MINUTES
OF THE
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
Date:  August 6, 1998

Time: 1:00 p.m.
Place: Howard Auditorium

Roll Call

Present: Absent:

Gilbert N. Smith, Chairman
Tim Garrett, Councilmember
James Lawson

William Manier

Ann Nielson

Stephen Smith

Pat Tatum

Others Present:

Executive Office:

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

Current Planning & Design Division:
Theresa Carrington, Planner Il
Jennifer Regen, Planner lll

Doug Delaney, Planner I

John Reid, Planner II

Jeff Stuncard, Planner |

James Russ, Planning Technician |

Community Plans Division:

Cynthia Lehmbeck, Planner 11
Debbie Frank, Planner |

Advance Planning & Design:

John Boyle, Planning Division Manager

Others Present:

Mayor Philip Bredas
Douglas Small
Marilyn Warren



Jim Armstrong, Public Works
Nicole Rodigue, Legal Department

Chairman Smith called the meeting to order and evakd new Commissioner Pat Tatum.
ADOPTION OF AGENDA
Ms. Carrington stated Subdivision No. 98S-093U, &H Business Park, has been withdrawn by the

applicant.

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

ANNOUNCEMENT OF DEFERRED ITEMS

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

987-020U Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
987-120U Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
987-125U Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
62-85-P Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
92P-009G Deferred indefinitely, by applicant
98P-005E Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-248U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
28-87-P Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the mptidnich unanimously passed, to defer the items
listed above.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the mptidich unanimously passed to approve the
minutes of the regular meeting of July 23, 1998.

RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS

Councilmember Willis McCallister explained the sition involved with Mandatory Referral 98M-078U
and stated he understood the Commission couldasst fhe proposal to close Pearl Street until atieyss
had signed off on the agreement.

Councilmember Vic Lineweaver spoke in favor of Z&teange Proposal No. 987-122G and stated the
Bellevue community needed more assisted livindifees.

He also reminded the Commission he had expressestots before regarding 94S-027G, Woodside, being
in the bend of Hicks Road and the traffic problémmsay cause. There has been several wrecks tratba

of Hicks Road already and no one has moved intsetinmmes yet. There are also problems with the
drainage coming off of the hill.



ADOPTION OF CONSENT AGENDA

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the mptidich unanimously carried, to approve the
following items on the consent agenda:

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-122G
Map 142, Parcel 181

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request to change from R15 to RM6 District prapéscated on the south margin of Highway 70 South
(unnumbered), approximately 1,900 feet east ofHdkory Boulevard (3.37 acres) requested by George
Dean, appellant, for William Whitfield Hicks et uet al, owners. (Deferred from meeting of 7/23/98)

Resolution No. 98-569

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 987-122G
is APPROVED (7-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 6 Plan’s Natiral Conservation (NC) policy calling for
protection of the steep topography by clustering l density residential development on the flatter
land. The RM6 district is consistent with this poicy and the established development pattern along
this stretch of Highway 70 South.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-136G

Map 172, Parcels 102 (1.59 acres), 104 (2.31 acres)
169 (5 acres) and 175 (1 acre)

Subarea 12 (1997)

District 32 (Jenkins)

A request to change from R40 to RS20 District propg located on Old Smyrna Road (unnumbered) and
6015 Edmonson Pike, on the west margin of EdmoRsiom (9.9 acres), requested by Steven Baird,
appellant, for Steven L. Baird et ux, owners.

Resolution No. 98-570

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-136G
is APPROVED (7-0):

These properties fall within the Subarea 12 Plan’Residential Low Medium (RLM) policy (up to 4
units per acre). The RS20 district is consistent ith this policy and the surrounding residential
planned unit developments in the area which average units per acre.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-144U
Map 81-4, Parcel 145

Subarea 8 (1995)

District 20 (Haddox)



A request to change from R6 to OR20 District proypkrcated at 1922 Fifth Avenue North, approximatel
50 feet north of Interstate 265 (.43 acres), reigaelsy Tony Carlew, appellant, for Paul A. and Lsené.
Benson, and Next Step, Inc., owners.

Resolution No. 98-571

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-144U
is APPROVED (7-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 8 Plan’s Conmercial Mixed Concentration (CMC) policy
calling for a mixture of office, retail, and higher density residential uses. The OR20 district is
consistent with this policy and the emerging zoningattern in the area.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 1-72-G
Charlotte Center (Taco Bell)
Map 102-8, Parcel 118
Subarea 7 (1994)

District 22 (Holt)

A request to revise the final approval for a portad the Commercial (General) Planned Unit Develepm
District abutting the northeast corner of Old Hiok8oulevard and Charlotte Pike (0.74 acres), diasls
R6, to permit the development of a 2,400 squarerstaurant and to relocate the existing ATM drive
through machine on the site, requested by DaleAasdciates, for Saeed Sassan, owner.

Resolution No. 98-572

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 1-72-G is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF A REVISION TO FINAL FOR AP HASE (7-0). The following
condition applies:

Written confirmation of final approval from the Stawater Management and the Traffic Engineering
sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publior®g.”

Proposal No. 151-78-U
Hillcrest Center

Map 91-10, Parcel 248
Subarea 7 (1994)
District 24 (Johns)

A request to revise the approved preliminary masiem and for final approval of the Commercial
(General) Planned Unit Development District abugttine east margin of Lellyett, approximately 226tfe
south of Charlotte Pike (1.17 acres), classified t6®ermit the creation of an outparcel, requebted
Barge, Cauthen and Associates, Inc., for WeisstiR€bup, owner. (Also requesting final plat ap@aby

Resolution No. 98-573

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 151-78-U is given
PRELIMINARY AND FINAL PUD APPROVAL; APPROVAL OF FIN AL PLAT SUBJECTTO A
BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $11,000.00 (7-0).”

Proposal No. 30-86-P
Madison Assisted Living



Map 34-3, Parcel 23
Subarea 4 (1993)
District 10 (Garrett)

A request to revise the approved preliminary séeebpment plan and for final approval of the Restihl
Planned Unit Development District abutting the baegst margin of Twin Hills Drive, approximately 650
feet southeast of Gallatin Pike (3.70 acres), fladsR6, to permit the development of a 46,465asqu
foot, 113 unit assisted living facility with a ceaitkitchen, requested by Gresham, Smith and Partfe
Hearthstone Assisted Living, Inc., owner.

Resolution No. 98-574

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 30-86-P is given
CONDITIONAL PRELIMINARY AND FINAL APPROVAL (7-0).  The following conditions apply:

1. Written confirmation of final approval from ti&ormwater Management and Traffic Engineering
sections of the Department of Public Works.

2. Written confirmation of approval from the MadisSuburban Utility District.”

Proposal No. 47-86-P
Nashville Business Center
Map 50-10-B, Part of Parcel 2
Subarea 2 (1995)

District 3 (Nollner)

A request to revise a portion of the preliminatg slevelopment plan and for final approval forhage of
the Industrial Planned Unit Development Districtitiimg the north margin of Brick Church Lane and th
eastern margin of Interstate 24 (38.69 acres)sified IWD, to permit the final development of a12304
square foot warehouse/office facility, requestedRkbyChris Magill Architects, for Weeks/Weeks Realty
L.P., owner.

Resolution No. 98-575

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 47-86-P is given
APPROVAL OF REVISION TO PRELIMINARY AND CONDITIONAL  FINAL APPROVAL FOR
A PHASE (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 a final subdivision plat upbe posting of all required bonds for necessary
public improvements prior to the issuance of anjding permits.

