MINUTES
OF THE
METROPOLITAN PLANNING COMMISSION
Date: February 18, 1999

Time: 1:00 p.m.
Place: Howard Auditorium
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T. Jeff Browning, Executive Director
Carolyn Perry, Secretary I
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Theresa Carrington, Planning Division Manager
Jennifer Regen, Planner lll

John Reid, Planner Il

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

Mike Calleja, Planner Il

Others Present:



Jim Armstrong, Public Works

Chairman Smith called the meeting to order.

ADOPTION OF AGENDA

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Small seconded the motidrich unanimously passed, to approve the agenda.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF DEFERRED ITEMS

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

215-76-G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
98S-374G Deferred indefinitely, by applicant.
99S-062G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.
99S-063G Deferred two weeks, by applicant.

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

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Small seconded the motidrich unanimously passed to approve the minutes
of the regular meeting of February 4, 1999.

RECOGNITION OF COUNCILMEMBERS

No Councilmembers were present to speak at thig jrothe agenda.

ADOPTION OF CONSENT AGENDA

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

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:

PUD Proposal No. 177-74-U
Century City West

Map 107, Parcel 158
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 15 (Dale)

A request for final approval for a phase of the Gwrcial (General) Planned Unit Development District
located abutting the west margin of Century Citwoard and the east margin of Ermac Drive, classbif
ORI (11.71 acres), to relocate the required parfanghe approved office building, requested by &ag
Smith and Associates for Duke Realty LP., owners.



Resolution No. 99-116

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 177-74-U is given
CONDITIONAL FINAL APPROVAL FOR A PHASE (6-0). The following condition applies:

Prior to the issuance of any building permits, teritconfirmation of final approval of this proposéahll be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortamilanagement and the Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publiorié.”

PUD Proposal No. 28-74-U
Petmed

Map 163, Parcel 265
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request to revise the final plan for a phasénef€ommercial (General) Planned Unit Development
District located abutting the south margin of Betlad, west of Cane Ridge Road (.55 acres), claddifis,
to permit a 1,999 square foot addition to a 3,5%a8age foot existing animal hospital, requested ade/
Hill for Anthony and Jean Girone, owners.

Resolution No. 99-117

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsiwn that Proposal No. 28-74-U is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL TO REVISE THE FINAL PLAN FOR A PHASE (6-0). The following
condition applies:

Prior to the issuance of any building permits, t®ritconfirmation of final approval of this proposakll be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortamislanagement and the Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publioré.”

PUD Proposal No. 89-74-U
Bell Trace Exxon Station
Map 161, Parcel 164
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request to revise the final plan for a portiortted Commercial (General) Planned Unit Development
District, located at the southeast corner of NoléiesPike and Old Hickory Boulevard (1.16 acres),
classified SCR, to permit a 4,100 square foot coieree market/gas station to replace the existihg®
square foot convenience market/gas station, regaidst Jamila C. Maloney for Exxon Corporation,
owners.

Resolution No. 99-118

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 89-74-U is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL TO REVISE THE FINAL PLAN FOR A PORTION (6-0). The
following condition applies:

Prior to the issuance of any building permits, teritconfirmation of final approval of this proposéahll be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortamilanagement and the Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publiorié.”

PUD Proposal No. 60-86-P
Northlake Village PUD
Map 86, Parcel 336



Subarea 14 (1996)
District 12 (Ponder)

A request to revise the preliminary plan and foalfapproval for a portion of the Commercial (Gexte
Planned Unit Development District located abuttimg north margin of Old Hickory Boulevard at Andrew
Jackson Parkway (.67 acres), classified SCC, tmip@6,853 square feet of retail uses, replacinga@
square feet of retail uses, requested by Littlejghgineering Associates for Northlake Village L &uner.

Resolution No. 99-119

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 60-86-P is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL TO REVISE THE PRELIMINARY AND  FINAL APPROVAL FOR
A PORTION OF THE PUD (6-0). The following condition applies:

Prior to the issuance of any building permits, t@ritconfirmation of final approval of this proposakll be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortamislanagement and the Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publioré.”

PUD Proposal No. 88P-009G
Autumn Oaks, Section 2

Map 181, Parcel of Parcel 43
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request to revise the preliminary plan and foafiapproval for a phase of the Residential Plaruit
Development District located abutting the southgimaof Culbertson Road, approximately 400 feet e&st
Nolensville Pike (13.57 acres), classified R20d¢welop 53 single-family lots, requested by Wanzivid
Associates, P.L.L.C. for Amnon Shreibman and Niskl&s, optionees, for Paul Johnson and B & Y
Enterprises, owners. (Also requesting final pfgtraval for Phase 2, 99S-025G).

Resolution No. 99-120

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsitn that Proposal No. 88P-009G is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL TO REVISE THE PRELIMINARY AND  FINAL APPROVAL FOR
A PHASE OF THE PUD; APPROVAL OF FINAL PLAT FOR PHAS E 2 SUBJECT TO A BOND
OF $434,000.00 (6-0)The following conditions apply:

1. Prior to the issuance of any building permitstten confirmation of final approval of this
proposal shall be forwarded to the Planning Coniomsky the Stormwater Management and the Traffic
Engineering Sections of the Metropolitan DepartnwdriRublic Works.

2. Prior to the issuance of any building permitsHbase 2, a final plat shall be recorded for Phase
prior to the recording of the final plat for Phaseand bonds shall be posted in the amount of $084for
water, sewer, and roads.

3. Storm water detention for the entire site depelent shall be included in the design of Phase 3, o
the next phase of this Planned Unit Development.”
SUBDIVISIONS:

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 985-418G
High Ridge, Phase 1



Map 159, Part of Parcels 49 and 50
Subarea 10 (1994)
District 33 (Turner)

A request for final plat approval to create 11 klsitting the east margin of Granny White Pike,
approximately 660 feet south of Camelot Road (13@#s), classified within the R40 District, regees

by High Ridge, LLC, owner/developer, Arrowhead Syrvsurveyor. (Deferred from meetings of 11/25/98,
12/10/98 and 1/7/99).

