MINUTES
OF THE
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
Date: July 10, 1997
Time: 1:00 p.m.

Place: Howard Auditorium

Roll Call

Present: Absent:

Gilbert N. Smith, Chairman
Arnett Bodenhamer
Councilmember Stewart Clifton
William Harbison

James Lawson

William Manier

Ann Nielson

Others Present:

Karen Nicely, Assistant Executive Director
Carolyn Perry, Secretary I

Current Planning & Design Division:

Ed Owens, Planning Division Manager
Jennifer Regen, Planner llI

Doug Delaney, Planner |

Jeff Stuncard, Planner |

Charles Hiehle, Planning Technician Il
Community Plans Division:

Jerry Fawcett, Planning Division Manager
Debbie Frank, Planner |

Jennifer Uken, Planner |

Advance Planning and Research Division;

April Alperin, Planner |
Jacqueline Blue, Planner |

Others Present:

Mayor Philip Bredas
Stephen Smith
Marilyn Warren



Rachel Allen, Legal Department
Jim Armstrong, Public Works

Chairman Smith Called the meeting to order.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the mptidich unanimously passed, to adopt the agenda.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF DEFERRED ITEMS

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

977-060G Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
45-86-P Final plat deferred two weeks, by applican
74-87-P Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
96P-006G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
96S-428U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97S-213U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97S-237G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97S-250U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97S-253U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the mptidnich unanimously passed, to defer the items
listed above.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded th@mavhich unanimously passed, to approve the
minutes of the meeting of June 26, 1997.
RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS
Councilmember Melvin Black spoke in favor of ZonkaBge Proposal No. 977-064U and stated this zone
change was contrary to the subarea plan but pomiethis area’s growth, over the past severalsyasas
commercial with no new construction of residentidle requested the Commission to approve the zone
change and stated there were funds available i€#p&al Improvements Budget for traffic improversen
ADOPTION OF CONSENT AGENDA
Mr. Harbison moved and Ms. Nielson seconded théamptvhich unanimously carried, to approve the
following items on the consent agenda:

APPEAL CASES:

Appeal Case No. 97B-125G



Map 42-11, Parcel 60
Subarea 4 (1993)
District 3 (Nollner)

A request for a conditional use permit under ttevigions of Section 17.124.100 (Community Education
as required by Section 17.116.030 to use part efésting church for a school for 34 students m &R0
District, on property abutting the northwest cora&0Ild Hickory Boulevard and Ronnie Road (2.75
acres), requested by Ascension Lutheran Churclellapp/owner.

Resolution No. 97-524

"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 97B-125G to the Board of Zoning &aig:

The site plan complies with the conditional use ceria (7-0).”

Appeal Case No. 97B-134U
Map 50-15, Parcel 114
Subarea 2 (1995)

District 4 (Majors)

A request for a conditional use permit under thevigions of Section 17.116.030 as required by 8acti
17.124.010 to construct a 672 square foot detagheatje in the floodplain in the R8 District, on peay
abutting the north margin of Crislynndale Drive§@cres), requested by Billy Canon, appellant/owner

Resolution No. 97-525

"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 97B-134U to the Board of Zoning éqip:

The site plan complies with the conditional use cria (7-0).”

Appeal Case No. 97B-136G
Map 51-6, Part of Parcel 13
Subarea 4 (1993)
District 3 (Nollner)

A request for a conditional use permit under ttevigions of Section 17.124.110 (Nursing Home) as
required by Section 17.124.010 to construct a 8/si®0 bed assisted home care facility in the MO
District, on property abutting the northwest margirbue West Avenue and Graycroft Avenue (17.77
acres), requested by Littlejohn Engineering, fosiNélle Memorial Hospital, owner.

Resolution No. 97-526




"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 97B-136G to the Board of Zoning &aig:

The site plan complies with the conditional use cria (7-0)."

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-065U
Map 133, Part of Parcels 23 and 115
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 26 (Arriola)

A request to change from RM8 District to CS Didtdertain property abutting the east margin of
Nolensville Pike, approximately 850 feet south @fitén Court (3.6 acres), requested by George Daniel
appellant, for The Equitable Life Assurance Socwtyhe United States, owner.

Resolution No. 97-527

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-065U
is APPROVED (7-0):

This property falls within the “Commercial Arterial Existing” policy identified in the Subarea 12
Plan. Commercial arterial existing policy in thisvicinity calls for a variety of commercial uses whih
the CS zoning district implements.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 977-066U
Map 85, Part of Parcel 91

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 14 (Stanley)

A request to change from R8 District to CS Distdettain property abutting the south margin of Lreba
Pike, approximately 2,000 feet east of Jackson BdaBwulevard (5.5 acres), requested by John Kuczma,
appellant/owner.

Resolution No. 97-528

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-
066U isAPPROVED (7-0):

This property falls within the “Commercial Mixed Co ncentration” policy identified in the Subarea 14
Plan. Commercial mixed concentration policy in ths vicinity calls for a variety of commercial uses
which the CS zoning district implements.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-069G
Map 128, Parcel 72

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request to change from R20 District to R15 Didtdertain property abutting the west margin of Old
Hickory Boulevard, approximately 2,750 feet soutiR@gelake Parkway (28.92 acres), requested by
Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc., appeltariRoyce Realty, optionee.

Resolution No. 97-529




"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-
069G isAPPROVED (7-0):

This property falls within the “Natural Conservatio n” policy identified in the Subarea 6 Plan.
Natural Conservation policy in this vicinity callsfor “low-medium density “residential development
which the R20 zoning district implements.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 91-71-G

Jackson Square Office Building
Map 64-15, Parcel 7

Subarea 14 (1966)

District 11 (Wooden)

A request to revise the approved final site devalept plan of the Commercial (General) Planned Unit
Development District abutting the east margin aiit8H_ane, approximately 800 feet north of Lebaniie P
(1.89 acres), classified R10, to replace a 29,00@r foot office complex with a 16,100 square fuffite
facility, requested by MEC, Inc., for Larry Powedlwner. (Deferred from meeting of 6/26/97).

