
           

Agenda for the Regular Meeting of Board of Commissioners
Monday, April 10, 2017 - 7:00 pm

Brentwood Municipal Center
           

Call to Order by Mayor
Roll Call
Invocation by Commissioner Little
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag by Mayor Smithson
Oath of Office to Firefighters
Oath of Office to Police Officers

Public Hearing
1. Public hearing on Ordinance 2017-06 - AN ORDINANCE AMENDING MUNICIPAL

CODE REGARDING BUILDING AND MECHANICAL PERMIT FEES AND
PLANNING COMMISSION AND BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS SUBMITTAL
FEES

 

2. Public hearing on Ordinance 2017-07 -  AN ORDINANCE REZONING PROPERTY
LOCATED AT 9714 SPLIT LOG ROAD FROM R-2 (SUBURBAN RESIDENTIAL)
TO SI-2 (SERVICE-INSTITUTION-EDUCATIONAL) ZONING
 

 

Public hearings on rezoning ordinances are primarily intended as opportunities for citizens to voice
their views in support of or opposition to a rezoning that has been proposed by other parties. Persons
speaking on behalf of the property owner or the applicant for the rezoning are allowed opportunities to
speak when the ordinance is considered for passage on first and second reading, and are encouraged to
confine their remarks to those opportunities.

Approval or Correction of Minutes
March 27, 2017  

Comments from Citizens – Individuals may comment on any item included in the
Consent/Regular agenda or on any other matter regarding the City of Brentwood. All
comments should be directed to the Board of Commissioners.  Citizens who wish to request
that an item be moved from the Consent Agenda to the Regular Agenda for discussion should
make that known to the Board at this time. 
 
Report from City Manager
Report from the City Attorney
Reports and comments by Commissioners and Mayor
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Note: All matters listed under the Consent Agenda are considered to be routine and will
generally be enacted by one motion. Except for any items that are removed from the Consent
Agenda, there will be no separate discussion of these items at this time.
 

Consent Agenda
1. Resolution 2017-24 - A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN ADOPTION

AGREEMENT WITH NATIONWIDE FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS, INC. REGARDING
THE 401(a) MONEY PURCHASE PLAN ADMINISTERED FOR THE CITY BY
NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT SOLUTIONS, for adoption

 

2. Resolution 2017-25 - A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN AGREEMENT WITH
RICHARDSON HAMMONS, LC dba EMBASSY SUITES BY HILTON NASHVILLE
SOUTH COOL SPRINGS FOR HOSTING THE 2017 EMPLOYEE RECOGNITION
BANQUET, for adoption

 

3. Resolution 2017-26 - A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN AGREEMENT WITH
SULLIVAN ENGINEERING, INC. FOR DESIGN AND ENGINEERING SERVICES
FOR ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS ON SPLIT LOG ROAD AT ITS
INTERSECTION WITH RAGSDALE ROAD, for adoption

 

4. Approval to purchase three (3) CCTV cameras  

Old Business
1. Other old business  

New Business
1. Appointment of three (3) members to the Park Board  
2. Other new business  

Kirk Bednar
City Manager

Anyone requesting accommodations due to disabilities should contact Mike Worsham, A.D.A. Coordinator, at 371-0060, before
the meeting.
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    Public Hearing    1.        

Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Ordinance 2017-06 - An Ordinance Amending Fees for Building and Mechanical Permits and
for Planning Commission and Board of Zoning Appeals Submittals
Submitted by: Jeff Dobson, Planning & Codes
Department: Planning & Codes

Information
Subject
Public hearing for Ordinance 2017-06, which amends building permit fees, mechanical
permit issuance fees, Planning Commission submittal fees and Board of Zoning Appeals
submittal fees.  

Background
The Planning and Codes Department FY 2017 Non-Routine Work Plan includes an item
to review Planning Commission review fees.  Given it has been almost ten years since
building permit fees were last reviewed, staff recently completed a analysis of all of the
department's submittal/issuance fees, including Planning Commission and Board of
Zoning Appeals submittal fees and permit fee schedules.  As a result of this analysis,
minor fee increases are proposed as part of the attached ordinance.  

Building and Mechanical Permits 

The fee schedule for the issuance of building permits was last amended by the Board of
Commissioners pursuant to Ordinance 2007-25, which was approved on October 11,
2007.  The fee schedule was included as part of the adoption of the 2006 Edition of the
International Code Council (ICC) Building Code, which affects commercial and
residential construction standards. In November 26, 2012 the Board of Commissioners
approved Ordinance 2012-14, approving amendments to Section 14 of the Municipal
Code adopting the 2012 Editions of the ICC commercial and residential building code
construction standards. However, amendments to the fee schedule were not adopted as
part of the amendments to the ordinance.

Currently, Section 14-72(a) of the Municipal Code establishes a "per square foot" amount
for enclosed areas within residential structures that is used to calculate the structure's
valuation and permit fees. The current amount is $90.00 per square foot of enclosed
finished area, except that enclosed areas that are proposed to remain unfinished, such as
basements, detached garages, etc., are assessed at $20.00 per square foot of area.   The
attached ordinance proposes increasing the amount used to calculate the valuations upon
which permit fees are based for enclosed areas in residential structures from $90.00 to
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$100.00 per square foot.  The current fee of $20.00 per square foot of unfinished space
would remain unchanged.  

Some examples of the new fee versus the old fee are shown in the table below.
  

PERMIT FEE COMPARISON
LOCATION VALUATION $90/SF $100/SF DIFFERENCE
Taramore,
Lot 43 $430,500.00 $1,176.25 $1,286.25 $110.00

Witherspoon,
Lot 116 $474,500.00 $1,352.25 $1,481.50 $129.00

Stonecrest,
Lot 5 $488,400.00 $1,385.25 $1,520.00 $134.75

Note that such a calculation is not used to determine valuation for commercial structures. 
Commercial valuation is provided by the permit applicant.  

Changes are also proposed to Section 14-120, in regard to fees for mechanical permits.
 Staff proposes that language be added to the section indicating that the section also
applies to the installation of "gas piping."  Additionally, the issuance fees would be
increased from $10.00 to $25.00, which would bring the fees up to those charged for
plumbing permits. 

Planning Commission Reviews

The schedule for Planning Commission submittal/review fees was last amended pursuant
to Ordinance 2008-08, which was approved by the Board of Commissioners on June 24,
2008.

Ordinance 2017-06 amends Section 50-29 of the Municipal Code to minimally increase
the submittal fees for all reviews. Currently, the submittal fee is $250, plus a $25.00 fee
per lot for a residential proposal or a fee of $20.00 per acre or fraction thereof for a
commercial project.  The proposed amendments would increase the submittal fee to
$300.00, and either $40.00 per lot or acre, whichever is applicable.  

New language is also added to address the submittal and lot fees for review of revised
preliminary plans for OSRD/OSRD-IP subdivisions that require staff review.  The
proposed fees are $500.00 plus $40.00 per affected lot. The language "per affected lot" is
inserted because sometimes a revised OSRD/OSRD-IP Development Plan does not impact
all of the lots shown on the plan.  Even though some proposals do not impact all lots, it is
still necessary to perform a complete review to insure compliance with Code
requirements.  The increase in the amount of the submittal/review fees is necessary due to
the complexity of the review of the OSRD calculations for each project.  Every time a
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revised preliminary plan for OSRD/OSRD-IP subdivisions is submitted, staff must
completely review all open space calculations.  Additionally, the Code requires that
corresponding changes to preliminary plans which affect certain areas of
OSRD/OSRD-IP plans also be approved by the Board of Commissioners.  Currently, no
fees are charged for review and preparation of the backup information of revised
OSRD/OSRD-IP plans submitted for review by the Board of Commissioners.  

Board of Zoning Appeals 

The fee schedule for building permits was last amended by the Board of Commissioners
pursuant to Ordinance 2007-28, which was approved by the Board of Commissioners on
November 26, 2007.

A comparison of the current filing fees for Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) requests
follows;
  

BZA FILING FEE COMPARISON

REQUEST CURRENT
FEE

PROPOSED
FEE

Administrative Review * $100.00 $200.00

Special Exceptions, Inc.
Accessory Structures $100.00 $200.00

Variances $150.00 $200.00

* Fees required for Administrative Review are reimbursed if
decision is overturned

Staff proposes that the proposed ordinance amendments become effective for permit
applications, Planning Commission and Board of Zoning Appease submittals received
after July 1, 2017.

Planning and Codes Department staff conducts semi-annual meetings with the
building community to provide education, information regarding changes in Code
requirements, changes to inspections/permits policies and changes to fee schedules.  The
next meeting is scheduled for May 4, 2017.  The agenda will include a discussion of the
new fee structure.  

Because a portion of the ordinance amendments affects Section 78-59 of the zoning
ordinance, review by the Planning Commission and a public hearing are required.   The
Planning Commission will conduct its review of the changes to Section 78-59 at its April
4, 2017 regular meeting.  

Second and final reading of the ordinance by the Board of Commissioners is scheduled
for April 24, 2017.
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Should you have any questions please contact the Planning and Codes Director.  

Staff Recommendation
Not applicable. 

Previous Commission Action
At its meeting of March 13, 2017 the Board of Commissioners voted unanimously, six for
and zero against (6-0), passing Ordinance 2017-06 on first reading.  

On November 26, 2012 the Board of Commissioners approved Ordinance 2012-14,
adopting the 2012 edition of the International Code Council (ICC) Building Code
Standards.  Several exceptions to the code requirements were also adopted as part of the
adoption.  However the fee schedule as established by Ordinance 2007-25 remained
unchanged.   

On June 24, 2008 the Board of Commissioners approved Ordinance 2008-08, which
modified the required fees for projects submitted for Planning Commission review.

On November 26, 2007 the Board of Commissioners approved Ordinance 2007-28, which
amended the fee schedule for BZA submittals.  The fees were increased from $25.00 for
Special Exceptions and Administrative Appeals and $50.00 for Variance requests to $100
for Special Exceptions and Administrative Appeals and $150.00 for Variance requests 

On October 11, 2007 the Board of Commissioners voted to approve Ordinance 2007-25.
The Ordinance amended several sections of the Municipal Code as part of the adoption of
the 2006 edition ICC Building Code Standards.  Also as part of the amendments a revised
building permit fee schedule was adopted increasing the per square feet fee for new
residential construction from $70.00 to $90.00 per square foot of enclosed space.
 Previously the 2003 ICC Codes were used.  

On  March 28, 2005, the Board of Commissioners approved Ordinance 2005-05, which
amended the Municipal Code regarding building permit fees, and fees for Planning
Commission submittals.  The ordinance amended several sections of the Municipal Code
and established a per square foot fees for new residential construction of $70.00 square
feet of enclosed space. 

Fiscal Impact
Amount : + $50,000 est.
Source of Funds:
Account Number:
Fiscal Impact:
The amount of new revenue generated by these fee increases will obviously be dependent
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The amount of new revenue generated by these fee increases will obviously be dependent
upon the level of building and development activity occurring in the City.  Based on FY
2016 activity levels, staff estimates the building and mechanical fee increases would have
generated approximately $30,000 in additional revenue while the changes in review fees
related to Planning Commission and Board of Zoning Appeals cases would have generated
approximately $20,000 in additional revenue.

Attachments
Ordinance 2017-06 
Current Code Language -- Affected Sections 
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ORDINANCE 2017-06

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE, PROVIDING THAT 
THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD BE AMENDED BY 

REVISING SECTION 14-72(a), REGARDING BUILDING PERMIT FEES, SECTION 14-
120, REGARDING MECHANICAL PERMIT ISSUANCE FEES, SECTION 50-29(a), 

REGARDING FEES FOR PLANNING COMMISSION SUBMITTALS AND SECTION 78-59 
REGARDING FILING FEES FOR BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS REVIEW

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.  That section 14-72 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Brentwood shall be 
revised to read as follows:  

Sec. 14-72. Building permit fees.

Appendix B, Schedule of Permit Fees, is amended to read as follows: 

APPENDIX B 
Schedule of Permit Fees 

(a) Building permit fees. Building permit fees shall be based on the total valuation 
of the structure, as established in the table below.  Total valuation for residential structures 
shall be based on $100.00 per square foot of building, except that areas proposed to remain 
unfinished such as basements, detached garages, etc. shall be assessed at $20.00 per square 
foot in lieu of finished floor space charge.   Total valuation for commercial structures shall be 
based on the verified contract price of the building.   