Resolution No. 99-121

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-418G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $251,000.00 (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S-060G

High Valley, Section 1, Resubdivision
of Lots 3,4,5and 6

Map 159-7-A, Parcels 3-6

Subarea 10 (1994)

District 33 (Turner)

A request for final plat approval to consolidaterftots into three lots abutting the west margitdagh
Valley Drive, approximately 175 feet northwest ahé@n Drive (4.33 acres), classified within the R40
District, requested by McCohen Development Corponabwner/developer, C. Michael Moran, surveyor.

Resolution No. 99-122

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 99S-060G, is
APPROVED (6-0)."

Subdivision No. 99S5-064U
Gaylord Entertainment Company
Map 73, Parcels 2, 17 and 245
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 15 (Dale)

A request for final plat approval to reconfigureeth parcels into four lots abutting the southwesher of
McGavock Pike and Briley Parkway (40.5 acres),sifees] within the CA, OR20 and R15 Districts,
requested by Opryland Hospitality, Inc., owner/deper, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc.,
surveyor.

Resolution No. 99-123

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-064U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $745,500.00 (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S-065U
Watercrest Townhomes, Phase 2
(Horizontal Property Regime)
Map 136, Part of Parcel 80

Subarea 13 (1996)
District 29 (Holloway)



A request for final plat approval to record 37 srabutting the east margin of Old Anderson Roagpsjte
Anderson Road (7.56 acres), classified within th® Residential Planned Unit Development District,
requested by Pulte Homes Tennessee, LP, ownerfg@relThomas, Miller and Partners, surveyor.

Resolution No. 99-124

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-065U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $121,500.00 (6-0).

Subdivision No. 99S-067G
Autumn Oaks, Phase 1

Map 181, Parcels 40 and 233
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request for final plat approval to create 38 klsitting the northeast margin of Nolensville Pike,
approximately 2,065 feet southeast of CulbertsoadRd3.18 acres), classified within the R20 Redidken
Planned Unit Development District, requested byJdxine Sullivan and B and Y Enterprises,
owners/developers, Anderson-Delk and Associates, $nrveyor.

Resolution No. 99-125

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 99S-067G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $273,500.00 (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S5-068U
Baby Ruth Condominiums
Map 163, Parcels 140 and 263
Subarea 13 (1996)

District 28 (Hall)

A request for final plat approval to consolidat®tparcels into one lot abutting the east margiBaify
Ruth Lane, approximately 1,400 feet north of MteWiRoad (1.29 acres), classified within the RM20
District, requested by Asgard Group, LLC, owner&leper, Dale and Associates, Inc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 99-126

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-068U, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $9,000.00 (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S-069G

Boone Trace at Biltmore, Sections 2 and 3,
Resubdivision of Lots 121, 122 and 162-164

Map 126-15-A, Parcels 102, 103 and 162-164

Subarea 6 (1996)

District 23 (Crafton)

A request for final plat approval to reconfiguresfilots abutting the southwest margin of Aimes Cand
the north margin of Daniel Trace (1.36 acres),gifiesl within the RS20 Residential Planned Unit
Development District, requested by Fox Ridge Horres, and Thomas J. and Martha D. Masla,
owners/developers, Barge, Waggoner, Sumner andobahrc., surveyor.

Resolution No. 99-127




“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-069G, is
APPROVED (6-0).”

Reguest for Bond Extension

Subdivision No. 96P-007G

Banbury Crossings, Section 1

Jones Lank Company, LLC, principal
[Buildout is at 75%]

Located abutting the west margin of Edmondson Rigppsite Mt. Pisgah Road.

Resolution No. 99-128

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension of a performance bond for Subdivision 8&8P-007G, Bond No. 97BD-007, Banbury Crossings,
Section 1 in the amount of $10,500 to 5/18/99 suthie submittal of an amendment to the preseneLeit
Credit by3/1/99which extends its expiration date to 11/18/B8ilure of principal to provide amended
security documents shall be grounds for collectiowithout further notification.”

Reguest for Bond Extension and Replacement

Subdivision No. 90S-267U
Birdwell Subdivision, Phase 1
Joe Birdwell, principal
[Buildout is at 50%]

Located abutting west margin of Birdwell Drive, apxmately 338 feet south of Campbell Road.

Resolution No. 99-129

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension and replacement of a performance bon8dbdivision No. 90S-267U, Bond No. 90BD-032,
Birdwell Subdivision, Phase 1 in the amount of $08,to 9/1/99 subject to submittal of appropriate
security and execution of a replacement bon&/ti9/99which extends its expiration date to 3/1/2000.
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification.”

Subdivision No. 97S-384U
Brownstone, Section 1
Pulte Homes, Inc., principal
[Buildout is at 65%]
Located abutting the north margin of Cloverlandv@riopposite Cottonport Drive.

Resolution No. 99-130

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension and replacement of a performance bon8dbdivision No. 97S-384U, Bond No. 97BD-062,
Brownstone, Section 1 in the amount of $270,8002445/99 subject to submittal of appropriate seguri
and execution of a replacement bond3i8/99which extends its expiration date to 6/15/20B8&ilure of
principal to provide amended security documents sHhbe grounds for collection without further
notification.”



Subdivision No. 97S-474U

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

[Buildout is at 70%]

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

Resolution No. 99-131

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension and replacement of a performance bon8udbdivision No. 97S-474U, Bond No. 97BD-066,
Townhomes of Fredericksburg, Phase 2, Sectiorttieimmount of $8,000 to 12/15/99 subject to sulamitt
of appropriate security and execution of a replaa@rbond byd/18/99which extends its expiration date to
6/15/2000 Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection
without further notification.”

Subdivision No. 985-023G
Williams Grove, Section 1
Pulte Homes, Inc., principal
[Buildout is at 60%]

Located abutting the southwest corner of Old Smgoad and Edmonson Pike.

Resolution No. 99-132

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension and replacement of a performance bon8udbdivision No. 98S-023G, Bond No. 98BD-027,
Williams Grove, Section 1 in the amount of $91,76@2/15/99 subject to submittal of appropriateusiye
and execution of a replacement bond3ki8/99which extends its expiration date to 6/15/20B8ilure of
principal to provide amended security documents sHhbe grounds for collection without further
notification.”

Subdivision No. 985-044U
Watercrest Townhomes, Phase 1
Pulte Homes, Inc., principal
[Buildout is at 55%]

Located abutting the east margin of Old AndersoadRepposite Anderson Road.