Resolution No. 97-530

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 91-71-G is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF REVISION TO FINAL (7-0).  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. 74-79-G
Nashboro Village

Map 135, Part of Parcel 335
Subarea 13 (1997)

District 27 (Sontany)

A request to revise the approved preliminary séeetbpment plan and for final approval of a portidrthe
Residential Planned Unit Development District lechabutting the west margin of Village Hills Drive
(Private), approximately 460 feet north of NashbBowlevard, to permit the development of a privatat
storage facility for the residents of Nashboro &Gk, requested by Wamble and Associates, for Walden
Residential Properties, Inc., owners.

Resolution No. 97-531

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 74-79-G is given
CONDITIONAL PRELIMINARY APPROVAL AND FINAL APPROVAL  (7-0). The following
condition applies:

Written confirmation of preliminary and final apmad from the Stormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnodriRublic Works.”

Proposal No. 5-84-U
Twin Oaks, Phase Il
Map 133, Parcel 44
Subarea 11 (1993)



District 27 (Sontany)

A request for final approval for the Residentigdftied Unit Development District abutting the north
margin of Antioch Pike, approximately 500 feet ezfsBlencliff Road (11.15 acres), classified R8, to
permit the development of 150 multi-family unitsguested by Glenn Associates, appellant/ownerso(Al
requesting final plat approval). (Deferred fromatieg of 6/26/97).

Resolution No. 97-532

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 5-84-U is given
CONDITIONAL FINAL PUD APPROVAL; AND FINAL PLAT APPR OVAL (7-0). 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. The recording of the final subdivision plat ugha 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. 45-86-P

Granwood Village, Food Lion Shopping Center
Map 64, Part of Parcel 104

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 11 (Wooden)

A request for final approval for a phase of the Gurcial (General) Planned Unit Development District
abutting the northwest corner of Granwood Bouleaard Old Hickory Boulevard (5.26 acres), classified
R15, to permit the development of a 37,960 squasedrocery store, food service and other retabus
requested by Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Canno@yémwood Village, L. L. C. owners. (Deferred
from meetings of 6/12/97 and 6/26/97).

Resolution No. 97-533

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 45-86-P is giveliNAL
PUD APPROVAL FOR A PHASE; FINAL PLAT DEFERRED BY AP PLICANT (7-0). 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. The Metropolitan Planning Commission is curnghtblding a $45,000 bond for a traffic signal at
the intersection of Old Hickory and Granwood Boualel; to be installed when actual traffic counts, as
determined by the Metropolitan Traffic Engineerrraats its installation.

3. Prior to construction, the recording of a fisabdivision plat and the posting of any required
bonds.”

Proposal No. 96P-018G
Newport

Map 98, Parcels 51.04 and 52
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)



A request for final approval for the Residentiadiied Unit Development District abutting the weatrgin
of South New Hope Road and the south margin of dtdger Road (9.4 acres), classified R15, to permit
the development of 29 single-family lots, requedtgdoe McConnell, owner.

Resolution No. 97-534

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 96P-018G is given :
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL (7-0). 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. Prior to construction, the recording of a fisabdivision plat and the posting of any required
bonds.
3. The recording of a boundary plat.”

Proposal No. 97P-027G

Royce Bellevue Condominiums
Map 128, Parcel 72

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request for preliminary approval for a Residdrfilanned Unit Development District located abugtihe
west margin of Old Hickory Boulevard, 2,750 feetitoof Ridgelake Parkway (28.92 acres), classified
R20 and proposed for R15, to permit the developrogat115 unit multi-family/townhome complex and
11 single-family lots, requested by Barge, Waggp8emner and Cannon, for Royce Realty and
Management, Inc., owners.

Resolution No. 97-535

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 97P-027G is given
CONDITIONAL PRELIMINARY APPROVAL (7-0). The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of preliminary approval frothe Stormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnwdriRublic Works.

2. Prior to construction, the recording of a fisabdivision plat and the posting of any required
bonds.

3. The recording of a boundary plat.”

SUBDIVISIONS:
Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 97S-255U

Pollock Printing Subdivision

Map 93-14, Parcels 549-553

Map 93-15, Parcels 125, 128 and 129
Subarea 11 (1993)

District 19 (Sloss)



A request to consolidate four lots into one lottiihg the east margin of Sixth Avenue South,
approximately 135 feet north of Oak Street (1.8&s); classified within the CF District, requeshsd
Ronnie E. Pollock and Harold Reeves, trustee, osidevelopers, IDE Associates, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-536

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-255U, is grantedPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-256G
Somerset Farms, Phase 3, Section 4
Map 141, Part of Parcel 15

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request to create 26 lots abutting both margfrSamerset Farms Circle and both margins of Sorerse
Farms Drive (4.66 acres), classified within the RE&idential Planned Unit Development District,
requested by Somerset Farms, owner/developer, Bafgggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-537

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-256G, is grant€dONDITIONAL APPROVAL subject to posting a performan ce bond in the
amount of $223,000.00.”

