MINUTES
OF THE
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
Date: November 12, 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

Douglas Small

Stephen Smith

Marilyn Warren

Others Present:

Executive Office:

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

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

John Reid, Planner II

Robert Leeman, Planner |

Jeff Stuncard, Planner |

James Russ, Planning Technician |
Community Plans Division:

Jerry Fawcett, Planning Division Manager
Debbie Frank, Planner |

Advance Planning & Research:

John Boyle, Planning Division Manager

Mayor Philip Bredas
Pat Tatum



Others Present:

Jim Armstrong, Public Works
Nicole Rodrigue, Legal Department

Chairman Smith called the meeting to order.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Ms. Carrington announced the Request for Bond Relea Subdivision No. 312-84-G had been withdrawn
by the applicant.

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

ANNOUNCEMENT OF DEFERRED ITEMS

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

103-79-G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
97P-031U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-024U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-352G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-374G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-378U Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
98S-382U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-393U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-394U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98M-114U Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98M-118U Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the mptidich 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 October 29, 1998.

RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS
Councilmember Bruce Stanley spoke in oppositioBdad Extension 107-81G and asked the Commission
to defer this matter until he had an opportunityniet with the neighborhood and developer regaritiag

setbacks.

Chairman Smith explained the bond extension intipresvas for improvements and did not have anything
to do with the setbacks and sidewalks.



Councilmember Vic Lineweaver stated Subdivision B®S-390G, Traceside, Section 10, is on the consent
agenda, which is fine, and that he is not opposéeha development but that he wanted the Commigsion
know it was next to an airfield and that could b#aagerous situation.

ADOPTION OF CONSENT AGENDA
Ms. Nielson moved and Ms. Warren seconded the motiich unanimously carried, to approve the
following items on the consent agenda:

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-179G
Map 12, Part of Parcel 204

Subarea 2 (1995)

District 10 (Garrett)

A request to change from IR to AR2a district a jporof property located at 1120 Springfield Highway
approximately 800 feet east of Williamson Roadcga), requested by Jack Davis Jr. and Terry FisDav
appellants/owners.

Resolution No. 98-863

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 987-179G
is APPROVED (8-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 2 Plan’s Reglential Low Medium (RLM) density policy
calling for up to 4 units per acre. The AR2a distict is an incremental step forward in achieving thé
policy. The edge of parcel 204 will provide a salizoning boundary since this entire property will
have a uniform zoning pattern.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-180G
Map 142, Parcel 15

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request to change from RS15 to RM9 district proplcated at 7308 Highway 70 South, approximately
1000 feet east of Cross Timbers Drive (1.01 acreg)yested by William Hostettler, appellant, fogEne
Blake et ux, owners.

Resolution No. 98-864

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-180G
is APPROVED (8-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 6 Plan’s Reslential Medium High (RMH) density policy
calling for 9 to 20 units per acre. The RM9 distrtt is consistent with this policy and the emerging
zoning pattern along the north margin of Highway 7@ and west of Hicks Road. A hill further to the
west provides a natural zoning boundary between thRMH policy and the low density single-family
subdivision.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-181U
Map 60-13, Parcels 35 (.15 acres), 36 (.17 acres),



208 (.17 acres), 55 (.19 acres) and 56 (.2 acres)
Subarea 3 (1998)
District 2 (Black)

A request to change from R8 to IWD district properiocated at 418 Haynie Avenue, Haynie Avenue
(unnumbered) and 435 and 437 Woodfolk Avenue, apimately 700 feet west of Brick Church Pike (.88
acres), requested by Regina S. Knight and Chantéghl appellants/owners.

Resolution No. 98-865

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-181U
is APPROVED (8-0):

These properties fall within the Subarea 3 Plan’sridustrial (IND) policy calling for manufacturing,
wholesaling, and distribution uses. The IWD distrit is consistent with this policy and the industria
zoning pattern to the north and the south.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-182U
Map 81, Parcel 36

Subarea 8 (1998)

District 21 (McCallister)

A request to change from R6 to RM15 district proypé&ycated at 2400 West Heiman Street, on the west
margin of the Nashville-Ashland City Railroad (6 &dres), requested by the Ernann Corporation,
appellant, for Cheatham County Rail Authority, owne

Resolution No. 98-866

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-182U
is APPROVED (8-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 8 Plan’s Remlential Medium High (RMH) density policy
calling for 9 to 20 units per acre. The RM15 distict is consistent with this policy and the area’s
multi-family development pattern.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-184G

Map 63, Part of Parcels 184 (12.2 acres),

Part of 185 (13.4 acres), Parcel 199 (5.8 acres)
and 200 (5.25 acres)

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 11 (Wooden)

A request to change from R15 and R8 to RM4 dispioperties located at 185 and 186 Jones Lane, Old
Hickory Boulevard (unnumbered), and South Street@mbered), on the eastern margin of the
Cumberland River and the western terminus of SBotk Boulevard (36.65 acres), requested by Bill
Lockwood, appellant, for William E. Jones et ux drtkscorp Hermitage, LLC, owners.

Resolution No. 98-867

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-184G
is APPROVED (8-0):

These properties fall within the Subarea 14 Plan’Residential Low Medium (RLM) density policy
calling for up to 4 units per acre. The RM4 distrid is consistent with this policy. These propertieare
the last remaining vacant properties in the area wich are both within and outside of the floodplain,



adjacent to two multi-family developments, and haveccess off of Southfork Boulevard, a road
which has no single-family homes facing it. Thesenigue characteristics encourage the clustering of
multi-family units outside of the floodplain and near another multi-family development.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-186U
Map 72-15, Part of Parcel 232 (1.5 acres)
Subarea 5 (1994)

District 7 (Campbell)

A request to change from R6 to RM6 district a ortdf property located on the south margin of Cahal
Avenue opposite Burns Avenue and Pennington Avéhiteacres), requested by William C. Rhangos,
appellant, for Bridgewood Park Limited Partnerslaoypner.

Resolution No. 98-868

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-186U
is APPROVED (8-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 5 Plan’s Reslential Medium (RM) density policy calling for 4
to 9 units per acre. The RM6 district is consistentvith this policy and the emerging zoning patternn
this area.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 163-73-G

Bellevue Shopping Center

Map 142, Parcel 216 and Part of Parcel 215
Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request to revise a portion of the approveddaiteelopment plan and for final approval for a phafséne
Commercial (General) Planned Unit Development kedabutting the south margin of Memphis-Bristol
Highway, 1,200 feet west of Sawyer Brown Road,sifeesl SCR (.911 acres), to permit the developroént
a 3,880 square foot restaurant, requested by CgihEering, for Steak N Shake, owners.

Resolution No. 98-869

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 163-73-G is given
APPROVAL OF A REVISION TO PRELIMINARY AND CONDITION AL FINAL APPROVAL
FOR A PHASE (8-0). 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. Recording of a revised final subdivision plabwing adjustments to parcels 215 and 216, as
shown on the final site plan, prior to issuanca fifial U & O.”