Resolution No. 99-133

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsien that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension and replacement of a performance bon8udbdivision No. 985-044U, Bond No. 98BD-028,
Watercrest Townhomes, Phase 1 in the amount of,$2@60 12/15/99 subject to submittal of appropriat
security and execution of a replacement bon8/&g/99which extends its expiration date to 6/15/2000.
Failure of principal to provide amended security d@uments shall be grounds for collection without
further notification.”

Subdivision No. 98S-271U
Brownstone, Section 2
Pulte Homes, Inc., principal
[Buildout is at 0%]

Located abutting the west margin of Greystoke Dré@feet northeast of Almadale Circle.



Resolution No. 99-134

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it herebAPPROVES the request for
extension and replacement of a performance bon8dbdivision No. 98S-271U, Bond No. 98BD-099,
Brownstone, Section 2 in the amount of $311,0002415/99 subject to submittal of appropriate seguri
and execution of a replacement bond3i8/99which extends its expiration date to 6/15/20B&ilure of
principal to provide amended security documents shHhbe grounds for collection without further
notification.”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Mandatory Referral No. 99M-018U
Closure of Alley 138

Map 93-16, Parcel 341

Subarea 11 (1993)

District 16 (Graves)

A request to close Alley 138 between Fairfield Awerand Donelson Street for the construction ofva ne
school building at Napier Elementary School, reteeby Phillip Holmes of Volunteer Surveying,
appellant. (Easements are to be abandoned).

Resolution No. 99-135

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (6-0)Proposal No.
99M-018U."

Mandatory Referral No. 99M-020U

Council Bill No. 099-1518

Hermitage Connector Road Property Acquisition
Map 86, Parcels 65, 66, 67, 147 and 288
Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)

A council bill authorizing the acquisition of prapeby negotiation or condemnation for the new Higmge
Connector Road which will connect Dodson ChapeldRarad Central Pike, providing access to the new
Hermitage Community Center Complex.

Resolution No. 99-136

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (6-0)Proposal No.
99M-020U."

Mandatory Referral No. 99M-024U
Shelby Bottoms Easement Acceptance
Map 84, Part of Parcel 28

Subarea 5 (1994)

District 7 (Campbell)

A request from the Public Property Administratoafiprove the acceptance of a 15’ wide permaneiht tra
easement south of Shadow Lane by the Metropolimre@ment of Nashville and Davidson County for the
use and benefit of the Metro Greenways Commissiaonjunction with the Shelby Bottoms Greenway.

Resolution No. 99-137




"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (6-0)Proposal No.
99M-024U.”

Mandatory Referral No. 99M-027U
Brick Church Pike Property Sale
Map 60, Parcel 28

Subarea 3 (1998)

District 2 (Black)

A request from the Public Property Administratoafiprove the sale of certain property located 4629
Brick Church Pike and owned by the Metropolitan &ownent of Nashville and Davidson County.

Resolution No. 99-138

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (6-0)Proposal No.
99M-027U."

This concluded the items on the consent agenda.

PUBLIC HEARING: SUBAREA 10 AMENDMENT. (DEFERRED F ROM MEETING OF 2/4/99).
(PUBLIC HEARING OPEN):

Mr. Ed Owens, representing the petitioner, statadl tivo weeks ago he had asked for a deferralien th
matter in order to meet with the neighborhood oizgtions along the Twenty-first Avenue corridor
because of concerns about the change in landTusere have been a couple of meetings and there
continues to be concern about changes of landnuge ivicinity of 1-440 along this corridor. The
neighborhood organizations are not in a positioertertain the addition of office uses on this gaatiof
the interchange. Therefore, the property owner,Bfaves, has agreed to work with the communitg on
residential development at a higher density tharctirrent zoning of the property and with a higlemsity
than within the Subarea 10 Plan policy for mediughtdensity. Based on those mutual agreements, he
asked the Commission to allow him to amend hisestifrom office concentration policy to high dewpsit
residential.

He requested the Commission to accept his withdriowaffice concentration policy, set the public
hearing date and re-advertise the public hearinghtoMarch 18, 1999 meeting.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the motidich carried unanimously, to close the public
hearing, accept the withdrawal of the proposal, setdhe public hearing for March 18, 1999.

Mr. Browning pointed out that staff has some proigewith the high density policy in that area andaes
cost over $700 to advertise public hearings. Htedshe Commission to take this action with some
thought that this proposal may be questionable.

Chairman Smith asked if the applicant had to pBeeaagain.

Mr. Browning stated there is no fee.

PUBLIC HEARING: Jefferson Street Subarea 8 PLAN AMENDMENT.
Ms. Frank stated this is a public hearing to comsaimending the Subarea 8 Plan. The amendmerdsiequ

before the Commission addresses land use and gaskines associated with commercial development on
shallow lots along Jefferson Street. The spedifiestion is whether it is necessary and appropttate

10



provide for general expansion in the depth of conciaéuses along Jefferson Street with parking joled
behind buildings in order to achieve a compacttinaous and pedestrian friendly development pattern
This issue was brought before the Planning Comorisat the January™meeting during the discussion of
a zone change request. The applicant requesteddoe nine parcels on Scovel Street from the R&iDi
to the OR20 District to provide parking for theutg Jubilee Restaurant on Jefferson Street.

The Subarea 8 Plan acknowledges the importance of revitalizing Jefier Street and recognizes that the
lack of parking serves as an obstacle to its rixé@ton. The subarea plan recommends that thiengar
problem be addressed through the development atidated surface parking lots along Jeffersonestre
Addressing the parking problem in this manner waydderally enable revitalization objectives for
Jefferson Street to be met without impeding theredfthat are also being undertaken to revitahee t
adjacent residential neighborhoods.

However, the approach to resolving the parking [emis that is embodied in ti8ebarea 8 Plan does
present some disadvantages. One of the disadesngthat it may not always be possible to develop
surface parking lots when and where they are meestied. This appears to be the case with the Jubilee
Restaurant, which is intended to be a major anakerfor this segment of Jefferson Street and wesEs a
catalyst for additional development. The develepdrthe restaurant, who are adaptively reusirgadr
church, have been unable to obtain adjacent lantalefferson Street to develop parking. Another
disadvantage to the approach taken inQligarea 8 Plan is that it would result in an interrupted
development pattern that is not in keeping withtistoric character of Jefferson Street.