Subdivision No. 97S-257U

Lakeview Ridge Office Park, Phase 2 (Second Rewjsio
Map 95-16, Parcels 18 and 37

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 15 (Dale)

A request to subdivide one lot into two lots almgtthe north margin of EIm Hill Pike, approximat&l§y
feet west of Heney Drive (12.31 acres), classifiétiin the R10 Commercial Planned Unit Development
District, requested by Highwoods/Eakin Smith, Irsvner/developer, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and
Cannon, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-538

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that theliBhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-257U, is grantedlPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-258U

Villages of Larchwood, Phase 2, Section 3
Map 108, Part of Parcel 52

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 14 (Stanley)

A request to create 23 lots abutting both margfristapatrick Road, approximately 60 feet west of
Kennington North and South (7.42 acres), classifigdin the R10 Residential Planned Unit Developmen
District, requested by Hillmore Properties, owneveloper, Crawford Land Surveyors, surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-539




“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that theliBhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-258U, is grantesdONDITIONAL APPROVAL subject to posting a performan ce bond in the
amount of $226,500.00.”

Subdivision No. 97S-259G

Marlin Meadows Subdivision, Section 2
Map 42-4, Part of Parcel 43

Subarea 4 (1993)

District 3 (Nollner)

A request to create eight lots abutting the soutihgin of Highland Circle, approximately 800 feet
northwest of Campbell Road (6.92 acres), classifighin the R20 District, requested by Charles Rhot
owner/developer, Burns Consulting, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 97-540

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-259G, is grant€dONDITIONAL APPROVAL subject to posting a performan ce bond in the
amount of $129,200.00.”

Request for Bond Extension:

Subdivision No. 70-85-P
Kensal Green North
Phillips Builders, Inc., principal

Located abutting the northwest margin of Mt. Vieaad, approximately 250 feet southwest of
Huntingboro Trail.

Resolution No. 97-541

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision "B85-P, Bond No. 95BD-032, Kensal Green North in
the amount of $6,000 @'15/97subject to submittal of a letter from the Frontiesurance Company by
8/10/97agreeing to the extensiorRailure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be
grounds for collection without further naotification .”

Subdivision No. 885-206G
Peebles Subdivision
Katherine K. Peebles, principal

Located abutting the north side of Poplar CreekdRrapproximately 421 feet east of Rolling River
Parkway.

Resolution No. 97-542

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision888-206G, Bond No. 88BD-014, Peebles Subdivision,
in the amount of $8,000 ®/15/98subject to submittal of an amendment to the ptdsetter of Credit by
8/10/97which extends its expiration date to 02/15/B8ilure of principal to provide amended security
documents shall be grounds for collection withoutdrther naotification.



Subdivision No. 89P-046G
Poplar Ridge, Section Four
Karl E. Haury, Jr., principal
Located abutting both margins of Poplar Ridge Draygproximately 185 feet south of Dove Valley Drive

Resolution No. 97-543

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebpISAPPROVES the
extension andwuthorizesthe collectionof a performance bond for Subdivision No. 89P-04BGnd No.
95BD-106, Poplar Ridge, Section Four, in the anhofi$41,825 if all work is not complete 8y15/97"

Subdivision No. 96S-248U
Oxton Hill
Dudley Warner, principal

Located abutting the northeast corner of Graybaeland Oxton Hill Lane (Boensch Street).

Resolution No. 97-544

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision988-248U, Bond No. 97BD-043, Oxton Hill, in the
amount of $6,500 t@/15/98subject to submittal of an amendment to the presetter of Credit by
8/10/97which extends its expiration date1t15/99 Failure of principal to provide amended security
documents shall be grounds for collection withouturther notification.”

Request for Bond Release:

Subdivision No. 78-87-P
Fredericksburg, Section Three
Radnor Homes, Inc., principal

Located abutting the north margin of Cloverlandv@riapproximately 85 feet east of FredericksburgyWa

Resolution No. 97-545

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne87-P, Bond No. 93BD-079, Fredericksburg, Phase
Three in the amount of $5,000.”

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

Located abutting both margins of Fredericksburg \Wagt and both margins of Culpepper Court.

Resolution No. 97-546

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne87-P, Bond No. 95BD-003, Fredericksburg, Phase
Five-A in the amount of $46,000.”
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Subdivision No. 78-87-P
Fredericksburg, Phase Five-B
Radnor Homes, Inc., principal
Located abutting both margins of Fredericksburg/\Bzast and both margins of New Market Place.

Resolution No. 97-547

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne87-P, Bond No. 95BD-004, Fredericksburg, Phase
Five-B in the amount of $36,000.”

Subdivision No. 78-87-P
Fredericksburg, Section Five-C
Radnor Homes, Inc., principal

Located on both margins of Fredericksburg Way Eggtroximately 100 feet east of Loudon Place.

Resolution No. 97-548

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne87-P, Bond No. 95BD-068, Fredericksburg, Phase
Five-C in the amount of $46,500.”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 97M-076U

Council Bill No. 097-830

Metro Health Department Lease Agreement
Map 91-14, Parcel 206

Subarea 7 (1994)

District 24 (Johns)

A council bill approving a lease agreement by aetiveen Metro Government acting through the Metro
Health Department and the Tennessee Conservataguedor office space for a regional health team.

Resolution No. 97-549

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (7-0)Proposal No.
97M-076U.

Proposal No. 97M-077U

Cumberland Hills/Mansker Creek
Easement Acquisition

Map 26, Parcels 53-57, 57.01, 58 and 66

Subarea 4 (1993)

District 10 (Garrett)

A mandatory referral from the Department of Waten&es for the acquisition of an easement for the
purpose of constructing a sewer line that will aeetrto the existing Mansker Creek trunk line.

Resolution No. 97-550
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"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that tAPPROVES (7-0)Proposal No.
97M-077U.

This concluded the items on the consent agenda.

APPEAL CASES:

Appeal Case No. 97B-128G
Map 5, Parcel 3.04
Subarea 1 (1992)

District 1 (Patton)

A request for a conditional use permit under thevigions of Section 17.124.190 (Intermediate Impast
required by Section 17.116.030 to use a portioexasting property for a gun range in the AR2a Dastr

on property abutting the west margin of GreenlfRead, south of Huffman Road (10.6 acres), requdsted
George Montgomery, appellant/owner.