Proposal No. 28-87-P
Boone Trace, Phase IV
Map 126, Parcel 65
Subarea 6 (1996)
District 23 (Crafton)



A request to revise a portion of the approvedddteelopment plan for final approval for Phase I\fredf
Residential Planned Unit Development District lechabutting the north margin of Newsom Station Road
east of McCrory Lane (14.06 acres), classified R&2@ermit the development of 44 single-familyslot
requested by Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and CannoRpfoRidge Homes, Inc., owners.

Resolution No. 98-870

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 28-87-P is given
APPROVAL OF A REVISION TO PRELIMINARY AND CONDITION AL FINAL APPROVAL
FOR A PHASE (8-0). 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. The recording of a final subdivision plat, adlwas the posting of bonds as may be required for
any necessary public improvement prior to the issaaf any building permits.”

SUBDIVISIONS:
Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 96S-222U
Stonegate

Map 160, Parcel 17
Subarea 12 (1997)
District 32 (Jenkins)

A request for final plat approval to create 20 klsitting the east margin of Franklin Pike Circle,
approximately 400 feet south of Hill Road (10.4%ea9, classified within the R40 Residential Planbedt
Development District, requested by Advantage Busidec., owner/developer, Bledsoe Engineering,
surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-871

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 96S-222U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $234,000 (8-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-195G
Windchase, Phase 2

Map 98, Parcel 138
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)

A request for final plat approval to create sixslabutting the west margin of John Hager Road laae@ast
margin of New Hope Road (2.93 acres), classifigtiiwithe R15 District, requested by French River
Development Company, LLC, owner/developer, Waltavidson and Associates, surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-872

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-195G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $13,000 (8-0).”

Subdivision No. 98S-268U
Acklen Place



Map 104-5, Parcel 63
Subarea 10 (1994)
District 24 (Johns)

A request for final plat approval to subdivide dokinto three lots abutting the northwest mardioklen
Park Drive, opposite Hillsdale Avenue (.41 acrelssified within the R6 District, requested by RdlE.
Baker, owner/developer, C. Michael Moran, surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-873

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-268U, is
APPROVED (8-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-351U

Jocelyn Hills, Section 1

Map 129-2, Parcel 45

Map 129-6, Parcels 50, 51, 57 and
Part of Parcels 10 and 11

Subarea 7 (1994)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request for final plat approval to create eigitslabutting the northwest margin of Clearbrookv®@and
the northeast margin of Baskin Drive (20.44 acrelsissified within the RS40 District, requestedMign
Cargile, owner/developer, Turner Engineering Corgpauarveyor.

Resolution No. 98-874

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-351U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $110,000 (8-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-354U
Brittany Park, Phase 2
Map 162, Parcel 171
Subarea 12 (1997)
District 31 (Alexander)

A request for final plat approval to create 40 klsitting the north terminus of Brittany Park Driverth
of Bell Road (7.81 acres), classified within the EvResidential Planned Unit Development District,
requested by Carlton Enterprises, Inc., owner/age¥, Thomas, Miller and Partners, surveyor. (Detk
from meeting of 10/29/98).

Resolution No. 98-875

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-354U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $259,500.00 (8-0).”

Subdivision No. 98S-362G
Jacob’s Valley, Section 2
Map 20, Part of Parcel 4
Subarea 1 (1997)

District 1 (Patton)

A request for final plat approval to create sixslabutting the south terminus of Jacob's ValleydRoa
approximately 600 feet south of Old Clarksville @{d5.52 acres), classified within the AR2a Distric
requested by Smith, Pyron and Pyron, owner/develdpEC, Inc., surveyor.



Resolution No. 98-876

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 98S-362G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $73,000.00 (8-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-390G
Traceside, Section 10

Map 155, Parcel 138 and 241
Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A request for final plat approval to create 72 klsitting the southwest terminus of Traceway Dand

the northeast terminus of Traceside Drive (27.289¢ classified within the RS20 Residential Plahne
Unit Development District, requested by Centex Hesthte Corporation, owner/developer, Ragan-Smith
Associates, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 98-877

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 98S-390G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $788,807.00 (8-0).”

Request for Bond Extension

Subdivision No. 107-81-G

Villages of Larchwood, Phase 2, Section 2
Phil Hill, principal

(Buildout is at 49%)

Located abutting both margins of Fitzpatrick Roaghroximately 60 feet west of Kennington North and
South.

Resolution No. 98-878

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision Ni¥-81-G, Bond No. 91BD-013, Villages of
Larchwood, Phase 2, Section 2 in the amount of(RB6to 7/1/99 subject to submittal of a letter frifra
RLI Insurance Company Hy2/12/98agreeing to the extensioRailure of principal to provide amended
security documents shall be grounds for collectiowithout further notification.”

Subdivision No. 82-84-G

Greer Meadows at Cedar Creek, Section 2
Odell Binkley, principal

(Buildout is at 0%)

Located abutting both margins of Greer Station &rapproximately 240 feet northwest of Scott’'s Rree
Parkway.

Resolution No. 98-879

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 8#%84-G, Bond No. 98BD-011, Greer Meadows at



Cedar Creek, Section 2 in the amount of $48,0A®Mt45/99 subject to submittal of a letter from Ridl
Insurance Company 2/12/98agreeing to the extensidrailure of principal to provide amended
security documents shall be grounds for collectiowithout further notification.”

Subdivision No. 86-625-G
Whites Creek Commercial Center

Nathan T. Wall, principal
(Buildout is at 0%)

Located abutting the southwest corner of Old Higk®oulevard and [-24.

Resolution No. 98-880

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 8&625-G, Bond No. 87BD-021, Whites Creek
Commercial Center (Wall) in the amount of $12,40@15/99 subject to submittal of an amendmernt¢o t
present Letter of Credit y2/12/98which extends its expiration date to 3/15/20B8ilure of principal to
provide amended security documents shall be grounder collection without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 64-87-P
Covington Place
Melvin G. George, principal
(Buildout is at 22%)
Located abutting the northeast margin of IdlewikeAue, opposite Rothwood Avenue.

Resolution No. 98-881

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 887-P, Bond No. 97BD-065, Covington Place in
the amount of $21,975 to 11/15/99 subject to subhof an amendment to the present Letter of Ciegit
12/12/98which extends its expiration date to 5/15/20B&ilure of principal to provide amended
security documents shall be grounds for collectiowithout further notification.”

Subdivision No. 78-87-P

Townhomes of Fredericksburg, Phase 2 Section 5
Radnor Homes, Inc., principal

(Buildout is at 16%)

Located abutting the east margin of Frederickshday West, south of Old Hickory Boulevard.