Staff recommends limited expansion of the deptbomfimercial zoning along Jefferson Street betwedm 10
Avenue North and 1-40 in cases involving the adagpteuse of older structures that are unable td oree
site parking requirements. A similar provisiopisvided for an area on the south side of Jeffe&tomet

in the Subarea 9 updated plan.

The parcels on Scovel Street are within the Resimldiedium Density policy. The Commercial Artdria
Existing policy applies to properties fronting &ffon Street. This commercial policy acknowledbes
existence of linear commercial development and erages its containment. The Residential Medium
Density policy acknowledges the conservation amanation of residential development at 4 to 9 upés
acre. The north side of Jefferson Street is in &&8 and the south side of Jefferson Streetvitisn
Subarea 9. The Subarea 9 updated plan takeslarsipproach with regard to encroachment of non-
residential activities into the abutting residelndieea, in this case Hope Gardens. Parking canttrare
addressed in the Subarea 9 updated plan by sperdyi area where an exception to the general
encroachment policy may be made. This limited agjman is provided in the area immediately north of
Meharry Boulevard for joint parking if appropridéandscaping is employed to buffer the residentieha
and access is confined to Jefferson Street.

In its heyday, Jefferson Street served as the bssiand cultural center for Nashville’s African-Aman
community. It is important to note that the chagactf Jefferson Street has never been one of canim
nonresidential development in buildings with shanedls, as in the case of Hillsboro Village andidtn
Place. Jefferson Street frontage was developddanitixture of residential, commercial and institngl
uses. Today, efforts are being taken to revitaleféerson Street to regain the prosperity andtityeit
enjoyed during that era. These efforts includd ipatblic and private investments. The segment of
Jefferson Street that is west 8f Avenue North and east of I1-40 is included in thélips-Jackson
Redevelopment District, which is administered by W#and includes adjacent residential areas. The
objectives of the redevelopment plan, to name a #é&&to establish harmonious land use relatiosship
revitalize commercial uses on Jefferson Stregbrémote new commercial establishments along Jefifiers
Street to support adjacent residential areas; @edtiance the conservation goals for adjacent
neighborhoods, like the Buena Vista National Regiblistoric District and the Hope Gardens
neighborhood. The land use and redevelopmentypobectives reflect the fact that nearby residdnti
communities have historically provided the primargrket for commercial uses along Jefferson Striés.
likely that revitalization of commercial uses aloigfferson Street will be successful only if reliat@ion of
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adjacent neighborhoods is likewise successful.réfbee, it is very important that these efforts are
compatible and coordinated.

The dramatic increase in automobile usage thatakas place since the heyday of Jefferson Street
precludes the ability to revitalize it with a cantous development pattern without affecting efftots
revitalize the adjacent neighborhoods. If parkieguirements are not met along the frontage oédsdh
Street, they must be met behind it. The mostyiketations for this problem to be acute are widder
non-residential structures are being revitalizedctommercial use. Recognizing the importance of
retaining these structures that provide a senbéstdrical continuity to the area, staff recommelitied
expansion of the depth of commercial zoning aleeftpdson Street between 10th Avenue North andik40
cases involving the adaptive reuse of older strastthat are unable to meet on-site parking reogngs.
The Commission was provided with the proposednedifications that would support this limited
expansion along Jefferson Street. This segmedefférson Street can legitimately be viewed as napb
to the success of the overall revitalization effgiten its location near the Bicentennial Mall,g¢o
Gardens, and Germantown, where revitalization &ffare well underway. Staff does not recommend the
general expansion of the depth of commercial zoalogg the entire stretch of Jefferson Street. The
general expansion in this manner could be detriadémiachieving a necessary balance between needed
commercial services and successful revitalizatioth@® adjoining residential areas north and sofith o
Jefferson Street.

It is recognized that this solution presents its @isadvantages, the first being that it could lteésisome
speculative rezonings and the second being thet theuld be some delay involved for Jefferson $tree
property owners who would need to seek case-by+teasmings. Although this treatment of the parking
needs for the north side of Jefferson Street isesdmt more liberal than for the south side, thitedgntial
treatment is reasonable given the importance depting the substantial ongoing investments that ar
being made to implement both tBabarea 9 Masterplan: 1997 Update and theHope Gardens
Neighborhood Plan.

Mr. Anthony Holt, Chief Operations Office with tllefferson Life Corporation, spoke in favor of the
Subarea 8 Plan amendment, emphasized the neectéoparking and asked the Commission for their
approval.

Mr. Lawson stated he agreed with the applicantttierie was a need for parking but that he did reottwo
create the basis for spot zoning at the expensardsredevelopment.

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

Resolution No. 99-139

“WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Planning Commission atgajtheSubarea 8 Plan on March 27, 1995; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 4 Section 4.31 C 2 on Pages 7Y@ this plan contains a Residential Medium
density land use policy for Area 4k which calls fioe conservation and promotion of residential
development at a density of four to nine dwellimifsiper acre; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 4 Section 4.31 C 3 on Pages 78aruf this plan contains a Commercial Arterial
Existing land use policy for Area 6¢ which acknoddes the existence of linear commercial development
and encourages the containment of commercial asels;

WHEREAS, Chapter 6 Section 6.22 B 1 on Page 11Bisflan contains a suggested design plan that

provides more specific guidance regarding the patitent for the segment of Jefferson Street betvi®
Avenue North and 1-265/40; and

12



WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on Februaryl®®9 to consider the merits of providing for lincite
expansion of the depth of commercial zoning alaeftpdson Street in order to achieve a compact,
continuous and pedestrian friendly developmenepattand

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Planning Commission fittlaiat this change is warranted so as to provide
additional opportunities for the revitalization Jdfferson Street;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Metropaiit&lanning Commission hereBypOPTS
Amendment No.1 to thBubarea 8 Plan as set forth in “Attachment A” to this resolutiand incorporates
this amendment into th&ubarea 8 Plan.”