Total valuation Building permit fee

$2,000.00 and less No fee, unless inspection required, in which case a $25.00 fee shall be charged 

$2,001.00 to $15,000.00 $60.00 for the first $2,000.00 plus $5.00 for each additional thousand or fraction thereof to and including 
$15,000.00 

$15,001.00 to $50,000.00 $125.00 for the first $15,000.00 plus $3.50 for each additional thousand or fraction thereof to and 
including $50,000.00 

$50,001.00 to $100,000.00 $247.50 for the first $50,000.00 plus $2.50 for each additional thousand or fraction thereof to and 

including $100,000.00 

$100,001.00 to $500,000.00 $372.50 for the first $100,000.00 plus $2.50 for each additional thousand or fraction thereof to and 

including $500,000.00 

$500,001.00 to 

$1,000,000.00 

$1,372.50 for the first $500,000.00 plus $2.00 for each additional thousand or fraction thereof to and 

including $1,000,000.00 
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Page 2 of Ordinance 2017-06

$1,000,001.00 and up $2,372.50 for the first $1,000,000.00 plus $1.00 for each additional thousand or fraction thereof 

SECTION 2.  That section 14-120(1) of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Brentwood shall 
be revised to read as follows:  

Sec. 14-120. Mechanical permit fees.

Mechanical permits, including gas piping, shall be issued upon following fee schedule: 

(1) New residential or commercial project: $25.00, plus $10.00 for the first 
$1,000.00 of value, and $2.00 for each additional $1,000.00 of value or 
fraction, thereof. 

(2) Existing residential or commercial project (repairs, alterations or additions): 
$25.00, plus $5.00 for the first $1,000.00 of value and $2.00 for each 
additional $1,000.00 of value or fraction, thereof. 

SECTION 3.  That section 50-29(a) of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Brentwood shall be 
revised to read as follows:  

Sec. 50-29. Fees. 

In order to have an item appear on the planning commission agenda, the following 
fees will be required at the time of submission: 

(1) Preliminary plan or revised preliminary plan, $300.00 filing fee plus $40.00 
per affected lot. 

(2) Preliminary plan or revised preliminary plan for properties zoned OSRD or 
OSRD-IP, $500.00, plus $40.00 per affected lot.

(3) Final plat, $300.00 filing fee plus $40.00 per lot. 

(4) Resubdivision, $300.00 per plat plus $40.00 per affected lot. 

(5) Site plans, revised site plan, $300.00 filing fee plus $40.00 per acre or 
fraction thereof. 

(6) Commercial master plan approval, $300.00 filing fee plus $40.00 per lot. 

(7) Minor site plan alteration, $300.00 filing fee.
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Page 3 of Ordinance 2017-06

SECTION 4.  That section 78-59(b) of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Brentwood shall be 
revised to read as follows:  

(b) At the time of filing of an appeal or a request for a special exception or variance to be 
considered by the board of zoning appeals, a filing fee shall be paid as set forth below, except 
that the fee shall be waived for any governmental agencies. 

(1) Administrative review (to be reimbursed if administrative decision is overturned), 
filing fee $200.00 

(2) Special exceptions, filing fee $200.00 

(3) Variances, filing fee $200.00 

SECTION 5.  In case of conflict between this ordinance or any part hereof, and the whole or part of 
any existing ordinance of the City, the provision that establishes the higher standard shall prevail.

SECTION 6.  If any section, subsection, clause, provision or portion of this ordinance is held to be 
invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction, such holding shall not affect any 
other section, subsection, clause, provision or portion of this ordinance.

SECTION 7. That this ordinance shall take effect for permit applications, Planning Commission 
and Board of Zoning Appeals submittals received after July 1, 2017, the general welfare of the City 
of Brentwood, Williamson County, Tennessee, requiring it.

PASSED: 1st reading

2nd reading

PUBLIC HEARING
Notice published in: Williamson (Tennessean)
Date of publication:
Date of hearing:

MAYOR Regina Smithson

Approved as to form:

CITY ATTORNEY Roger A. Horner

PLANNING COMMISSION n/a

NOTICE OF PASSAGE
Notice published in: Williamson (Tennessean)
Date of publication:

EFFECTIVE DATE

RECORDER Roger A. Horner
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ORDINANCE 2017-06
CURRENT LANGUAGE PERMIT, SUBMITTAL, FILING FEES

Sec. 14-72. Building permit fees.

Appendix B, Schedule of Permit Fees, is amended to read as follows: 
APPENDIX B

Schedule of Permit Fees

(a) Building permit fees. Building permit fees shall be based on the total valuation of the structure, as established 
in the table below. Total valuation for residential structures shall be based on $90.00 per square foot of building,  
except that areas proposed to remain unfinished such as basements, detached garages, etc. shall be assessed 
at $20.00 per square foot in lieu of finished floor space charge. Total valuation for commercial structures shall 
be based on the verified contract price of the building. 

Total valuation Building permit fee 

$2,000.00 and less No fee, unless inspection required, in which case a $25.00 fee shall be charged 

$2,001.00 to $15,000.00 
$60.00 for the first $2,000.00 plus $5.50 for each additional thousand or fraction 

thereof to and including $15,000.00 

$15,001.00 to 
$50,000.00 

$131.50 for the first $15,000.00 plus $3.75 for each additional thousand or fraction 
thereof to and including $50,000.00 

$50,001.00 to 
$100,000.00 

$262.75 for the first $50,000.00 plus $3.75 for each additional thousand or fraction 
thereof to and including $100,000.00 

$100,001.00 to 
$500,000.00 

$450.25 for the first $100,000.00 plus $2.75 for each additional thousand or fraction 
thereof to and including $500,000.00 

$500,001.00 to 
$1,000,000.00 

$1550.25 for the first $500,000.00 plus $2.00 for each additional thousand or 
fraction thereof to and including $1,000,000.00 

$1,000,001.00 and up 
$2550.25 for the first $1,000,000.00 plus $1.00 for each additional thousand or 

fraction thereof

Sec. 14-120. Mechanical permit fees.

Mechanical permits shall be issued upon following fee schedule: 

(1) New residential or commercial project: $10.00, plus $10.00 for the first $1,000.00 of value, and $2.00 for 
each additional $1,000.00 of value or fraction, thereof. 

(2) Existing residential or commercial project (repairs, alterations or additions): $10.00, plus $5.00 for the first 
$1,000.00 of value and $2.00 for each additional $1,000.00 of value or fraction, thereof. 

(3) Fees for the inspection of boilers (based on the boiler's BTU rating): 
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33,000 btu to 165,000 btu $5.00 

166,000 btu to 330,000 btu 10.00 

331,000 btu to 1,165,000 btu 15.00 

1,165,001 btu to 3,300,000 btu 25.00 

Over 3,300,000 btu 35.00 

Sec. 50-29. Fees.

(a) In order to have an item appear on the planning commission agenda, the following fees shall be paid at the 
time of submission: 

(1) Preliminary plan, revised preliminary plan, or revised OSRD development plan, $250.00 filing fee plus 
$25.00 per lot. 

(2) Final plat, $250.00 filing fee plus $25.00 per lot. 

(3) Resubdivision, $250.00 per plat plus $25.00 per affected lot. 

(4) Site plans, $250.00 filing fee plus $20.00 per acre or fraction thereof. 

(5) Commercial master plan approval, $250.00 filing fee plus $25.00 per lot. 

(6) Minor site plan alteration, $250.00 filing fee. 

Sec. 78-59. Powers; filing fees for agenda items.

(b) At the time of filing of an appeal or a request for a special exception or variance to be considered by the board 
of zoning appeals, a filing fee shall be paid as set forth below, except that the fee shall be waived for any 
governmental agencies. 

(1) Administrative review (to be reimbursed if administrative decision is overturned) ..... $100.00 

(2) Special exceptions ..... 100.00 

(3) Variances ..... 150.00 
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    Public Hearing    2.        

Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Ordinance 2017-07 - An Ordinance Rezoning the Property Located at 9714 Split Log Road
from R-2 to SI-2 
Submitted by: Jeff Dobson, Planning & Codes
Department: Planning & Codes

Information
Subject
Public hearing for Ordinance 2017-07, which provides for the rezoning of a tract of land
containing 83.54 acres located at 9714 Split Log Road.  The proposal requests that the
property be rezoned from the R-2 (Suburban Residential) zoning district to the SI-2
(Service Institution -- Educational) zoning district. 

Background
Williamson County Schools (WCS) requests consideration of a rezoning proposal for the
property located at 9714 Split Log Road, situated along the eastern edge of the City. The
property is commonly referred to as the "Foster Property".  The requested zone change is
from the R-2 zoning district to the SI-2 zoning district.  

WCS has purchased the property and proposes to construct a new kindergarten through
fifth grade (K-5) elementary school on-site. A new middle school will also be constructed
on the site, to the north of the elementary school at some point in the future. However, the
immediate need in the area is for an elementary school to help relieve overcrowding at
Kenrose Elementary School. Plans are for the new elementary school to open in August
2018 for the 2018/2019 school year. Modifications to the attendance zones will be
prepared by WCS to accommodate the new school. Dependent upon the design of the
proposed modified school attendance zone plan, it is possible that the new school could
also relieve some pressure on Crockett and Sunset Elementary Schools.  The timing of
School Board consideration of the proposed attendance zone plan will be dependent on
the timing of the opening of the new school.  

The design of the building will be very similar to that used for the existing
Clovercroft Elementary school and will include a total of two-stories, except for the
gym. The site statistics are detailed in the following table.  
  
Building Footprint 61,000 sf 
Total Area of Building 118,000 sf 
Student Capacity 825 
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Staff 65 
Number of Classrooms 46* 
Parking Spaces Provided 111 
Parking Spaces Proposed 213 

 * Classrooms = 42 general education, 2
special education, one music and one art.  

 
 The zoning ordinance requires that parking be provided at one space per employee plus
one space per classroom.  For this site, a total of 111 parking spaces are required.  The
submitted site plan shows 213 parking spaces. Internal vehicle stacking lengths for
parents dropping off and picking up students are provided as part of the design and should
be sufficient to accommodate stacking onsite without impacting Split Log Road.  

To help minimize topographic issues and preserve the potential for future development,
the new elementary school will be built on the flatter portions of the property to the west,
adjacent to Split Log Road. Athletic fields will be located to the north of the school,
between the elementary school and future middle school. Access to the campus will be
provided via a new drive at the intersection of Split Log and Pleasant Hill Roads.  The
newly configured intersection will be signalized.  WCS has prepared a traffic impact
analysis (TIA) that will help to determine the improvements necessary to the adjacent
roadways to mitigate the traffic impact created by the school. The TIA has been
forwarded to Neel-Shaffer, the City's transportation consultant, for review and assessment
of any proposed improvements.  The TIA will include data regarding the warrant for the
traffic signal which could be installed at the intersection of Split Log Road and Pleasant
Hill Road.   

WCS is also working to complete a boundary survey for the property,  which will
show utilities, easements, structures, etc. currently encumbering the property.

Presently, there is one house located in the eastern portion of the property.  According to
the Property Assessor, the house includes an area of 3,224 square feet and was originally
constructed in 1965.  There are also several accessory structures on the property. All
structures will be demolished as part of the development of the site.

Bernini Place, in the adjacent Tuscany Hills Subdivision is designated as a temporary
dead end street.  There are no plans to extend this street into the site.  However, it is
possible that a pedestrian trail could be installed at the end of the street, which will
allow students in Tuscany Hills to safely walk/bike to school. City and WCS staff have
had some discussions about such a trail.   WCS will be asked to install a sidewalk along
their Split Log Road frontage.  The City is exploring the possibility of constructing a new
sidewalk from the western school property boundary back to the west across the frontage
of Tuscany Hills to Tuscany Way which will allow students living on the north side of
Split Log Road to walk/bike to school.  Please remember that there is an existing multi-use
trail along the south side of Split Log Road that will allow pedestrian access to the school
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via a protected pedestrian crosswalk at school entrance road.  

Finally, Water Services staff has completed a water and sewer capacity analysis for the
proposed schools and determined sufficient water and sewer capacity exists to support the
new schools on this site.   
 
The Planning Commission will provide its review and recommendation at its April 4,
2017 meeting.  

The community meeting was conducted on March 30 at the Ravenwood High School
Library.  A total of 5 citizens attended the meeting.  Please refer to the meeting summary
attached below.  

Second and final reading of the proposed ordinance by the Board of Commissioners is
scheduled for April 24, 2017. 

Should you have any questions, or require additional information, please contact the
Planning and Codes Director.

Staff Recommendation
Not Applicable. 

Previous Commission Action
On March 13, 2017 the Board of Commissions voted unanimously, six for and zero
against (6-0), passing Ordinance 2017-07 on first reading.  