Resolution No. 98-882

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision R&87-P, Bond No. 97BD-066, Townhomes of
Fredericksburg, Phase 2, Section 5 in the amou$86f000 to 11/15/99 subject to submittal of eelett
from the Frontier Insurance Company1®/12/98agreeing to the extensioRailure of principal to
provide amended security documents shall be grounder collection without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 97S-429G
Templegate, Section 3

Jones Land Company LLC, principal
(Buildout is at 0%)

Located abutting the southeast terminus of TempdeDave, south terminus of Meadow View Drive.



Resolution No. 98-883

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision Q&k5-429G, Bond No. 98BD-024, Templegate,
Section 3, in the amount of $464,585 to 11/15/99exi to submittal of an amendment to the presetiek
of Credit by12/12/98which extends its expiration date to 5/15/20B8ilure of principal to provide
amended security documents shall be grounds for dettion without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 98S-144U
Lamberth Subdivision

Steve Lamberth, principal
(Buildout is at 0%)

Located at the northwest corner of Hillhurst Draved Dickerson Pike.

Resolution No. 98-884

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 985-144U, Bond No. 98BD-061, Lamberth
Subdivision in the amount of $12,000 to 1/12/99scthto submittal of an amendment to the presetiete
of Credit by12/12/98which extends its expiration date to 7/12/B&ilure of principal to provide
amended security documents shall be grounds for dettion without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 98S-148G
October Woods, Section 1 (Commercial Tract)
October Woods, L.P., principal
(Buildout is at 0%)
Located abutting the northwest corner of Octobeod#oDrive and Old Hickory Boulevard.

Resolution No. 98-885

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 985-148G, Bond No. 98BD-041, October Woods,
Section 1 (Commercial Tract) in the amount of $88,6 11/15/99 subject to submittal of an amendment
to the present Letter of Credit B/12/98which extends its expiration date to 5/15/20@8ilure of

principal to provide amended security documents sHhbe grounds for collection without further
notification.”

Request for Bond Release

Subdivision No. 89-86-P
Brittany Park, Phase 1-A
Carlton Enterprises, Inc., principal
Located abutting the north margin of Bell Road,rappnately 1,270 west of Blue Hole Road.

Resolution No. 98-886

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsin that it herebyAPPROVES the request for
release of a performance bond for Subdivision Ne88-P, Bond No. 95BD-066, Brittany Park, Phase 1-A
in the amount of $36,000.”
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Subdivision No. 28-87-P
Boone Trace, Phase 1
Westinghouse Electric Corporation, principal

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

Resolution No. 98-887

“BE IT RESOLVED hy the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it approves the request for release of a
performance bond for Subdivision No. 28-87-P, Bblud 87BD-032, Boone Trace, Phase 1 in the amount
of $50,000.”

Subdivision No. 74-87-P
Peninsula, Phase 2
Jerry Butler Construction, Inc., principal

Located abutting both margins of Peninsula Parldiranand both margins of Bay Overlook Drive.
(Deferred from meeting of 10/29/98).

Resolution No. 98-888

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it approves the request for release of a
performance bond for Subdivision No. 74-87-P, Bblzd 97BD-006, Peninsula, Phase 2 in the amount of
$109,250. The Letter of Credit securing this bergires 12/1/98.”

Subdivision No. 93S-343G
McCrory Heights
Buddy Dunn Contractors, principal

Located abutting the northeast margin of McCrorgd.and the west terminus of Greenvale Drive.

Resolution No. 98-889

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it approves the request for release of a
performance bond for Subdivision No. 93S-343G, Bhied 94BD-006, McCrory Heights in the amount of
$62,183.”

Subdivision No. 94P-008U
Keystone Farms
Keystone Partners, Inc., principal

Located abutting the east margin of Edmondson Riproximately 440 feet south of Huntington Parkway

Resolution No. 98-890

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it approves the request for release of a
performance bond for Subdivision No. 94P-008U, Bbled 97BD-040, Keystone Farms in the amount of
$5,000.”
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MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 98M-115U
Vanderbilt University

Map 104-3, Parcels 247 and 249
Subarea 10 (1994)

District 18 (Clifton)

A request to install a fiber optic cable onto NEffeg running from 115 28th Avenue South crossint) 28
Avenue South and terminating at 126 28th AvenudlSwsaquested by Vanderbilt University,
appellant/owner.

Resolution No. 98-891

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (8-0)Proposal No.
98M-115U.

Proposal No. 98M-116U
Vanderbilt University
Map 104-3, Parcel 232
Map 104-7, Parcel 530
Subarea 10 (1994)
District 18 (Clifton)

A request to install a fiber optic cable onto NEffeg running from 24th Avenue South (unnumbered)
crossing Highland Avenue and terminating at 2408dad Avenue, requested by Vanderbilt University,
appellant/owner.

Resolution No. 98-892

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that tAPPROVES (8-0)Proposal No.
98M-116U.

Proposal No. 98M-117U

Property Acquisition - 1612 Fourth Avenue North
Map 82-5, Parcel 105

Subarea 8 (1995)

District 20 (Haddox)

A resolution authorizing the Director of Public Pesty to exercise an option to purchase 0.2 adres o
property, located at 1612 Fourth Avenue North, ehalf of and for the Metropolitan Action Commission

Resolution No. 98-893

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that tAPPROVES (8-0)Proposal No.
98M-117U.

This concluded the items on the consent agenda.

PUBLIC HEARING: SUBAREA 12 PLAN: 1996 UPDATE AMEND MENT.
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Ms. Frank stated this is a public hearing to comisamending the Subarea 12 Plan. The amendment
request is to change the land use policy alongdngn side of Old Hickory Boulevard opposite Cldaed
Drive from Residential-Medium High density poliay ©ffice Concentration policy. The Trousdale Drive
and Old Hickory Boulevard connection is an extensibTrousdale Drive that is included on the Major
Street Plan. Trousdale Drive is a collector strdéte purpose of collector streets is to colleaffic from
local streets and move that traffic to major sseeétollector streets must connect to major stieetsder

to serve its purpose. If collector streets doausinect to major streets, they serve no purposengAwith
this proposed amendment request, there is an agsdc€ommercial PUD on the agenda. The Commercial
PUD calls for eliminating the extension of TrousdBlrive to Old Hickory Boulevard. Eliminating that
extension would require an amendment to the Maj@ebPlan. Staff does not support eliminating the
extension of this collector street for the reagmewviously mentioned.

Staff concludes that either retaining the Resi@d¢Miedium-High density policy or amending the at@a
Office Concentration policy is appropriate at tloisation. Both policy categories meet the locationa
criteria. The area is located near the I-65 itenge with frontage on Old Hickory Boulevard and is
located near employment centers and commerciaicgstv In fact, the location may be more compelling
for office development than for multi-family develment. This is the only sizable vacant tract ofiléeft

in Davidson County that is within the most desieafliburban office market area, the 1-65 South dorri
Other development opportunities for this marketianeorthern Williamson County at Maryland Farmslan
Cool Springs. Office Concentration policy at tltisation would enable Davidson County to incregse i
share of this market.