ZONE CHANGE PROPOSALS:

Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-125U

Council Bill No. 099-1542

Map 135, Parcels 69 (1.67 acres), 261 (.11 acres)
and 273 (50 acres)

Subarea 13 (1996)

District 27 (Sontany)

A council bill to change from AR2a and R15 Distsitd SCC (8.77 acres) and RS7.5 (43.01 acresjothstr
properties located at 2215 Murfreesboro Pike andidesboro Pike (unnumbered), on the east margin of
Franklin Limestone Road at the northern terminu®lofe Circle (51.78 acres), requested by Marion
Thurman, appellant, for Francis Ransom, James Ws®ta et ux, and Solomon Chapel A.M.E., owners.

Ms. Regen stated this item is a Council bill thdk ke going to the March 2, 1999 public hearinghe
Commission previously looked at this zone changeylaar. Staff is recommending disapproval of this
rezoning in that it does not differ from the recoemdation last year. The single family residential
proposed here is higher than what the policy tpatias to this area calls for in the Subarea 18 .PlEhat
policy is residential low-medium and that calls fomaximum of 4 units per acre and the single famil
being proposed allows up to 4.7 units per acreerd@lare also stub out streets from Ransom Villatgethe
proposed subdivision. This was developed at aBdutinits per acre. Staff recommends that zonmthe
proposed property be consistent with the developiméensity on the adjacent property.

Staff is also recommending disapproval of the consraézoning on the front portion of the property
because it falls within a residential medium paliaich is calling for residential uses either mtdmily
or higher intensity single family, such as RS5.

Chairman Smith asked what was to the lower sidbeproperty.

Ms. Regen stated that area was the Nashboro ViRage where the Kroger store is located.

Chairman Smith stated he supported the commergitiefront side.

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motidnich carried with Chairman Smith in
opposition, to approve the following resolution:

Resolution No. 99-140

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 98Z-125U
is DISAPPROVED (5-1) with support for RS10, but no commercial zoning:
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These properties fall within the Subarea 13 Plan’Residential Medium (RM) policy (4 to 9 units per
acre) along Murfreesboro Pike and Residential Low Mdium (RLM) policy (up to 4 units per acre) to
the west. The SCC district is not consistent with R policy and the RS7.5 district exceeds the
Residential Low Medium (RLM) policy’s maximum of 4 units per acre on the east margin of
Franklin Limestone Road. The RS10 district is the peferred zoning district on the east margin of
Franklin Limestone Road since it would minimize fuure traffic impacts and is consistent with RLM
policy and the single-family development pattern tahe south. The RS5, RM4, RM6, or RM9 districts
are appropriate along the Murfreesboro Pike frontage, consistent with RM policy.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 99Z-002T
Council Bill No. 099-1545
Subarea 11 (1993)

A council bill to amend Section 17.16.250.B. of #@ning Regulations by permitting consignment sales
cultural centers, religious institutions, or comityeducation uses which are within residentiatrdiss,
sponsored by Councilmembers Mike Wooden, Eric Graéind Phil Ponder.

Ms. Regen stated this text amendment is in responsalls Councilmembers have received about
consignment sales not being permitted in residieatéas and particularly at schools that use thefarad
raisers. This amendment is proposing to allow igmmsent sales in the residential areas, only omathu
properties, school properties and cultural centenich could be a museum or a library. The consignt
sales would be restricted to the same regulatisrssgarage sale, such as, two times a year am fimore
than three days. Staff is recommending approv#ilisfamendment.

Ms. Nielson asked if this included community cester

Ms. Regen stated it did not.

Councilmember Phil Ponder stated he signed onisathendment purely because he had received several
phone calls about the situation and some of thalle were from people that don’t conduct consignmen
sales. As along as this is controlled with twoetina year, which is reasonable, it will comply véttot of

people’s wishes in the neighborhoods.

Ms. Regen stated this amendment was limited tootias; schools or cultural centers because thelycanra
fide nonprofit organizations.

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

Resolution No. 99-141

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 99Z-002T
is APPROVED (6-0):

The proposed amendment clarifies a long standing farpretation by the Zoning Administrator that
non-profit consignment sale fundraisers are a perntied use within residential districts.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 997-015U
Map 83-9, Parcel 160

Subarea 5 (1994)

District 6 (Beehan)

A request to change from CN to MUL district proeat 6 South 14th Street, approximately 200 feetino

of Holly Street (.09 acres), requested by Boblyakis, appellant, for Bobby J. and Carole A. Davis,
owners.
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Ms. Regen stated the applicant is asking for MUt staff felt that was too high of an intensity asds a
zoning district in this area. Therefore, staff wasommending disapproval. Since the staff repad sent
to the Commission the applicant has agreed to MbiNng and now staff is recommending approval.

Mr. Greg Davis stated he was trying to sell theperty and the rezoning would make it more appedbting
someone that wants to bring in a business thatdwgeivice the community.

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

Resolution No. 99-142

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that Zone Change Proposal No. 99Z-015U
is APPROVED as amended to request MUN (6-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 5 Plan’s unnapped neighborhood commercial policy calling
for a limited range of retail trade and consumer sevices for nearby residential areas. The MUN
district, restricted to lower intensities of develpment, is appropriate to implement this neighborhod
commercial policy.”

Zone Change Proposal No. 99Z-016U
Map 162, Parcel 86

Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request to change from OR20 to CS district propatr 14897 Old Hickory Boulevard, approximately
200 feet south of Bell Road (1.46 acres), requésyeceon Hampton, appellant/owner.

Ms. Regen stated this is an area with an unmapeigthimorhood commercial policy. Staff is
recommending disapproval of this rezoning requedtthat does not differ from what staff suggested i
October of 1997 when the applicant applied for OB&Qhis property. This commercial node already
exceeds the 100,000 square feet allowed.

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

Resolution No. 99-143

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsi@n that Zone Change Proposal No. 997-016U
is DISAPPROVED (6-0):

This property falls within the Subarea 12 Plan’s umapped neighborhood commercial policy calling
for a maximum of 100,000 square feet of commercialevelopment around the Bell Road/Old Hickory
Boulevard intersection. It is not appropriate to intensify the commercial zoning around this
neighborhood node which already provides 185,371 sgre feet of commercial development
opportunity. The existing OR20 zoning serves as elter transition to the adjacent residential area
which the CS district does not provide.”