3. No final U&O will be issued until an approval BEMA of the flood study for the portion of the
Industrial Planned Unit Development south of Br@kurch Lane.

4. Submittal to the staff of the Planning Commirsd6 revised plans which remove the proposed
joint use ingress/egress easement at the nortliniesraf Briley Park North.”

Proposal No. 93-86-P

The Meadows

Map 141-7-A, Various Parcels
Map 141-7, Part of Parcel 14
Subarea 6 (1996)



District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request to revise the approved preliminary mastem and for final approval for a portion of the
Residential Planned Unit Development District aibgtthe south margin of Coley Davis Road and thstwe
margin of Buffalo Road (43.68 acres), classified ® b permit the final development of six multi-féyn
units, requested by Ragan-Smith Associates, floccBill Sullivan, owner.

Resolution No. 98-576

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 93-86-P is given
APPROVAL OF REVISION TO PRELIMINARY AND FINAL APPRO VAL FOR A PHASE (7-0).
The following condition applies:

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

Proposal No. 80-87-P
Hickory Woods - Tract 5
Map 176-1, Parcel 16
Subarea 13 (1996)
District 29 (Holloway)

A request for final approval of the ResidentialrPlad Unit Development District located at the seatt
guadrant of Maxwell Road and Lavergne-CouchvillkeeRB3.22 acres), classified R20, to permit the
development of 110 single family lots, requested\tamble and Associates, PLLC, for Taylor Duncan
Interests, Inc., owner. (Deferred from meetin@/23/98).

Resolution No. 98-577

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 80-87-P 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. Recording of a final plat and the posting oeaf@rmance bond for any necessary improvements.

3. Prior to the issuance of any building permhsg, developer shall contribute $15,000 toward the
installation of a traffic signal at the intersectiof Lavergne-Couchville Pike and Murfreesboro Road

4, Due to the presence of sinkholes, lots 9, 1084485, 108 and 109 shall all be identified am th
final plat as critical lots and shall require sutiatiand approval of critical lot plans by the MB@ff prior
to the issuance of any building permit. In addifithe establishment of a minimum finished flo@veltion
may be required on these lots.”

Proposal No. 88P-061U
Harding Mall Village, Lot 3
Map 147, Parcel 45
Subarea 12 (1997)
District 26 (Arriola)

A request to revise the approved final site devalept plan for a portion of the Commercial (General)
Planned Unit Development District abutting the hartargin of Harding Place, approximately 460 feette
of Nolensville Pike (0.62 acres), classified SGiRpérmit the development of a 3,000 square foot
restaurant, requested by Wamble and AssociatesCPlor Star Bagel Café and Deli, owner.



Resolution No. 98-578

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 88P-061U is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF A REVISION FOR FINAL (7-0). The following condition applies:

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

Proposal No. 95P-037G
Hampton Hall, Phase I

Map 98, Parcels 18, 37 and 151
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)

A request for final approval for a phase of theiBastial Planned Unit Development District abuttthg
east margin of New Hope Road, opposite Port Janixic® (33.57 acres), classified RS15, to pernst th
development of 85 single-family lots, requesteddbgerson-Delk and Associates, Inc., for Phillips
Builders, Inc., owner.

Resolution No. 98-579

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 95P-037G 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. Recording of a final plat and the posting oeaf@rmance bond for any necessary improvements.

3. Lots 53-56 and 68-70 shall be identified onfthal plat as critical lots and shall require sutiadi
and approval of critical lot plans by the MPC stafibr to the issuance of any building permit.”

Proposal No. 96P-001G

Stone Creek Park

Map 180, Part of Parcels 5 and 39
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request to revise the approved preliminary séeetbpment plan and for final approval of a portidrthe
Residential Planned Unit Development District alngtthe west margin of Redmond Lane, approximately
800 feet south of Holt Road (5.37 acres), classiR20, to revise the layout of a roadway and faois |
(preliminary) and to permit the development of Irigke-family lots (final), requested by Andersonibe
and Associates, Inc., for Gillespie Land DeveloptnebC, owner.

Resolution No. 98-580

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 96P-001G is given
CONDITIONAL PRELIMINARY AND 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 departnodiiRublic Works.

2. Recording of a final plat and the posting oeafprmance bond for any necessary public
improvements.”



SUBDIVISIONS:
Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 98S-111G
Riverside, Phase 4B

Map 142-13-B, Part of Parcel 1
Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request for final plat approval to create 28 libsitting the southwest corner of New Morton Mididl

and Old Harding Road (9.3 acres), classified withsnR30 Residential Planned Unit Development
District, requested by Rochford Construction Companvner/developer, Walter Davidson and Associates,
surveyor. (Deferred from meetings of 7/9/98 anB/93).

Resolution No. 98-581

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-111G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $212,720.00 (7-0).”

Subdivision No. 98S-144U
Lamberth Subdivision

Map 60-8, Parcels 12 and 86
Subarea 5 (1994)

District 4 (Majors)

A request for final plat approval to subdivide tparcels into four lots abutting the northwest coife
Hillhurst Drive and Dickerson Pike (1.52 acresassified within the CS District, requested by Vil
Steve and Glenda Paulette Lamberth, owner/develRagan-Smith Associates, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-582

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-144U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $12,000.00 (7-0).”

Subdivision No. 98S-247U

Vogley and Todd Subdivision

Map 106-1, Parcels 120, 120.1 and 125
Subarea 11 (1993)

District 19 (Sloss)

A request to consolidate five lots, part of a ctbaéley and one parcel into one lot abutting thetlseast
corner of Murfreesboro Pike and Parris Avenue (h&%s), classified within the CS District, reqeedby
Donald Gary Durham, owner/developer, John Kohl @ochpany, surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-583

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-247U, is
APPROVED (7-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-251G
The Marketplace
Map 102, Parcels 14 and 16



Subarea 6 (1996)
District 23 (Crafton)

A request to consolidate two parcels into one leiting the north intersection of Charlotte Pikel &iver
Road, approximately 1,000 feet west of DavidsondR@%.12 acres), classified within the CS District,
requested by JDN Development Company, Inc., owegekbper, Geosurvey, Ltd., surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-584

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 98S-251G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,183,500.00 (7-0).”

Subdivision No. 98S-256U
Pebble Trail Villas

Map 149, Parcels 361 and 383
Subarea 13 (1996)

District 28 (Hall)

A request for final plat approval to create 24 klsitting the southeast margin of Rader Ridge Road,
approximately 310 feet southwest of Countryside/®(il6.69 acres), classified within the R15 Redidén
Planned Unit Development District, requested byiGed&V. and Debra K. Pope, Jr., owners/developers,
James L. Terry, surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-585

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-256U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND IN THE AMOUNT OF $104,000.00 (7-0).”

Request for Bond Extension

Subdivision No. 89-86-P

Brittany Park, Phase 1-A

Carlton Enterprises, Inc., principal
[Buildout is at 100%]

Located abutting the north margin of Bell Road, rappnately 1,270 feet west of Blue Hole Road.

Resolution No. 98-586

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebDISAPPROVES the request
for extension and authorizes collection of a perfamce bond for Subdivision No. 89-86-P, Bond No.
95BD-066, Brittany Park, Phase 1-A, in the amoun$®6,000 unless the required detention pond and
drainage ditches are stabilized and water and siavesrare accepted by 10/1/98.”