Fiscal Impact

Attachments
Ordinance 2017-07 w/ Attachment A 
Attachment B 
Vicinity Map 
Clovercroft Elem. Inages 
Property Boundary Exhibit 
Community Meeting Summary 
Elevations -- 3-30-2017 
TIA -- Summary of Changes/Response to Review Comments 
Summary of Changes/Response to Review Comments 
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ORDINANCE 2017-07

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE TO AMEND THE ZONING 
ORDINANCE, SAME BEING CHAPTER 78 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY 

OF BRENTWOOD, BY CHANGING THE PRESENT ZONING CLASSIFICATION FOR
CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF SPLIT LOG ROAD AT ITS 

INTERSECTION WITH PLEASANT HILL ROAD FROM THE R-2 (SUBURBAN 
RESIDENTIAL) ZONING DISTRICT TO THE SI-2 (SERVICE INSTITUTION –

EDUCATIONAL) ZONING DISTRICT, SAID PROPERTY BEING MORE SPECIFICALLY 
DESCRIBED IN THE PROPERTY DESCRIPTION ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A 

PART OF THIS ORDINANCE BY REFERENCE AND SHOWN ON THE MAP ATTACHED 
HERETO AND MADE A PART OF THIS ORDINANCE BY REFERENCE; AND TO AMEND 

THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP ACCORDINGLY

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. That the present zoning classification for certain property located on the north side of Split 
Log Road at its intersection with Pleasant Hill Road be and the same is hereby changed from the R-2
(Suburban Residential) zoning district to the SI-2 (Service Institution – Educational) zoning district; said 
property being more particularly described in the property description attached hereto as “Attachment A” 
and made a part of this ordinance by reference, and being more particularly shown on the map attached 
hereto as “Attachment B” and made a part of this ordinance by reference.

SECTION 2.  That the official zoning map be and the same shall hereby be amended accordingly.

SECTION 3. That this ordinance shall take effect from and after its final passage or fifteen days after its 
first passage, whichever occurs later, the general welfare of the City of Brentwood, Tennessee, 
Williamson County, Tennessee, requiring it.

PASSED: 1st reading

2nd reading

PUBLIC HEARING
Notice published in: Tennessean (Williamson) 
Date of publication:
Date of hearing:

MAYOR                Regina Smithson

Approved as to form:

CITY ATTORNEY Roger A. Horner

PLANNING COMMISSION

NOTICE OF PASSAGE
Notice published in:
Date of publication:

EFFECTIVE DATE

RECORDER Deborah Hedgepath  
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ATTACHMENT A
ORDINANCE 2017-07

Property Description
Hollister, Hafner, Burns, Ozburn

& Burns Tax Map 55 , Parcel
21.00

Book 6856 , Page 951
Book 6926 , Page 943

Located in the 16th Civil District of W ill ia ms o n  County, Tennessee. Bound on the north
by Rex Elbert H. Arendall , II, et ux (Book 1008, Page 159); on the east by Fred M Jeffries ,
et ux (Book 1010, Page 991); on the south by Split Log Road; and on the west by Woodring
Subdivision (Plat Book P49, Page 14), Section Two, Tuscany Hills (Plat Book P52, Page
20), Section One, Tuscany Hills (Plat Book P47, Page 103 and Plat Book P54, Page 54) and
Section Five, Tuscany Hills (Plat Book P59, Page 84) .

Beginning at a nail in a rock on the north right-of-way of Split Log Road, said nail being
the SW corner of Jeffries and the SE corner of this tract; thence running with the north
right-of-way of Split Log Road S-56°22'48"-W, 67.90 feet to a point;

Thence continuing with the north right-of-way of Split Log Road with a curve to the right
having a radius of 929.43 feet and a chord bearing and distance of S-59°12'02"-W, 91.47
feet for an arc length of 91 .51 feet to a point;

Thence S-62°01' 16'.'-W, 50.96 feet to a point; thence with a curve to the right having a
radius of 547.46 feet and a chord bearing and distance of S-79°51' 16"-W, 335 .34 feet for an
arc length of 340.82 feet to a point;

Thence N-82°18'40"-W, 513 .83 feet to a point;

Thence with a curve to the right having a radius of 929.43 feet and a chord bearing and
distance of N-76°45'33"-W, 179.84 feet for an arc length of 180.12 feet to a point;

Thence N-71°12'26"-W, 397.51 feet;

Thence with a curve to the left having a radius of 598.46 feet and a chord bearing and
distance of N-82°11'43"-W, 228.28 feet for an arc length of 229.69 feet to a point, being the
SW corner of this tract;

Thence with the east line of Woodring Subdivision N-07°09'25"-E, 483 .63 feet to an iron
pin found (Ragan-Smith cap);

Thence with the east line of Open Space 12, Section Two, Tuscany Hills N-07°09'25"-E,
85.00 feet to an iron pin found;
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Thence continuing with the east line of Open Space 12 N-07°14'20"-E, 457.56 feet to a T-
post found;

Thence with the east line of Section One, Tuscany Hills N-07°18'58"-E, 601 .19 feet to an
iron pin found (#1339 cap);

Thence continuing with the east line of Section One, Tuscany Hills N-06°11' 10"-E, 92.40
feet to an iron pin found (Ragan-Smith cap);

Thence N-06°11' 10"-E, 260 .84 feet to an iron pin found (#1339 cap);

Thence N-06°37'29"- E, 71 .52 feet to an iron pin found (Ragan-Smith cap);

Thence N-06°42'22"-E, 237.33 feet to a point;

Thence with the east line of Open Space 18, Section Five, Tuscany Hills N-06°36'23"-E,
193.53 feet to an iron pin found (H&H Survey cap), being the NW corner of this tract;

Thence with the south line of Arendall S-82°56'39"-E, 749 .62 feet to an iron pin found at a
T-post;

T hence continuing with the south line of Arendall S-82°58' 19"-E, 555.03 feet to an iron
pin found at the base of a 24" oak;

Thence S-82°45 '40"-E, 104.67 feet to a ¾" pipe found, being the NE: corner of this tract

Thence with the west line of Jeffries S-11°42'04"-W, 835 .59 feet to a point;

Thence continuing with the west line of Jeffries S-15°26'59"-W, 640.81 feet to a ¾" pipe
found at the fence corner;

Thence S-24°32'53"-E, 1052.22 feet to the nail on the north right-of-way of Split Log Road
at the beginning; containing 83.54 acres, more or less.

This tract is subject to Right-of-Way Easement and various temporary construction and
slope easements, along with permanent Public Utility and Drainage Easements as described
in Book 5062, Page 572; Public Utility Easements (Book 4623, Page 899 and Book 4505,
Page 902 and Book 3752, Page 795); and all other easements and/or restrictions either
recorded or by prescription that a complete title search may reveal.

Prepared by:
Huddleston-Steele Engineering, Inc.
2115 Northwest Broad Street
Murfreesboro , TN 37129
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SUBJECT PROPERTY 

VICINITY MAP
ORDINANCE 2017‐07 

9714 SPLIT LOG ROAD (FOSTER PROPERTY) 
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From: Jardieu, Katie  
Sent: Friday, March 31, 2017 7:48 AM 
To: Bednar, Kirk <Kirk.Bednar@brentwoodtn.gov>; Dobson, Jeff <jeff.dobson@brentwoodtn.gov> 
Subject: RE: School Meeting 
 
The meeting at Ravenwood High School regarding the rezoning of the Foster Property put on by Williamson 
County Schools went relatively well.  Four citizens from Tuscany Hills attended along with the principal of 
Ravenwood High School.  Commissioners Rhea Little, Mark Gorman and Mayor Regina Smithson were also in 
attendance.  The main issue of concern is the traffic along westbound Split Log Road.  Citizens voiced concern 
over the already lengthy commutes along the street and feel the additional school traffic would only add to 
that.  Williamson County Schools addressed concerns by stating a traffic impact study was conducted and 
showed no additional impact to the street.  Citizens felt this was an increase in volume and that perhaps the 
traffic study did not take into account the entire area.   Two citizens asked to see the traffic impact study when 
the city was finished with its review.  Williamson County Architect Enoch Jarrell, mentioned the addition of a 
Middle School in the future on the northern portion of the site.  This only heightened traffic concerns with 
citizens.  Citizens felt widening the Split Log Road was really the only answer.  Other concerns expressed were if 
Tuscany Hills students would be able to use the bus system due to their proximity.  Williamson County Schools 
assured them that they would have a bus route there.  How students would be kept safe from the creek was 
another question which Williamson County Schools stated a fence along the creek would be in place as well as 
around playgrounds.  Construction traffic and trash was another concern, however, Kevin Fortney promised to 
be strict in regards to onsite maintenance and making sure trash was picked up. Overall citizens welcomed the 
rezoning and addition of the school and were most worried about current and future traffic along Split Log 
Road.   
 
Let me know if you have any additional questions. I have the names of all attendees as well as those from 
Williamson County Schools that came. I also have a complete list of questions asked by citizens should you want 
more specific information.  
 
 
Thanks,  
Katie Jardieu 
 
(615) 371‐2204 ext. 2540 
Katie.jardieu@brentwoodtn.gov 
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Volkert, Inc. 
 

330 Mallory Station Road 
 Suite A-1       

                                                              Franklin, TN 37067 
 

Office 615.656.1845 
Fax 615.656.1870 

 

www.volkert.com 
 

Office Locations: 
Birmingham, Foley, Mobile, Alabama  •  Gainesville, Orlando, Pensacola, Tampa, Florida  •  Atlanta, Georgia  
Collinsville, Illinois •  Baton Rouge, New Orleans, Slidell, Louisiana  •  Biloxi, Mississippi  •  Jefferson City, Missouri 
Raleigh, North Carolina • Columbia, South Carolina • Chattanooga, Franklin, Tennessee • Alexandria, Virginia • Washington, D.C.  

 

April 3, 2017 
 
Mr. Jeff Dobson 
Planning and Codes Director 
City of Brentwood 
5211 Maryland Way 
PO Box 788 (37024-0788) 
Brentwood, Tennessee 37027 
 
 
RE: Summary of Changes – WCS Split Log Road School Site 
 
 
Dear Mr. Dobson: 
 
This memorandum provides the Summary of Changes for the WCS Split Log Road School site in Brentwood, 
Tennessee.  The following are the comments received from Mr. Greg Judy and our response to each. 
 
Comment #1: 
The TIA study prepared separate trip generation estimates for the proposed elementary and middle schools.  
 

 Total Trips (Combined In & Out) Arrival Peak Mvmts 
Arrival Peak Dismissal Peak Inbound Outbound 

Elementary School 371 231 204 167 
Middle School 446 248 245 201 

 
The trip generation forecast establishes that that the AM (Arrival) Peak generates the highest trip volumes. Also, 
the TIA results show that the Middle School will generate a measurably higher number of trips, compared to the 
elementary school. This is consistent with other similar WCS campuses. The TIA states that it limits its analysis to 
the Elementary School alone; the Middle School is excluded from the traffic analysis and assessment. 

 
We suggest that the TIA include the Middle School in its analysis and evaluation. To adequately assess the 
project’s traffic impact, we recommend the analysis consider the site under “build out” conditions. In this way, 
the “worse-case” conditions may be evaluated. This approach is supported by the results of the TIA trip 
generation forecast in that the Middle School trip generation results in higher trip production. It is these 
conditions that should help form traffic control and geometric recommendations. 
 
Response: 
The revised traffic analysis included the “build-out” conditions for both the elementary and the middle school.  
The 2018 analysis included only the elementary school build-out and the 2021 analysis included both the 
elementary and the middle school. 
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Comment #2: 
The TIA provided a forecast of the trip distribution for the study area road network. The distribution of new trips 
is based on currently available elementary school zoning information. 
 
Our review determined that there would be benefit in developing distinct Proposed Build-Out Traffic Models for 
both the Elementary and Middle Schools. This would facilitate assessment of the “worst-case” scenario. Because 
Elementary and Middle Schools have differing attendance zoning assignments, the Elementary and Middle 
Schools should be characterized by different trip distribution models (unless they are determined to have similar 
attraction patterns, in which case the distribution models may be the same). 

 
In this way, we recommend that the TIA should consider separate trip distribution models for the Elementary 
and Middle Schools and select the scenario (Elementary or Middle School) that will result in the most 
conservative (highest trip demand) scenario. In doing so, the study analysis will identify critical traffic 
movements based on highest demand scenario. 

 
Ultimately, we suggest the TIA study develop unique Proposed Build-Out traffic models for Elementary and 
Middle School scenarios. This methodology may include use of the same Existing Conditions and Background 
Condition traffic models. 
 