Ms. Regen stated this property abutted GreenbiwadRnd is about five miles from 1-65. In reviegiiis
conditional use permit application, staff refertedhe criteria in the Zoning Ordinance for coralitl
uses, which require the use to be designed, loeatdgroposed to be operated such that the pudsiithh
safety and welfare will be protected; to not adelraffect other property in the area in whiclsitacated
and conform to all other applicable conditionshef AR2a zoning district. It is these first two ugements
about the operation, location and design of thiggpsed gun range which concern staff. The gunerhag
been operated by Mr. Montgomery for the past figarg without a conditional use permit. Accordiog t
Codes, this request was initiated due to concetised by residents in the surrounding area. Therguge
is located within 100 feet of Greenbrier Road apgreximately within 350 to 400 feet of existing
residences located in the surrounding area. Atgoe are 22 residences within a half mile of gnigperty,
and eight of them have received building permithinithe last seven years. The range design dertfis
U-shaped configuration with a 10 foot high bermaihis 75 feet in length and 50 feet in width.

Currently there are no local or state regulatiomgegning the design, location or operation of a gange.
Metro Legal has informed staff that, once approvied,gun range could not be cited as a public naisa
due to noise, because at the time of its approveds known that a gun range involves the firing of
weapons and, when a weapon is fired, noise is pextiuTherefore, gun ranges, once approved, are
considered exempt from state and local noise ondiem Staff would like to remind the Commissioat th
in 1995 the Commission disapproved a gun rangeittie Marrow Bone Road and found it to be
incompatible with existing residences also locatétiin about a half mile of that property as well.is for
these reasons that staff finds the proposed userdiiesatisfy the conditional use criteria. Adts$adesign,
location and operation, staff finds it would likddg incompatible with the surrounding land usethis
area.

Mr. Kerry Fuqua, an area resident, stated he wdsrahe training Mr. Montgomery provides but was
against a gun range in that neighborhood. He pteddhe Commission with a petition in oppositiconf
area residents.

Representative Ben West informed the CommissionMéntgomery was a policeman for many years and
was injured and became disabled in the line of.dtitg had been through NRA training and beganitrgin
others, such as security guards, on his ten agréselton approximately five years ago. He sthednd

his wife had both attended the training class &atithe actual hands-on gun range portion lastd on
approximately thirty minutes.
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He stated precedent had been set by the Commissiother gun ranges within Davidson County such as
the one in Bordeaux. Mr. Montgomery and his wife eertified by the NRA and by the state and this
business was his income.

Mr. John Harris, representing the Montgomerysgstaiiere are state guidelines for operating a goge.
The Department of Safety, before they will allowchool such as the Montgomery’s to operate a firing
range, has guidelines as to what that range haavi® in terms of safety requirements -- taking into
consideration where it is located and the surrcumdésidents. This range has been approved byttie
of Tennessee Department of Safety as safe in #ntgcplar environment under their guidelines. kel
the Commission to defer this matter so the recondiaéon could be considered in light of the state
guidelines and the fact the state has already apgrthis as a safely designed and appropriatebnted
range for use in this area.

Chairman Smith stated the Metropolitan Charteupethe Board of Zoning Appeals as a relief area and
that is why it goes to the BZA for their decisiohhe Commission would let them make the political
decision. It comes to the Commission for the tédirside such as the land use.

Councilmember Clifton stated the staff report dhiete had not been a state approval of this proposa
Ms. Regen stated staff was not aware at the tiatetlle gun range was state certified. Staff wasrewf
the State standards and had spoken with Metro LelJa interpretation of the law was that an apitc
who runs a gun safety course may apply to be Satdied but is not required by the law to be Stat

certified. That was the distinction staff was bggiheir recommendation on.

Councilmember Clifton stated he felt a relevantdador the staff to look at would be the levelsbhte
approval and exactly what that approval consists of

Ms. Nielson stated the state approval was onlytferoperation of the gun range and not about good
planning and land use.

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motidrich carried with Councilmember Clifton in
opposition, to approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-551

"BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropolitan Planning Comsion offers the following recommendation for
Appeal Case No. 97B-128G to the Board of Zoning &aig:

Noise generated by the proposed operation would adksely affect neighboring residential properties in
the immediate area therefore the application doesat satisfy the conditional use criteria (6-1).”

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 97Z-064U
Map 71-9, Parcel 73

Subarea 3 (1992)

District 2 (Black)

A request to change from R6 District to IR Distigetrtain property abutting the northeast margiBatist

World Center Drive, approximately 100 feet northinefsWeakley Avenue (12.07 acres), requested by
Harvey Coombs, appellant/owner.
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Ms. Regan stated that as IR all industrial openatioill be enclosed within a structure on this .
This request presents a difficult decision for @mmmission as it requires balancing the long teoaigyof
the Subarea 3 Plan with this property’s contexsetting. The issue before the Commission is wiet t
appropriate land use policy is for this parceliel$ on the boundary between an industrial areaaand
residential low medium policy and at the intersatibf several land uses. This property was mastrity
used as a demolition land fill. The subarea ptamsidered Baptist World Center Drive as the dividine
between the industrial policy and the residentialthe future the subarea plan saw these parsdigiag
developed for residential uses and providing a liekwveen the residential area to the north andeasal
area to the south, but little economic incentivaste for developing this property residential. nSidering
all these factors, the question before the Comomsisi what is best for the general community hexethis
point the community has come to a cross roadsthvélexisting pattern of land uses. It seems redderat
this juncture to make an assessment of whethentdeded goal of future residential on this propegn
be actualized with the current zoning or whethehigttime the community can benefit from havinig th
vacant parcel utilized at this time.