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT OVERLAY DISTRICTS:
PUD Proposal No. 74-81-G

Bell Forge Media Play
Map 163, Parcel 295
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Subarea 13 (1996)
District 28 (Hall)

A request to revise the preliminary plan of the @uarcial (General) Planned Unit Development District
located abutting the east margin of Bell Road dk Berge Lane (7.81 acres), classified AR2a, to add
6,600 square foot restaurant/bar, to redesignoiteibn and size of parking stalls, and to perimired
parking between two restaurant/bar uses, Media &idySuperpetz, requested by Dale and Associates fo
Moses Lerner, owner.

Ms. Regen stated this request is to add to theeptelevelopment a 6,600 square foot restaurardftthe
corner of Bell Forge Lane and Bell Road. In tredfseport, staff had indicated recommendation of
disapproval because at the time the report wasapedthere were some revisions the applicant wexgdo
to the layout of the parking lot. Specificallyetfiraffic Engineer had asked for the removal okivay
spaces at the back of the building and to the andkto re-stripe the lot to accommodate the reduire
parking in the front and on the side facing BelbRo The applicant has accomplished that and ta#idr
Engineer is recommending approval of the sharekim@gstudy. Staff is recommending approval to this
revision to the preliminary plan.

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

Resolution No. 99-144

“BE IT RESOLVED hy the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that Proposal No. 74-81-G is given
CONDITIONAL APPROVAL OF A REVISION TO A PORTION OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAN
(6-0). The following condition applies:

Prior to the issuance of any building permits, t@ritconfirmation of final approval of this proposakll be
forwarded to the Planning Commission by the Stortamislanagement and the Traffic Engineering
Sections of the Metropolitan Department of Publioré.”

SUBDIVISIONS:

Preliminary Plats:

Subdivision No. 985-128G (Public Hearing)
Rockwood Estates (2nd Revision)

Map 86, Parcel 102

Subarea 14 (1996)

District 12 (Ponder)

A request for preliminary approval for 26 lots [t 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/developeEQViinc., surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending apdro@m the last preliminary that was approved the
applicant was doing a street connection to thehnamtthe west and now they are changing it to #s €ide
in order to avoid rock on the western location. eWlthis application came through the last timesth#
did look at the larger undeveloped property tortbeh and did lay out a potential street networtt have
look at it in regard to changing this location fbe connection and believe that is acceptableff Stald
like to make a note that when the final plat comease stub street off of Rockwood is not thererently
and that would have to bonded as part of their ampments.

16



Councilmember Phil Ponder stated this proposah isrgprovement over what had previously been
suggested.

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

Resolution No. 99-145

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 98S-128G, is
APPROVED (6-0)."

Subdivision No. 985-432G (Public Hearing)
Kendall Springs Subdivision

Map 172, Parcels 46, 47 and 54-59
Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request for preliminary approval for 32 lots @mg the north margin of Mt. Pisgah Road, approxeha
430 feet east of Edmondson Pike (12.76 acres)kifiebwithin the RS15 District, requested by Rick
Blackburn, owner/developer, S & A Surveying, sumey

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending apgdroVais is a cluster lot proposal and has been on
several agendas in the past. The issue was prbpgosee-sacs and there was only one entrancesto th
subdivision. The applicant has now revised tha pteextend the street to their eastern boundahere is
another subdivision coming in on the southern siddt. Pisgah that will be creating a road conratti

Mr. Jerry Batson, project engineer, stated he wasemt to answer any questions the Commission might
have.

Ms. Frances Brown expressed concerns regardingatraiand boundary line discrepancies.
Chairman Smith asked staff to notify Ms. Brown whiea final plat came before the Commission.

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

Resolution No. 99-146

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsitn No. 98S-432G, is
APPROVED, WITH A REQUEST TO REVIEW THE UPGRADE OF M T. PISGAH ROAD PRIOR
TO FINAL PLAT APPROVAL (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S-066G (Public Hearing)
Winfield Park, Phases 1 and 2, Section 2
Map 172, Parcel 75

Map 172-14-B, Parcel 126

Subarea 12 (1997)

District 31 (Alexander)

A request for preliminary approval for 84 lots @mg the northwest corner of Holt Road and Winfield

Park (28.86 acres), classified within the RS10Mistrequested by Danco Properties, Inc., and &idel
Simpson, owners/developers, Arrowhead Survey, sorve
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Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending apdroVae first section to the east was approvedyaat
and this one is proposing several street connestmthe east, is connecting to the PUD to the waedtis
providing an access to Mt. Pisgah to the north.

No one was present to speak at the public hearing.

Mr. Manier stated he was very concerned about iraproved section of Mt. Pisgah Road.

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

Resolution No. 99-147

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-066G, is
APPROVED WITH A REQUEST TO REVIEW THE UPGRADE OF MT . PISGAH ROAD PRIOR
TO FINAL PLAT APPROVAL (6-0).”

Final Plats:

Subdivision No. 99S-011U
Vincent Subdivision

Map 117-3, Parcel 38
Subarea 10 (1994)
District 25 (Kleinfelter)

A request for final plat approval to subdivide dokinto two lots abutting the north margin of Cetlane,
approximately 198 feet west of Hazelwood Drive 1a@res), classified within the R8 District, redees
by Janie E. Vincent, owner/developer, Cherry Lands/8ying, surveyor. (Deferred from meetings of
1/21/99 and 2/4/99).

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending disapglt The lot was platted in 1941 and does extleed
maximum lot size, the 4 to 1 lot depth to widtHaan the Subdivision Regulations, as will the two
proposed lots. It does lessen the degree of ndoignity; however, this is an urban area and staitihd
prefer to see a smaller lot pattern for efficierdvision of services. Staff looked at the pos#ipdf doing
a small cul-de-sac and three or four lots, whicluldianeet the Subdivision Regulations, but the @il
has not submitted a revised plat to that effedteyTare requesting a variance to the maximum #et and
the lot depth to width ratio.