Subdivision No. 84-87-P

Crossings at Hickory Hollow, Section 2
American General Realty Investment, principal
[Buildout is at 45%]

Located abutting the northeast margin of CrossBmdevard, approximately 1,277 feet northeast of
Franklin Road.

Resolution No. 98-587




“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 8#%87-P, Bond No. 90BD-008, Crossings at Hickory
Hollow, Section 2, in the amount of $50,000 to 8#l5ubject to submittal of an amendment to thegmtes
Letter of Credit by9/6/98 which extends its expiration date to 11/1/8@ilure of principal to provide
amended security documents shall be grounds for dettion without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 95S-030G

High Valley, Section 1

High Valley Corporation, principal
[Buildout is at 25%]

Located abutting the west margin of Oman Drive rapimately 2,676 feet northeast of Granny White
Pike.

Resolution No. 98-588

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision B6S-030G, Bond No. 95BD-010, High Valley,
Section 1, in the amount of $107,900 to 5/15/99exitio submittal of an amendment to the presettete
of Credit by 9/6/98 which extends its expiration date to 11/15/%@ilure of principal to provide
amended security documents shall be grounds for dettion without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 96S-393U

Metro Airport Center, Phase 5, Section 2
Metropolitan Airport Center, Ltd., principal
[Buildout is at 25%]

Located abutting the southeast terminus of RoyetWay, approximately 481 feet southeast of Airport
Center Drive.

Resolution No. 98-589

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsin that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision B6S-393U, Bond No. 97BD-025, Metro Airport
Center, Phase 5, Section 2, in the amount of $80t0@®/1/99 subject to submittal of an amendmenhéo
present Letter of Credit b9/6/98 which extends its expiration date to 2/1/20B@ilure of principal to
provide amended security documents shall be grounder collection without further notification.”

Request for Bond Release

Subdivision No. 7-87-P

Haywood Oaks, Phase 4

Duke Realty, L.P., principal
Located abutting the east margin of Ezell Road psjip Willard Drive.

Resolution No. 98-590

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsin that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision N87+, Bond No. 97BD-042, Haywood Oaks, Phase 4
in the amount of $10,000.”
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Subdivision No. 90P-020G
Heron Walk, Phase 1, Section 2
Allen Earps, principal
Located abutting the southwest margin of Cheyermd@ld¥ard, opposite Cheyenne Circle.

Resolution No. 98-591

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsin that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ni®2-020G, Bond No. 97BD-011, Heron Walk, Phase 1,
Section 2 in the amount of $27,500.”

Subdivision No. 91P-009G
Brook Glen
Jones Company Custom Homes, principal

Located abutting the northwest corner of Poplare&fRoad and Old Harding Pike.

Resolution No. 98-592

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision NI?-009G, Bond No. 94BD-097, Brook Glen in the
amount of $20,000.”

Subdivision No. 92S5-204U
Smith Subdivision, Resubdivision of Lot 1
A. O. Hibler, principal

Located abutting the northeast corner of Emery®and Donelson Pike.

Resolution No. 98-593

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision N25-204U, Bond No. 97BD-094, Smith Subdivision,
Resubdivision of Lot 1 in the amount of $17,500.”

Subdivision No. 94S-027G
Woodside
Woodside LLC, principal

Located abutting the northeast margin of Hicks Raggbosite Patten Lane.

Resolution No. 98-594

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision N&5-827G, Bond No. 95BD-028, Woodside in the
amount of $44,000.”

Subdivision No. 95P-005U
Overlook at Hickory Hollow
Security Capital Atlantic, Inc., principal

Located abutting the west margin of Bell Road, GijeaZelida Avenue.
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Resolution No. 98-595

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ni2-805U, Bond No. 96BD-011, Overlook at Hickory
Hollow in the amount of $50,000.”

Subdivision No. 95S-326G
Dunaway Woods, Section 2
Mark E. O'Neill, principal

Located abutting the north terminus of Hallows Brigpproximately 285 feet north of Indian Springs
Drive.

Resolution No. 98-596

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsin that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision NE5-826G, Bond No. 95BD-101, Dunaway Woods,
Section 2 in the amount of $5,000.”

Subdivision No. 96S-041U
Stonebridge
Stone Bridge LLC, principal

Located abutting the south margin of Anderson Rapgroximately 175 feet west of Towne Village Road.

Resolution No. 98-597

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ng5-041U, Bond No. 96BD-021, Stonebridge in the
amount of $71,300.”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 98M-079U

Branch Library Property Acquisition
Map 161, Parcels 63 and 64
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 32 (Jenkins)

A request from the Public Property Administratoafgprove the acquisition of 4.38 acres of property
(zoned R20) by negotiation or condemnation. Thigpprty is located on Old Hickory Boulevard jussiea
of the intersection with Edmondson Pike and isd¢abed for the construction of a new branch library

Resolution No. 98-598

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (7-0)Proposal No.
98M-079U.

12



This concluded the items on the consent agenda.

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-117G
Map 33, Part of Parcel 256

Subarea 2 (1995)

District 10 (Garrett)

A request to change from CS to R10 District a portf property located at 1241 Dickerson Pike and
extending back to the south margin of Campbell Rda#i3 acres), requested by Joe Wall, applicant, fo
Joe L. Wall and Mike Suggs, owners. (Deferred frogeting of 7/23/98).

Ms. Regen stated that at the last meeting Mr. Biliry, with the City of Goodlettsville, stated theig not
want any duplexes allowed in this rezone and tha®also concerns expressed about duplexes being on
this property by the Councilmember.

The applicant has amended the application fortitsingle family residential (RS10), which woultioav
up to 4 dwelling units per acre and staff is recanding approval.

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

Resolution No. 98-599

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-117G
is APPROVED for RS10 zoning as amended (7-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 2 Plan’s Reslential Medium policy (4 to 9 units per acre).
The RS10 district is consistent with this policy ad the predominant single-family development
pattern in the surrounding area.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 306-84-U
Country Inn Suites
Map 160, Parcel 56
Subarea 12 (1997)
District 32 (Jenkins)

A request for height and side setback varianc&eftiion 17.32.130 (Sign Regulations) of the zokinge
for a portion of the Commercial (General) Planneatt Development District located abutting the east
margin of Franklin Pike Circle, approximately 5@&f west of Old Hickory Boulevard, classified Ca, t
permit a ground sign of 60 feet in height with af@6t side setback, requested by Simmons Sign Coympa
for Brentwood Hotel, owner.

Mr. Delaney stated this was a request for a sigianee within a Planned Unit Development. Prior to
January 1, 1998, under the old Zoning Code, the Bidfnot have authority to grant any variance withi
PUD. With the adoption of the new code, there l@aguage inserted into the current code which alow
the BZA to grant variances within PUD’s. The oakclusion is the size of the lots. This applicaanhts
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to vary the height of their sign as well as theifpms of the sign by encroaching into the side aekbfive
feet. Within the underlying CL base zoning thera height limitation of 40 feet and a 25 foot ssééback.
This applicant is wanting to increase the heigh20yeet, up to a 60 foot sign, and encroach imoside
setback by 5 feet, which would reduce the setbaark £5 feet to 20 feet. The hotel sits well betbe |-
65 entrance ramp and the applicant is trying tafyesign high enough so it can be seen by people
traveling on 1-65.