Response: 
The proposed distribution for the elementary school was based on the existing traffic patterns and the newly 
released school zoning plans from WCS.  At such time as this study was completed, WCS did not have a planned 
opening year or a proposed zoning for the middle school.  Therefore, to address the comment, it was agreed to 
use a 2021 build-out year as WCS anticipates a 3-5 year lag between the elementary and middle school opening.  
However, no information about potential zoning was available, therefore, the same distribution pattern as the 
elementary school was used. 
 
Comment #3: 
The TIA study included the planned, but not yet constructed, Ragsdale subdivision in its background traffic 
conditions. 
 
In addition to the Ragsdale subdivision, the TIA should consider any other proposed subdivisions within the 
study area. Representatives of the TIA should coordinate with city officials and include the trip generation of 
other applicable planned subdivisions (expansions of Tuscany Hills and Taramore are possibilities). 
 
Response: 
As discussed during the review meeting and with subsequent follow-up emails and information, these 
developments were included in the background traffic projections. 
 
Comment #4: 
The TIA conducted traffic capacity and evaluation of the Split Log Rd at Pleasant Hill Rd intersection. The study 
provides recommendations of lane assignments and widening at the intersection. Study recommendations 
include left-turn lanes on both Split Log Road approaches, separate through-left and right-turn lanes for the 
southbound approach exiting the school campus and two-way stop sign control on the minor street approaches 
with free-flow operation on Split Log Road and crossing guard presence during school arrival and dismissal 
periods. 
 
We recommend that the TIA provide comment on the desired length of the southbound right-turn lane exiting 
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the site. 
 

We recommend that the TIA provide discussion and assessment on the need for providing traffic signal control 
at the intersection. This is of particular interest within the context of considering the traffic impacts of the 
Middle School, which is not currently included in the analysis. Also, the study’s level-of-service analysis shows 
that the northbound approach is expected to operate with an average delay of 34sec per vehicle during the AM 
peak (representing a LOS of “D”). We consider this performance borderline unsatisfactory, as the LOS of “E” 
occurs at 35sec of average delay. Because of the variability of future traffic conditions and because the analysis 
represents an estimate of future conditions, we believe it is appropriate to consider need for signalization. 
 
Response: 
Each of the areas identified in Comment #4 were addressed in the revised study.  The information is included in 
the specific section for the intersection of Split Log Road and Pleasant Hill Road.  Additionally, the peak hour 
traffic signal warrant information was included in the Appendix E. 
 
Comment #5: 
The TIA provided a list of general design considerations related to the school’s access road. 
 
We request that the TIA provide an assessment and guidance related to the orientation and design of the main 
campus road, particularly in the vicinity of Split Log Road. Referencing the current site layout, the main campus 
road does not form a continuous connection with the internal connector road near the bus access area. We 
recommend that project planners coordinate to optimize the internal road network. We suggest that the design 
of the internal road maximize turn lane storage opportunities, minimize interaction and friction from internal 
intersections. Separation between internal intersections and Split Log Road should be maximized. 

 
We suggest the TIA consider and the site design include a separate driveway access for buses. This will allow bus 
traffic to operate separately from passenger vehicles. 

 
We generally concur with the TIA’s other site design considerations. 
 
Response: 
The general design recommendations for the access drives are included in the “General Recommendations” 
section.   
 
Also, the location and separation of the access drives (main drive and bus only drive) on Split Log Road was 
identified in the TIA.  Additional internal site layout and network information can be found on the site plan. 
 
Comment #6: 
The TIA provided traffic operations analysis of the intersection of Split Log Road at Ragsdale Road. 
 
Our review noted inconsistent (and possibly inadvertent) reporting of level-of-service results. We found 
discrepancies in the reporting of the AM Peak LOS designations: the WB left is shown in  the summary table as 
operating at an LOS of “F”, yet the text of the report mentions LOS of “E”. We recommend that the reporting of 
the LOS designations be confirmed for all analysis scenarios. 
 
Response: 
The reported analysis results were reviewed for inconsistencies and updated as necessary.  Also, the overall 
intersection operation analysis was included for this intersection. 
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Comment #7: 
The TIA provided traffic operations analysis of the intersection of Split Log Road at Wilson Pike. 
 
Review of the capacity analysis found unexpected results at this intersection. Comparing Existing conditions to 
Proposed Build conditions, LOS results significantly improve under proposed conditions although traffic volumes 
increase with the addition of the school project but without notable improvements to the intersection. In 
reviewing the capacity analysis reports included in the Appendix, we have some uncertainty related to the 
durations of green times assigned to the mainline approaches (Wilson Pike). In general, the signal timing 
presented in the capacity analysis should reflect actual parameters used by the city engineering department. 
While optimization of signal timings should be considered, final signal timings should be representative of 
standard city practices. We recommend that the signal timings used in the capacity analysis be coordinated with 
city officials, verifying that the timings used in the analysis are consistent with actual field conditions. This will 
help ensure consistent application of traffic signal timing parameters and promote accurate analysis results. 
 
Response: 
The operational analysis for this intersection was re-evaluated based on the above comment.  The existing and 
background analysis results were conducted utilizing the existing traffic signal timing data from the City. The 
current signal timing data shows a 160 second cycle running throughout the day at this location.  The Projected 
conditions analysis optimized the cycle lengths and modified the green times to operationally improve the 
intersection. 
 
Should you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 
 

Gerald Bolden, PE, PTOE 
Transportation Design Manager 
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April 3, 2017 
 
Mr. Jeff Dobson 
Planning and Codes Director 
City of Brentwood 
5211 Maryland Way 
PO Box 788 (37024-0788) 
Brentwood, Tennessee 37027 
 
 
RE: Summary of Changes – WCS Split Log Road School Site 
 
 
Dear Mr. Dobson: 
 
This memorandum provides the Summary of Changes for the WCS Split Log Road School site in Brentwood, 
Tennessee.  The following are the comments received from Mr. Greg Judy and our response to each. 
 
Comment #1: 
The TIA study prepared separate trip generation estimates for the proposed elementary and middle schools.  
 

 Total Trips (Combined In & Out) Arrival Peak Mvmts 
Arrival Peak Dismissal Peak Inbound Outbound 

Elementary School 371 231 204 167 
Middle School 446 248 245 201 

 
The trip generation forecast establishes that that the AM (Arrival) Peak generates the highest trip volumes. Also, 
the TIA results show that the Middle School will generate a measurably higher number of trips, compared to the 
elementary school. This is consistent with other similar WCS campuses. The TIA states that it limits its analysis to 
the Elementary School alone; the Middle School is excluded from the traffic analysis and assessment. 

 
We suggest that the TIA include the Middle School in its analysis and evaluation. To adequately assess the 
project’s traffic impact, we recommend the analysis consider the site under “build out” conditions. In this way, 
the “worse-case” conditions may be evaluated. This approach is supported by the results of the TIA trip 
generation forecast in that the Middle School trip generation results in higher trip production. It is these 
conditions that should help form traffic control and geometric recommendations. 
 
Response: 
The revised traffic analysis included the “build-out” conditions for both the elementary and the middle school.  
The 2018 analysis included only the elementary school build-out and the 2021 analysis included both the 
elementary and the middle school. 
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Comment #2: 
The TIA provided a forecast of the trip distribution for the study area road network. The distribution of new trips 
is based on currently available elementary school zoning information. 
 
Our review determined that there would be benefit in developing distinct Proposed Build-Out Traffic Models for 
both the Elementary and Middle Schools. This would facilitate assessment of the “worst-case” scenario. Because 
Elementary and Middle Schools have differing attendance zoning assignments, the Elementary and Middle 
Schools should be characterized by different trip distribution models (unless they are determined to have similar 
attraction patterns, in which case the distribution models may be the same). 

 
In this way, we recommend that the TIA should consider separate trip distribution models for the Elementary 
and Middle Schools and select the scenario (Elementary or Middle School) that will result in the most 
conservative (highest trip demand) scenario. In doing so, the study analysis will identify critical traffic 
movements based on highest demand scenario. 

 
Ultimately, we suggest the TIA study develop unique Proposed Build-Out traffic models for Elementary and 
Middle School scenarios. This methodology may include use of the same Existing Conditions and Background 
Condition traffic models. 
 
Response: 
The proposed distribution for the elementary school was based on the existing traffic patterns and the newly 
released school zoning plans from WCS.  At such time as this study was completed, WCS did not have a planned 
opening year or a proposed zoning for the middle school.  Therefore, to address the comment, it was agreed to 
use a 2021 build-out year as WCS anticipates a 3-5 year lag between the elementary and middle school opening.  
However, no information about potential zoning was available, therefore, the same distribution pattern as the 
elementary school was used. 
 
Comment #3: 
The TIA study included the planned, but not yet constructed, Ragsdale subdivision in its background traffic 
conditions. 
 
In addition to the Ragsdale subdivision, the TIA should consider any other proposed subdivisions within the 
study area. Representatives of the TIA should coordinate with city officials and include the trip generation of 
other applicable planned subdivisions (expansions of Tuscany Hills and Taramore are possibilities). 
 
Response: 
As discussed during the review meeting and with subsequent follow-up emails and information, these 
developments were included in the background traffic projections. 
 
Comment #4: 
The TIA conducted traffic capacity and evaluation of the Split Log Rd at Pleasant Hill Rd intersection. The study 
provides recommendations of lane assignments and widening at the intersection. Study recommendations 
include left-turn lanes on both Split Log Road approaches, separate through-left and right-turn lanes for the 
southbound approach exiting the school campus and two-way stop sign control on the minor street approaches 
with free-flow operation on Split Log Road and crossing guard presence during school arrival and dismissal 
periods. 
 
We recommend that the TIA provide comment on the desired length of the southbound right-turn lane exiting 

Page 35 of 107



Page 3 of 4 
 

WCS SPLIT LOG ROAD SCHOOL SITE TIA – SUMMARY OF CHANGES VOLKERT, INC 

 

the site. 
 

We recommend that the TIA provide discussion and assessment on the need for providing traffic signal control 
at the intersection. This is of particular interest within the context of considering the traffic impacts of the 
Middle School, which is not currently included in the analysis. Also, the study’s level-of-service analysis shows 
that the northbound approach is expected to operate with an average delay of 34sec per vehicle during the AM 
peak (representing a LOS of “D”). We consider this performance borderline unsatisfactory, as the LOS of “E” 
occurs at 35sec of average delay. Because of the variability of future traffic conditions and because the analysis 
represents an estimate of future conditions, we believe it is appropriate to consider need for signalization. 
 
Response: 
Each of the areas identified in Comment #4 were addressed in the revised study.  The information is included in 
the specific section for the intersection of Split Log Road and Pleasant Hill Road.  Additionally, the peak hour 
traffic signal warrant information was included in the Appendix E. 
 
Comment #5: 
The TIA provided a list of general design considerations related to the school’s access road. 
 
We request that the TIA provide an assessment and guidance related to the orientation and design of the main 
campus road, particularly in the vicinity of Split Log Road. Referencing the current site layout, the main campus 
road does not form a continuous connection with the internal connector road near the bus access area. We 
recommend that project planners coordinate to optimize the internal road network. We suggest that the design 
of the internal road maximize turn lane storage opportunities, minimize interaction and friction from internal 
intersections. Separation between internal intersections and Split Log Road should be maximized. 

 
We suggest the TIA consider and the site design include a separate driveway access for buses. This will allow bus 
traffic to operate separately from passenger vehicles. 

 
We generally concur with the TIA’s other site design considerations. 
 
Response: 
The general design recommendations for the access drives are included in the “General Recommendations” 
section.   
 
Also, the location and separation of the access drives (main drive and bus only drive) on Split Log Road was 
identified in the TIA.  Additional internal site layout and network information can be found on the site plan. 
 
Comment #6: 
The TIA provided traffic operations analysis of the intersection of Split Log Road at Ragsdale Road. 
 
Our review noted inconsistent (and possibly inadvertent) reporting of level-of-service results. We found 
discrepancies in the reporting of the AM Peak LOS designations: the WB left is shown in  the summary table as 
operating at an LOS of “F”, yet the text of the report mentions LOS of “E”. We recommend that the reporting of 
the LOS designations be confirmed for all analysis scenarios. 
 
Response: 
The reported analysis results were reviewed for inconsistencies and updated as necessary.  Also, the overall 
intersection operation analysis was included for this intersection. 
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Comment #7: 
The TIA provided traffic operations analysis of the intersection of Split Log Road at Wilson Pike. 
 