If the Commission chooses to amend the plan tac®ffoncentration policy, staff strongly recommends
retaining the Trousdale Drive extension as incluidettie Major Street Plan. Staff does not support
removing the Trousdale Drive extension from the di&treet Plan. Trousdale Drive extends northvard
Harding Place. The completion of the Trousdale ®extension would link numerous local streets t Ol
Hickory Boulevard, providing residents with immetgiaccess to 1-65. If the Trousdale Drive extemsso
removed from the Major Street Plan, a new collestget would have to be determined for this amed,
the only readily apparent alternative would be edone Lane. Hearthstone Lane was never inteasied
collector street. It does not meet the right-ofrstandard for a collector street, and it doesafigh with
another major street at Old Hickory Boulevard. Teusdale Drive extension is a collector street an
aligns with Cloverland Drive at Old Hickory Bouleda Cloverland Drive is a collector street servihg
area south of Old Hickory Boulevard.

The Commission may recall that this area was hegaebated during the Subarea 12 Plan update public
hearing. The community adamantly opposed the Rasgal-Medium High density policy and pointed to
the impact multi-family development would have caffic and schools. An analysis conducted by staff
found that both office and multi-family developmevduld impact public facilities in this general are
Traffic congestion and overcrowded schools are lprob in this part of Subarea 12. The analysis sldow
that office development would have a greater impadraffic than would multi-family development,
whereas, multi-family development would have a tgeanpact on schools than office development. In
fact, office development would have no impact dmogds. The Commission has to decide if the mefits
providing additional office development opporturiitythis part of Davidson County, coupled with le§s
an impact on schools outweigh the additional tcadfi office development would generate in this.area

Again, staff concludes that either retaining thaiBential Medium-High density policy or amending th
plan to Office Concentration policy with the retentof the Trousdale Drive extension would be
appropriate for this site.

Mr. Charles Cornelius spoke in favor of the plareadment and stated Old Hickory Boulevard, Franklin
Road, Edmondson Pike and Nolensville Road hadeghlwidened in that immediate area. Trousdale
drive, as a major collector street, is servingiigpose now. The Intersection of Trousdale andlidgr
Place is within ¥4 mile of I-65 and % mile of FrankRoad, which is 5 lanes at that intersection. stég¢ed
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the community did not want the road to go througt asked the Commission to approve this change
without the extension of Trousdale Drive.

Mr. Tom White asked the Commission to consider @éinendment, Zone Change 987-176U and PUD No.
98P-007U together. With respect to the plan amemdtine staff has reported either RMH or OC are
appropriate land use policies. In fact staff aoedhe office concentration may be more approprath

no demand on schools. He stated the rezoninditeaoning is clearly recommended by the staffectb

to the amendment and finally the PUD. Finally, Mhite stated staff recommended favorably on th®PU
subject to Trousdale being shown through the eit@ltl Hickory Boulevard.

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

Mr. Browning stated the land use change is appatgand the zone change would be appropriate if the
land use plan is amended. The PUD does not aalhéoextension of Trousdale and is therefore in
violation of the Comprehensive Plan. Staff had enéhet point that a higher density residential zgnias
appropriate in this area because the propertyttgeantersection of a major arterial, Old Hickory
Boulevard, and a proposed collector, the extensidirousdale. It was partially on that basis wtaff
indicated that a higher density residential zoniag appropriate and even discussed that this pxoper
could accommodate non-residential uses. Thessappropriate for higher density because of the
intersection with Trousdale. If the Major Stre&rPis amended to remove the Trousdale extension it
would have some effect on the long term land ugberarea.

Mr. Manier stated east to west access is verydidnitetween Edmondson Pike and Franklin Road se ther
is a need for the proposed Trousdale collector.

Ms. Warren stated Edmondson Pike and Franklin Fheae all been improved but by putting office use
and higher density residential in this locationwdd more impact to that area. Additionally,ajss
traffic is being generated in Williamson, whichrieases the demand for more road capacity.

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

Resolution No. 98-894

“WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Planning Commission agajtheSubarea 12 Plan: 1996 Update on May
5, 1997; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 3 Section 3.42 C on Page 50 sfglain contains a Residential Medium-High density
land use policy for Area 5J which calls for mubiAfily development; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 3 Section 3.42 C on Page 51 gplgne contains an Office Concentration land use
policy for Area 6A which calls for office and officrelated development; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on Novemberl®®8 to consider the merits of changing the land
use policy category from Residential Medium-Higimsigey (Area 5J) to Office Concentration and inchgli
this area within the adjacent Office Concentrapoficy (Area 6A); and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Planning Commission fittligt this change in land use policy is warranted
so as to provide additional opportunities for adfend office related uses along Old Hickory Boutdya

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropdtitlanning Commission hereBypOPTS

Amendment No.1 to thBubarea 12 Plan: 1996 Update as set forth in “Attachment A” to this resolution
and incorporates this amendment into $hbarea 12 Plan: 1996 Update.”
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AMENDMENT NO. 1 TO THE SUBAREA 12 PLAN: 1996 UPDATE
The Subarea 12 Plan: 1996 Update is amended as follows:

a) by changing the text for Area 3E, on pages 46-4Chapter 3, Section 3.42 C.1 to read, “...to the west
by Franklin Pike, OC policy (Area 6A) and RMH paglifArea 5E) and to the east by Sevenmile Park,
RM policy and Edmondson Pike.”

b) by changing the text of the first sentence in thet paragraph of the first column on page 49 of
Chapter 3, Section 3.42 C.1 to read, “RMH policplags to 9 areas identified as 5A-51 on the Land
Use Policy Plan.”

c) by deleting the text for Area 5J, on page 50 offE&@a3, Section 3.42 C.1.

d) by replacing the first sentence of Area 6A, ongad of Chapter 3, Section 3.42 C.1 with the
following:

“OC policy applies to the area bounded by Frankiie to the west, Old Hickory Boulevard to the
south, Kelly Road and RLM policy (Area 3A) to therth and RLM policy (Area 3A) to the east.”

e) by changing the Land Use Policy Plan identifiedramire 3-1 and Figure 3.2 to reflect the area
changed from RMH policy to OC policy so as to cotiieillustrate Amendment No. 1 (see attached
Exhibit A).

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-008T
Council Bill No. 098-1321

A council bill to amend various sections of the iflgnRegulations regarding convenience centers,édenn
large day care centers, automotive service usdshandefinitions of floodwater and floodplain, sgored
by Councilmember Leo Waters.

Ms. Regen stated this Council Bill has been retetrack to the Commission and is the bill Councilrhem
Leo Waters addressed the Commission about at$henketing regarding allowing larger day care asnte
in R and RS districts, but to require that theyakmart of an existing institutional use. Staff daseloped
an amendment to allow large day cares, for oveshilfiren, to be permitted in the R and RS distriis
that they would be subject to being a part of astigg institutional use and be a part of the ppat
structure on that site.

