Services.”

SUBDIVISIONS:

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 97S-063U
Scottish Inns Property
Map 163, Parcel 199
Subarea 12 (1997)



District 31 (Alexander)
A request to subdivide one lot into two lots almgtthe north margin of Bell Road, approximately 38&ét
west of Cane Ridge Road (1.57 acres), classifiglivihe Commercial Planned Unit Development
District, requested by Suman Patel, owner/develdpems Consulting, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-402

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-063U, is granteAPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-156G
Walden Woods, Section 1
Subarea 14 (1996)
District 12 (Ponder)

A request to create 28 lots abutting the east marfji ulip Grove Road, approximately 500 feet sanfth
Chandler Road (9.36 acres), classified within tksi&ential Planned Unit Development District, resied
by Lynn Wallace, owner/developer, Dale and Assesialnc., surveyor. (Deferred from meetings of%/1
and 5/15/97).

Resolution No. 97-403

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-156G, is grantedONDITIONAL APPROVAL subject to posting a performan ce bond in the
amount of $407,200.00.”

Subdivision No. 97S-177G

Atkins Acres

Map 41, Parcels 33, 34, 138 and 158
Subarea 2 (1995)

District 3 (Nollner)

A request to reconfigure three lots abutting thetls@est margin of Brick Church Pike, approximately
1,020 feet southeast of Creek Trail Drive (25.1&8); classified within the R20 District, requeshgd
Mark and Terri Atkins and Charles D. Ryan, et uxners/developers, Crawford Land Surveyors, surveyor

Resolution No. 97-404

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-177G, is grantelPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-184U

Maplehurst, Block M, Resubdivision of Lots 35 ar@l 3
Map 117-12, Parcel 162

Map 117-16, Parcel 28

Subarea 10 (1994)

District 25 (Kleinfelter)



A request to subdivide two lots into three lotstéhg the northeast corner of Grandview Drive and
Belmont Boulevard (.68 acres), classified withia 810 District, requested by O. H. and Dorothy B.
Mason and Vassar Star Michell, trustee, ownersidpees, Campbell McRae and Associates, surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-405

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-184U, is granteAPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-186G

Marlin Meadows, Section 1
Map 42-4, Part of Parcel 43
Subarea 4 (1993)

District 3 (Nollner)

A request to create five lots abutting the soutingineof Highland Circle, approximately 800 feet tiovest
of Campbell Road (2.5 acres), classified within R29 District, requested by Charles Rhoten,
owner/developer,

Resolution No. 97-406

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-186G, is grantelPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-194U

Canby Court Subdivision

Map 92-7, Parcels 178, 179, 181 and 385
Subarea 8 (1994)

District 21 (McCallister)

A request to subdivide four parcels into six |disiing the south margin of Britt Place, approxieiaB24
feet east of 21st Avenue North (1.02 acres), dladsivithin the RM6 District, requested by Metrojah
Development and Housing Agency, owner/developeoriiion and Associates, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-407

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-194U, is granteAPPROVAL .”

Subdivision No. 97S-198U

Priest Lake Investments, Revision 1
Map 149, Parcels 342, 344 and 345
Subarea 13 (1997)

District 29 (Holloway)

A request to reconfigure four lots abutting thetbauest margin of Murfreesboro Pike and the nortingima
of Forest View Drive (13.6 acres), classified witthe CG District, requested by Doyle R. Monday,
owner/developer, Jenkins and Jenkins Land Surveginyeyor.

Resolution No. 97-408

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-198U, is granteAPPROVAL .”



Request for Bond Extension:

Subdivision No. 206-83-G
Chelsea Village Addition, Section Three
Butler Development, LLC, principal
Located abutting both margins of Oak Forest Draproximately 150 feet east of Split Oak Drive.

Resolution No. 97-409

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for

an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 206-83-G, Bond No. 95BD-009, Chelsea Village
Addition, Section Three, in the amount of $26,008IBeptember 1, 1997, as requested, said approval
being contingent upon posting an amended lettereafit by6/29/97and extending the expiration date to
March 1, 1998.Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 206-83-G
Chelsea Village Addition, Section Four
Butler Development, LLC, principal

Located abutting both margins of Split Oak Tradpeoximately 105 feet south of Oak Forest Drive.

Resolution No. 97-410

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for

an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 206-83-G, Bond No. 95BD-099, Chelsea Village
Addition, Section Four, in the amount of $17,006IuBeptember 1, 1997, as requested, said approval
being contingent upon posting an amended lettereafit by6/29/97and extending the expiration date to
March 1, 1998.Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 18-84-U
Village of Cherry Glen, Phase One
Cherry Glen Partners, L.P., principal

Located abutting the south margin of Seven HillsilBward, south terminus of Cumberland Place.

Resolution No. 97-411

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 18-84-U, Bond No. 95BD-088, Village of
Cherry Glen, Phase One, in the amount of $24,860Niovember 15, 1997, as requested, said approval
being contingent upon posting an amended letteraafit byJune 29, 1997and extending the expiration
date to May 15, 1998Failure of principal to provide amended security de@uments shall be grounds
for collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 85-85-P

Brentwood Commons, Second Revision

American General Life and Accident
Insurance Company, principal

Located abutting the north margin of Old HickoryuBevard, approximately 800 feet east of FranklikePi
Circle.



Resolution No. 97-412

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 85-85-P, Bond No. 95BD-056, Brentwood
Commons, Second Revision, in the amount of $13y6Mi0 October 1, 1997, as requested, said approval
being contingent upon posting an amended letteraafit byJune 29, 1997and extending the expiration
date to April 1, 1998 Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds

for collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 31-86-P
Whitworth, Phase Three, Section Two
Clements-Bartosh Interests, LLC, principal

Located abutting the northwest corner of Woodlawivédand Compton Road.

Resolution No. 97-413

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 31-86-P, Bond No. 94BD-094, Whitworth,
Phase Three, Section Two, in the amount of $22660June 1, 1998, as requested, said approvagbei
contingent upon posting an amended letter of ckyditune 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to
December 1, 1998Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 31-86-P
Whitworth, Phase Three, Section Three
Clements-Bartosh Interests, LLC, principal

Located abutting the northwest corner of Woodlawivédand Compton Road.

Resolution No. 97-414

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 31-86-P, Bond No. 94BD-095, Whitworth,
Phase Three, Section Three, in the amount of $21y&6l June 1, 1998, as requested, said appr@mgb
contingent upon posting an amended letter of ckyditune 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to
December 1, 1998Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 28-87-P
Boone Trace, Phase One
Westinghouse Electric Corporation, principal

Located abutting the north margin of Newsom StaRoad, approximately 2,900 southeast of McCrory
Lane.