The current code states that the BZA shall nobac variance application within a Planned unit
development, an urban design overlay or an ingtitat overlay district without first considering a
recommendation by the Planning Commission.

The Codes Department is responsible for insuriegsthe, type, location and height of signs within a
Planned Unit Development, so a sign location ienefown on a PUD plan and planning staff does not
review anything to do with signs. Therefore thess no extraordinary setback established for this for
this PUD or for any PUD.

Chairman Smith asked how the Commission was aldé/eothem any technical advice.

Mr. Delaney stated that was the issue.

Mr. Manier stated the height was obviously the tppphy of the land and asked what the rationahef t
argument of the variance to the setback line.

Mr. Delaney stated the applicant’s argument wasttiey do not have 25 feet between their parkieg ar
and the right-of-way so they are trying to push feet into the side setback.

Chairman Smith asked if that set the kind of precéthe Commission wanted for all kinds of sign of
issues that came with a PUD.

Mr. Delaney stated that as far as signs, yedhelfet was a request to vary a side setback or hgikitback
that was established specifically by the PUD it lddae important for the Commission to make a
recommendation on that also.

Councilmember Garrett moved and Mr. Manier secortdednotion, which carried unanimously, to
approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 98-600

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 306-84-UHE
COMMISSION ADVISED THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS THER E WERE NO SPECIAL
CONDITIONS PLACED ON SIGNS RELATIVE TO HEIGHT OR LO CATION WHEN THIS
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT WAS APPROVED BY THE COMMIS SION (7-0).”

Proposal No. 75-87-P

River Glen, Phase 4, Section 2
Map 52, Part of Parcel 2
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 15 (Dale)

A request for final approval for a phase of thei@astial Planned Unit Development District abuttthg
northern terminus of Benay Road (8.47 acres), ifleddRS10, to permit the development of 43 resi@én
units, requested by Barge, Waggoner, Sumner andd@afor Julius Doochin, owner. (Also requesting
final plat approval). (Deferred from meetings %98 and 7/9/98).
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Mr. Delaney stated the Public Works Departmentdpgdied to FEMA to raise the flood elevation of the
Cumberland River and obviously because the Cumteifiver lies in this area that request has an atnpa
on this property. Public Works has taken the stahat because they have made the applicatiomualth
FEMA is still reviewing it, they are implementinigat new standard. Councilmember Dale has a council
bill in to limit the ability of Public Work to enfeze these new regulations until they are actualtypsed by
FEMA. However, at the July 21, 1998 meeting of @wincil that bill was deferred indefinitely. Stef
recommending deferral of this proposal until tlsisuie can be worked out.

Chairman Smith confirmed with Mr. Delaney that the today states this application is in order.
Mr. Delaney stated Public Works is recommendinggisoval of this request.

Chairman Smith stated he understood that but thialid®®Works was basing their standard on proposed
regulations and not today’s law.

Mr. Delaney stated they were doing it on a requeskange that they have made to FEMA that isistill
evaluation.

Chairman Smith stated he needed the Commissionderstand the rules that are in effect today.

Mr. Browning stated the flood elevation was twotfaleove and this application meets that requirement
The question is whether or not Public Works hasatltbority to enforce a higher 100 year flood elieva
and planning staff is not prepared to answer whietheot Public Works can enforce a higher standard

Mr. Jim Armstrong, Public Works, stated that Stomtey Management looks to the federal guidelines for
flood insurance, which sets particular elevatiansfihished floors around floodplains, and thabésng
looked at to be changed. It appears from the tthatshas come in that elevation is going to go upcally,
Public Works has the ability to set standards bdyont below, but beyond what the federal guidaliaee.
That is used a lot of times in areas where then@tisnformation in the federal study. At the mestime
Public Works has had the Corp of Engineers ideutifisk in this area.

Chairman Smith asked what is the current localrmandce.

Mr. Armstrong stated the Stormwater Management@mie cites 4 feet above the 100 year elevation and
there is an appeal committee for anyone that waritgve variances below that. Variance can be made
down to as much as 1 foot above but that is wherdederal cut off is and nothing can go below.that

Mr. Manier stated that Mr. Armstrong is implying & is not in control but is the minimum allowed and
that Public Works has the power and right to setithit at anytime.

Mr. Manier stated that could be a real philosophicablem because he does not always buy what & ubli
Works says but that he accepted it in the sensehtgp are the Commission’s expert on some engimger
complexities. If what Mr. Armstrong says it truedaif Legal says they have the right to set thelleas

long as it is above the minimum FEMA requiremetitat is one thing but if they don't have that righis
another thing.

Ms. Nicole Rodrigue, Metro Legal Department, statkd would be more comfortable looking in to what
exactly Public Works’ authority is to automaticatligange what the floodplain level is just basea@ atudy
that has not been approved.

Mr. Armstrong stated the city’s engineer, whiclthis director of Public Works, approves the city’s
elevation, and if there is some person that hasatibp to his decision they may go before an appeaid
which has been set up to handle that question cesimnied with engineers and private individuals.

Councilmember Garrett asked if Davidson County Ruadlic Works did their own study.
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Mr. Armstrong stated they had not in this case.

Mr. Stephen Smith stated this was a property rigfsise. The only thing the property owner can gasb
what the rules are and if he has met the restristiee should be allowed to continue work.

Chairman Smith asked if the increase the Corp girt&ers has worked on, that Public Works has bought
into and FEMA has not yet ruled on, affect therenltletropolitan area.

Mr. Armstrong stated it was only for the Cumberldider, Mill Creek and Richland Creek.

Chairman Smith asked if he was correct in his kedgé that FEMA was the one that underwrites flood
insurance and their involvement in the floodplaas to do with whether they would write the insueanc
not.

Mr. Armstrong stated that was correct.

Ms. Nielson asked if this project were approvedatogiould the property owners be able to get flood
insurance.

Mr. Armstrong stated they could.

Mr. Harold Fulgham stated Mr. Doochin, owner, haatked on this project for several years and waken
fourth phase now and the roads have been gradaderloday’s rules this project should be approved.
The reason Public Works has not approved it isumaf an anticipated change in the regulations.

Mr. Manier stated he felt the Legal Department thget the Commission clarification on whether kabl
Works has the right to change the elevation. Bspansibility may be the Commission’s but we &ille

to rely on Public Works as a source of technicdggment.

Ms. Rodrigue asked if this proposal could be deftuntil she could get answers to the rights Public
Works has to for changing the elevation.

Ms. Nielson stated she felt the Commission shoualdfgead and vote on this proposal and then get lega
clarification for any future matters.

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

Resolution No. 98-601

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 75-87-P is giveiNAL
APPROVAL FOR A PHASE; FINAL PLAT APPROVAL (7-0).

SUBDIVISIONS:

Preliminary Plats:

Subdivision No. 985-128G (Public Hearing)
Rockwood Estates (Revision)

Map 86, Parcel 102

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)
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A request for preliminary approval for 26 lots It approximately 65 feet north of Rockwood Drivel a
approximately 450 feet northwest of Tulip Grove B¢a.93 acres), classified within the RS7.5 Distric
requested by Universal Builders, owner/developeEQMinc., surveyor. (Deferred from meetings of
7/9/98 and 7/23/98).