Ms. Nielson asked if a new day care could be addeah existing institutional use.
Ms. Regen stated that it could; it would not havbé an existing program.

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

Resolution No. 98-895

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-008T
is APPROVED (8-0) with the proposed amendment to largelay care centers (over 75 children):

Text Amendments 987-010T
Council Number: 098-1323
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A council bill to amend various sections of the ifgnRegulations by reducing the size and type of
landscape buffer yards required between differeemd luses, and establishing the design and confignra
of parking area landscaping, sponsored by CounailR@nnie Steine.

Ms. Regen stated this text amendment had alsoreéemed back to the Commission from Council beeaus
Councilmember Steine has requested staff to wattk thie Codes Department in simplifying the landscap
table.

Ms. Regen showed a slide of the new landscaperysfe table and explained how it worked.

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

Resolution No. 98-896

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@an that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-010T
is APPROVED (8-0) with the proposed amendments:

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-176U
Map 160, Parcels 44 (15.91 acres), 46
(15.24 acres), 47 (1.96 acres),

213 (5.49 acres) and 214 (1.9 acres)
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 32 (Jenkins)

A request to change from R40 to OR40 district proge located at 694 Old Hickory Boulevard and Old
Hickory Boulevard (unnumbered), at the southermieus of Trousdale Drive (40.5 acres), requested by
Ragan-Smith Associates, Inc., appellant, for JaMe&ranbery, trustee, et al, and Charles G. Cargeli

et al, and Charles Lee Cornelius et al, owners.

Ms. Regen stated OR40 would for office and multifs residential at 40 dwelling units per acren&
the Commission has approved the OC policy amendrmatait is recommending approval of the zone
change.

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

Resolution No. 98-897

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-176U
is APPROVED (8-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 12 Plan’s Ofice Concentration (OC) policy calling for a wide
range of office and office support uses. The OR40ddrict is consistent with this policy and is
appropriate along this stretch of Old Hickory Boulevard which already serves a variety of office uses
near the 1-65 interchange.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-177U
Map 162, Parcel 183

Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request to change from AR2a to CS district proplercated at 1461 Bell Road, approximately 1,886 f

east of Brookview Estates Drive (2 acres), reqaelsjeJacqueline Evans, appellant, for Jacquelirenkyv
Garnes, appellant, for Jacqueline and Phillip Evanmers.
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Ms. Regen stated staff is recommending disappraivihis request as contrary to the General Plaresin
is a spot zone. The policy along Bell Road in #rsa is to have this area develop with an RMH itkens
which would be up to 20 dwelling units per acres.Megen reminded the commission that the land use
policy is residential and does not allow for comaruses. The adjacent property has commercizhgo
on it at the present time. That proposal camerbdafte Commission earlier this year and the Cormioriss
recommended disapproval as contrary to the GeRdmal again citing this was inconsistent with the
residential policy.

Ms. Penny Harrington, attorney representing theeswshowed the Commission a video of the property
and explained the problems the property had ingoeéxt to commercial and along a busy arterial.

Ms. Jacqueline Jackson, owner, stated the properiyto hers that had been spot zoned devalued her
property and asked the Commission to approve the gzbange.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the mptidnich carried with Mr. Small in opposition, to
approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 98-898

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-177U
is DISAPPROVED (8-0) as contrary to the General Plan:

This property falls within the Subarea 12 Plan’s Rsidential Medium High (RMH) density policy
which permits between 9 and 20 units per acre. Asresidential policy, RMH does not permit
commercial uses. Allowing CS at this location wodlencourage, and certainly would help justify,
additional CS rezoning requests along Bell Road leling to a commercial strip development pattern.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-178U

Map 150, Parcels 95 (3.3 acres), 96 (9 acres)
and 192 (3.3 acres)

Subarea 13 (1996)

District 29 (Holloway)

A request to change from AR2a to R8 district prtiperiocated at 3276 Hamilton Church Road and
Hamilton Church Road (unnumbered), on the westmihus of Forest Breeze Drive (15.6 acres),
requested by Wamble and Associates, appellanBddvara Grace Grogan et al, Fred J. Ramsey, Jr. and
Dessie R. Ramsey, owners. (Deferred from meetiri@29/98).

Proposal No. 79-87-P

Calumet

Map 150, Part of Parcels 95, 96 and 192
Subarea 13 (1996)

District 29 (Holloway)

A request to amend the existing Residential Platur@tiDevelopment District located abutting the thor
margin of Hamilton Church Road and the western iteumof Forest Breeze Drive, to permit the additién
11.30 acres and 50 single-family lots, classifidRA and proposed for R8, requested by Wamble and
Associates, for James T. McLean, Sr., owner. €Befl from meeting of 10/29/98).

Ms. Regen stated this request is to add adjacepepty to the existing Calumet PUD and to develap t
property with 50 single family homes. The majauis is where the collector road should be located.
When the Commission approved an amendment to then@aPUD they endorsed the alignment of the
collector road along the west margin of the propefthere were conditions placed on the projectiratg
the developer to submit construction plans as agtb submit, in an escrow account $62,000, which
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represented about 50% of the cost for the congtruof the new collector road. That collector road
agreement was signed by the developer on March943B.

Staff met with the developer and staff came up witubdivision design with the collector road ia th
original position along the west margin of the prdp with four cul-de-sacs and 42 lots, which wosdde
in road construction costs The developer feetsglkan will not work and is still asking for appedvor the
collector road with 35 to 40 driveways.

Staff is recommending disapproval of that propasalvell as a disapproval of the zoning because the
zoning goes with the PUD design in this case. f &afinded the commission that locating single fgmi
residential uses along a collector became the biggestacle to continuing the street as a collector

Mr. Danny Wamble stated the majority of the collecttreets in Metro Government have driveways on
them. This is something that is allowed in theutations; staff's opposition to access from thdemibr is
just design preference. What the staff is reconatimenis the best design but it is not the preferatdsign.

Ms. Dessie Ramsey and Mr. Fred Ramsey, Jr. spdiedn of the proposal and stated they neededlito se
the property because it would be a dead pieceagfasty if the proposal did not pass.

Mr. Jim McLean stated he had made a firm agrees®td where the road would be located but that was
done on someone else’s property and he did not th@vauthority to do that.

Mr. Browning stated that was not the point. Thepstaff is trying to make to the Commission iattit
was Mr. McLean’s thought that he was going to depéehe piece of property that he did have contfol o
He had designs of eventually getting the proposeckpof property and at that point in time the peoallel
streets were his idea. That was how he proposhdve it laid out, and now he is saying it won'triwo

Mr. McLean asked if Mr. Browning was saying thag thriginal PUD would not have been approved had he
not agreed to the location of the road.