Resolution No. 97-415

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 28-87-P, Bond No. 87BD-032, Boone Trace,
Phase One, in the amount of $55,200 until Octob&B%7, as requested, said approval being contingen
upon submittal of a letter kjune 29, 1997rom the Safeco Insurance Company of America aggee the



extension.Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection
without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 78-87-P
Fredericksburg, Phase Six-A
Radnor Homes, Inc., principal

Located abutting the north margin of Cloverlandv@riapproximately 90 feet west of FredericksburgyWa

Resolution No. 97-416

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 78-87-P, Bond No. 95BD-025, Fredericksburg,
Phase Six-A, in the amount of $58,600 until Octdligri997, as requested, said approval being @eritn
upon submittal of a letter hjune 29, 1997#rom the Frontier Insurance Company agreeing ¢oetttension.
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification ."

Subdivision No. 78-87-P
Fredericksburg, Phase Six-B
Radnor Homes, Inc., principal

Located abutting the north margin of Cloverlandv@riapproximately 90 feet west of FredericksburgyWa

Resolution No. 97-417

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 78-87-P, Bond No. 95BD-026, Fredericksburg,
Phase Six-B, in the amount of $47,800 until Octdier1997, as requested, said approval being gertin
upon submittal of a letter hjune 29, 1997#rom the Frontier Insurance Company agreeing ¢oetttension.
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification ."

Subdivision No. 84-87-P
Crossings at Hickory Hollow, Section One
American General Realty Investment, principal

Located abutting the northeast margin of 1-24 Spdtfeet northwest of Old Franklin Pike.

Resolution No. 97-418

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 84-87-P, Bond No. 90BD-007, Crossings at
Hickory Hollow, Section One, in the amount of $5Q7ntil May 1, 1998, as requested, said approval
being contingent upon posting an amended letteregfit byJune 29, 1997and extending the expiration
date to November 1, 199&ailure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be
grounds for collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 84-87-P
Crossings at Hickory Hollow, Section Two
American General Realty Investment, principal

Located abutting the northeast margin of CrossBmdevard, approximately 1,277 feet northeast of
Franklin Road.
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Resolution No. 97-419

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdinidio. 84-87-P, Bond No. 90BD-008, Crossings at
Hickory Hollow, Section Two, in the amount of $5000until May 1, 1998, as requested, said approval
being contingent upon posting an amended letteraafit byJune 29, 1997and extending the expiration
date to November 1, 199&ailure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be
grounds for collection without further naotification ."

Subdivision No. 88P-067G
Brandywine Pointe, Phase Nine
Brandywine Pointe Partners, principal

Located abutting both margins of Shannon Placerceqopately 130 feet east of Brandywine Pointe
Boulevard.

Resolution No. 97-420

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 88P-067G, Bond No. 96BD-004, Brandywine
Pointe, Phase Nine, in the amount of $22,000 dlatlember 1, 1997, as requested, said approval being
contingent upon posting an amended letter of ckyditune 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to
May 5, 1998.Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 88P-067G
Brandywine Pointe, Phase Ten, Section One
Brandywine Pointe Partners, principal

Located abutting both margins of Rachel's Way, axiprately 130 feet south of Shannon Place.

Resolution No. 97-421

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 88P-067G, Bond No. 96BD-017, Brandywine
Pointe, Phase Ten, Section One, in the amount,6084until November 1, 1997, as requested, said
approval being contingent upon posting an amenelber lof credit bylune 29, 1997nd extending the
expiration date to May 1, 199&ailure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be
grounds for collection without further naotification ."

Subdivision No. 88P-067G
Brandywine Pointe, Phase Ten, Section Two
Brandywine Pointe Partners, principal

Located abutting both margins of Rachel's Way, axiprately 130 feet south of Shannon Place.

Resolution No. 97-422

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 88P-067G, Bond No. 96BD-033, Brandywine
Pointe, Phase Ten, Section Two, in the amount @kBuntil November 1, 1997, as requested, said
approval being contingent upon posting an amenelber lof credit bylune 29, 1997nd extending the
expiration date to May 1, 199&ailure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be
grounds for collection without further naotification ."
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Subdivision No. 88P-067G
Brandywine Pointe, Phase Eleven, Section One
Brandywine Pointe Partners, principal

Located abutting the north margin of Shute Lanelastti margins of Rachel's Way.

Resolution No. 97-423

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 88P-067G, Bond No. 96BD-007, Brandywine
Pointe, Phase Eleven, Section One, in the amouit4f750 until October 1, 1997, as requested, said
approval being contingent upon posting an amenekter lof credit bylune 29, 1997and extending the
expiration date to May 1, 199&:ailure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be
grounds for collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 91P-007G
Sunset Oaks, Section Three
B & P Developments, Inc., principal

Located abutting the east margin of Tulip Groved,apposite Sunset Way.

Resolution No. 97-424

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 91P-007G, Bond No. 96BD-032, Sunset Oaks,
Section Three, in the amount of $33,000 until JunE998, as requested, said approval being comtinge
upon posting an amended letter of credilbge 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to
December 1, 1998Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 93P-005G
Poplarwood, Section One
Jones Custom Homes of Tennessee, Inc., principal

Located abutting the south margin of Poplar CreeadR approximately 170 feet east of Montcastle.

Resolution No. 97-425

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 93P-005G, Bond No. 95BD-090, Poplarwood,
Section One, in the amount of $140,100 until MakBh1998, as requested, said approval being canting
upon posting an amended letter of credilbge 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to
September 15, 1998ailure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 93P-005G
Poplarwood, Section Two
Jones Custom Homes of Tennessee, Inc., principal

Located abutting the south margin of Poplar CreeadR approximately 170 feet east of Montcastle.

Resolution No. 97-426

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of the performance bond for Subdiridio. 93P-005G, Bond No. 95BD-091, Poplarwood,
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Section Two, in the amount of $152,039 until Jun&28, as requested, said approval being contingen
upon posting an amended letter of credilbge 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to
December 1, 1998Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 94P-014U
Williamsburg at Brentwood, Section One
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal

Located abutting the southwest corner of Cloverl@nige and Saddlewood Lane.

Resolution No. 97-427

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of a performance bond for Subdividlon94P-014U, Bond No. 95BD-109, Williamsburg at
Brentwood, Section One, in the amount of $24,750 duly 1, 1997, as requested, said approval being
contingent upon submittal of a letter byne 29, 1997%rom the Frontier Insurance Company agreeing to
the extensionFailure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 94S-295U
Asheford Crossing, Section One
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal

Located abutting the southeast margin of Mt. Viewa& approximately 200 feet northeast of Old Friankl
Road.

Resolution No. 97-428

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of a performance bond for Subdividlon94S-295U, Bond No. 94BD-087, Asheford
Crossing, Section One, in the amount of $99,670 duily 1, 1997, as requested, said approval being
contingent upon submittal of a letter byne 29, 1997%rom the Frontier Insurance Company agreeing to
the extensionFailure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for
collection without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 93S-002G
Birdwell, Phase Two
Joel S. Birdwell, Principal

Located abutting the north margin of Lowes Langragimately 558 feet west of Old Dickerson Pike.