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending apgiroivthis application. Previously this plat was
approved in April for 24 lots, using both stub steeoff of Rockwood, and also providing a street
connection to the vacant property to the west ar&to the north. This revised preliminary plat itldo
lots. They are no longer using one stub conneafbaf Rockwood. They are providing a street
connection to the north but no longer one to thetw&ince this was deferred at the last meetiadf, lsad
an opportunity to look at the land that is vacarthie west and north to determine whether thatsscgeint
was really necessary to the west and has devekpetential future street pattern. Staff has deitezd
that the access point to the west from the propdsedlopment is no longer necessary. In additiwere
are many stub streets very close together off @kiRood and staff does not believe this applicaetsdo
use both access points.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

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

Resolution No. 98-602

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 98S-128G, is
APPROVED (7-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-209U(Public Hearing)
Patio Villa Addition

Map 108, Parcel 211

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 14 (Stanley)

A request for preliminary approval for 10 lots &mg the north margin of EIm Hill Pike, approximbte
200 feet west of Patio Drive (4.65 acres), clasdifivithin the R10 District, requested by Harold ®e=e
trustee, owner/developer, MEC, Inc., surveyor. féred from meeting of 7/23/98).

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending apgdrolvthis ten lot cluster lot subdivision. This
proposal has been held in abeyance for a whiletiagahe recent zoning code amendments. The cidde d
not previously allow manipulation of the floodplaiithey are counting the floodplain as open spade a
those code amendments have now been approved.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

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

Resolution No. 98-603

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-209U, is
APPROVED (7-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-255G (Public Hearing)
Albatross at Old Hickory

Map 53, Parcel 40

Subarea 14 (1996)
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District 11 (Wooden)

A request for preliminary approval for 10 lots @mg the south terminus of Hurst Drive, approxinhate
3,000 feet southeast of Ryburn Drive (15.5 acmidagsified within the R15 District, requested byrye
Lemons, owner/developer, Steve Sanders, surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated the applicant would be retjugsleferral for two weeks after the public hegrin
order to resolve some design issues.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motichich carried unanimously, to defer this matter
for two weeks; the public hearing remains open.

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 98S5-123G
Northbrook, Phase 2

Map 50, Part of Parcel 27
Subarea 2 (1995)

District 4 (Majors)

A request for final plat approval to create 28 lalsitting the northeast terminus of Northbrook Briv
approximately 85 feet northeast of Ridge Top D(i/&.41 acres), classified within the R10 District,
requested by Buddy Dunn Contractors, L.P., ownggldper, Dale and Associates, Inc., surveyor.
(Deferred from meetings of 7/9/98 and 7/23/98).

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending disag. The preliminary plat for this subdivisiorasy
approved in 1986. After that time a PUD was apptbrearby and there were some issues of whether or
not Northbrook should be upgraded to a collec@taff has now determined they are in complianch wit
their approved preliminary and the right-of-way casy at 50 feet so that is no longer an issueadtition
the applicant was requesting a variance to thensiltlke curb and gutter standards in the Subdivision
Regulations. He has now agreed to put sidewalk®ih Phase One and Phase Two; however, he is still
requesting a variance to the curb and gutter stdedale has not submitted revised constructionspla
Public Works so they could not make a bond deteatign.

Chairman Smith stated he would abstain on thisgsalpbecause he went out to the project and loakéd
with Mr. Dunn. He asked Ms. Carrington to tell Bemmission more about the curb and gutter.

Ms. Carrington stated curb and gutter regulatioesevadded to the Subdivision Regulations in 198hgl
with the sidewalk regulations.

Chairman Smith stated he was under the impreskare tvas also a rural standard.

Ms. Carrington stated the rural standard wouldapgly in this situation. She read from a memo e
written in 1992 and at that time it was determitieat all subdivisions approved after January 15199
including future sections of subdivisions that ladr@ady been approved as preliminaries would comply
with the sidewalk and curb and gutter standardzadtaph three, referring to the curb and guttdest
“Unless the subject phase was secured by a cotietriond for streets, or the developer can dematest
to the Department of Public Works that street improents were substantially completed for the stibjec
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phase.” Ms. Carrington said it was her understamttiere had never been a variance to the sideamalk
curb and gutter standards since they were adopted.

Mr. Browning stated the Commission, in 1991, fatteelissue of what to do with developments that are
partly completed because subdivisions are alwaye @lophases and the developers were asking to
continue under the old curb standard because thegdy completed portions of the subdivision. Hett
time the Commission created a small study commétekdecided that if there was prior approval befor
1991 and if prior to January of 1992, 20% had Haéh then the developer would be grandfathered.
However, as January 1, 1995 only the new standeod&l be accepted.

Chairman Smith asked Mr. Dunn if he would like foe Commission to vote on his proposal or if he ibou
prefer a two week deferral to reconsider his positi

Mr. Dunn stated he would put in the curb and guttd?hase 2 but would not add sidewalks to phaseasn
he had discussed with staff.

Ms. Carrington stated that since this applicati@s & final plat and would require bonds, the bandumnts
could not be set because staff did not have thstagstion plans with the curb and gutter to revidiithe
Commission wants to approve the proposal it shbaldeferred until the next agenda so the revised
construction plans could be turned in to staff badd amounts would be determined.

Mr. Stephen Smith asked if he could move to appsugect to the revised construction plans and bond
amounts.

Mr. Browning stated the Commission did not typigalb that because the bond is a contract betwesen th
Commission and the developer.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motidnich carried with Chairman Smith abstaining,
to defer this matter for two weeks.

Subdivision No. 98S-204U

Haywood Development, Revised Reserve Parcel B
Map 148, Parcel 175

Subarea 13 (1996)

District 28 (Hall)

A request for final plat approval to subdivide ameerve parcel into two lots abutting the west rimao
Bakertown Road, approximately 335 feet north of wWagd Lane (17.99 acres), classified within the CS
District, requested by Third National Bank, ownex@loper, Cherry Land Surveying, surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending disagp of the application. Since the staff repoatsw
written, the applicant has refused to dedicate fiset of additional right-of-way on Bakertown Roatihe
right-of-way for Bakertown is currently 50 feet andnresidential streets require a minimum of 60, fee
which would require an additional 5 feet off of baide. The applicant is not willing to dedicdtattright-
of-way so staff is recommending disapproval.
Mr. Steve Smith moved and Mr. Lawson seconded thiom to disapprove.
Chairman Smith asked if anyone was present fopétigion.
No one was present, and upon voting the motioriezhtmanimously.

Subdivision No. 985-228G

Hillenglade Subdivision, Phase 1B
Map 41, Part of Parcel 137
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Subarea 2 (1995)
District 3 (Nollner)

A request for final plat approval to create onedotitting the southwest corner of Hillenglade Drive
(private) and Brick Church Pike (1.29 acres), ¢fasbwithin the RS20 District, requested by Hiltgade,
Inc., owner/developer, Wamble and Associates, sorve(Deferred from meetings of 7/9/98 and 7/23/98

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending cantht approval subject to posting a bond in the @mho
of $32,000 for the extension of sewer. This agian has been on several agendas and includezhéhe
lot on the frontage and a lot to the rear but \kas tdiscovered it was part of an approved prelirgipéat

in 1990. Since the preliminary plat was approvesté has been a lot recorded just north of thlot
guestion. The initial application that include@ #$econd lot exceeded the 3 times the minimunmidetand
the 4 to 1 regulation in the Subdivision Regulatiostaff requested the applicant show the futlae for
development of the property. They then submittedediminary plat which divided this area into &is
and notices were sent out for the public hearinddday. After that was done, they revised their
application again and is now for one lot that is@mpliance with the preliminary plat that was ayed in
1990. One lot has already been platted and noyvaterequesting a second lot. The Commission may
also recall there was a street proposed to geceibéick but has now been removed.