Review of the capacity analysis found unexpected results at this intersection. Comparing Existing conditions to 
Proposed Build conditions, LOS results significantly improve under proposed conditions although traffic volumes 
increase with the addition of the school project but without notable improvements to the intersection. In 
reviewing the capacity analysis reports included in the Appendix, we have some uncertainty related to the 
durations of green times assigned to the mainline approaches (Wilson Pike). In general, the signal timing 
presented in the capacity analysis should reflect actual parameters used by the city engineering department. 
While optimization of signal timings should be considered, final signal timings should be representative of 
standard city practices. We recommend that the signal timings used in the capacity analysis be coordinated with 
city officials, verifying that the timings used in the analysis are consistent with actual field conditions. This will 
help ensure consistent application of traffic signal timing parameters and promote accurate analysis results. 
 
Response: 
The operational analysis for this intersection was re-evaluated based on the above comment.  The existing and 
background analysis results were conducted utilizing the existing traffic signal timing data from the City. The 
current signal timing data shows a 160 second cycle running throughout the day at this location.  The Projected 
conditions analysis optimized the cycle lengths and modified the green times to operationally improve the 
intersection. 
 
Should you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 
 

Gerald Bolden, PE, PTOE 
Transportation Design Manager 
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Brentwood City Commission Agenda           
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Approval or correction of minutes from Regular Scheduled Commission meeting
Submitted by:Debbie Hedgepath, Administration
Department: Administration

Information
Subject
Approval or correction of minutes from the March 27, 2017 meeting

Background
Staff Recommendation

Fiscal Impact

Attachments
Draft Minutes 
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MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING OF BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE

The Brentwood Board of Commissioners met in regular session on Monday, March 27, 2017 at 
7:00 pm at the Brentwood Municipal Center.

Present were Mayor Regina Smithson; Vice Mayor Jill Burgin; Commissioners Ken Travis, 
Anne Dunn, Mark Gorman and Rhea Little; City Manager Kirk Bednar; Assistant City Manager 
Jay Evans; City Attorney Roger Horner and City Recorder Deborah Hedgepath. Commissioner 
Betsy Crossley was absent.  Commissioner Gorman led the invocation.  The Pledge of 
Allegiance was led by Scouts from Troop 444.

Commissioner Travis moved for approval of the minutes from the March 13, 2017 meeting as 
written; seconded by Commissioner Little.  Approval was unanimous.

CONSENT AGENDA

Ordinance 2017-04 - AN ORDINANCE AMENDING MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING THE 
REQUIRED FRONT YARD SETBACKS WITHIN AR (AGRICULTURAL/RESIDENTIAL) 
ZONING DISTRICTS, for consideration on second and final reading 

Resolution 2017-23 - A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AN AGREEMENT KIMLEY-HORN 
& ASSOCIATES, INC. FOR A TRAFFIC SIGNAL OPTIMIZATION STUDY, for adoption 

Official renaming of the dog park at Tower Park to Barkwood Dog Park 

Commissioner Gorman moved for approval of the items on the Consent Agenda; seconded by 
Vice Mayor Burgin.  Approval was unanimous.

With no further business, the meeting adjourned at 7:15 pm.

APPROVED Deborah Hedgepath
Deborah Hedgepath, City Recorder

Page 39 of 107
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Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Resolution 2017-24 - Agreement with Nationwide Retirement Solutions for 401a Money
Purchase Retirement Plan.
Submitted by:Mike Worsham, Human Resource
Department: Human Resource

Information
Subject
Resolution 2017-24 - Amended and Restated Plan Document /Adoption Agreement with
Nationwide Retirement Solutions for 401a Money Purchase Retirement Plan

Background
An important fringe benefit currently available to City employees is the supplemental
deferred compensation retirement savings plan.  The basic plan is operated under Section
457(b) of the IRS Code and is generally similar to a 401(k) plan for private sector
employees.  Employees participating in this optional benefit can select between two
providers, ICMA-Retirement Corporation (ICMA-RC) and Nationwide Retirement
Solutions (NRS).  Both companies offer similar investment options, account fees and
member services, including on-line account access and financial statements.

After two years of service with the City, full-time employees are eligible to receive a
contribution from the City of up to 3% of their base salary, on a dollar-for-dollar matching
basis, when they participate in the supplemental retirement plan.  When this plan was
initially established, employee’s personal contributions (made through payroll
deductions) along with the City matching contributions were deposited into an individual
457(b) tax deferred account. The IRS establishes annual limits on the amount of
contributions that can be made into individual 457(b) accounts.  In 1999, the City also
adopted a 401(a) plan to allow employees the option to contribute or defer even more of
their personal income each pay period into their 457(b) account by having the City’s 3%
matching contribution deposited into a 401(a) plan.

On May 23, 2011 the City of Brentwood Board of Commissioners approved Resolution
2011-28, adopting an amendment to both the ICMA-RC and Nationwide Retirement
Solutions (NRS) 401(a) Money Purchase Retirement Plans.  This resolution basically
established that future employee matching contributions would be separated and deposited
into an individual 401(a) plan.  The advantage of this change to the City was that deposits
into a 401(a) account are exempt from the employer’s portion of the Social Security
(FICA) tax.  Based on the level of City contributions to employee deferred compensation
accounts at that time, the City estimated saving approximately $15,000 annually with no
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reduction in contributions to the employees. An additional benefit to plan participants was
that they would be able to better identify the City’s commitment of matching contributions
because these funds would be accumulated in a separate account and not combined with
tax deferred withholdings made directly by the employee to the 457(b) account.

The IRS has a six-year review schedule for the type of 401 plan documents Nationwide
Retirement Solutions (NRS) makes available to plan sponsors, including the City of
Brentwood.  To ensure the City's plan remains in compliance with the Pension Protection
Act of 2006 (PPA 06) we are now required to submit a signed restated adoption
agreement.  The documents incorporate amendments for legislative and regulatory
changes enacted since the prior restatement.  In the past, we have utilized a negative
election adoption process in an effort to streamline the plan document adoption and
restatement process. This time, however, per instructions from the IRS, each plan sponsor
using the NRS plan document is required to execute a new adoption agreement to ensure
our plan remains in compliance with IRS and applicable regulatory requirements. The
restated adoption agreement does not include any plan design changes made since last
adopted in 2011.  Thus, this action is considered administrative in nature and is necessary
for the reasons describe above.  

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommend approval of the accompanying resolution, authorizing restatement of the
Nationwide Retirement Solutions 401(a) Money Purchase Plan to ensure compliance with
the required IRS review process.  Staff also recommends that the Board of Commissioners
grant the City Manager the authority to approve administrative or plan maintenance
changes in the future which do not substantially alter the basic plan design of the City’s
deferred compensation plans. 

Fiscal Impact
Amount : N/A
Source of Funds:
Account Number:
Fiscal Impact:
The restated plan document does not change the benefits associated with this plan nor the
City's cost for matching contributions made by employees.

Attachments
Resolution 2017-24 
NRS 401a Restatement Agreement 
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RESOLUTION 2017-24

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE TO AUTHORIZE AN 
ADOPTION AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD AND 
NATIONWIDE FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS, INC., REGARDING THE 401(A) MONEY 

PURCHASE PLAN ADMINISTERED FOR THE CITY BY NATIONWIDE RETIREMENT 
SOLUTIONS, A COPY OF SAID AGREEMENT BEING ATTACHED TO THIS 

RESOLUTION BY REFERENCE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.  That the Mayor is hereby authorized to execute an adoption agreement by and between 
the City of Brentwood and Nationwide Financial Solutions, Inc., regarding the 401(a) Money Purchase 
Plan administered for the City by Nationwide Retirement Solutions, a copy of said agreement being 
attached to this resolution by reference.

SECTION 2.  That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute any documents related to 
administrative or plan maintenance matters which substantially conform to the basic plan design of said 
401(a) Money Purchase Plan.

SECTION 2. That this resolution shall take effect from and after its passage, the general welfare of the 
City of Brentwood, Williamson County, Tennessee requiring it.

ADOPTED:  

RECORDER Deborah Hedgepath

MAYOR Regina Smithson

Approved as to form:

CITY ATTORNEY Roger A. Horner
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    Consent    2.        

Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Resolution 2017-25 - Approval of Contract with Embassy Suites for 2017 Annual Employee
Recognition Dinner
Submitted by:Mike Worsham, Human Resource
Department: Human Resource

Information
Subject
Resolution 2017-25 - Approval of Contract with Embassy Suites for 2017 Annual
Employee Recognition Dinner

Background
The Board of Commissioners of the City of Brentwood have a tradition of recognizing all
employees’ contribution to the success of the City by providing and hosting an employee
recognition dinner during the beginning of the annual holiday season. There are
realistically only two facilities available in Williamson County (Embassy Suites and
Marriott at Cool Spring) that have the capability of accommodating our group and are also
within a reasonable travel distance of Brentwood.

For the last ten years this event has been held at the Embassy Suites in Franklin,
Tennessee. The overwhelming feedback from attendees has been very positive on all
aspects of this event, including the quality of the food, room arrangement and
entertainment. Staff recommends that this event be held again this year at the same
location.

The Embassy Suites quoted the cost of this event at approximately $40 per person,
depending on final menu selection, plus applicable taxes and a 24% service charges. This
cost is approximately the same as last year.  The estimated attendance is expected to be
250 for a total estimated cost of approximately $12,500.  This amount will be included in
the Human Resources Department FY 2018 Operating Budget. 

Staff Recommendation
To ensure the Embassy Suites can be reserved for the preferred date of November 3,
2017, it is recommended that approval be granted for the City to enter into a catering
agreement with Embassy Suites to host the 2017 Annual Employee Recognition Dinner. 
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Fiscal Impact
Amount : $12,500 est.
Source of Funds: HR Budget
Account Number: 110-41650-82750
Fiscal Impact:
Sufficient funds will be included in the FY 2018 budget for the Human Resources
Department.

Attachments
Resolution 2017-25 
2017 Embassy Suites Agreement 
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RESOLUTION 2017-25

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE TO AUTHORIZE THE 
MAYOR TO EXECUTE AN AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF 

BRENTWOOD AND RICHARDSON HAMMONS, LP, D/B/A EMBASSY SUITES BY 
HILTON NASHVILLE SOUTH COOL SPRINGS FOR HOSTING THE 2017 EMPLOYEE 

RECOGNITION BANQUET, A COPY OF SAID AGREEMENT BEING ATTACHED 
HERETO AND MADE A PART OF THIS RESOLUTION BY REFERENCE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.  That the Mayor is hereby authorized to execute an agreement by and between the City 
of Brentwood, Tennessee and Richardson Hammons, LP, d/b/a Embassy Suites by Hilton Nashville 
South Cool Springs for hosting the 2017 employee recognition banquet, a copy of said agreement being 
attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by reference.

SECTION 2. That this resolution shall take effect from and after its passage, the general welfare of the 
City of Brentwood, Williamson County, Tennessee requiring it.

ADOPTED:  

RECORDER Deborah Hedgepath

MAYOR Regina Smithson

Approved as to form:

CITY ATTORNEY Roger A. Horner
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CATERING SALES EVENT AGREEMENT [CATERING ONLY] 
 

This Catering Sales Event Agreement (“Agreement”) is by and between City of Brentwood (“Group” or “you” or “your(s)”) and Richardson 
Hammons, LP, d/b/a Embassy Suites by Hilton Nashville South Cool Springs (the “Hotel” or “we” or “us” or “our”).  

 
We are pleased to offer the following function space based on our understanding of your present needs. Please review the detailed information 
outlined within to assure that this accurately reflects your requirements.  

Date Start Time End Time Function Room Setup Agr Room Rental 
11/3/2017 4:00 PM 5:30 PM Setup  Birch-Chestnut-Hickory-Maple-Oak See Diagram 250  
11/3/2017 5:30 PM 6:30 PM Registration E-Chestnut Foyer See Diagram 250  
11/3/2017 6:00 PM 10:00 PM Reception Birch-Chestnut-Hickory-Maple-Oak See Diagram 250  
11/3/2017 6:30 PM 10:00 PM Dinner Birch-Chestnut-Hickory-Maple-Oak Flow Through 250  
 
* Specific meeting rooms cannot be guaranteed and are subject to change  
The Hotel will provide all of the function space you require in accordance with the schedule of events which is described above for meeting 
room rental, including any set-up fees of $0.00 in recognition of the revenue we will derive from the provision of food and beverage services 
and ancillary services hereunder. Please ensure that the schedule above includes all space necessary to accommodate set-up and break-
down times, all audio-visual needs, head tables and displays.   
 