Resolution No. 97-429

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for

an extension of the performance bond for Subdimidio. 95S-002G, Bond No. 93BD-037, Birdwell,
Phase Two, in the amount of $5,000 until Augugt997, as requested, said approval being contingent
upon posting an amended letter of credilbge 29, 1997and extending the expiration date to February 1,
1998. Failure of principal to provide amended security deuments shall be grounds for collection
without further notification ."

Subdivision No. 96S-041U

Stonebridge
Stone Bridge LLC, principal
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Located abutting the south margin of Anderson Rapgroximately 175 feet west of Towne Village Road.

Resolution No. 97-430

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension of a performance bond for Subdividion96S-041U, Bond No. 96BD-021, Stonebridge, in
the amount of $71,300 until June 1, 1998, as reéqdesaid approval being contingent upon submittal
letter byJune 29, 1997rom the RLI Insurance Company agreeing to thersibn. Failure of principal

to provide amended security documents shall be grawls for collection without further notification ."

Request for Bond Extension and Replacement:

Subdivision No. 312-84-G
Poplar Creek Estates, Phase Three-B
Poplar Creek Development Corporation, Principal

Located abutting the northwest terminus of Forest<Drive, approximately 110 feet northwest of Bbre
Oaks Court North.

Resolution No. 97-431

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
an extension and replacement of the performancd fworSubdivision No. 312-84-G, Bond No.
94BD-048, Poplar Creek Estates, Phase Three-Bgiamount of $10,000 until September 1, 1997, as
requested, said approval being contingent upon stabmf appropriate security and execution of the
replacement bond hjune 29, 1997 Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall
be grounds for collection without further notification.”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 97M-064U

Kensington Place Aerial Encroachment
Map 104-3

Subarea 10 (1994)

District 18 (Clifton)

A mandatory referral from the Department of Puliorks proposing the installation of a private
telecommunication cable over the right-of-way ohKimgton Place immediately west of 25th Avenue
South, requested by Jane Cleveland, for Vandedbiltersity, adjacent property owner.

Resolution No. 97-432

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 97M-
064U.

Proposal No. 97M-065U

Awning at 208 Third Avenue North
Map 93-2-3

Subarea 9 (1996)

District 19 (Sloss)
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A mandatory referral from the Department of Puliiorks proposing the installation of a 6.9 by 6’4y
fabric awning over the right-of-way at the frontramce of 208 Third Avenue North, requested by Fhyl
Spencer, for 208 Third Avenue North Condominiumaksation, adjacent property owner.

Resolution No. 97-433
"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 97M-
065U.

Proposal No. 97M-066U

Bordeaux Landfill Lease Agreement
Map 80, Parcels 35 and 55
Subarea 3 (1992)

District 1 (Patton)

A request from the Department of Public Works atittiog a lease agreement between Metro Government
and Nashville NEO L.L.C. et al, to install and ogtera methane gas retrieval system and co-generatio
system facility on the former site of the Borde&axdfill.

Resolution No. 97-434

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES Proposal No. 97M-
066U.

Proposal No. 97M-069U

Amendment to Lease Agreement -
621 Mainstream Drive

Map 80, Parcel 35

Subarea 8 (1994)

District 20 (Haddox)

A resolution approving the second amendment tasel@agreement between the Metropolitan Department
of Social Services’ Mayor's Employment Training Resces Agency (METRA) and Corners Associates,
L.P., for property located at 621 Mainstream Drive.

Resolution No. 97-435

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it APPROVES Proposal No. 97M-
069U.

This concluded the items on the consent agenda.

PUBLIC HEARING: AN AMENDMENT TO THE SUBDIVISION RE GULATIONS BY
REVISING THE DEFINITION OF “SUBDIVISION.”

Mr. Henry stated the purpose of this revision ipitovide more clarity as to when properties andctvhi
properties are required to go through the plagracess. The new definition has been crafted with
assistance from the Metro Legal Department. Ctigréimere is lack of similarity between the statstiste
definition of a subdivision, and the definition ¢aimed in our local Subdivision Regulations. Givlis
inconsistency, several Metro departments are takiagosition that any request for building perroits
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utilities approval must be processed first as alsision to plat the property, if that has not allg
occurred. This staff does not disagree with thiepdure, given the inconsistencies in definitioi¢e take
the position that some plat processing may befigdras not necessary if the definitions are madesm
clear and consistent.

As further background, on June 13, 1996, this effequested a legal opinion from the legal departme
asking whether lots of five acres or greater ctutsts a “subdivision” where common or shared easésne
are relied on for utility access and/or vehiculezess. The legal department’s response was tblat su
instances of land division “fall within the defiiwh of a subdivision”, citing T.C.A. and severalrihessee
Attorney General opinions and appellate court decss The current Subdivision Regulations defimitof
“subdivision” does not recognize that large acresgets are exempt from the subdivision regulatiomder
defined and limiting circumstances. Staff will p@posing that the local definition of subdivisioa
revised to clarify under what circumstances, e¥déimited, certain developments can be permittetheuit
undergoing the platting process.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Councilmember Clifton stated Councilmember Dillasiwell as other councilmembers had some serious
concerns with this matter. There was a significaovement at the Council that resulted in someafor
actual legislative actions a year or so ago andhthavould prefer more input from Councilmemberd an
suggested deferral.

Councilmember Clifton moved and Mr. Stephen Smittosided the motion, which carried unanimously, to
leave the public hearing open and defer this maitenweeks for further study.

APPEAL CASES:

Appeal Case No. 97B-020U

Map 117-16, Parcels 163, 54-95, 97-104,
106-135, 139, 140, 142 and 222

Map 131-4, Parcels 1, 2 and 3

Map 131-3, Parcel 140

Subarea 10 (1994)

District 25 (Kleinfelter)

A request for a conditional use permit under thevigions of Section 17.124.190 (Intermediate Impast
required by Section 17.124.030 to expand a maserfpr David Lipscomb University in the R10 Distri
on property abutting the east and west marginsrah@®/ White Pike and Belmont Boulevard, between
Grandview Drive and Shackleford Road (41.92 acresjyested by Al Raby, for David Lipscomb
University, owner. (Deferred from meeting of 3/6y9

Mr. Reid stated staff felt the Master Plan confaidnaéth the objectives of the General Plan, which tar
recognize the existence of David Lipscomb Univgraitd to provide for reasonable expansion
opportunities while respecting the surroundingdestial neighborhood. The Traffic Engineer hagntly
received a revised traffic study which is satigfagiand has determined the parking and circulgtian is
approvable. Staff also advises the Board of ZoAipgeals should look at three additional issues: th
appropriateness of Kindred Residential Townhonses part of the master plan; addendum agreements
between the university and the neighborhood andldbe area ratio variance of 38%. Staff recomnsend
the plan is in conformance with the General Plash@so would recommend the Commission advise the
BZA the design of the campus is compatible withdherounding residential neighborhood.