Ms. Beth Mitchell, owner, stated she understoodgite of the Planning Commission was to create lots
that are comparable to the neighborhoods thataheyjn and to protect the character of those
neighborhoods. This property is in a 50 year oldlder neighborhood and the hardship for the vaeas
that the 2004 Cedar Lane lot is 70,000 squaregfeets not comparable to any lot in the neighbodhoo
Without the variance the only thing to do is putipublic street and create a minimum of 3 lotsore.
The back of this lot is wooded and is a good buffera condominium complex. By granting this vada

it would allow the creation of a lot that is mo@tparable to the other lots in the neighborhoodopitld

be better utilization of the land, it would protéloe character of the neighborhood, preserve tietrggss of
the area, prevent destruction of 50 and 60 yeatre&s and prevent additional traffic.

Mr. Small moved and Mr. Lawson seconded the motidrich carried unanimously, to approve the
following resolution:

Resolution No. 99-148
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“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-011U, is
APPROVED WITH A VARIANCE TO SECTIONS 2-4.2D AND 2-4.2E OF THE SUBDIVISION
REGULATIONS (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S5-043U
Anderson Road Property
Map 150, Parcel 258
Subarea 13 (1996)
District 29 (Holloway)

A request for final plat approval to record onegehas one lot abutting the east margin of AndefRoad,
opposite High Rigger Drive (1.12 acres), classifiéthin the R10 District, requested by Phillips Blairs,
owner/developer, MEC, Inc., surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending disapgic This final plat would record one parcel ag tot
on the east margin of Anderson Road. The proplmerkceeds the maximum lot size of 30,000 square
feet in the Subdivision Regulations. In additithrere is a street that stubs into the property filoereast
and this plat is not proposing any right-of-way idation or extension of this road.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motichich carried unanimously, to disapprove
subdivision 99S-043U.

[This item was reconsidered later in the agenda.]

Subdivision No. 99S-059G

Northfork Industrial Park, Phase 2, Section 1
Map 12, Parcel 50

Subarea 2 (1995)

District 10 (Garrett)

A request for final plat approval to record onegedas one lot abutting the east margin of
Chessie/Seaboard Railroad and the north termin@akbluff Lane (36.21 acres), classified within tRe
District, requested by Northfork Properties, Irwner/developer, Crawford Land Surveyor, surveyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending coaddl approval subject to approval by Water Services
This is a final plat that would record one parcebae lot. The preliminary plat was approved i83 @ith
23 lots. Since that time Phase 1 has been plhaited! lots. The petitioner is requesting that temainder
of the subdivision be approved as one lot. Orotiiginal plat there was a street extending thratigh
property. With this change the street is no longaressary.

Mr. Bill McClanahan spoke in favor of the project.

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

Resolution No. 99-149

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-059G, is
APPROVED SUBJECT TO WATER SERVICES DEPARTMENT APPRO VAL (6-0).”

Subdivision No. 99S-061U
Gil Smith Estates

Map 108-8, Parcel 10
Subarea 14 (1996)
District 14 (Stanley)
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A request for final plat approval to subdivide gacel into two lots abutting the north margin ddEHill
Pike, approximately 190 feet west of White PinevBr{2.21 acres), classified within the RS10 Distric
requested by Gil Smith, owner/developer, MEC, Inaryeyor.

Ms. Carrington stated staff is recommending coaddl approval subject to a bond for the extensfon o
sewer and with a variance to the maximum lot sizié subdivision regulations. This is a request t
subdivide one parcel in to two lots. In this case of the lots does exceed the maximum lot sizken
Subdivision Regulations; however, due to steepdogguhy and a drainage ravine in the site theralis o
room for one building site in order for the gravitgw sewer to work, and therefore, the variance is
justified in this case.

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

Resolution No. 99-150

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Commission that Sulsittn No. 99S-061U, is
APPROVED WITH A VARIANCE TO SECTION 2-4.2D OF THE S UBDIVISION REGULATIONS
AND SUBJECT TO A BOND OF $30,000.00 (6-0).”

MANDATORY REFERRALS:

Mandatory Referral No. 99M-025U
Resolution No. R99-1413
Metro Hospital Authority Property Transfer

A resolution authorizing the transfer and assunmptiball properties, functions, and obligationgtod
Metropolitan Nashville General Hospital and Bordebiospital to the newly created Hospital Authoify
the Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Dawid€ounty.

Mr. Calleja stated staff is recommending approvidiis mandatory is for a transfer of propertieg tra
owned by Nashville General Hospital as well asBbedeaux Hospital to a new authority that is in the
process of being created called the Hospital Aiitthof Metropolitan Government of Nashville and
Davidson County. This mandatory before the Comimistoday is for approval to allow for the transfdr
property owned by those entities to the new autyrori

Chairman Smith asked if the Legal Department wearewf this mandatory.

Ms. Rodrigue, Metro Legal, stated the Legal Departiiad been involved in the transactions.

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

Resolution No. 99-151

"BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsian that itAPPROVES (6-0)Proposal No.
99M-025U."

OTHER BUSINESS:

1. Proposed public road access at Old Hickory Baul Maryland Farms Business Park in
Brentwood, Tennessee. (Deferred from meetingg®@9Q, 1/21/99 and 2/4/99).

20



Mr. Browning stated the Commission has had a ldagding request from the City of Brentwood to
provide an additional public point of access to @ldkory Boulevard for Maryland Farms. That hasibe
postponed several times and he did not believeepmgsentatives were present from Brentwood. Staff
received a letter from the City Manager today dr&ytagain are putting forth a case of why this road
connection is desirable. Metro Planning staff Botlic Works staff do not concur and continue to
recommend to the Commission that this public stne¢be approved.

Mr. Joe Griffin, with Regan-Smith Associates, stidte originally did a traffic study for Maryland
Commons and during that process he was asked taldbis proposal. Bob Murphy was supposed to
have been present to represent the City of Brerdvbad was unable to attend.

Mr. Lawson stated he had not seen anything thaterhad feel any different from the previous
recommendation but perhaps the Commission coutatcain opportunity for the Brentwood representative
to share their rationale.

Mr. Browning stated this had been on the agenda43timnes and each time the city of Brentwood has
called to request deferral.

Ms. Carrington stated she had received a lettéingtthat if they were not here they would withdrtne
proposal.

Mr. Browning stated staff issues were with trafied land use. Brentwood is attempting to alleMiegttic
congestion but this staff has concern the conneetiould lead to potential zone changes along ttésial
and for that reason staff is opposed to it.