Mr. Lawson stated that when he was on the Suba@aQthat the land was kept the way it was to pneve
encroachment on the residential area to the sduthone really felt, at the time, that it was gotodhe a
highly developed residential area.

Mr. Manier stated the only problem he had was tigoing philosophical argument about the General.Pla
If this is the appropriate thing to do the Genétaln needs to be cleaned up a little becausesthisarge
piece of land and it may be appropriate to redefighparticular area.

Mr. Harbison stated he felt the Commission coulderihis change as an interpretation of the plan.

Mr. Fawcett stated the update to the Subarea 3viRdald begin in September or October of 1997.

Mr. Bodenhamer moved and Mr. Lawson seconded th@®@mavhich carried unanimously, to approve the

following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-552

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No.
972-064U isAPPROVED (7-0):

This property falls within “Industrial” based on or ientation and surrounding land use. Industrial
policy in this vicinity calls for a variety of industrial uses which the IR zoning district implements’

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 20-85-P
Council Bill No. 097-824
Country Cabin Bar-B-Q
Map 142, Parcel 136
Subarea 6 (1996)
District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request to amend the existing preliminary siteeftgpment plan of the Commercial (General) Planned
Unit Development District abutting the south margfrOld Harding Pike, 1,000 feet east of Hicks Road
(.79 acres), classified R15, to add 799 squaretdesh existing restaurant, requested by Dale and
Associates, for Buddy Rogers, owner. (Re-refefrech Metro Council 7/1/97). (Disapproved by the
Planning Commission 6/26/97).
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Mr. Delaney stated this was a referral from the ii@dwf an amended plan to add 799 square featto a
existing restaurant. This proposal was previod&@gpproved two weeks ago by the Commission because
the applicant had not submitted plans in time &wiew by all the reviewing departments. Those plaave
now been reviewed, and all appropriate agencieseammmending approval.

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

Resolution No. 97-553

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 20-85-P is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL (7-0). The following condition applies:

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

Proposal No. 97P-026U

West End Station

Map 104-01, Parcels 263 and 266
Subarea 10 (1994)

District 24 (Johns)

A request to grant preliminary approval for a negsidential Planned Unit Development District almggti
the north margin of Nebraska Avenue and the eagjimaf 36th Avenue North (5.18 acres), classifii)

to permit the development of 46 townhomes, reqddsyeHeibert and Associates, for PR Trading, owners
(Deferred from meeting of 6/26/97).

Mr. Delaney stated review of the application wasmgrily focused on density. This proposal is leckin
residential medium policy within the Subarea 7 Riduich allows 4 to 9 dwelling units per acre. The
applicant had originally proposed a 52 unit devedept at approximately 10 dwelling units per acféis
revised plan is now at 46 units at a density ofu@l809 dwelling units per acre. The Subarea 7 Btas
identify this as residential policy; there is téxthe plan that states this has generally devel@gb¢he low
end of that policy range, and the intent is thatmew zone changes maintain the existing developmen
pattern in this area. Staff feels this is appraerdensity and appropriate housing type for thiperty and
is recommending approval.

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

Resolution No. 97-554

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 97P-026U is given
CONDITIONAL PRELIMINARY APPROVAL (7-0). The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of preliminary approval frothe Stormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnudriRublic Works.

2. Approval by the Metropolitan Council.”

SUBDIVISIONS:

Preliminary Plats:
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Subdivision No. 955-297U (Public Hearing)
Antioch Woods (Revision)

Map 163, Parcels 1, 212 and 213

Subarea 13 (1997)

District 28 (Hall)

A request for preliminary approval of 31 lots amgtthe northeast corner of Moss Road and Una-&htio
Pike (9.23 acres), classified within the RS8 Distniequested by Scott Butler, owner/developer, MEC
Inc., surveyor.

Mr. Stuncard stated this was a request to partialigsign a preliminary plan of subdivision whichasw
approved in 1996. The new plan depicts the sam@ configuration along Una-Antioch Pike, with the

intersection of Moss Road reserved to accommodaitedi4 long term plan for realignment. Staff is
recommending approval.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

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

Resolution No. 97-555

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifinary plan of Subdivision No. 95S-
297U, is grantedPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-243G (Public Hearing)
Gilbert G. Lowe Subdivision (Reserve Parcel)
Map 41-7, Parcel 102

Subarea 2 (1995)

District 3 (Nollner)

A request to subdivide a reserve parcel into tvi® &butting the north margin of Marydale Drive, ogite
Hickory Terrace (1.09 acres), classified within R20 District, requested by Willie May Broadwelldan
Frances E. Bandy, owners/developers, Land Survejieg surveyor.

Mr. Stuncard stated this lot was labeled as resert885 because the road which fronts the pamaerot
been built. The road has since been built. That@n of two lots from the reserve parcel willugg
bonding an extension of the public sewer line ufiwel plat approval. Staff is recommending apptova
No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

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

Resolution No. 97-556

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifinary plan of Subdivision No. 97S-
243G, is grantedPPROVAL.”

Subdivision No. 97S-261G (Public Hearing)
Laurenwood Subdivision
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Map 176, Parcel 47
Subarea 13 (1997)
District 29 (Holloway)

A request for preliminary approval for four lotsugting the east margin of LaVergne-Couchville Rike
between Maxwell Road and Laurenwood Drive (1.52s)rclassified within the RS10 District, requested
by Jesse L. Feathers, owner/developer, H & H Lam#deying, Inc., surveyor.

Mr. Stuncard stated staff was recommending appraithlough lot number 4 exceeds the three times the
minimum lot size of the RS 10 zone district. Ntufe plan of subdivision is deemed necessary dtieeto
obvious potential to subdivide lot 4 along its M&lWRoad frontage. Staff is recommending approval.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

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

Resolution No. 97-557

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifinary plan of Subdivision No. 97S-
261G, is grantedPPROVAL.”