Mr. Al Raby, representing David Lipscomb Universisyated the university was seeking a conditiosal u

application before the Board of Zoning Appeals.affthoes not require a campus Master Plan but it is
advantageous to the university and the neighborlanddhas been submitted in good faith. Currehtly t
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permitted floor area ratio is .32 and is within@®I) square feet of meeting that ceiling and hasra¢v
major projects planned. The university is outasfd and is endeavoring to acquire additional ldods
expansion and is paying a premium for surroundiogperties. He explain the Master Plan in detadl tre
process followed to reach agreements and compremiitle the neighbors on Grandview Drive.

Chairman Smith asked what the Kindred Residentmh@unity consisted of.

Mr. Raby stated there were special consideratiodszaning issues for this portion of the plan. The
Kindred Residential Community arose from the ursitgremployees and has been established to provide
housing for the faculty near the campus area.ohjunction with this community the university is
proposing the active faculty would live here alavith retired faculty and special donors.

Chairman Smith asked if Mr. Raby, Councilmemberitfidter and Mr. Russell Willis were expecting the
Planning Commission or Codes Department to momitaether or not someone is eligible to live in this
community.

Mr. Raby, Councilmember Kleinfelter and Mr. Will stated that was not the intention.

Councilmember Kleinfelter endorsed the Master Rlath stated there had been a neighborhood advisory
committee created to oversee future building cortiin and expansion plans. The committee consists
three residents, three university officials ane:éhneutral members to be decided upon at a later da

Mr. Russell Willis stated he also endorsed the BraBtan and stated that most of the issues had been
worked out but there was still some opposition figeweral of the area residents.

Ms. Kathy Russ and Mr. Shawn Molini, residents lom southern side of Grandview Drive, expressed
concerns regarding the university boundary lines@noperty values.

Councilmember Clifton asked Wesley Weeks, with Métegal, that if the BZA would have authority to
place conditions on the Kindred facility use.

Mr. Weeks stated the BZA could place certain coodit on the property and that he would researdh tha
issue.

Mr. Browning stated he had talked with the Zonirdp#inistrator regarding that issue because staffaad
concerns about the appropriateness of the Kingseelaf housing being a part of a university camplas.
For them to actually be approved as a condominiuemapartment complex, they would have to go
through the same procedures an any other apartraemlex or condominium, which under today’s zoning
ordinance is a planned unit development.

Councilmember Clifton stated that under the progaselinance it would be an actual base zone change
and not just part of the institutional.

Mr. Harbison stated it was not unusual to see Eemach private agreements such as between the
neighborhood and the university regarding the Keddnousing. Generally those private agreementsdare
items for the Commission to enforce nor the goverminto enforce. They are enforceable if enteréal in
like any other contract.

Mr. Manier stated that the private agreements Wetereen the parties involved and that the Commissio
was an administrative body for the framework. @&sd as the institutional plan, in this instancegtaghat
framework those side agreements are left with H#réigs to enforce. The BZA should be cautionethéir
endorsement not to involve the whole system ingtehagreements.

Mr. Steve Smith moved and Mr. Harbison secondedrtbion, which carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:
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Resolution No. 97-436

“BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Colssion offers the following recommendation on
Appeal Case No. 97B-020U to the Board of Zoning éqdp:

The site plan complies with the conditional use cteria.”

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-054U

Map119-5, Parcel 330

Subarea 11 (1993)

District 16 (Graves)
A request to change from R6 District to OP Distdettain property abutting the south margin of &wyn
Avenue, approximately 250 feet east of Nolenswillkke (0.12 acres), requested by Ronnie Haislip,
appellant, for Alfred Haislip, owner.
Mr. Reid stated that currently this property wamaised for parking which is not in conformancéwthe
residential zoning. Staff is recommending disapplof this zone change because it is at the baynda
between the residential neighborhood and the corialéand uses along Nolensville Pike. The polity
this area is to focus the commercial along NoldlesPiike and to prevent encroachment into the estil
area. There is currently an alley that separ&dsommercial from the residential land uses aaffl fetels
that is a good zoning boundary. Additionally, ther no need for office transition and there ismarket
for office in this area.
Chairman Smith asked what was the reason the appheould want that small piece zoned OP.
Mr. Reid stated it was to provide additional pagkfor the auto repair shop.
Chairman Smith asked if there was a house acresstitbet from the vacant lot.
Mr. Reid stated there was a fire hall directly asrthe street.
Ms. Nielson asked if it was presently being usadofrking.
Mr. Reid stated it was.
Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded tit®omto disapprove.
Mr. Alfred Haislip, owner, stated he had run a figrbusiness from that location since 1963. Hehfert
stated he did not want permission to build an efficilding, but only wanted to use the property for
commercial parking.

Mr. Reid stated the OP zoning would give him thekjmgy he was requesting.

Chairman Smith explained to Mr. Haislip that theses not a zoning for just parking and that thetleas
dense zoning that would allow parking would be @t

Mr. Haislip stated he was not requesting to builgthing he just wanted the parking space becauwsasit
dangerous to have to park on Nolensville Road.
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Mr. Harbison asked if it was correct to say thisgarty was approximately .12 acres.
Mr. Reid stated that was correct.
Ms. Nielson asked what types of businesses coulsliBeif the ownership was to change.

Mr. Browning stated it OP allowed parking, officesd multi-family. He would not be able to get aidd
parking out of this area because of the dimensibtise lot. The zoning ordinance requires a ceraiffer
and a setback, so on this property there would Nitissrroom for parking.

Mr. Steve Smith stated he was sympathetic to tiuatsbn. However, very little of this site coule used
for parking due to the lot shape and size and tiffeibrequirements.

Ms. Nielson stated she also understood but thaness might not be there forever and when the zpisin
changed it opens up a new predicament for whoeigittrpurchase this property.

Mr. Haislip asked if the Commission could give ldnconditional use and have the zoning automatically
revert back to residential if he were not using it.

Councilmember Clifton stated obviously there cautder be a house on this lot.

Mr. Steve Smith stated that was also the way hefel that a house would not fit on the lot. Ga th
surface this should not happen but under the cistamees the lot is too small to do anything withegt
parking.

Chairman Smith stated Ms. Nielson moved and Mr.dtémer seconded the motion to disapprove. The
motion failed 3 to 5, with Ms. Nielson, Mr. Maniand Mr. Bodenhamer in favor of disapproval andhwit
Mr. Harbison, Ms. Jernigan, Chairman Smith, StewgtiSand Councilmember Clifton in opposition.

Chairman Smith asked for a new motion.

Mr. Harbison moved and Ms. Jernigan seconded th@®mto approve, which carried with Ms. Nielson,
Mr. Bodenhamer and Mr. Manier in opposition.