The use of the Hotel’s Exhibit Space will be governed by the attached “Terms and Conditions Governing Use of Exhibit Space” which is 
incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
ALL RESERVATIONS AND THIS AGREEMENT are subject to the rules and regulations of Hotel and the following conditions: 
 
AGREED MINIMUM FOOD AND BEVERAGE REVENUE FIGURE:   Agreed minimum banquet food and beverage revenue is $10,000, which 
does not include any other applicable event charges, service charges or applicable taxes. These figures shall be referred to herein as the 
“Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage Revenue Figure.”  If the Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage Revenue Figure is not met, the balance 
will be charged as meeting room rental.  Group will be responsible for the charges listed on the BEO or the Agreed Minimum Food and 
Beverage Revenue Figure, whichever is greater, and said charges will be posted as a charge to Group’s Master Account, plus applicable 
taxes and service charges 
 
GUARANTEED ATTENDANCE AND MENU SELECTIONS:  Though this number will not affect the Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage 
Revenue figure noted above, the final attendance for your function must be received in writing by the catering/conference services office NO 
LATER THAN 12:00PM, three (3) working days before the date of the function.  This will be the number for whom the Hotel will prepare food 
for the function.  The Hotel cannot be responsible for service, accommodations or guaranteeing the same menu items for more than three 
percent over your guaranteed number of people.  If a guarantee is not given to the Hotel by the specified time and date, the original estimated 
attendance would be considered the final guarantee.  Your final menu selections must be made no later than 10 days prior to your arrival.  

Especially Prepared for:  Event & Hotel Information: 
Client Contact 
Name: Ms. Chrissy Kirkpatrick  Name of “Event”: City of Brentwood Employee 

Appreciation Dinner 

Title: On Site Contact  Date(s) of Event:  Friday, November 3, 2017 -  Friday, 
November 3, 2017 

Responsible 
Party: 
Company 
Name or 
Individual 

City of Brentwood  Post to Reader 
Board as: 

City of Brentwood Employee 
Appreciation Dinner 

Address: 5211 Maryland Way 
PO BOx 788  Hotel Contact: Ashley Alderman 

City, State, Zip: Brentwood, TN 
37024-0788  Title: Event Sales Manager 

Phone: (615) 371-0060  Phone: (615) 515-5203 
Email Chrissy.kirkpatrick@brentwoodtn.gov  Email: ashley.alderman@jqh.com 
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SERVICE CHARGE: A service charge of 24% (or the current service charge in effect on the day of the Event) will be assessed on all charges 
relating to your event including, but not limited to, food and beverage, audio visual, connectivity, meeting room rental, labor fees and any other 
charges relating to your event, plus any applicable state and/or local taxes. This service charge is not a gratuity and is the property of Hotel to 
cover discretionary and administrative costs of the Event.  We will endeavor to notify you in advance of your Event of any increases to the 
service charge should different amounts be in effect on the day of your event. 
 
AUDIO-VISUAL EQUIPMENT:  Group agrees to work exclusively with Hotel or Hotel’s exclusive audio-visual provider for Group’s audio-visual 
needs.  Any exceptions to using the Hotel or its exclusive provider require Hotel General Manager approval. Applicable service charges and 
taxes will apply to all audio-visual services, whether provided by the Hotel, Hotel’s exclusive provider, Group or Group’s outside contractor.   
 
CANCELLATION:  Group has committed to the functions listed on the above Schedule of Events.  It is understood that Hotel loses substantial 
revenue upon the unexpected cancellation of an event.  The amount of those losses is often difficult or impossible to determine.  Hotel has set 
forth the following fee schedule in the event of cancellation.  The parties agree that these fees are a fair and reasonable estimation of Hotel’s 
loss as a result of cancellation.  Group shall pay the cancellation fee as liquidated damages if Group’s event is canceled.   
If any single function is cancelled, the group is responsible for the meeting room rental and any other applicable charges associated with that 
function.  The Group is still expected to meet Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage Revenue Figures as outlined above. If the entire event is 
cancelled Group agrees to pay Hotel, as follows: 
 

Cancellation Fee is based on Agreed Room Night Revenue and Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage Revenue, all other 
applicable event charges (i.e. meeting room rental, setup charges, audio visual charges), service charge and applicable 
taxes for a total amount of $12,400  
Cancelled more than 181 days prior to arrival =  50% or $ 6,200 
Cancelled 91 - 180 days prior to arrival =  75% or $ 9,300 
*Cancelled within 90 days prior to arrival =  90% or $ 11,160  

 
Written notice of cancellation must be delivered to Hotel and may be made by facsimile or electronic transmission. Cancellation date will be 
considered the date such notification was received by Hotel. Liquidated damages resulting from cancellation shall be due and payable at the 
time of cancellation.   

 DEPOSIT AND PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS:  A first deposit of 25% of the Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage Revenue Figures and 
Meeting Room Rental of $10,000 is due when Group signs the contract.   Unless credit has been established in advance by Group with Hotel, 
payment of an additional amount which, when added to the first deposit, will equal 50% of the Agreed Minimum Food and Beverage Revenue 
Figures, is to be made three (3) weeks prior to Event and any remaining balance is to be made in cash or by certified or bank check, at least 
five (5) business days prior to the Event.  If any such payment is not made, Hotel may, at its option, deem the Event to be canceled, in which 
case cancellation charges will apply as noted above and the Hotel will retain any deposits on hand and apply them to the cancellation charges.  
If credit has been approved, payment will be due in accordance with the terms therefore agreed upon between the parties hereto, but in any 
event, no later than 2- days following Event.  Interest will accrue on any unpaid balance or deposit paid late at the rate of 1.5% per month or 
18% per annum.  For your convenience, we enclose a credit authorization form. If you desire to seek credit, please sign and return the form 
immediately.  If you wish to pay by credit card, please complete the enclosed form and return it to us. 
 
BILLING PROCEDURES AND DEPOSIT SCHEDULE: Please complete the enclosed direct bill application and return it to our Accounting 
Department within 30 days so that we may attempt to approve credit for your meeting. In the event that credit is not requested or is not 
approved, pre-payment of your total estimated Master Account will be due prior to your arrival, in accordance with a schedule to be 
determined by the Hotel at its sole discretion. Under such circumstance, failure to remit the appropriate pre-payment on a timely basis will be 
considered a cancellation by the Group and the Group shall be liable for amounts as described in the cancellation provisions. 
 
The following items shall be charged to the Master Account: tax, incidentals, banquet food and beverage charges, service charges and 
applicable taxes, attrition charges, meeting space rental charges (if any), cancellation charges, audio-visual charges and applicable taxes 
thereon and any other charges billed to the Master Account at the request of the authorized representative of the Group, as designated by the 
Group in advance of the commencement of the meeting.   During the course of your meeting, we would be pleased to have you meet with us 
each day, to review your master bill and to keep it accurate and up to date.  Please let your Convention Services Manager know if you wish to 
establish a daily meeting. 
 
A final bill, containing receipts and other back-up information, will be mailed to the Group within three business days of the Group’s departure.  
Master Account charges may be paid in the form of cash, check or bank transfer.  All Master Account charges not paid within 10 days of the 
billing date will bear interest at the lower of the rate of 1.5% per month, compounded monthly, if permissible by law, or the highest rate 
permissible by law.  Should the Hotel, in its sole discretion, deem collection action necessary in regard to outstanding balances hereunder, all 
costs associated with that collection action, including attorney’s fees, shall be posted to the Master Account. 
 
The deposits and payments outlined in the table below are due as indicated. The deposits and payments will be applied to your Master 
Account in the form of credits. 
Date                                                                 Deposit Due 
July 1st, 2017                            $3,100 
October 13th, 2017            $3,100 
October  30th, 2017            Remaining Balance 
 
 
Please make your deposit payments by check payable to Embassy Suites Nashville South Cool Springs and mail to: 820 Crescent Centre 
Drive, Franklin, TN  37067, Attention: Accounting Department.  
 
TAX EXEMPT STATUS:  If Group maintains a tax exempt status, Hotel must be provided with a valid exemption certificate no later than thirty 
(30) days prior to the group’s arrival in order to be exempt from taxes.  Please note, tax exempt status pertains to the Master Account 
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only.  Individual attendees are not tax exempt.  Tax exempt status applies to sales tax only; other taxes may apply. 
 
INSURANCE AND INDEMNIFICATION:  Hotel and Group each agree to carry and maintain and provide evidence of liability and other 
insurance in amounts sufficient to provide coverage against any claims arising from any activities arising out of or resulting from the respective 
obligations pursuant to this contract, amounts not less than $1,000,000.00 per occurrence.  Group’s insurance policy shall name the Hotel and 
John Q. Hammons Hotels Management, LLC as additional insureds.  Damage to the Hotel premises by the Group or appointed contractors 
will be the Group’s responsibility.  Group will accept full responsibility for any damages resulting from any action or omission of their individual 
attendees in conjunction with organized group activities.  The Hotel is not responsible for any loss or damage no matter how caused, to any 
samples, displays, properties, or personal effects brought into the Hotel, and/or for the loss of equipment, exhibits or other materials left in 
meeting rooms.   
 
The Hotel reserves the right to approve all outside contractors hired for use by the Group in the Hotel, and may have a list of approved 
contractors and vendors.  The Hotel must be notified in advance of any proposed vendor.  The Hotel reserves the right to advance approval of 
all specifications, including electrical requirements, from all outside contractors, and to charge a fee for outside services brought into the 
Hotel.  The Group and/or outside contractors must provide proof of worker’s compensation insurance for employees who will work on Hotel 
premises and proof of adequate general liability coverage for the Group and/or outside contractors’ activities while on Hotel’s premises, and 
must comply with all other similar requirements the Hotel deems appropriate, in its sole discretion, regarding use of function space, facilities 
and use of Hotel services.   
 
To the extent permitted by law, the Group shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the Hotel and its officers, directors, partners, agents, 
members and employees from and against any and all demands, claims, damages to persons or property, losses and liabilities, including 
reasonable attorney’s fees (collectively “Claims”) arising out of or caused by the Group’s negligence and/or its members’, agents’, employees’, 
independent contractors’ or exhibitors’ negligence in connection with the  use of the Hotel facilities, except to the extent and percentage 
attributable to the Hotel’s negligence.  The Group shall not have waived or be deemed to have waived, by reason of this paragraph, any 
defense which it may have with respect to such claims. 

ENTIRE AGREEMENT: This Agreement, together with the below-referenced Additional Terms and Conditions, appendices, addenda and 
exhibits attached hereto and incorporated herein, shall be deemed accepted only after it has been signed by a representative of the Group 
and thereafter signed by a representative of the Hotel.  Group shall present Hotel an executed version signed by Group’s Representative prior 
to February 1, 2017. Upon Hotel’s acceptance of this agreement, it will be placed on a definite basis and will be binding upon Hotel and Group. 

ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS:   By signing where indicated below, you are agreeing that in addition to the terms and conditions 
of this Agreement as outlined above, this Agreement is also comprised of all the general terms and conditions set forth in the Additional Terms 
and Conditions (collectively, the “Additional Terms and Conditions”) located on the following website:  http://p.jqh.com/tandc.html 

The undersigned expressly agree and warrant that they are authorized to sign and enter into this Agreement on behalf of the party for which 
they sign. 

ACCEPTED AND AGREED TO: 
City of Brentwood 
GROUP:  
By: Mayor Regina Smithson 

HOTEL:  
Richardson Hammons, LP 
d/b/a Embassy Suites by Hilton Nashville South Cool Springs 
 

By:  ___ ___________   

                Mayor Regina Smithson 

Name:      

Dated:      

By:                      

Name: Ashley Alderman 

Dated:      
 
 
Director of Sales: _______________________________ 
Name:  Karen Hamilton 
Dated: _____________________________ 
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    Consent    3.        

Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Resolution 2017-26 - Authorizing Agreement with Sulliivan Engineering for Study of
Alternatives for Ragsdale Road/Split Log Road Intersection
Submitted by:Mike Harris, Engineering
Department: Engineering

Information
Subject
Resolution 2017-26 -  Authorizing an Agreement with Sulliivan Engineering for Study of
Alternatives for the Ragsdale Road/Split Log Road Intersection

Background
The intersection of Ragsdale Road and Split Log Road experiences significant delay
during peak times as development on the east side of Brentwood has continued to expand.
Additionally, Williamson County Schools recently announced the purchase of the
"Foster" property, where construction of an elementary school is anticipated, followed by
a middle school at some point in the future. Continued growth in this area is anticipated,
and the delay at the intersection will continue to worsen.  The fact that the intersection is a
three-way stop is especially problematic at this location.  Therefore, staff is recommending
study of several options for improvements to reduce delay and increase the capacity at this
location..  Three potential options have been identified, as follows:
  

Signalize the intersection in its present configuration;1.
Realign the intersection such that Split Log Road becomes a curve for continuous
traffic flow, with Ragsdale "teeing" into Split Log with potential for signalization;

2.