Mr. Browning stated that if he had indicated to s$kedff that he was going to relocate the colleotad and
front 30 some lots on it we would have had the squoestion about the concept then as now.

Councilmember Garrett stated this piece of propeey not a part of the original PUD and the Ranssey’
have owned this property for 25 or 30 years aryouf put two streets through it, it will not be eoarmically
feasible to develop it.

Mr. Lawson stated the applicant has been given sroees. They may be less profitable choices, but
they certainly show they can be developed accortdimplicies.

Mr. Stephen Smith stated this should not be cons@len how the developer can make more money but on
whether the property owners can sell their landair

Mr. Stephen Smith moved and Councilmember Gareethisded the motion to approve the zone change
and the amended PUD plan to relocate the collestteet. The motion failed with Mr. Stephen Smitld a
Councilmember Garrett voting in favor and Mr. Smilk. Warren, Mr. Manier, Ms. Nielson, Chairman
Smith and Mr. Lawson voting in opposition.

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motidrich carried, with Mr. Small, Ms. Warren, Mr.
Manier, Ms. Nielson, Chairman Smith and Mr. Lawsofavor and with Mr. Stephen Smith and
Councilmember Garrett in opposition, to approvefdtlewing resolution:

Resolution No. 98-899
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"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-178U
is DISAPPROVED (6-2):

Given the collector road’s location, and the numeros driveways having direct access to it as shown
in the amendment to the Calumet Planned Unit Devefoment (79-87-P), an inadequate street network
exists for the proposed R8 density.”

“BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Plangi€ommission that Proposal No. 79-87-P is
givenDISAPPROVAL DUE TO UNDESIRABLE DESIGN OF COLLECTOR STREET (8-0):

Unacceptable and undesirable design of the first genent of the proposed Anderson Road Collector.
Proposed plan would double load the collector roa@hich is discouraged by the Subdivision
Regulations. The first segment of the collector raashould establish a development pattern that is
optimal for the ultimate length of the road.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-183U
Map 149-8, Parcel 34

Subarea 13 (1996)

District 29 (Holloway)

A request to change from OR20 to MUN district pndypéocated at 2711 Anderson Road, approximately
50 feet east of Bell Road (.88 acres), requestediayles McCandless, appellant, for Charles S Zahdia
C. McCandless, owners.

Ms. Regen stated the applicant is wanting to pat fieauty shop on this property and staff is
recommending disapproval. The Commission lookeHiatproperty a year ago and recommended
disapproval to Council of the OR20 zoning on iton@nercial uses should be located at the Bell Road
Murfreesboro Road intersection. Rezoning this priypto MUN would be inconsistent with the General
Plan, which is intending for this area to develdthwesidential uses with approximately 9 to 20tsipier
acre.

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

Resolution No. 98-900

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-183U
is DISAPPROVED (8-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 13 Plan’s Rsidential Medium High (RMH) density policy
around the Bell Road/Anderson Road intersection céihg for 9 to 20 units per acre. The MUN
district is inconsistent with this policy since itallows retail and office uses. There are ample
commercial opportunities within the Retail Concentiation Community (RCC) policy at the Bell
Road/Murfreesboro Pike commercial node to the south Only 40% of the available commercial land
within the RCC policy is built. Before commercial oning is expanded outside of the RCC node, the
existing commercial development potential should bmaximized.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 987-185U

Map 72-10, Parcels 24 (.22 acres), 25

(.22 acres), 26 (.22 acres) and 27 (.26 acres)
Subarea 5 (1994)

District 7 (Campbell)
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A request to change from R6 to RM20 district praiesriocated at 2902 Davis Avenue and Davis Avenue
(unnumbered), approximately 500 feet east of GalRike (.92 acres), requested by Link Wilson,
appellant, for Fam Night and James Andrew Dixomens.

Ms. Regen stated this request is to change thegdrom single family/duplex residential to mulérhily.
Staff is recommending disapproval of this as coytta the General Plan. Placing an RM20 zonintyidis
on this property would constitute, staff feelspatszone. The Subarea 5 Plan is calling for threado be
residential medium density with up to approximatlynits per acre, but is not looking to remove the
existing moderate income housing stock. Staffisceon is that by rezoning this property to multifly it
could destabilize this neighborhood and lead tor&utnulti-family rezoning. The zoning district thare
asking for allows 20 units per acre and the pdiicyates a maximum of 9 units per acre.

Mr. Michael Burgesette, representing Accessiblec8phc., spoke in favor of the proposal and stéted
would incorporate 17 units of housing for peopléhwghysical disabilities and these projects arg \@w
impact projects. This would be a two story struetand these projects are designed to be compatithie
other homes and structures in the neighborhooe nidjority of residents do not drive so the traiffipact
would be less than what could be generated byt bring built under the current zoning.

Chairman Smith stated these kind of uses makedbisidn difficult and that he hoped Mr. Burgesette
understood the Commission tried to keep a congigtaring.

Mr. Browning stated staff's recommendation has mgtho do with the use and under the current policy
they could have 8 units.

Ms. Nielson moved and Ms. Warren seconded the motiich carried with Mr. Stephen Smith and
Councilmember Garrett in opposition, to approvefdtlewing resolution:

Resolution No. 98-901

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-185U
is DISAPPROVED (6-2) as contrary to the General Plan:

These properties fall within the Subarea 5 Plan’s Bsidential Medium (RM) density policy calling for
4 to 9 units per acre and preservation of the singtfamily homes and duplexes in the area. Rezoning
this property to RM20 would constitute a ‘spot zonésince there is no other RM20 district in the area
and would exceed RM policy. The RM20 district perrits up to 20 units per acre which significantly
exceeds the RM policy’s maximum of 9 units per acré

Councilmember Garrett left at 3:00, at this pomthie agenda.

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

Proposal No. 98P-007U

Seven Springs

Map 160, Parcels 44, 46, 47, 213 and 214
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 32 (Jenkins)

A request for preliminary approval for a PlannedtWrevelopment District located abutting the north
margin of Old Hickory Boulevard opposite Cloverlabdve (42.726 acres), classified R40 and proposed
for OR40, to permit the development of 659,000esqueet of office and a 320,000 square foot asbist
living and retirement facility, requested by Ragamith Associates, for The Lamoureaux Company,
owners.
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Ms. Regen stated this PUD request is for officeettgument, 48 assisted living units and 226 indepahd
living units. There is a building in the locatiaere staff is proposing the Trousdale Drive cotinado
Old Hickory Boulevard. Staff feels there is anlifoto provide that connection in this plan byaehting
that building on the site plan. Staff is recomnmiagdlisapproval as contrary to the General Plamabse it
is proposing not to continue Trousdale Drive thiotige development. Staff feels collector roads are
meant to be continued and not terminated.

Mr. Tom White spoke in favor of the proposal ankemsthe Commission to be consistent with the motion
for the land use amendment and asked this be apgrnditioned with the road going through.