Ms. Kay Corchran requested to speak stating shena@gposition and that there were a number of [geop
from the community in the audience.

Chairman Smith stated that it was not a publicingabut the Commission would hear her commerdghéf
would briefly tell of her opposition.

Ms. Corchran, a member of the community, statexsidhime property was before the Commission
approximately 18 months ago and was disapprovedas also before the Council and was withdrawn at
the last minute when all the members of the comtyghiowed up at the Council meeting. Mr. Haisligsw
disapproved last time and at that point he justteto park his extra cars on the property, whiaently

is happening. Last year he created a buildingwitidthe intent of locating an office on this proge He
also told the neighbors that he was going to gehtxt house to the lot. The community, all aloags
opposing going off of Nolensville Road for any kiaficommercial venture. He has a history of ddhig
and getting pieces of property this way if the Cdasion does not rescind what they just voted on.

Chairman Smith stated the matter would go to puiiaring at Council and the Commission passed this
proposal with a vote of 5 to 3 and asked if the @uagsion wished to change their stance.

Mr. Manier moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded thisomowhich carried with Mr. Harbison and Mr.
Steve Smith in opposition, to reconsider the prapos
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Mr. Bodenhamer stated he was empathetic with Mrslipabut there was not sufficient property thevedb
what he wants to do and that he will continue twate the current zoning.

Mr. Manier moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motichich carried with Mr. Steve Smith, Mr.
Harbison and Councilmember Clifton in oppositiamnapprove the following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-437

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-054U
is DISAPPROVED:

This property falls at the boundary between “Commecial Arterial Existing” (CAE) policy along
Nolensville Pike, and “Residential Low Medium” dengy policy (up to 4 dwelling units per acre). An
alley separates this property (zoned R6) from thedjacent CS zoned property to the west. This alley
provides a good demarcation and transition betweethe established commercial and residential
zoning pattern.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 76-82-U (Public Hearing)
Abernethy Property

Map 71-6, Parcel 71

Subarea 3 (1997)

District 2 (Black)

A request to cancel the Commercial (General) Plditurat Development District abutting the south niarg
of West Trinity Lane, approximately 330 feet wekBoruggs Lane (1.19 acres), classified CS, reqdest
by Dr. Virginia Abernethy, appellant/owner.

Mr. Delaney stated the applicant wishes to recaméighis property with the property on West Trirligne
and that there were no technical issues and staficommending approval.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded titeom which carried unanimously, to close the
public hearing and approve the following resolution

Resolution No. 97-438

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsiwn that Proposal No. 76-82-U is given
APPROVAL REQUIRING COUNCIL CONCURRENCE. The following condition applies:

Concurrence by the Metropolitan Council.”

Proposal No. 35-86-P

Pine Ridge, Section 4

Map 60-11-A, Part of Parcel 63
Subarea 5 (1994)

District 4 (Majors)

A request to revise a portion of the final site @lepment plan of the Residential Planned Unit

Development District abutting the east margin ofgleaf Court, approximately 90 feet north of Pinddge
Drive, classified R8, to reduce the open spacelys?juare feet and add that land area to an existin
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residential lot, requested by Henry Matthew Waphedlant/owner. (Also requesting final plat apmby
LLC, owner. (Also requesting final plat approval).

Mr. Delaney reminded the Commission that back imil&pis proposal was listed on the agenda as a
subdivision in order to reduce the setback onthetfand side of this property and was disappratetiat
time. Since then, a new survey has been condactgechow only the side setback is the only issusge T
applicant is now wanting to shift the property bdary and add 220 square feet and reduce the oopetl
space. Staff is recommending approval and feeddgtan appropriate solution.

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

Resolution: No. 97-439

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 35-86-P is given
APPROVAL OF REVISION TO FINAL PUD AND FINAL PLAT AP PROVAL.

SUBDIVISIONS:

Preliminary Plats:

Subdivision No. 91S-080G (Public Hearing)
West Meade Properties

Map 142, Parcel 16

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request for reapproval to subdivide a parcel thtee lots abutting the north margin of Memphissid
Highway, approximately 949 feet west of Hicks R¢ad1 acres), classified within the R15 District,
requested by D. E. Ryan, owner/developer, Ken Atnalirveyor.

Mr. Henry stated this proposal was originally ap@ebin 1991 and has since gained reapprovals. The
holdup to accomplishing this subdivision has béenextension of sewer, which is now under constroct
to serve a multi-family development to the sousttaff recommends approval for a one year extension.
No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

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

Resolution 97-440

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that theliBhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 91S-080G, is grante®PPROVAL of the request for preliminary plat re-approval for one year
(Section 3-3.5).”

Proposal No. 96S-395G (Public Hearing)
Spencer and Atchley Subdivision

Map 64, Parcel 18

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 11 (Wooden)
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A request for preliminary approval for seven |dbsiting the northeast corner of Shute Lane and Old
Hickory Boulevard (6.65 acres), classified withire tOG District, requested by Spencer and Atchley,
L.L.I.C., owner/developer, Gresham, Smith and Ragnsurveyor.

Mr. Henry stated this property had been beforadbmmission before and the issue at that time wats th
the developer was proposing direct access to Gtédfy Boulevard which was opposed by the Public
Works and TDOT engineers. They have adjusted freposal and are now proposing a commercial cul-
de-sac that comes in from Montchanin Road and edédting right-of-way for future improvements.afbt
is recommending conditional approval with the restldght-of-way width of 50 feet for the commercial
cal-de-sac and subject to a geotechnical analystsetsatisfaction of Public Works prior to findip
application. The issue is that there was illeglifaterial placed on this property over a numbkyears
without a permit from Public Works.

Mr. Tom Martin, representing the owner, stated las  favor of the proposal. No one else was piese
speak.

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

Resolution No. 97-441

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 96S-395G, is grantadONDITIONAL APPROVAL with reduced commercial right of way width
of 50’ and subject to geotechnical analysis to theatisfaction of Public Works prior to Final Plat
application.”

Subdivision No. 97S-080U (Public Hearing)

Hamilton Crossings Business Park

Map 149, Parcels 176, 197 and 313

Subarea 13 (1997)

District 28 (Hall)

A request for preliminary approval for eight lotsusting the northwest corner of Hamilton Church &oa
and Murfreesboro Pike (37.01 acres), classifiettiwithe CS and CG Districts, requested by C.R.T.
Hamilton Corporation, owner/developer, Walter Daad and Associates, surveyor.