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 96S-127U
John Fisher Subdivision
Map 109, Parcel 2
Subarea 14 (1996)
District 13 (French)

A request to subdivide one parcel into two lotstibg the west margin of Bell Road, approximatel$80
feet south of Blackwood Drive (1.94 acres), clasdifvithin the R10 District, requested by John @& &is
A. Fisher, owners/developers, John D. McCormickyeyor. (Deferred from meeting of 6/26/97).

Mr. Stuncard stated staff was recommending disa@bsince the proposed lot sizes exceed the thresst
the minimum lot size of the R10 zone district, aadfuture plan of subdivision has been submitt€adio
houses currently exist on this parcel, and thia plasubdivision was deferred indefinitely on Mayl®96
by request of the applicant due to lack of a fuplem of subdivision. Where proposed lots exchedet
times the minimum size of the district, the Comiaissnay require the subdivider to allow for theufigt
opening of streets by restricting building locatidrased on a conceptual plan of resubdivision wikich
submitted by the subdivider. In addition, the Cassmion may require the final plat designate future
dedications for the opening and extension of streless. By adopting land use development policid¢ke
General Plan, where higher residential densityxjgeeted, the Planning Commission has established a
reason to believe that such proposed lots willlEssquently resubdivided into small building sitde
Subarea 14 Plan adopted a land use plan of regtemgdium density, which equates to 4 to 9 dwgllin
units per acre. The applicant has submitted aerledtsupport his argument against requiring aréuplan
of subdivision. The letter states the cul-de-saald/have to be 150 feet long and that there i@ fodt
difference between the center of the property archbuse on lot number 1. This would equate twad of
about 6% to 7% grade. The current subdivisionlegiguns currently allow up to a 12% grade. The las
item addressed in the letter is in regard to waftincerns on Bell Road. Staff believes a futlae pf
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subdivision with one ingress/egress would be béltien the applicant’s proposal which would utilin®
driveways. For these reasons, staff is recommegrisapproval.

Mr. John McCormick, surveyor, stated this was arenith two houses on it. One had been on it sthee
60’s and the other one had been on there approsdynah years. The owner wants to make two lotsobut
it. This was submitted five or six years ago buha time there was no sewer in that area anéiésdth
Department would not approve the soil because itldvoot perk, and he could not divide the lot. Now
both houses are on the sewer line, a right-of-wgagnvation of 75 feet from the center line of Badlad has
been done and a thirty foot landscape easememtdmasprovided. There are no plans for subdiviaiuh
approximately a 15% grade would be required favar

Mr. John Fisher, owner of the property, explairtes history of the property and asked the Commisfion
approval.

Councilmember Charles French stated this was auarsguation and that Mr. Fisher only wanted to
subdivide this property to make it legal lots aslezl the Commission to approval the proposal.

Councilmember Clifton moved and Mr. Bodenhamer sded the motion, which carried unanimously, to
approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-558

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 96S-127U, is grantedlPPROVAL with a variance (Subdivision Regulation 24.2D).”

Subdivision No. 97S-221U

Belle Meade Annex, Resubdivision of Part of Lotse 6
Map 130-4, Parcel 48

Subarea 10 (1994)

District 34 (Fentress)

A request to subdivide one parcel into two lotstabg the west margin of Sneed Road, approximasly
feet south of Hobbs Road (1.19 acres), classifi#timthe RS20 District, requested by Elizabeth M.
Trinkler, owner/developer, F. W. and Associates,,|aurveyor. (Deferred from meeting of 6/26/97).

Mr. Stuncard stated this plat proposed to subdigioke existing lot into two and violated the combélity
test with respect to one of the lot's frontage.e Tomparability test was rerun in anticipationtodf t
subdivision of several of the larger lots in thear Of the two new lots, one still fails to meébimum
comparability standards with respect to minimunmfage falling two feet short of the 84 feet necesia
pass the test. Before running the comparabil@weéth the larger lots assumed to be split, thrired
width was 93 feet, which meant the smaller lot fdllfeet short. The average street frontage isfd€:3
The lot that fails the frontage requirement me&& &f the average but it is necessary to meet 90% i
order to pass the test. The decision for the Casion is to decide if the results of this new corapdity
study warrant a two foot variance to the compaitgdgst.

Chairman Smith reminded the Commission that hensagresent at the previous meeting and asked for a
recap on the discussion.

Mr. Harbison stated the Commission wanted this psapto come back before the Commission after the
comparability test had been rerun, because there seemany lots in the area that looked like théyhin
in the future, be subdivided.

Chairman Smith stated there were people presespdak.
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Mr. Bill Norton, an area resident, expressed comeeegarding destruction of trees, reduction insike of
lots, drainage, sewer backup, the petitioner niridi on the property and presented the Commissitmav
petition in opposition to the proposal.

Mr. George Trinkler and Ms. Elizabeth Trinkler spdk favor of the proposal stating they had newart
any complaints regarding drainage. They stateglhihe a revised plan and presented it to the Cosionis

Chairman Smith asked why the comparability was &@8tead of 100%.

Mr. Owens stated that was acknowledgment that wberare dealing with something comparable it is not
an exact science but it must be close.

Chairman Smith stated that 90% was an attemptaw drline.

Mr. Owens stated that the line had to be drawn sdreee and the comparability rule says it needstatb
least within 10% of the average.

Mr. Harbison stated that if this had been votedbime last meeting, it would probably have beendd
down because it was not meeting the comparabititythere was not reason for granting a variance.

Ms. Tinkler asked if they had not met the compditghiith their revised plan.
Chairman Smith asked if this had just been presetatstaff today.
Ms. Trinkler stated it had, and there had beenfegbtaken from the larger lot and added to thellsmiat.