Construct a roundabout3.

A conceptual layout for each of these alternatives is attached.  Each of these options has
pros and cons, so in order to facilitate making the best long term solution, staff is first
recommending a more detailed engineering study of these three options The study will
investigate key parameters of each alternative to aid in making the most informed
decision.  Some of the characteristics to be considered include: 

Safety
Capacity to handle current and future traffic (including the school)
Impact to neighboring properties
Level of service 
Cost
Constructability
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Since Sullivan Engineering, Inc. (SEI) is familiar with this roadway having designed the
original widening project several years ago and has successfully designed many road
projects in Brentwood, staff requested the attached proposal agreement from Sullivan for
this study.  Staff asked that SEI enlist the help of Neel Schaffer, the City's traffic
consultant, to aid in the study from a signal/operational perspective. These two firms can
provide a thorough analysis that will provide the information needed to make a sound
decision on the best improvement for this busy intersection. The total cost of the study, as
outlined in the attached agreement, is $19,354.50.  Staff expects the study will take
approximately 90 days to complete.  Once an alternative is selected, staff will negotiate a
final engineering design agreement with SEI to initiate construction with the goal of
having improvements completed by fall of 2018 when the new school opens. Funding for
this project is programmed as part of the proposed FY 2018-2023 Capital Improvements
Program.

Please direct any questions to the Engineering or Public Works Director.

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of the agreement with Sullivan Engineering, Inc. 

Previous Commission Action
No previous action by the Commission on this item.

Fiscal Impact
Amount : $19,345.50
Source of Funds: Capital Improvement Program
Account Number: 311-43100-1044
Fiscal Impact:
Given the timing of proposed school construction and opening, staff is recommending
proceeding with this study as soon as possible.  While no funding for this project was
included in the FY 2017 Capital Projects Fund budget, funding will be programmed in the
proposed FY 2018 Capital Projects Fund budget and sufficient undesignated reserves are
available in the Capital Projects Fund to cover the cost of this project through the end of FY
2017.

Attachments
Resolution 2017-26 
Agreement 
Signalization Layout 
Curve Layout 
Roundabout Layout 
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RESOLUTION 2017-26

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE TO AUTHORIZE THE 
MAYOR TO ACCEPT A PROPOSAL FROM SULLIVAN ENGINEERING, INC. FOR 

STUDY OF IMPROVEMENT ALTERNATIVES FOR THE INTERSECTION OF 
RAGSDALE ROAD AND SPLIT LOG ROAD, A COPY OF SAID PROPOSAL BEING 

ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART OF THIS RESOLUTION BY REFERENCE

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD, TENNESSEE, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1.  That the Mayor is hereby authorized to accept a proposal from Sullivan Engineering, 
Inc. for the study of improvement alternatives for the intersection of Ragsdale Road and Split Log Road, 
a copy of said proposal being attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by reference.

SECTION 2. That this resolution shall take effect from and after its passage, the general welfare of the 
City of Brentwood, Williamson County, Tennessee requiring it.

ADOPTED:  

RECORDER Deborah Hedgepath

MAYOR Regina Smithson

Approved as to form:

CITY ATTORNEY Roger A. Horner
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SULLIVAN ENGINEERING, INC. 
317 MAIN STREET, SUITE 201 

FRANKLIN, TN 37064 
TELEPHONE (615) 642-5822 

 
March 27, 2017 

 

Mr. Mike Harris 
Engineering Director 
City of Brentwood 
P.O. Box 788 
Brentwood, TN  37024 
 
RE: Ragsdale Road/Split Log Road Intersection Study 

City of Brentwood, Tennessee 
Project length – Varies per Alternate 

   
Dear Mike: 
 

Sullivan Engineering, Inc. (SEI) is partnering with Neel-Schaffer and our team is pleased to 
submit the following proposal for engineering functional design services necessary to produce 
preliminary conceptual layouts and engineering estimated cost of construction budget.   

 
The City of Brentwood desires assessment of three possible intersection improvements at the 

subject location.  SEI will develop the functional drawings and estimated cost of construction based on 
traffic engineering information provided from Neel-Schaffer.  This combined effort will aid the City of 
Brentwood in the decision making process for determining a preferred intersection design. 
 

The Functional Design and Traffic Engineering services shall be in accordance with design 
criteria set forth in this document: 
 
Engineering Services 
 
1) Functional Design Engineering 

a) Traffic Engineering 
i) As outlined below 

b) Topographic Survey 
(1) data shall be obtained from the City of Brentwood’s GIS  

c) Roadway Design Documents 
i) Coordinate Alignment with City, 
ii) Initiate utility contact, 
iii) Identify Land Parcels impacted by construction, 
iv) Identify and size major storm water cross drains, 
v) Prepare exhibits and Attend Meetings. 
vi) Engineer’s Estimated Construction Cost Analysis 

(1) Roadway improvements 
(2) Property acquisition 
(3) Roadway Typical Sections 

 
Functional Design Engineering 
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Looking at the initial concept ideas presented by Neal-Schaffer, SEI proposed budget is based on the 
following: 
 
 Concept 1 - Modified “T” Intersection (attached) as shown this seems like the most viable option.  
Initial modifications to the current document would be to modify the design from a 35 MPH design 
speed to match recently constructed roadways based on a 40 MPH design speed.  Additionally, Ragsdale 
Road will need to be designed to align with future proposed improvements.  Based on the Traffic 
Engineering analysis, future signalization should be evaluated and budgeted. 
 
 Concept 2 - Round-about initial thoughts is the elevation difference across the intersection is not 
conducive for this style design.  However, if signalization is required on Concept 1 and 2, the cost of the 
signal may offset the importing of fill material, especially if auxiliary lanes are required.  The use of a 
roundabout may eliminate the need for auxiliary and long-term maintenance cost of a signalized 
intersection.  Therefore, if signalization would be warranted in the next five years, as part of the 
evaluation process we should consider this to a point we can develop a construction budget for 
comparison to other alternates.  However, is signalization of the other concepts would not be warranted 
in the next 5 years, there would be no need to consider the roundabout concept. 
 
 Concept 3 - “T” Intersection creates a double left turn on Split Log and a dedicated right turn lane.  
This would require development of a receiving lane on Split Log Road for vehicles traveling west 
toward Wilson Pike.  My initial thought is to push the complete intersection north for a better alignment 
with future proposed improvements to Ragsdale Road.  Additionally, my feeling is this would option 
would require signalization.  Development of the receiving lane length along Split Log and stacking 
lanes on all approaches would be designed based on the traffic analysis.  Even if a signal is not 
warranted, in the next 5 years I feel it best to include with the budget conduit and pull boxes to avoid 
trenching or boring the roadway in the future.  My initial feelings on the Split Log receiving lane, 
inclusive of the transition area could stretch to Legacy Cove Lane, about 0.3 miles away.  If possible, 
design efforts should avoid crossing or influencing the easement of Columbia Gas crossings of Split Log 
Road.  To obtain benefits of and auxiliary lane approaching an intersection a typical intersection on the 
receiving side takes about 1,500 feet to avoid negative impacts to operational and capacity issues. 
 
 Once the Traffic Analysis is completed inclusive of incorporating data developed as part of the 
proposed school, our team will have a better handle on construction limits and lane requirements. 
 
 SEI, proposal budget is based the three alternates.  The analysis includes functional design, 
engineers estimated cost of construction, utility contact (determine size, location & easement), project 
meetings and printing.  SEI will need to develop multiple profile options for each Alternate, to minimize 
property acquisition cost and impact to owners, utility relocation, and constructability.  The horizontal 
and vertical models generated will allow SEI to estimate earthwork and slope limits.  Cross-sections 
developed will not be part of the submittal packet.  SEI conducts property owner and utility owner 
research.  Brentwood GIS mapping will provide contours, property line, water line, and sewer line 
locations adequate for this level of study.  SEI, will still need to make contact with other utility 
companies for services and easement data.  SEI, will perform a cursory drainage review for major cross 
drain structures each Concept.  The profile developed would be for analysis purposes but not typically 
include in the packet unless requested, engineering estimated cost of construction would be provided for 
all alternates, inclusive of property and utility impact.  I do not foresee any environmental concerns at 
this time to require specific analysis or assessment by and Environmental Firm. 
 

Page 74 of 107



 

D:\Sept 2016\17-004 Ragsdale-Split Log Brentwood\Proposal\3-23-17 Rag-Split Proposal.doce 

Traffic Engineering Analysis 
 
Neel-Schaffer proposes to provide Sullivan Engineering with traffic analysis and evaluation of 

proposed traffic operations at the intersection of Split Log Road at Ragsdale Road.  The City of 
Brentwood desires assessment of possible intersection improvements at the subject location.  Neel-
Schaffer will provide Traffic engineering support services as described below. 
 

Neel-Schaffer’ scope of work includes traffic engineering analysis will provide recommendations 
related to desired traffic control measures and intersection turn lane needs.  The traffic analysis will 
consider three intersection design scenarios.  The following outlines the study’s proposed tasks: 

 
1. Develop existing and future traffic volume models for the intersection.  The study will consider 
traffic volumes for two conditions: Existing Year (2017) and Horizon Year (2022).  The analysis 
will use traffic volumes documented in the recently completed WCS Split Log Road School 
Traffic Study.  Existing traffic counts and predicted background traffic growth rate will be 
utilized from this study. 
 
2. Conduct traffic operations analysis for each design scenario being considered. The following 
represents the proposed intersection scenarios: 

� Conversion of Split Log Road to operate as a continuous roadway with Ragsdale Road 
aligned as the side street forming a three-leg intersection. 
� Conversion of the intersection into a roundabout intersection. 
� Conversion of the intersection into signalized operation.  Preparation of a traffic signal 
warrant analysis is excluded at this time.  The analysis will provide information related to 
desired operating parameters and turn lane needs if signalization is subsequently pursued. 

 
3. Provide summary of results and evaluation guidance.  A written report is excluded at 
this time.  Study effort will include documentation of analysis results and advisement 
of preferred alternatives 

 
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED FEE 

Task Required 
2015 Est. Budget 

to Complete 

Develop existing and future traffic volume models for the intersection   
Conduct traffic operations analysis for each design scenario being 
considered 

$4,830.00 

Provide summary of results and evaluation guidance.  A written report is 
excluded at this time.   

  

SUB-TOTAL TRAFFIC $4,830.00 

Concept 1 - Modified “T” Intersection  $3,000.00 
Concept 2 - Round-about  $3,000.00 
Concept 3 - “T” Intersection  $6,000.00 

SUB-TOTAL FUNCTIONAL DESIGN $12,000.00 

SUB-TOTAL ESTIMATED BUDGET $16,830.00 

Additional Project Meetings and Correspondence, Reproduction (15% of 
Estimated Budget) 

$2,524.50 
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Task Required 
2015 Est. Budget 

to Complete 

SUB-TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS $2,524.50

TOTAL ESTIMATED BUDGET $19,354.50

 
 This project is to be developed in accordance with City of Brentwood and T.D.O.T. Guidelines, 
with compensation determined on an hourly basis.  The fee for this project shall include all items listed in 
the Scope of Work, printing, and travel expenses.  All printing will be the responsibility of Sullivan 
Engineering, Inc.  All documents shall be computer generated (AutoCAD) and reproduced on a media 
suitable for printing. 
 
 Please find enclosed the following for your review and further explanation of the scope of services 
to be provided as part of this project: 

 Concept Layout 1, 2 & 3 
 Design/Construction Schedule, 
 Supplement to “Agreement between OWNER and ENGINEER for Professional Services” , 

and 
 Exhibit “A” & “C” Work Order. 
 
Although SEI’s feels that all items have been adequately covered areas of concern, additional 

alternates could arise and if desired by the City our team could development additional analysis as 
needed.  However, SEI feels what is proposed adequately covers the requirements of this project.  
Therefore, in keeping with typical projects of this nature, SEI does not foresee any reason for additional 
services over and above what is customary practice. 
 
 I hope this proposal meets with your approval.  Please phone after you have had a chance to review 
this proposal or if there are any questions. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sullivan Engineering, Inc. 

Paul Collins 
Paul V. Collins, Jr. 
Vice President 
 
Cc:   Mr. Jeff Donegan, Director of Public Works 
 Mr. Richard Sullivan, PE, President Sullivan Engineering, Inc. 