Mr. Henry stated this property was previously pregubfor a plan of subdivision and are holding taue
that plan of subdivision. The issue before wastthere was a spite strip running along Hamiltomi€h
Road which prevented the subdivision street frorkintaa connection to Hamilton Church Road which
they were previously proposing. They have resuteahitheir plan showing they will extend the straefar
as they legally can. Staff believes that satidfieslong range transportation concept for this.anmed are
recommending approval.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Harbison seconded thiégampwhich carried unanimously, to close the publi
hearing and approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-442

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-080U, is grantedPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-127U (Public Hearing)

Jocelyn Hills
Map 129-2, Parcel 45
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Map 129-6, Parcels 7, 9-11, 21, 30, 31, 50, 515%hd
Subarea 7 (1994)
District 23 (Crafton)

A request to create 18 lots abutting both margfriBaskin Drive, approximately 755 feet southeast of
Rolling Fork Drive (38.2 acres), classified withlre RS40 District, requested by Allen Cargile,
owner/developer, Turner Engineering Company, swaney

Mr. Henry reminded the Commission this same plasubfdivision was before them and was disapproved.
Staff is still recommending disapproval becausepttoposed lots violate the minimum requirementddor
arrangement. The property is located on a ridgeatal there has been no reduction in the numbletsof
proposed. This was previously disapproved on Apfil due to very steep topography and inadequate
plans for grading and drainage.

With this application the developer has submittddittonal information dealing with the storm water
drainage and has also provided grading detailfofordations, driveways and retaining walls for vieey
critical lots. New information has been submittedarding the drainage and the proposed construofio
the private drive along the ridge top and has leggmoved by Public Works subject to on site detenti
and also subject to some off site drainage imprerem

Staff still believes the lots are arranged in sachanner that they are not consistent with theosading
development. Staff feels the property can be dgeazl in a manner that is consistent and uniforrh thi¢
character of the surrounding area and has desgeda plan for Mr. Cargile’s consideration.
Councilmember Crafton could not be present but adetter of opposition. Mr. Henry presented the
Commission with a plan of subdivision created Iaffst

Mr. Mark Jones and Mr. Allen Cargile spoke in faedthe proposal, gave the history of the propehs,
process they had followed for the subdivision, akmd the plans for the subdivision and askedHer t
Commission’s approval.

Mr. Martin Seur, Mr. Ray Ripee, Ms. Leona Marks,.\@&len Turner, Mr. Harry Dillon, Mr. Art Hancock,
Mr. Stan Couch and Mr. Griff Haber spoke in opgosito the proposal and expressed concerns regardin
the steepness of slopes, risk of land slides, @npsirainage and water run off, the substandaxdigridrive
with grades of 25% and public safety.

Ms. Nielson asked which two lots were approvediearl

Mr. Henry pointed out the lots and stated therelteeh two plats. One plat for one lot two years aigd
then a plat for two lots.

Ms. Nielson asked if the subdivision road was a&gig drive.

Mr. Henry stated it was a private drive. Baskiiv®rcannot be extended because it would not comjphy
the minimum street standards. This private drliralis at such a grade that in order to provide this
property with any more public street frontage cautd be done without waiving the street designdsaas.

Ms. Nielson asked that, if that land were to beellgved according to the reduction of the lots dred t
sketch staff recommended, would a variance habe tgranted for the grades of those roads.

Mr. Henry stated they would not require variancesause they were not proposing to extend any public
streets. There is no public street roadway cootn plans at all. They are picking up all ofitHegal
frontage off of the four cal-de-sacs and thatlishedy are required to do. They are proposingtit drive

to be fifty feet wide and they have provided graditans for that portion of the private drivewasgtthvill

be extended along the ridge top and Public Worksalpproved that.
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Mr. Cargile stated the road that goes up to thigerty is not a 25% grade and never has bees.slightly
under 20% and is an excellent road. Houses cémuitteon this side of the hill just as easily asythwere
built where houses exist today. There is a whelghborhood of houses built exactly the same wahias
proposal. A plan was submitted in 1986 for planaeiti development of 116 units but now has been
changed to the minimum and this proposal meetyeeguirement. This is only for eighteen units and
presently have the right to build seven housesersiopes down below which are the worst slopes.

Mr. Clifton moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the ortiwhich carried unanimously, to close the public
hearing.

Ms. Jernigan asked about the lot lines that weseudised when this proposal was presented to the
Commission before.

Mr. Henry stated the lot lines were a big issuebeeht the public hearing. After that public hagrihe
applicant was advised that some changes wouldtoave made. In order to get the 18 lots they were
proposing they would have to do some serious ergimgwork and they did that. The issue the ssaff
concerned about is that the Commission did nottlikeplan of subdivision as proposed and appareidly
not like the lot arrangement.

Mr. Harbison stated Mr. Cargile did have the righsubdivide the property in a manner that meeds th
subdivision regulations. The issues about drairengkcritical lots are important and will be addezs at
the final plat stage. At this stage the only deciss whether or not the subdivision layout is Ewable.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Steve Smith secondeartbion, which carried unanimously, to defer this
matter for two weeks for staff, the engineers and Gargile to consider the fourteen lot design psga by
staff.

Maplewood Heights, Resubdivision of Lots 179 and 038
Map 61-10, Parcels 29 and 30

Subarea 5 (1994)

District 4 (Majors)

A request to subdivide two lots into three lotstéihg the east margin of Hutson Avenue, approxityate
1,120 feet north of Ben Allen Road (1.15 acres)ssified within the R15 District, requested by
Metropolitan Development and Housing Agency, owaieréloper, Crawford Land Surveyors, surveyor.
(Also requesting final plat approval).

Mr. Henry stated that MDHA is requesting an indidirdeferral of this proposal.

Chairman Smith asked if anyone in the audiencepresent to speak at the public hearing.

Mr. Joe Cain, with MDHA, requested a deferral.

Mr. Steve Smith moved and Ms. Nielson secondeanttiéon, which carried unanimously, to defer this
matter indefinitely.

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 97S-125U
Copperfield, Revision of Lot 54
Map 172-1-A, Parcel 54
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 32 (Jenkins)
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A request to amend the public utility and drainageement from 7.5 feet to 5 feet on a lot abuttiegvest
margin of Nickleby Down, approximately 650 feet $mast of Copperfield Way (.13 acres), classified
within the R20 Residential Planned Unit DevelopmiBistrict, requested by Morris W. Thurman, Sr. and
Tom Hudgins, owners/developers, Bledsoe Enginegesimgyeyor.

Mr. Henry stated the house was built into the easgwithin the required setback area. The easeimént
use by Public Works and they have approved thecteduin that easement width. If the Commission
approves this, it will also be a mandatory refeitezh because the easement is in use by Metro antiw
have to go to Council for approval. If this is apyged, staff would recommend that approval cortstitbe
approval of the mandatory referral as well.

Mr. Dan Bledsoe, representing the builder/develpgiated the plan was prepared accurately but was
reversed when it was transferred to the field.

Mr. Harbison moved and Ms. Jernigan seconded th@®@mavhich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-443

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-125U, is granteAPPROVAL constituting approval of the Mandatory Referral.”