Chairman Smith stated it was not appropriate todéeanything on the revised plan because that whs n
the proposal before the Commission.

Mr. Manier stated the revised plan was still cglifor a variance and there was no reason for aneei
Ms. Trinkler stated the revised plan was discusgitii staff as a possibility.

Mr. Stuncard stated there had been no formal dismu®n the revised plan just presented to the
Commission.

Mr. Owens explained to the Commission that theyewsphibited in the Subdivision Regulations from
approving subdivisions that results in a violatafrthe zoning. If the Commission would like to eméin
this form of subdivision then the applicant shofist go the Board of Zoning Appeals to see if tlaey
willing to grant the variance.

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

Resolution No. 97-559

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-221U, iDISAPPROVED since this request violated the compataility test with respect to
one lot’s frontage (Subdivision Regulation 2-4.7).”

Subdivision No. 97S-251A
Arlington Green, Phase 1, Lot 6
Map 142-16-B, Parcel 6
Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)
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A request to amend the side setback line from &0tfe7 feet on a lot abutting the south margin of
Andover Way, approximately 468 feet west of ArlimigtPlace (.23 acres), classified within the R20
Residential Planned Unit Development District, restad by Fred Yazdian and Jerome Rosenblum,
owners/developers, James E. McAleer, Jr., surveyor.

Mr. Stuncard stated this plat was submitted in otd@amend a three foot encroachment into a sitask.
According to Codes, on 09/06/96, an inspectionmade. Approvals to proceed were made by
observations based upon soil conditions and theepiant of engineer’s hubs located as to define the
building envelope. There are two issues associaitcthis amendment. The first is the setbackation,
and the second is the easement abandonment. @faimenission approves the reduction of the setback,
staff would recommend the plat not be put to reaontil the Metro Council abandons the easement by
ordinance.

Mr. James McAleer stated he staked hundreds difles but this one he just staked incorrectly. ddiel he
had received all required letters from the utilipencies stating they had no problems with therstoa
instead of the ten foot easement.

Councilmember Vic Lineweaver spoke in favor of theision and stated he had spoken to several of the
neighbors and that they had no concerns.

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

Resolution No. 97-560

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that thelifhinary plan of Subdivision
No. 97S-251A, is grante@ONDITIONAL APPROVAL subject to Council approval of easement
abandonment prior to plat recording.”

Request for Bond Extension:

Subdivision No. 88P-038G
Long Hunter Chase, Phase One, Section One
Barry Construction Company, Inc., principal

Located abutting the southeast margin of Mt. Viema& and the northwest margin of Hobson Pike.
(Deferred from meeting of 6/26/97).

Mr. Owens stated the Commission dealt with the Ripproximately one year ago where the issue was
sidewalk construction. This was an ongoing develapt with some phases approved without the
requirement to construct sidewalks. The Commissiag finally able to conclude there was some staff
oversight in some of the earlier phases and tlegt should have had a sidewalk requirement attatthed
them. At that time Phase Three was beginning seatlg the Commission’s guidelines for sidewalk
construction, following the 1991 Subdivision Regiaas, would have required Mr. John Colman Hayes,
with a new phase of development, to build sidewhlkshe contested that. This particular bondiis fo
Phase One, Section One and Barry Constructionltresticompleted the development with approximately
87% completion. The streets have been paved andietveloper is waiting for final inspection by Habl
Works and Water Services. The developer is remgettte Commission to extend the bond in order to
allow them to finish up the work. Unfortunatellieyy have not constructed sidewalks. A year agenwh
the Commission considered Phase Three, it was thégduture phases would construct sidewalks dsal a
determined sidewalks should be retrofitted in dneaaly developed area in order to connect to adutu
commercial area.
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In the Commission’s action of a year ago, it walidated this developer was expected to form thiabe.
That is approximately 430 feet of sidewalk condiouc The developer now is contesting that actiba
year ago and the Commission’s authority to impbsg dbligation on him.

The Metro Legal Department believes the Commisaiird within their authority to impose the sidewalk
obligation on the earlier phase. This developngenbligated to provide sidewalks and, in effelog t
Planning Commission exempted the majority of thdiexgphases from the sidewalk requirement but
maintained the sidewalk requirement in this onellsanaa.

At this time there is a phase nearing completion, there is no reason in staff's view to extenditbed.
The remaining work can be completed within the reexiple of months. Staff is recommending the
Commission disapprove the request for bond extarea require the developer complete the work,
including the sidewalks of the action from a yego,eby the September 1, 1997. Otherwise, authorize
collection of the bond. September 1, 1997, has kekected because the security document thatrgeas
the money expires on December 7, 1997, and thex@srie be at least 90 days before expiration in the
event of collection. September 1, 1997, has bektted as the deadline to complete this workufiol
sidewalks. Staff's estimate is that sidewalks48@ feet in length and would cost approximatehb$6,to
install.

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded th@®@mavhich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-561

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebPPISAPPROVES the
extension anduthorizesthe collectionof a performance bond for Subdivision No. 88P-03BGnd No.
88BD-026, Long Hunter Chase, Phase One, in the ahaii$134,000, if all work (including a portion of
sidewalk construction required by the MPC actiorMay 30, 1996) is not complete By1/97.”

Subdivision No. 89P-046G
Poplar Ridge, Section Five
Karl E. Haury, Jr., principal

Located abutting the north and south margins ol&dpidge Drive along the east and west margins of
Dove Valley Drive.

Mr. Owens stated this project was 100% at buildamd the developer has a contract in place to acaapl
the paving but has been delayed, apparently becduke weather. Staff recommends disapprovahef t
request for extension and authorizing collectiomafk is not complete by September 15, 1997. The
developer feels he can meet that deadline.