Chairman Smith asked if that would leave the lanthe back without egress.

Ms. Carrington stated Hillenglade was built up fecént but the rest of the road is not yet in aad hot
been publicly dedicated.

Chairman Smith asked if it should be publicly datikd and approved before the Commission approves a
lot that leaves the remainder without any access.

Ms. Carrington stated staff had discussed thatlaait probably should have been dedicated wighioh
that had frontage but the lot that is being receebsbw does not have access to the street.

Chairman Smith stated that it looked like thah#ttwere subdivided off it would leave all the bagkhout
any egress to the road and that he did not waagppoove that.

Mr. Manier stated the lot would have access byuthdedicated right-of-way.

Chairman Smith stated it would not have acces$ tinatiright-of-way was dedicated.

Mr. Browning stated this would create three pieafagroperty. Two of them have frontage on Brick
Church Pike. The big piece of property just hfisger coming out to Brick Church Pike. The prahle
with this subdivision scheme is it is not clear wias the responsibility of improving that 50 foatler
stretch that will eventually become a public sttegbrovide access to the parcel in the rear. Phhtic
street is the only way to provide access to therdibur or five lots in the back.

Mr. Manier asked if the ownership was common endoghake that a possibility of dedication.

Ms. Carrington stated her understanding was thatwthe preliminary plat was approved it also inelié
parcel on the north side and a parcel on the sduthas owned by a married couple who have since
divorced and now the wife owns one piece and tlsbdrod owns the other.

Mr. Manier stated he believed the street needde: tdedicated.

Chairman Smith stated the public should own theestbefore this is approved.

Mr. Lawson moved and Ms. Nielson seconded the motidnich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution
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Resolution No. 98-604

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 98S-228G, is
DISAPPROVED (7-0)."

Councilmember Garrett asked the indulgence of thar@ission because Mr. Tom White was out in the
hall when Subdivision 98S-204U was disapprovedthatihe was representing the applicants on that
subdivision and that he would like to speak to@oenmission if that was appropriate.

Chairman Smith asked if action had already beeertak
Councilmember Garrett stated it had. It was the jost before this last subdivision.
Ms. Nielson stated it was the Bakertown Road appba.

Councilmember Garrett stated they had been inforitnead been approved but then it was disapproved
because they would not dedicate the right-of-way.

Mr. Tom White asked the Commission to reconsider defer for two weeks so it could be worked out.

Mr. Steve Smith moved and Councilmember Garretbisged the motion to reconsider their previous
action to disapprove and to defer Subdivision N85-204U, Haywood Development, for two weeks,
which carried with Mr. Lawson in opposition.

Subdivision No. 98S-249U

W. H. Nance Subdivision, Resubdivision of Lot 4
Map 71-9, Parcel 38

Subarea 3 (1998)

District 2 (Black)

A request for final plat approval to subdivide doeinto two lots abutting the northeast margirLotk
Road, approximately 100 feet southeast of SemiStmet (.31 acres), classified within the RS5 mistr
requested by Nashville Area Habitat for Humanityner/developer, Thornton and Associates, Inc.,
surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending disagd. This request is in RS5 zoning and the psego
lots do not meet the comparability standards inrShkdivision Regulations. Lots within 300 feet are
compared and in this case their proposed strestafge was 50% of the average and the Subdivision
Regulations require that it be 90% of the averabee lot area is 47% of the average and the Suidivi
Regulations require 75%. However, if the largersanvere considered, there are some lots furthéh sma
east that are smaller that the proposed lots wioelldompatible with. If the Commission were to make
determination this pattern might fit in with theear which is an area the Commission would like to
encourage further residential development of, iildaequire a variance to comparability.

Mr. Lawson stated he was familiar with that ared #rs in need of rehab for affordable housing &t
the Commission should give considerable thought this\fits into the entire neighborhood and it wbbke
enhancing that part of the community.

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

Resolution No. 98-605
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“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-249U, is
APPROVED WITH A VARIANCE TO SECTION 2-4.7 OF THE SU BDIVISION REGULATIONS
(7-0).”

Request for Bond Extension

Subdivision No. 89-86-P

Brittany Park, Phase 1-B

Carlton Enterprises, Inc., principal
[Buildout is at 65%]

Located abutting both margins of Brittany Park Briapproximately 100 feet north of Brittany Park.
Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending disap of the request for extension and requesting
authorization for collection of the performance damthe amount of $36,000 unless the requiredfiche

pond and drainage ditches are stabilized and weatkisewer lines are accepted by October 1, 1998.

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

Resolution No. 98-606

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 8®86-P, Bond No. 97BD-055, Brittany Park, Phase
1-B, in the amount of $26,000 to 12/15/98 subjecsubmittal of an amendment to the present Letter o
Credit by9/6/98which extends its expiration date to 6/15/8ailure of principal to provide amended
security documents shall be grounds for collectiowithout further notification.”

Subdivision No. 95P-031G
Wexford Downs, Section 1
Wexford Downs, LLC, principal
[Buildout is at 75%]

Located abutting the northeast corner of Holt Raad Edmonson Pike.
Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending disag of the request for extension and requesting
authorization for collection of the performance 8am the amount of $49,250 unless final paving and

sidewalks are completed by November 6, 1998.

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

Resolution No. 98-607

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebDISAPPROVES the request
for extension and authorizes collection of a perfance bond for Subdivision No. 95P-031G, Bond No.
96BD-052, Wexford Downs, Section 1, in the amouh®49,250 unless final paving and sidewalks are
complete by 11/6/98.”

Subdivision No. 97P-004U

Nashboro Village Retail Center

T & M Nashboro Development Company LLC, principal
[Buildout is at 100%]
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Located abutting the northeast corner of Nashbaad/ard and Murfreesboro Pike.

Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending disag of the request for extension and requesting
authorization for collection of the performance 8am the amount of $23,500 unless drainage cooesti
are made and water and sewer lines are acceptddugmber 6, 1998.

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

Resolution No. 98-608

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebDISAPPROVES the request
for extension and authorizes collection of a perfamce bond for Subdivision No. 97P-004U, Bond No.
97BD-052, Nashboro Village Retail Center, in theoant of $23,500 unless drainage corrections areemad
and water and sewer lines are accepted by 11/6/98.”

Consideration of Bond Collection

Subdivision No. 90S-035G
Winston Estates, Section 2
Winston Walker, principal
[Buildout is at 30%]

Located abutting both sides of Winston Drive, apprately 180 feet southwest of Stevens Lane.
Ms. Carrington stated staff was recommending apgiroivithe collection of the performance bond in the
amount of $5,200 for road and drainage faciliti&his bond was posted in 1990. All work is complet

except for the final topping and the developepidditing the bond. Public Works has agreed thay will
finish the topping.