Subdivision No. 97S-197G

Northbrook, Phase 1, Resubdivision of Lots 1 and 2
Map 50-6, Parcels 76 and 77

Subarea 2 (1995)

District 4 (Majors)

A request to reconfigure two lots abutting the heaist corner of Northbrook Drive and Brick ChurdkeP
(.62 acres), classified within the R10 Districjuested by Buddy Dunn Contractors, L.P.,
owner/developer, Dale and Associates, Inc., sunveyo

Mr. Henry stated this was another encroachmentdeva&loping subdivision off of Brick Church Pike.
When the foundation was poured and inspected tlie€imspector went out and saw a line identifyirey t
property line, made the measurement and denieidsbance of the foundation permit because the
foundation failed to meet required setbacks. Akieeen days later the builder called for a second
inspection. The inspector found that the lot la&l been restaked so that the setbacks were ndethen
permit was issued. Staff is unsure what circuntgarthanged, but advised the Commission that the lo
line may have been inaccurately staked intentignalbrder to be issued the desired permit.

Mr. Buddy Dunn stated a mistake was made and thigcoff the wrong property line. The lot markers
had been knocked down by a bush hog and put bagicaprectly.

Ms. Jernigan moved and Ms. Nielson seconded themathich carried unanimously to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-444

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that tiaFplan of Subdivision No.
97S-197G, is grantelPPROVAL .”

Subdivision No. 97S-199A

Brandywine Pointe, Phase 6, Section 1, Lot 244
Map 64-3-B, Parcel 90

Subarea 14 (1996)
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District 11 (Wooden)

A request to amend rear and side setback lines 2@faet and 5 feet to 0 feet on a lot abutting the
northwest corner of Pointe Place and Safety Hallume (.48 acres), classified within the R20 Redidén
Planned Unit Development District, requested byllaend Sandra J. Powers, owners/developers.

Mr. Henry stated the property owner is constructrgick wall that exceeds the eight foot maximum
height of a wall or fence in the rear yard or ia #ide yard. He is asking for an amendment tneixiiee
building envelope to the side and rear propertgdinBy doing this, the eight foot high restrictmmthe
wall height is removed.

Mr. Henry stated the adjoining property owner caamptd because his house is under constructionnwithi
five feet of the property line and the wall. Hkgks the higher wall completely obstructs any wimsl on
that side of his house. In response to the comipléie Department of Codes Administration hadasdsa
citation for that encroachment. Staff recommeridagproval of the setback reduction to accommotiete
brick wall because it would set an unwarranted gdeat in the subdivision.

Mr. Werrin Hughes, attorney for the owner of thdlwstated the reason for this application is teeaththe
setbacks for a limited purpose of allowing thisdeor wall to be completed and exist there. Thikiga
approximately 95% complete and Mr. Powers had speptoximately $50,000 on this wall to date and it
was done so with his belief and information giverim that there was no restriction in height iis #rea.
There were extenuating circumstances here thatrisa/éo the building of this wall and an apparent
violation of the eight foot restriction. It wasiltdbased on information that was obtained fromdh and
legal advice that there were no restrictions. €lse other walls in the subdivision that appedretin
excess of eight feet also. The wall, if it is apmad, would be consistent with other walls in thbdivision.
The wall varies from seven feet to fourteen feet.

Ms. Nielson asked who from the city did they talktb get this information.

Mr. Hughes said he did not want to misstate whapbkaed but he felt it was a failure of communiaatio
The people of the city did not intend to misleagiare and perhaps gave correct information. Therew
two different people on behalf of Mr. Powers wholep with the people with the city and both conchlide
from those conversations that there were no réistnig. One of the people that talked to the remegives
from the city was Sharon Lacks. She talked toes@ntative from the Planning Commission and Zoning
and based upon those conversations she underst@@dvtas no height restriction. She got a lettanf
Mr. Delaney where he confirmed that the PUD didplate different restrictions on height, and thdl wa
was subject to whatever the zoning code prescribedight of that she called zoning and mentiottesl
letter and asked again if there was any zoninglprolor restriction on the wall. The answer wasthat it
was covered by the PUD.

Mr. Powers’ house had already been built and theBvtswn next door was in the process of building hi
house and it appeared there were going to be aewoflvindows on Mr. Powers’ side of that house
overlooking his pool and yard. Mr. Powers was evned about his privacy and as a result planned and
began construction on the wall. Mr. Powers had@ught iron fence around his yard and has torn that
down to build the wall. Shortly after beginningthMr. Brown came over and said he was sorry ifidog
caused all the problems and offered to help in semeby accommodating him in his construction. Mr.
Powers told him he did not have to change anythimdjthat he could build any house he wanted arnd jus
let him build his wall. Some time later Mr. Powéd discussions with the builder and was inforided
Brown had no problem and in fact the builder sutgge®r. Powers put matching brick on Mr. Brown's
side of the fence that would match Mr. Brown’s heasd that was done to accommodate Mr. Brown.

During construction, when it was 25% or so complbte Peters, from Codes, came out and said thase w

a height restriction and told the builder to stefiding the wall. The builder told Mr. Peters thesd
gotten a letter from Codes and approval from thadmwners association and that there was no height
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restriction. Mr. Peters made a phone call and damo& and told them they could continue building bu
two weeks later they received a citation and hastdp building around April 22

Chairman Smith stated it seemed to him like thimimved someone who had moved into a PUD and didn’t
understand the nature of a PUD. When you movedargmall lot subdivision you give up some privacy
and suggested a two week deferral and let Mr. Podiscuss the situation with Mr. Brown more and enak
submittals to the Commission so it can be checked o

Mr. Hughes submitted the letter from Mr. Delanédag plan submitted to the homeowners associatiah, an
the letters from neighbors in favor of the wall.

Mr. Joe Powers stated he tried to do what was.rigfet said he went to the homeowners and got
permission and approval for the fence, sought ladsice for restrictions, and discussed it with the
neighbor who said he had no problems.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Steve Smith secondeanrtbion, which carried unanimously, to defer this

matter for two weeks to gather more information.

Request for Bond Extension:

Subdivision No. 177-80-U
Bell Crest, Section Two
MCR Development Corporation, Principal

Located abutting the east margin of Hickory Park/®ropposite Clubhouse Lane.
Mr. Henry stated this request was to complete sidlessthat should have already been completed. They
have got contractors lined up and expect to hasrgatty done by July®i Therefore staff recommends

disapproval of the request for extension.

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

Resolution No. 97-445

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebDISAPPROVES the request
for an extension of the performance bond for Subttin No. 177-80-U, Bond No. 95BD-054, Bell Crest,
Section Two and requires that all work be compléteduly 1, 1997."

Subdivision No. 151-82-G
Somerset Farms, Section Four, Phase One
Somerset Farms, J.V., principal

Located abutting both margins of Somerset Farmgeland both margins of Roslyn Court.