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Bodenhamer seconded th@mavhich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 97-562

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision898-046G, Bond No. 97BD-044, Poplar Ridge,
Section Five, in the amount of $119,000t/98subject to submittal of an amendment to the ptesen
Letter of Credit by8/10/97which extends its expiration date1(2/99 Failure of principal to provide
amended security documents shall be grounds for dettion without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 93P-021G

Holt Woods, Section Nine
Hurley-Y, L.P., principal
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Located abutting both margins of October Stregty@dmately 80 feet west of Holt Hills Road.

Mr. Owens stated the developer is at this timeaitisy sidewalks and has indicated that final pgwiill
be applied as soon as that is complete. Staffdemmending denial of bond extension and authayizin
collection if work is not done by September 1, 1997

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

Resolution No. 97-563

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebPISAPPROVES the
extension anauthorizesthe collectionof the performance bond for Subdivision No. 93R®G2Bond No.
95BD-080, Holt Woods, Section Nine, in the amaoafr$$56,500 if all work is not complete 8y1/97.”

OTHER BUSINESS:

1. Hope Gardens Neighborhood Annual Progress Report.

Ms. Debbie Frank stated tomorrow will mark the gear anniversary of the Commission’s endorsement of
the Hope Gardens Neighborhood Plan. It is thé fiegghborhood plan developed by the Planning
Commission in conjunction with the community anHestMetro departments. Hope Gardens, which is
located across from Farmer's Market and the Staleennessee Bicentennial Mall in Subarea 9, is no
doubt becoming a well-known inner city neighborhaodNashville.

The past year has been a busy year for residedtgaaious Metro departments committed to “bringing
back” this neighborhood. The community has formieiHope Gardens Neighborhood Association,
created by-laws and elected officers. Communitgtings are held monthly and the attendance has been
excellent.

In the area of land use and zoning, staff will rmogend to the Commission that the land use policies
supported by the community and staff in the neighbod plan be adopted in the Subarea 9 Plan Update.
Also, staff will recommend to the Councilmemberreenting Hope Gardens that the new zoning codes fo
the community should reflect the predominant anended pattern of development.

In the area of housing and public infrastructur@HAM is committed to developing 50 to 60 homes and
improving the infrastructure throughout the commynio date, MDHA has acquired 35 vacant lots for
infill housing development; one home has been cetagdland sold; one home is currently under
construction; three homes have been contractedralifour homes are awaiting bids. MDHA has
constructed sidewalks for approximately 90% ofribgghborhood at an estimated cost of $300,000.

In Hope Gardens, the Nashville Homestead Corpardias given away 8 lots in a lottery drawing ag par

of the urban homestead program occurring througNastwville’s inner city neighborhoods. Five lote ar
approaching the actual construction phase. Thanunbmestead program transfers vacant resideoitsal |
owned by Metro to individuals and families who agte construct a house on the property and livesthe

for seven years. The lots are given away by aidgwwinners have 90 days to arrange financing and
construction must be completed within 12 monthke Nashville Homestead Corporation must approve the
design of the house and site plan. The Corpordtidtls a second deed on the property which is reteas
after seven years. If the property is sold befawen years or if the homesteader moves, the eéhline

land when transferred to the recipient must be.paid
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As part of an effort to attract a mixed group obpke into the community, MDHA has held focus group
meetings to determine, aside from the proximitiiope Gardens to downtown, the Farmer’s Market, the
Bicentennial Mall and Kroger, what would encouragederate income people to live in the community.
Participants, for the most part, expressed concdrost safety, schools, the conditions of existinmes
and neighborhood amenities.

Future Plans for Hope Gardens:

MDHA will continue with the housing development aspof the plan, acquiring vacant lots, developing
infill housing and providing rehab assistance tigtmut the neighborhood. Also, MDHA will continuethvi
infrastructure improvements, sidewalks and lightihgs my understanding that MDHA will be involved
with the community for another 3 to 4 years.

The neighborhood association will continue prongtime community and the importance of community
involvement and self-help. Also, the neighborhasdociation will continue neighborhood clean-ups, t
per year and begin a neighborhood watch prograrmhikicurrently in the start-up phase.

A great deal of enthusiasm is being shown by tlenconity. It is quite evident with the number obpée

attending the monthly community meetings. Stafflesased to have put together the neighborhood plan
that is guiding the revitalization of Hope Gardens.

2. Legislative Update.

Mr. Owens provided an update on the current lefjglatatus of items previous considered by the
Commission.

PLATS PROCESSED ADMINISTRATIVELY
June 26, 1997 through July 9, 1997

97S-165U MAPLEWOOD HEIGHTS, Lot 87
One lot into two lots

97S-202U GRANDVIEW HEIGHTS, Resubdivision of Lot 1
One lot into two lots

97S-217G F. A. HAWKINS SUBDIVISION
Creates a 2.0 acre lot from a large tract

97S-220U GREENLAND TRACT, Resubdivision of Part olLots 7 and 9
One parcel into two lots

97S-222U STUTTS SUBDIVIDION
Recording one parcel as one lot

97S-223U LARCHWOOD, Phase 1B, Section 4
Four private element condominiums

97S-232U METROCENTER, Lot 32
One platted lot into two lots
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97S-244G BAGOLI SUBDIVISION
Plats a deeded parcel

97S-252G FREDERICKSBURG, Section 7 Resubdivision dfots 16 and 17
Removing one lot to increase open space

97S-268G JONES TWO LOT SUBDIVISION
One 7 acre parcel into two lots

97S-271G LAKERIDGE, Phase 3, First Revision, Resulddsion of Lots 12 & 13
Minor shift of interior line between two lots

ADJOURNMENT.

There being no further business, upon motion mselegnded and passed, the meeting adjourned at 3:15

p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

Minute approval:
This 24" day of July, 1997
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