Mr. Manier asked if this could be approved withauireliminary plan.

Mr. Browning stated staff would be more comfortaibldnis was sent as a disapproved plan and inelitat
the developer that if he had a an amended plarstimated the road that would be a plan the Commmissio
would consider for approval. Then this could gaard as a disapproved bill and in the meantime an
amended plan could be submitted for the Commissigexamination.

Mr. Tom White stated he would prefer the Commissmdisapprove the proposal so it could go forward.

Councilmember Garrett moved and Ms. Nielson secdtige motion, which carried unanimously, to
approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 98-902

BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comniissthat Proposal No. 98P-007U is given
DISAPPROVAL DUE TO TERMINATION OF TROUSDALE DRIVE ( 8-0):

The Subarea 12 Plan and the Major Street Plan cafbr the extension of Trousdale Drive to the Old

Hickory Boulevard/Cloverland Drive intersection. This plan would cause Trousdale Drive to
permanently dead-end and it reserves no right-of-wafor the future extension of Trousdale Drive.”

SUBDIVISIONS:

Preliminary Plats:

Subdivision No. 98S-371U (Public Hearing)
Adler Subdivision

Map 69, Parcel 59

Subarea 3 (1998)

District 1 (Patton)

A request for preliminary approval for 13 lots @mg the south margin of Ashland City Highway, opjte
Drakes Branch Road (5.1 acres), classified withéinRS15 District, requested by Robert Adler,
owner/developer, Dale and Associates, surveyoefgiDed from meeting of 10/29/98).

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending coaddl approval subject to approval by Water Services
and with a variance to the intersection separatgguirements of the Subdivision Regulations. Satd
the subdivision regulations require a minimum dist&abetween intersections of 300 feet. Howevehim
case it is not possible to achieve that much séparaThe proponent has redesigned the plan teeeh
the greatest separation possible, which is less2b8 feet of separation. Staff is recommendinyayal
with at variance. The Public Works staff feels 808 foot requirement should be maintained andhatén
support of this request.
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Mr. Roy Dale, engineer, spoke in favor of the pcognd stated Mr. Adler had wanted to do an askiste
living type project here but that a community megtivas held and the neighborhood was not in fafor o
that. They expressed a preference for a singléyfa®velopment, so that is what Mr. Adler wantgytm
forward with.

Mr. John Watkins expressed concerns about theaggesize of homes to be built in the.

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

Resolution No. 98-903

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-371U, is
APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS AND A VARIANCE TO SECTION 2-6.2.1H(2) OF THE
SUBDIVISION REGULATIONS; PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED (8-0 ).”

Subdivision No. 985-384G (Public Hearing)
Holland Estates

Map 87, Parcels 51 and 114

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)

A request for preliminary approval for four lotsudting the east margin of North New Hope Road, @jtpo
Myra Drive (2.5 acres), classified within the Ristrict, requested by Dwight Holland, owner/de\asog,
Daniels and Associates, surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending apdreith variance to the maximum lot size and lot thep
to width ratio in the Subdivision Regulations. tiis case there are topography problems in this anel
staff feels that does justify a variance.

Mr. Gary Daniels, representing the owner, statedid® present to answer any questions the Commission
might have.

Mr. Stephen Smith moved and Ms. Nielson secondednifition, which carried unanimously, to close the
public hearing and approve the following resolution

Resolution No. 98-904

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-384G, is
APPROVED WITH VARIANCES TO SECTIONS 2-4.2D AND 2-4.2E OF THE SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS; PUBLIC HEARING CLOSED (8-0)."

Subdivision No. 98S-385G (Public Hearing)
Opal Estates

Map 87, Parcels 22 and 24

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)

A request for preliminary approval for 16 lots amg the west margin of North New Hope Road,

approximately 520 feet south of Myra Drive (8.0em)r classified within the RS15 District, requedigd
Dwight Holland, owner/developer, Daniels and Asates, surveyor.
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Ms. Carrington stated that in this case the applicarequesting that after the public hearing thit item
be deferred two weeks so they can work with PulMarks and Water Services and staff would concur.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Stephen Smith secondedniition, which carried unanimously to leave the
public hearing open defer this matter for two weeks

Subdivision No. 985-388U (Public Hearing)
Timber Valley

Map 108, Parcel 196

Map 121, Part of Parcel 185

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 13 (French)

A request for preliminary approval for 45 lots @&mg the south terminus of Timber Valley Drive, agfie
Pleasant View Drive (12.57 acres), classified witthie RS7.5 District, requested by Gill Smith,
owner/developer, MEC, Inc., surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated this is another case wheragiplicant is requesting a deferral for two weeksork
on an issue about the street pattern. They aliagvib work with the staff to come up with a betpdan.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the mptidiich carried unanimously to leave the public
hearing open and defer this matter for two weeks.

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 98S-373U
Whites Creek Subdivision
Map 49, Parcel 200
Subarea 3 (1998)

District 1 (Patton)

A request for final plat approval to create sewan Abutting the east margin of Whites Creek Pike,
approximately 150 feet north of Buena Vista Pik@.{1acres), classified within the R15 District, wegted
by William H. Thompson, owner/developer, Crawforahid Surveyors, surveyor. (Deferred from meeting
of 10/29/98).

Ms. Carrington state staff is recommending disapglro This was deferred from the last meeting sithee
Public Works Department had requested additiowaldplain information on these lots. That inforroati
has never been submitted, so staff cannot recomaq@mebval of this plat as currently proposed.

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

Resolution No. 98-905

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-373U, is
DISAPPROVED (7-0)."
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Subdivision No. 98S-380A
Brentview Hills, Section 4, Lot 62
Map 160-4, Parcel 49

Subarea 12 (1997)

District 32 (Jenkins)

A request to amend the front setback line fromex fo 35 feet and the side setback line from Bbtfe35
feet on a lot abutting the southeast corner of &#attbrive and Pritchett Drive (.69 acres), classifwithin
the R20 District, requested by Teresa Meadows, odeecloper.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending disapgir This final plat would amend front setbacks o
Pritchett Drive and Eatherly Drive. The requirethscks currently are 50 feet on Pritchett Drive 86
feet on Eatherly. The petitioner is requestingritend both setbacks to 35 feet. In this casediteget a
building permit for an addition to the house ontealy. Codes realized after the permit was isghatl
there was a setback encroachment and they isssteg aork order. On the other side of the housg th
are framing a garage and no building permits wétaioned for that structure. The setbacks on ttisvere
amended in 1963 and are actually less than thadetiof the lots of the adjacent homes. Ms. Cgtoim
stated staff recommended disapproval and seesrdeti@ or reason to grant any further amendmetiteo
setbacks. A copy of a petition has been distrihtethe Commission from area neighbors.

Mr. Stephen Smith stated this was a bad situatiarpermit was issued in error, work had beguntaed a
stop work order was issued. If Codes had waiteduple of more weeks the work could have been
completed. It seems that Codes could be sued.