Mr. Henry stated this was a similar situation contey streets and sidewalks. They were to be cetagl
by June I. They have a contractor lined up. Half of threet is completed. Public Works believes a
reasonable amount of time would be SeptemBemnt staff is recommending disapproval for the estju

for extension and are requiring completion by Seyier £

Ms. Jernigan moved and Mr. Bodenhamer secondeahdtien, which carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:
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Resolution No. 97-446

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebDISAPPROVES the request
for an extension of the performance bond for Subiti No. 151-82-G, Bond No. 95BD-084, Somerset
Farms, Section Four, Phase One requires that ak @ completed bgeptember 1, 1997.

Subdivision No. 89P-019G
Allens Green, Section Two
Zaring Homes, Inc, principal

Located abutting the south margin of Poplar Cree&R opposite Rolling River Parkway.

The developer has delayed some essential drainageand now the problems with the drainage is
affecting other homes in Section One. There is pv/ing and sidewalks to be completed and shaalé h
been completed by Jun&. 1Staff is recommending disapproval of this reqé@sextension and require

completion by Septembef'1l

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

Resolution No. 97-447

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebDISAPPROVES the request
for an extension of the performance bond for Subitim No. 89P-019G, Bond No. 93BD-063, Allens
Green, Section Two and requires that all work bepeted bySeptember 1, 1997.

Chairman Smith stated this was Ms. Jernigan’snteesdting with the Commission and announced a plaque
had been presented to Ms. Jernigan in recognifitkeiofour years of service from June 1993 to JLO&7
with great appreciation.

Presented to
Janet Jernigan
In recognition of service on the
Metropolitan Planning Commission of Nashville and Davidson County
June 1993 to June 1997

With Great Appreciation of this service is acknowledged by:

Metropolitan Mayor
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Commission Chairman Executive Director

Ann Nielson left at 5:10, at this point in the adan

OTHER BUSINESS:

1. Employee contracts for:
Jennifer Regen, Planner llI
April Alperin, Planner |
Paige Watson, Planner |
Ladonia Rae Stivers, Intern

Mr. Bodenhamer moved and Mr. Steve Smith secorftkednbtion, which carried unanimously, to approve
the following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-448

“BE IT RESOLVED” by the Metropolitan Planning Comssion, that it approves one year contracts for
Jennifer Regen as Planner I, April Alperin asrifler |, Paige Watson as Planner | and Ladonia Rae
Stivers for a summer internship.

2. Set June 26, 1997 as the meeting for considerafithe Level of Citizen Participation to be used
in updating the Subarea 1 Plan.

The Subarea 1 Plan consideration of the Level t2&i Participation to be used was set for Junel287.

Mr. Harbison left at 5:15, at this point in the ada.

3. Newsome Station Road Improvement Study.
Mr. Delaney gave a brief overview of the study amat staff has undertaken to this point.

The area which this study covers is located irsththwestern portion of Davidson County. The &ea
bounded to the south by Interstate 40, to the bseslicCrory Lane and to the north and east by thepéta
River. There have been informal inquiries conaggradditional development in this area (adjacemiéo
existing Boone Trace development). It was idestdifihat additional development would necessitate
additional improvements to the road infrastruciarthis area.

Staff identified the boundaries of the site (aavéalready described) and then identified thetiegis

physical constraints of the site as well as theteg policy. The majority of the study area isritified as
Natural Conservation with a small area of Commeéidiaed Concentration between the existing Newsome
Station Road alignment and Interstate 40. Add#ilyrwe looked at the surrounding context and the
existing road network, as well as identified antyfa anticipated improvements.
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Based on the existing physical constraints (roeadlspads, rivers and topography) of the area &ed t
Subarea policies, staff divided the study areafim®smaller sections in order to better deterntiree
potential yield. Based on all of this backgroumidrmation it was calculated that the entire stadya of
approximately 870 acres could yield a potentialmhtly over 1900 residential units (including tB&0
single-family homes currently approved for develepitrin the Boone Trace PUD) and approximately 30
acres of commercial development.

Once staff had determined the development poteottithlis area, staff met with representatives dflieu
Works and Traffic and Parking to identify the nedeadway improvements (and their associated costs)
necessary to support the potential developmeriteohtea. There are identified a total of approiefga
$3.5 million of improvements, including:

Realignment/reconstruction of Newsome Statioad®(both commercial and residential standard)
Widening of the current railroad underpass

New construction of a railroad under/overpdsb®L & N Railroad

New construction of a bridge spanning the HerBaver

PobdE

The last page of the study identifies six scenawfas potential cost sharing program for the nemsss
improvements. These six scenarios assume thakikéng Boone Trace PUD will not be required tckema
any additional contributions. Also, some of thesenarios attempt to show how combinations of peiva
and public funding affect the eventual cost perdetwold. Any public share of contribution will hateebe
determined by the Metro Council.

Aside from distributing copies of this study to nigers of the Commission, staff has given copies to
Councilman Eric Crafton, the Legal Department, Rulorks, TDOT and the developer who originally
inquired about development in this area.

Staff is not requesting the Commission to approig $tudy at this time. We would identify that afehe
main decisions to be made (if this program is im@ated) is whether or not Metro will participatéthe
Commission determines that a public/private coatisly program is determined to be the best program,
Council will have to give their approval and beagreement with the program as well.

Staff would suggest the Commission establish aiipeeview period to allow time for comment from

those agencies and people who were mentioned rdaalie also received copies of the study. At tiok a&f
that time period staff would present any commee¢siback received to the Commission.

4. Legislative Update.

Councilmember Clifton provided an update on theenirlegislative status of items previously conside
by the Commission.

5. Contract for T. Jeff Browning, Executive Directo

The Planning Commission and Mr. Browning discugkedadministration of the planning department, the
work program, meeting the department’s objectigaffing levels, and the process of mentoring and
evaluating staff members to ensure they maintarhtghest standards and capabilities possiblerty oat
the work program.

Mr. Bodenhamer moved and Ms. Jernigan secondeahdtien, which passed unanimously, to
acknowledge acceptable performance by Mr. Browduming the evaluation period. Chairman Smith
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stated the Commission was also acknowledging agpaable rating for the previous evaluation period,
which met the requirements to make Mr. Browningible for a salary step increment.

PLATS PROCESSED ADMINISTRATIVELY:
May 15, 1997 through May 28, 1997

96S-361U TRAILWOOD, Section 7, First Revision
Revises owners's certificate

97S-046U LAKEVIEW HILLS, Section 3, Lot 32
Re-record, changes section number on mylar

97S-141G CURTIS-HUDGENS SUBDIVISION
One parcel into two lots

97S-145G J. H. SMITH & C. C. DRIVER, JR. PROPERTY
One lot into two lots

97S-218G OCTOBER WOODS, Phase 1, Section 3
Resubdivision of Lots 406 and 407
Shifting lot line

97S-219G DOYT & ARLENE MASON PROPERTY

Platting a deeded parcel

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, upon motion mselegnded and passed, the meeting adjourned at 6:10
p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

Minute Approval
This 12" day of June, 1997
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