Mr. Lawson stated that with staff's additional infaation that the proposal would be withdrawn sigiikf
him that there was no need for a deferral.

Mr. Lawson moved and Mr. Small seconded the motidrich carried unanimously, to reaffirm the
Commission’s previous disapproval.

Subdivision No. 99S-043U
Anderson Road Property
Map 150, Parcel 258
Subarea 13 (1996)
District 29 (Holloway)

A request for final plat approval to record onegehas one lot abutting the east margin of AndeRoad,
opposite High Rigger Drive (1.12 acres), classifigthin the R10 District, requested by Phillips Blars,
owner/developer, MEC, Inc., surveyor.

Chairman Smith stated the applicant arrived latgpak regarding Subdivision No. 99S-043U, Anderson
Road Property, which the Commission disapprovedaakéd if the Commission would like to reconsider
that item.

Mr. Lawson suggested the Commission hear the apopland then decide whether or not to reconsider th
decision.

Mr. Robert Rutherford stated that all the applioaants to do is to build his home on this site.isMas a

remnant of a parcel that was never actually plattieen a subdivision was built behind it. This prdp
fronts on Anderson Road and the reason for theatiemis that it was not compatible with the other
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properties in the neighborhood but in fact it isnpatible with the frontage on Anderson Road butwitt
the property behind it.

Chairman Smith stated the Commission had two probleith that proposal and one of them was the size
of the lot and the other was that Gondola Drive m@tsshown coming through or having the availapiit
coming through.

Mr. Rutherford stated there was no reservatiorafoyad or for an easement for a road that may be
proposed at some point in the future and there isush from the Metropolitan Government nor from th
Councilmember for a road. This lot was createtid84 and in the past 15 years there has been datmee
put a road through.

Mr. Browning pointed out there was nothing prevegtihis subdivision with the dedication of the
easement.

Ms. Nielson and Mr. Manier withdrew their previamstion for disapproval.

Ms. Nielson moved and Mr. Manier seconded the motichich carried unanimously, to defer Subdivision
No. 99S-043U for two weeks.

2. Morton Mill Road status report. (Deferred fromeeting of 2/4/99).

Mr. Browning stated he had a conversation with @dorember Lineweaver prior to this meeting and he
pointed out there is progress being made on MadvtiirRoad. There is construction going on ancibks
to be another 6 weeks worth of work. Mr. Rochfbed told the councilmember that he will have alhef
fill work done and drain inlets in place within th8 days and after that he will be in the positimibegin
the curb and guttering and pavement and can bshédiwithin one month.

Chairman Smith asked Mr. Browning to write Mr. Rfarld a letter and tell him the Commission’s
expectations.

3. Contract with Gresham, Smith and Partners tpgreean advance planning report for Green Hills
for pedestrian, transit, bicycle and related facilinprovements. (Deferred from meeting of 2/4/99)

4. Contract with the City of Lebanon and Barge, gtager, Sumner and Cannon, Inc., for the
preparation of an Advance Planning Report (APRState Route 26 in Lebanon.

5. Contract with the City of Portland and Neel-Stdra Inc., for the preparation of an Advance
Planning Report (APR) for four intersections in thord.

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

Resolution No. 99-152

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that itAPPROVES the contract with
Gresham, Smith and Partners to prepare an advéanueing report and design work for Green Hills for
pedestrian, transit, bicycle and related facilibprovements, the contract with the City of Lebanad

Barge, Waggoner, Sumner and Cannon, Inc., for thegpation of an Advance Planning Report (APR) for
State Route 26 in Lebanon, and the contract wihdity of Portland and Neel-Schaffer, Inc., for the
preparation of an Advance Planning Report (APR)dar intersections in Portland.”
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6. A proposal to amend the 1998-1999 to 2003-20&4it@l Improvements Budget and Program by
adding a new Department of General Services project

7. A proposal to amend the 1998-1999 to 2003-2084it@l Improvements Budget and Program by
changing the funding of one Board of Education gebj

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

Resolution No. 99-153

“BE IT RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Planning Comsimn that it APPROVES a proposal to amend
the 1998-99 to 2003-04 Capital Improvements BudgetProgram. The amendment would change the
amount of funding for one Metropolitan Board of Edtion project as follows:

FROM:
[.D. No. 97BE012

Bus Replacements
Mandatory to Meet Safety Requirements

$ 889,000 Approved General Obligation Bonds 1998-99
$1,284.00 Proposed General Obligation Bonds %8199
TO:

I.D. No. 97BE012
Bus Replacements
Mandatory to Meet Safety Requirements

$ 889,000 Approved General Obligation Bonds 1998-99
$4,607,000 Proposed General Obligation Bonds 19698-99”

“BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Metropolitan Plangi€ommission that WPPROVES a proposal

to amend the 1998-99 to 2003-04 Capital ImprovemBuotdget and Program. The amendment would add
a new General Services project as follows:

[.D. No. 99GS005

Courthouse - Space Renovation and Computerization

Renovate Courthouse for the Register of Deeds ©&Computerize Office

$4,000,000 Proposed General Obligation Bonds 19698-99”

8. Fiscal Year 1999 Second Quarter Work PrograngBti8tatus Report.

Mr. Browning updated the Commission on Work Progeard Budget Status.
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9. Legislative update.

Ms. Carrington provided an update on the curragislative status of items previously consideredhgy

Commission.

PLATS PROCESSED ADMINISTRATIVELY
February 4, 1999 through February 17, 1999

98S-317G RIVERGATE STATION, Section 1, Lot 1
Plats one lot
98S-443G C. H. FORD SUBDIVISION, Resubdivision of ot 1
Plats one parcel into two lots
99S-034G FRED HAHN SUBDIVISION
Plats one parcel into two lots
99S-045G TOM WHITE PROPERTY
Plats a deeded parcel
99S-048U YMCA of MIDDLE TENNESSEE
Consolidates two parcels as one lot
99S-056G JACKSON SQUARE, Section 5 Resubdivision @bts 1 and 2
Consolidates two platted lots
99S-072G SUNSET RIDGE
Plats one deeded parcel
ADJOURNMENT.

There being no further business, upon motion mseleynded and passed, the meeting adjourned at 3:00

p.m.

Chairman

Secretary

Minute Approval:
This 18" day of March, 1999
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