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

Resolution No. 98-609

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES collection of a
performance bond for Subdivision No. 90S-035G, Bbiod 90BD-028, Winston Estates, Section 2, in the
amount of $5,200.”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 98M-078U
Pearl Street Closure
Map 92-6

Subarea 8 (1995)
District 21 (McCallister)

A request to close Pearl Street between 25th Avélarth and its terminus, requested by Bernice Dawso
trustee for Mt. Nebo Baptist Church. (Easemerggd@be retained).

Ms. Regen stated staff recommended disapprovat olimers of the warehouse property adjacent to the

church are unwilling to sign off on the street cl@sagreement because they are unable to gainsaoctse
warehouse from Clifton Street and all access ctlyrenmes from Pearl Street.
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The church is requesting the closure of Pearl Stnegrder to avoid having the truck traffic. &€& Street
was to be closed the truck traffic would have talgough Mary Street, which is a residential streed
past two other churches. The subarea plan is\gdtir this residential area to be conserved anddov
residential development to occur there.

Staff is recommending disapproval of the closureabse staff feels truck traffic should not intrddether
into the residential area.

Mr. Michael Jones, representing Mount Nebo Bagtfstirch, spoke in favor the closure and stated the
church was trying to make a positive image on #tighborhood to attract more members.

Mr. Bill Moody, representing property owner Mr. Ging, stated Pearl Street was the only accesto th
warehouse and that he was dependant upon that pahbti.

Ms. Tatum asked how many trucks per day used BeaErbt.
Mr. Goering stated the warehouse was vacant dirntteeso there was no truck traffic.

Councilmember Garrett stated Council would not apprany road closure unless every person who owns a
piece of property on that particular road signsooffit.

Mr. Lawson stated perhaps the Commission shoultldg&sapproving the street closure subject to
concurrence of all landowners.

Chairman Smith stated the Commission’s action wieldo approve or disapprove this request based on
that.

Mr. Lawson moved to approve the request to closestieet subject to concurrence by all landowners o
that street.

Chairman Smith stated he preferred a motion toampor disapprove the closure.
Mr. Lawson moved to approve.
No one seconded the motion so Chairman Smith sth&erhotion failed for a lack of a second.

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

Resolution No. 98-610

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that itDISAPPROVES (7-0) Proposal No.
98M-078U.

Chairman Smith explained the action taken to thenbers of Mt. Nebo Baptist Church that were pregent
the audience.

Ms. Bernice Dawson stated no one had access tsttieat except for Mt. Nebo and Mr. Goering. Ibhég
a through street.

Chairman Smith explained it is a dedicated pulitieet and it serves three pieces of property. ¢chhech
owns two and Mr. Goering owns the other one anid net willing to abandon the use of that street.
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OTHER BUSINESS:

1. Annual Progress Reports for the Hope Gardensom&Urbandale, and Highland Heights
Neighborhoods. (Deferred from meeting of 7/23/98).

Ms. Frank stated she was providing the annual pssgreports for the neighborhood plans that were
developed by the Planning Commission as part obmall area planning program. The small area
planning process began approximately four years apb staff has completed neighborhood plans for th
Hope Gardens Neighborhood, the Nations/Urbandaighderhood, and the Highland Heights
Neighborhood.

She began with Hope Gardens. They hope to stalilidemaintain the historic single-family characiér

the neighborhood and encourage homeownership., tieaesidents want to encourage the maintenance o
vacant lots and enhance the neighborhood’s ovegpakarance. The Hope Gardens Neighborhood
Association, formed shortly after the completionttaf plan, continues to meet monthly, and atterelanc
remains excellent. In the area of land use anthgothe Planning Commission in conjunction with
Councilman Haddox successfully rezoned 271 patbhalswere either within a multi-family or industria
zoning district to a single-family zoning districthis better implements the residential mediunsidgn

policy, and the single family character of the ibigrhood that the community wants to preserve.

As part of MDHA's commitment to construct sometb@®0 homes in the neighborhood, 34 vacant lots and
3 improved lots have been acquired for infill hogsiTo date, 5 homes have been completed of whieh o
was developed as part of the Urban Homestead prog€urrently, MDHA has 5 homes under
construction. The Affordable Housing Resourcedt laufiour unit structure for the elderly at 928 IRps

Street. The unit is currently 100% occupied. nreéfort to have renovated homes in the neighbathoo
complement new construction, MDHA's Rehab Managerbévision will work with the assistance of an
architect to develop a rehab standard for the iextef existing homes. Also, MDHA is looking foripate
developers to stimulate the housing market by coashg moderate income homes that would divertsiéy
neighborhood by attracting households with an ahincame of $45,000 to $80,000. The cost of the
homes would range from $90,000 to $99,000.

The next neighborhood is Nations/Urbandale, thersgmeighborhood plan completed by the Planning
Commission. The plan was endorsed by the CommissiS&eptember of 1996. The Nations/Urbandale
neighborhood is located in West Nashville, righamihe 1-40/White Bridge Road interchange. Thegoa
as identified by the residents in the plan arertmnize community activities that will keep therfoimed
and involved in the neighborhood. They hope toernage better compatibility between the industeat
uses and the residential land uses. The residemisto improve the neighborhood’s appearanceo,Als
they desire that appropriate public facilities aedvices are made available to them, and they tope
increase public safety in the neighborhood.

Many residents take pride in maintaining their heméowever, there is some neglect in property upkeep,
which is identified as another major issue in tlep To encourage beautification of the neighbotcho
residents are awarded recognition for their effoAsecycling bins have been added to serve the
community. A bin is located at Cockrill Element&@ghool and one is located at Bass Middle Schobke
neighborhood hopes to encourage recycling and ad bins throughout the community.

Drainage is identified as a major problem in thigineorhood. Residents have worked together tanalga
Richland Creek. This has improved the drainageagpearance of this portion of the neighborhood.
MDHA completed a drainage study in March of 1997tfee McCann Neighborhood Strategy Area which
is located within the Nations/Urbandale neighborxho®his year, MDHA began implementing the study
with approximately $250,000 in drainage improveraent
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In the upcoming year, residents will continue wogkto implement the plan. They are working to get
sidewalks along S1Avenue underneath Interstate 40. Another majortedn the part of the neighborhood
association is to get signs and flyers removed fitwarutility poles.

The final neighborhood progress report is for thghthnd Heights neighborhood. August 7, 1998 will
mark the one year anniversary of the Commissiomesement of the plan. This East Nashville
neighborhood is located in Subarea 5. As ideutiffethe plan, the goals of the residents aredoce
crime, make the neighborhood a safer place to éind,lessen noise. The residents want to improve
drainage facilities and public services. They wardecrease speeding, and discourage outside tiraffn
cutting through the neighborhood. Also, the resigdevant to encourage the maintenance of rental
properties and enhance the neighborhood’s appeseena whole.

According to the Neighborhood Plan the number graé is crime. MDHA has provided Neighborhood
Watch signs to three neighborhood groups: Joy GaRullen Avenue, and Joy Circle. These
Neighborhood Watch groups have been working toemee contacts with local police and thus, improve
police response to crime in the neighborhood. MDiklAlso providing $75,000 for the Safety and Sigcur
Program to provide items such as locks and flobtidgor low-income residents..

MDHA bought two lots and built homes on them durihg past year. MDHA is currently in the procefs o
acquiring another lot to build another home. Jaykmhas been refurbished and during the past ffear,
park has become a gathering place and the centenahunity activities. Currently, residents are
campaigning to save the old Tom Joy School histawitding. They would like to see this building
restored so that it could serve the community thhoprograms for kids, such as the Boy’s and GEligb,
and programs for the elderly as well as day catee building could also serve as a meeting locgtioithe
community.