Ms. Nicole Rodrigue, Metro Legal Department, staiacadministrative error of a permit being issuedsd
not give someone the right to build in violationtieé law. There is case law when a person has done

enough construction to have some vested rightsampérmit. A permit is not a contractual relatiupsand
that is the important distinction.

Ms. Theresa Meadows, property owner, stated trashiardship because she is a single parent, thatigh
have permits on everything.

Chairman Smith stated he had a letter from 19 di@®@ieowners around this property asking the
Commission not to approve this because it ruins thew and does not match their setbacks.

Ms. Warren suggested a compromise might be todak the carport and let the building addition dtan
because the addition is what she has the permit on.

Mr. Tom Clayton and Ms. Phyllis Brannon spoke ipogition to the addition and stated it looked
completely out of place. He expressed concerrerdétg the setbacks, their view and property values

Mr. Tim Parker stated he was present the day ector came out and inspected the footing and he
measured off of both streets and construction naati from that point on for the master bedroom.

Mr. Manier moved and Mr. Stephen Smith secondedhrtbon, which carried unanimously to defer this
matter for two weeks to give the applicant and hieags an opportunity to reach a compromise.

Subdivision No. 985-387U

Seven Hills, Section 4, Resubdivision of Lot 1
Map 131-7, Parcel 96

Subarea 10 (1994)

District 33 (Turner)
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A request for final plat approval to subdivide dokinto two lots abutting the southeast cornetafie
Oak Circle and Shy's Hill Road (1.09 acres), cfaesbiwithin the R20 District, requested by W. Mietha
Routh, owner/developer, The Cummings Group, Inzvey/or.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending disapgic These lots met comparability until the linesre
revised to make both lots similar in size and nothlots do not meet comparability. One lot is §1b&
other one is 59% of the average lot size and th&i8ision Regulations require they be 75% of the
average lot size. Therefore, staff is recommendisgpproval. Staff has received 14 letters fraogde in
the immediate area who are in favor of the resubidin. If the Commission chooses to approve fhis,
should be with at variance to comparability.

Mr. Frank Horton and Mr. Michael Routh spoke indawf the proposal and stated all the neighborgwer
in favor of the plan.

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

Resolution No. 98-906

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-387U, is
APPROVED WITH A VARIANCE TO SECTION 2-4.7 OF THE SU BDIVISION REGULATIONS
(7-0).”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Proposal No. 98M-119G
Council Bill No. 098-1443
Forrest Oaks Drive Closure
Map 155

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A council bill to close a portion of Forrest Oaksve from the southern edge of High Forest Couthto
terminus of Forrest Oaks Drive, sponsored by Cdomaenber Vic Lineweaver. (Easements are to be
retained).

Ms. Regen stated the Commission approved a zomgyetfar RS20 zoning on this piece of property
several months ago. That rezoning has not beemveggh The councilmember has not forwarded that
through the Council and it is still on second regdi The reasoning for holding up the zoning i Heis
looking to close two streets. Staff is recommegalisapproval of this closure because it will |dmck
parcel 74.

Councilmember Vic Lineweaver spoke in favor of thesure and stated he had a neighborhood meeting
regarding the zoning. The property would not mellacked and there are severe topographic prokilems
the area.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Small seconded the motidrich carried unanimously to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 98-907

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itDISAPPROVES (7-0) Proposal No.
98M-119G:
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The closure of this road would landlock parcel 749ge sketch) which is part of the Allen’s Green
Planned Unit Development (PUD). In approving the eliminary PUD, the Council endorsed a future
plan of subdivision for parcel 74 with 11 single-fenily lots and a street connection to Forrest Oaks
Drive. Without a connection to Forrest Oaks Drive this portion of the Allen’s Green subdivision
cannot be built as approved. In addition, closinghis road is premature since the future residential
development of parcels 59, 60 and 61 to the soutih¢ Herndon family property), if combined in the
future after they are rezoned to RS20 (098-1311), &y necessitate a connection to Forrest Oaks
Drive.”

Proposal No. 98M-120G
Council Bill No. 098-1444
Collins Road Closure
Map 155

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 35 (Lineweaver)

A council bill to close a portion of Collins Roain its western terminus to a point 600 feet easatds
Old Harding Pike, sponsored by Councilmember Vitelweaver. (Easements are to be retained).

Ms. Regen stated closing this portion of CollinsaBRevould land lock up to 12 parcels. The Legal
Department has investigated this and informed gt#fe Commission were to land lock those pardels
would basically be a taking. Their appraised valaiethe present time are equal to approximately
$1,000,000 so staff is recommending disapproval.

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

Resolution No. 98-908

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itDISAPPROVES (7-0) Proposal No.
98M-120G:

Closure of Collins Road would landlock 12 parcelsy7.01, 57.02, 57.03, 57.04, 57.05, 59, 61, 93, 96,
209, 266, and 270); see sketch. If this closureeeapproved, the owners of these parcels would have
no access to their property.

In addition with no subdivision plat submitted for the Herndon properties (since the RS20 rezoning
has not been approved by Council), prematurely clisg Collins Road could adversely affect future
plat approval by the Planning Commission. Access ia major factor considered when approving
residential subdivisions. Without maintaining all possible points of ingress/egress at this time, the
closure of Collins Road and Forrest Oaks Drive, cdd result in the following:

* One ingress/egress for nearly 400 homes that coldé built on the land to the north if the
rezoning is approved (the Herndon family property -parcels 59, 60 and 61 are combined in the
future).

» Asingle access point for that many residences caneate a public safety concern. Emergency
vehicleswould have longer response times to get to theserhes since they would be coming from
the east. And if an emergency event blocked the teance of the subdivision, serious safety
problems could result.

» Requiring all future residents to use McCrory Lanewould result in them making a

2 mile trip (in each direction) instead of % mildrip using Collins Road to the heart of the
Pasquo community’s center (i.e. Amoco gas statio@haffin’s Dinner Barn Theatre, nursery,
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elementary school, churches, and future Kroger shqgpng center). Using McCrory Lane would

place additional traffic on an already substandardarterial road.”
OTHER BUSINESS:
1. First Quarter FY 1999 Work Program/Budget St&aport.
Mr. Browning stated the First Quarter Work Progfaadget Status Report indicates staff is on schedule
except for one aspect of the Work Program whighescorridor analysis. This is an attempt to eatdu
planning or analyze land use issues based upoiomecause land use and transportation are so
connected. This is a new approach.
Staff has been asked by the Finance Departmertitece our budget by 5% and have worked with Finance

and Personnel to accomplish the reduction.

Mr. Browning handed out a list of Major Planninguss for the Commission to look over and discuss at
future meeting.

ADJOURNMENT:

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

Chairman

Secretary

Minute Approval:
This 25" day of November, 1998
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