A drainage study has recently been completed toeaddhe drainage problem in the neighborhood.

Staff is pleased to have put together these nertlolool plans that are guiding the various improvesien
that are occurring in each neighborhood. We ridycenmpleted our fourth small area plan for the
Madison Historic Business District. It is the fisshall area plan for a commercial area. The pléirbe
presented to the Commission for consideration oguati2@. We are looking forward to developing even
more small-area plans.

Chairman Smith thanked Ms. Frank for the report.

2. Fiscal Year 1999 Operating Budget. (Deferredhfroeeting of 7/23/98).

Mr. Browning stated the budget was reduced by $EBffom what was proposed earlier by the mayor.
The approved budget was still $18,000 more tharrth@998 budget. The reduction will, for the most
part, be taken out of the project to integratelthied Information System data base with the GIS rimgpp
system.

Mr. Manier asked how long the cut would defer tegration of the system.

Mr. Browning stated it would probably not defer Istaff would have to watch and see what the casts a
on that and may have to go to the 4% or some typerof funding.

3. Economic Development Functional Plan. (Defefreth meeting of 7/23/98).

Chairman Smith reminded the Commission the Econ@maielopment Plan was in their mail out packet
and Ms. Alperin was going to update the Commissioii.
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Ms. Alperin stated this plan was brought before@aenmission on June 25, 1998 at a public hearktg.
that time staff requested a deferral because thiere some minor text revisions to be made. Onisioev
was how staff geographically defined the MSA arelshcond was office employment.

Mr. Smith had asked a question regarding the im@listevelopment goal, scaling back industrial ppli
and why is there too much.

The subarea planning process sets land use pagadoon development opportunities. What staff
discovered in this plan is that where industridigyois isn't affording the best opportunity fordastrial
development because our industrial policy areasnare than half in the floodplains. A half to ahéd of
them don’t hold industrial zoning so it makes itrdifficult for someone to find acceptable projeet
with proper zoning and adequate infrastructure.

Staff is proposing not necessarily to decreasatheunt of land available for development but atyual
increase the amount of land that actually can weldped. Staff has worked with an industrial cotbeei
in identifying criteria and the intention is to ubet criteria through the subarea update processdcate
industrial policy. Hopefully that will help fostémdustrial development which has been declining in
Davidson County.

Chairman Smith called staff's attention to two staénts on page 22 that he was not willing to sigom
One says, “20,200 acres is an excessive amountlo$irial policy” and the second says, “industiaald
use policy in Davidson County needs to be scalett bad relocated.”

He said he was very leery of putting out a repaitt the Commission’s signature on it that takeséhtwo
positions. Davidson County has an active Chamb@ommerce and they may react negative to those
statements.

Ms. Alperin stated the Industrial Development cotteei included a members of the Chamber of
Commerce, the Mayor’s Office, the Economic DeveleptrOffice, Port Authority and private industrial
developers. That is how staff came up with theede because they agreed that historically indalstr
policy would be put along the river front becaufferoit was water access that was needed. Theofype
industry that is growing in Davidson County is gpartation and warehouse and they are highly degyend
on road access and not as much on river access.

Chairman Smith stated he was still afraid someoightntake the Commission wrong using those
statements and instructed staff to make changd®ilanguage.
5. Employee contract renewal for John Boyle.

Mr. Stephen Smith moved and Ms. Nielson secondedntbtion, which carried unanimously, to approve
the following resolution:

Resolution No. 98-611

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it approves the contract renewal for
John Boyle for one year from August 16, 1998 thtoAggust 15, 1999.

4, Update from the Board of Parks and Recreation.

Mr. Lawson announced that at the last meeting@fark Board approval was given to rename the $helb
Park Golf Course to the Vinny Tee in honor of Vir@#l and his commitment to inner city youth.
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6. Legislative Update.

Councilmember Garrett provided an update on theeouiegislative status of items previously considie
by the Commission.

Mr. Browning informed the Commission that an isgta subdivision phasing had arisen involving two
subdivisions in the southeast part of the county, asked the Commission to clarify its positiomaw
street and utility networking should be handledwasdivisions are phased. Mr. Browning indicateat the
first phase of Sugar Valley subdivision was givieralfplat approval by the Commission. Afterwatdyas
discovered that three lots and a critical stredtuility connection were left out of the first e even
though these lots, street and utilities logicalipuld be a part of this first phase. Staff repobtteat the
utility easements were especially critical, in ttraty provided the only access to sewers in the. agtaff
voiced the concern that the omission of this spattion of the subdivision from phase one mightegrto
be a means of denying street and utility accessitmunding properties. Though this may not be
intentional, that would be the practical effectd amould remove control of subdivision developmeotrf
the Commission.

Mr. Browning stated he was not releasing this elen though it was approved by the Commission| unti
some clarification could be provided by the Cominiss After hearing Mr. Browning’s report, the
Commission agreed that the omitted section of tielizision should have been included in the fitshge,
and instructed staff to watch the phasing plarallafubdivisions to ensure they are logical, aralijoe
needed street and utility connections. Sincephése of the subdivision had been given final aygdrby
the Commission, the Commission authorized the smgréo sign the final plat for phase one, so larg
phase one was amended to include the utility eastsméthin the omitted portion, and so long asttiree
lot portion of the subdivision and the street apae of the second phase or section of the sutidivi

Mr. Browning stated that the developer of Indiae&k subdivision, in the same vicinity, had appreakch
staff to request approval to rephase this subdinigd postpone extension of two street stubs tpemty
lying to the west. Mr. Browning stated the interss to postpone connection to this property untilds
clearer what kind and quality of development wdakdforthcoming on the adjacent property. Mr.
Browning stated this request would be similar ® phevious one, in that phasing of the subdivisionld
be used to deny access to streets and utilitiae. Commission agreed and instructed staff to reghi
street connections to be made within the phasiag at already approved.

PLATS PROCESSED ADMINISTRATIVELY:
July 22, 1998 through August 5, 1998

97S-178U PEBBLE TRAIL VILLAS, Revised PUD BoundaryPlat
Adds area to existing PUD Boundary

98S-115G MARYLAND COMMONS, Lot A
Plats a deeded parcel

98S-184U PHIPPS SUBDIVISION, First Revision
Revises sewer easement on platted lot

98S-229G NORTHGATE BUSINESS PARK, Lots 1 and 2
Consolidates two lots

98S-233U J. B. HAYNIES ORIENTAL SUBDIVISION,

Resubdivision of Part of Lot 70
Plats one lot into two lots
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98S-237U VICTORIA PLACE, Part of Lot 236
Platting a deeded parcel and shifting an inteobtihe

98S-246G RIVER TRACE ESTATES, Phase 1, Section 5 Rsion to Lot 330
Revising flood plain

98S-265G DRY CREEK ROSE SUBDIVISION, Lot 1
Creates one 2 acre lot out of a larger acreage trac

98S-270U BROWNSTONE, Section 1, Revision to lots -1I'B
Revises the location of a sewer easement

98S-283U GOWDA'S TWO LOT SUBDIVISION
Minor interior lot line shift
ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business, upon motion mselegnded and passed, the meeting adjourned at 4:45
p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

Minute Approval:
This 20" day of August, 1998
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