Page 76 of 107



 

D:\Sept 2016\17-004 Ragsdale-Split Log Brentwood\Proposal\3-23-17 Rag-Split Proposal.doce 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Supplement to 
 

“Agreement between OWNER and ENGINEER for Professional 
Services” 
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Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion- Covered 
Transactions:  
 
The Consultant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principals:  

1) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible , or voluntarily 
excluded from covered transactions by any Federal, State or local department or agency; 

2) Have not within a 3-year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil judgement 
rendered against them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, 
attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or agreement under a 
public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statues or commission of embezzlement, theft, 
forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen 
property; 

3) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, 
State or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in this certification; and 

4) Have not within a 3-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions 
(Federal, State or local) terminated for cause or default. 

5) Where the prospective participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such 
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal. 

 Equal Employment Opportunity: 
a) In connection with the performance of any work on this project, the Consultant shall not discriminate 

against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, age, religion, color, sex, national 
origin, disability or marital status.  The Consultant will take affirmative action to ensure that applicants are 
employed and that employees are treated during employment without regard to their race, age, religion, 
color, gender, national origin, disability or marital status.  Such action shall include, but not be limited to, 
the following: employment upgrading, demotion, or transfer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layoff 
or termination; rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including 
apprenticeship. 

Title VI- Civil Rights Act of 1964: 
a) The Consultant shall comply with all the requirements imposed by the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 

1964 (42 U.S.C 2000d), 49 C.F.R., Part 21, and related statutes and regulations.  The Consultant shall 
include provisions in all agreements with third parties that ensure compliance with Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964m 49 C.F.R., Part 21, and related statues and regulations. 

Conflicts of Interest: 
No amount shall be paid directly or indirectly to an employee or official of the State of Tennessee as wages, 
compensation, or gifts in exchange for acting as an officer, employee, sub-contractor, or consultant to the City in 
connection with any work contemplated or performed relative to this Agreement. 

 
D.20 Inspection: 

a) The Consultant shall permit, and shall require its sub-contractor(s) or materials vendor to permit, the TN 
Department of Transportation’s authorized representatives and authorized agents of the Federal Highway 
Administration to inspect all work, workmanship, materials, payrolls, record and to audit the books, record 
and accounts pertaining to the financing and development of the Project. 
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(Exhibit A - ENGINEER’s Services) 
 

Exhibit A, C.O.B.  work order________, Ragsdale/Split Log  Road 
 

This is EXHIBIT A, consisting of 9 pages, referred to in and 
part of the Agreement between OWNER and ENGINEER 
for Professional Services dated October 27, 1998. 

 
        Initial: 

OWNER   
ENGINEER PC 

 
ENGINEER’s Services 
 
Article 1 of the Agreement is amended and supplemented to include the following agreement of the parties.  

ENGINEER shall provide Basic and Additional Services as set forth below. 

 

PART 1 -- BASIC SERVICES 

 

A1.01 Study and Report Phase 

 

 A. ENGINEER shall: 

 

1. Consult with OWNER to define and clarify OWNER’s requirements for the Project and available 

data. 

 

2. Advise OWNER as to the necessity of OWNER’s providing data or services of the types described 

in Exhibit B which are not part of ENGINEER’s Basic Services, and assist OWNER in obtaining such data and 

services. 

 

3. Identify, consult with, and analyze requirements of governmental authorities having jurisdiction to 

approve the portions of the Project designed or specified by ENGINEER, including but not limited to mitigating 

measures identified in the environmental assessment. 

 

4. Identify and evaluate up to three alternate solutions available to OWNER and, after consultation with 

OWNER, recommend to OWNER those solutions which in ENGINEER’s judgment meet OWNER’s 

requirements for the Project. 

 

 B. ENGINEER’s services under the Study and Report Phase will be considered complete on the date 

when the final copies of the revised Report have been delivered to OWNER. 

 

A1.02  Functional Design Phase 

 

 A. After acceptance by OWNER of the Report, selection by OWNER of a recommended solution and 

indication of any specific modifications or changes in the scope, extent, character, or design requirements of the Project 

desired by OWNER, and upon written authorization from OWNER, ENGINEER shall:  

 

1. On the basis of the above acceptance, selection, and authorization, prepares Preliminary Design 

Phase documents consisting of final design criteria, preliminary drawings, outline specifications, and written 
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(Exhibit A - ENGINEER’s Services) 
 

descriptions of the Project. 

 

2. Provide the following services: 

 Traffic Engineering 

 As outlined below 

 Topographic Survey 

o data shall be obtained from the City of Brentwood’s GIS  

 Roadway Design Documents 

 Coordinate Alignment with City, 

 Initiate utility contact, 

 Identify Land Parcels impacted by construction, 

 Identify and size major storm water cross drains, 

 Prepare exhibits and Attend Meetings. 

 Engineer’s Estimated Construction Cost Analysis 

 Roadway improvements 

o Property acquisition 

o Roadway Typical Sections 

 

3. Advise OWNER if additional reports, data, information, or services of the types described in 

Exhibit B are necessary and assist OWNER in obtaining such reports, data, information, or 

services.  The following will be included in the Engineer’s Basic Services: 

 Traffic Analysis 

 Functional Design Documents 

 

4. Based on the information contained in the Functional Design Phase documents, submit a revised 

opinion of probable Construction Cost and any adjustments to Total Project Costs known to ENGINEER, which 

will be itemized as provided in paragraph A1.01.A.5. 

 

5. Perform or provide the following additional Preliminary Design Phase tasks or deliverables: 

 

6. Furnish the Preliminary Design Phase documents to and review them with OWNER. 

 

7. Submit to OWNER 3 final copies of the Preliminary Design Phase documents and revised opinion of 

probable Construction Cost in accordance with the attached schedule after authorization to proceed with this phase. 

 

 B. ENGINEER’s services under the Preliminary Design Phase will be considered complete on the date 

when final copies of the Preliminary Design Phase documents have been delivered to OWNER.  

 

PART 2 -- ADDITIONAL SERVICES 

 

A2.01 Additional Services Requiring OWNER’s Authorization in Advance 

 

 A. If authorized in writing by OWNER, ENGINEER shall furnish or obtain from others Additional 

Services of the types listed below.  These services will be paid for by OWNER as indicated in Article 4 of the 
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Agreement. 

 

1. Preparation of applications and supporting documents (in addition to those furnished under Basic 

Services) for private or governmental grants, loans or advances in connection with the Project; preparation or 

review of environmental assessments and impact statements; review and evaluation of the effects on the design 

requirements for the Project of any such statements and documents prepared by others; and assistance in obtaining 

approvals of authorities having jurisdiction over the anticipated environmental impact of the Project. 

 

2. Services to make measured drawings of or to investigate existing conditions or facilities, or to verify 

the accuracy of drawings or other information furnished by OWNER. 

 

3. Services resulting from significant changes in the scope, extent, or character of the portions of the 

Project designed or specified by ENGINEER or its design requirements including, but not limited to, changes in 

size, complexity, OWNER’s schedule, character of construction, or method of financing; and revising previously 

accepted studies, reports, Drawings, Specifications, or Contract Documents when such revisions are required by 

changes in Laws and Regulations enacted subsequent to the Effective Date of this Agreement or are due to any 

other causes beyond ENGINEER’s control. 

 

4. Services resulting from OWNER’s request to evaluate additional Study and Report Phase alternative 

solutions beyond those identified in paragraph A1.01.A.4. 

 

5. Services required as a result of OWNER’s providing incomplete or incorrect Project information 

with respect to Exhibit B.   

 

6. Providing renderings or models for OWNER’s use. 

 

7. Undertaking investigations and studies including, but not limited to, detailed consideration of 

operations, maintenance, and overhead expenses; the preparation of feasibility studies, cash flow and economic 

evaluations, rate schedules, and appraisals; assistance in obtaining financing for the Project; evaluating processes 

available for licensing, and assisting OWNER in obtaining process licensing; detailed quantity surveys of 

materials, equipment, and labor; and audits or inventories required in connection with construction performed by 

OWNER. 

 

8. Furnishing services of ENGINEER’s Consultants for other than Basic Services. 

 

9. Services attributable to more prime construction contracts than specified in paragraph A1.03.C. 

 

10. Services during out-of-town travel required of ENGINEER other than for visits to the Site or 

OWNER’s office.  

 

11. Preparing for, coordinating with, participating in and responding to structured independent review 

processes, including, but not limited to, construction management, cost estimating, project peer review, value 

engineering, and constructability review requested by OWNER; and performing or furnishing services required to 

revise studies, reports, Drawings, Specifications, or other Bidding Documents as a result of such review processes. 

 

12. Preparing additional Bidding Documents or Contract Documents for alternate bids or prices 
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(Exhibit A - ENGINEER’s Services) 
 

requested by OWNER for the Work or a portion thereof. 

 

13. Determining the acceptability of substitute materials and equipment proposed during the Bidding or 

Negotiating Phase when substitution prior to the award of contracts is allowed by the Bidding Documents. 

 

14. Assistance in connection with Bid protests, rebidding, or renegotiating contracts for construction, 

materials, equipment, or services, except when such assistance is required by Exhibit F.  

 

15. Providing construction surveys and staking to enable Contractor to perform its work other than as 

required under paragraph A1.05.A.5, and any type of property surveys or related engineering services needed for 

the transfer of interests in real property; and providing other special field surveys. 

 

16. Providing Construction Phase services beyond the Contract Times set forth in Exhibit C. 

 

17. Providing assistance in resolving any Hazardous Environmental Condition in compliance with 

current Laws and Regulations. 

 

18. Preparing and furnishing to OWNER Record Drawings showing appropriate record information 

based on Project annotated record documents received from Contractor. 

 

19. Preparation to serve or serving as a consultant or witness for OWNER in any litigation, arbitration or 

other dispute resolution process related to the Project.  

 

21. Providing more extensive services required to enable ENGINEER to issue notices or certifications 

requested by OWNER under paragraph 6.01.G of the Agreement. 

 

22. Other services performed or furnished by ENGINEER not otherwise provided for in this Agreement. 

 

 

A2.02 Required Additional Services 

 

 A. ENGINEER shall perform or furnish, without requesting or receiving specific advance authorization 

from OWNER, the Additional Services of the types listed below.  ENGINEER shall advise OWNER in writing 

promptly after starting any such Additional Services. 

 

1. Services in connection with Work Change Directives and Change Orders to reflect changes 

requested by OWNER so as to make the compensation commensurate with the extent of the Additional Services 

rendered. 

 

2. Services in making revisions to Drawings and Specifications occasioned by the acceptance of 

substitute materials or equipment other than “or-equal” items; and services after the award of the Construction 

Agreement in evaluating and determining the acceptability of a substitution which is found to be inappropriate for 

the Project or an excessive number of substitutions. 

 

3. Services resulting from significant delays, changes, or price increases occurring as a direct or indirect 

result of materials, equipment, or energy shortages. 
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(Exhibit A - ENGINEER’s Services) 
 

 

4. Additional or extended services during construction made necessary by (1) emergencies or acts of 

God endangering the Work, (2) an occurrence of a Hazardous Environmental Condition, (3) Work damaged by 

fire or other cause during construction, (4) a significant amount of defective, neglected, or delayed work by 

Contractor, (5) acceleration of the progress schedule involving services beyond normal working hours, or (6) 

default by Contractor. 

 

5. Services (other than Basic Services during the Post-Construction Phase) in connection with any 

partial utilization of any part of the Work by OWNER prior to Substantial Completion. 

 

6. Evaluating an unreasonable claim or an excessive number of claims submitted by Contractor or 

others in connection with the Work. 
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Sheet C-1(Exhibit C - Basic Services With Determined Scope -- Lump Sum Method) 
 

Exhibit C, C.O.B.  work order ______, Ragsdale/Split Log Road 
 

This is EXHIBIT C, consisting of 1page, referred to in and 
part of the Agreement between OWNER and ENGINEER 
for Professional Services dated October 27, 1998.  

             
        Initial: 

OWNER   
ENGINEER PC 

 
Payments to ENGINEER for Services and Reimbursable Expenses 
 
Article 4 of the Agreement is amended and supplemented to include the following agreement of the parties: 
 
ARTICLE 4 -- PAYMENTS TO THE ENGINEER 
 
C4.01 For Basic Services Having A Determined   
  Scope –Hourly Not to Exceed, Method of Payment 
 
 A. OWNER shall pay ENGINEER for Basic Services set forth in Exhibit A, except for services of 
ENGINEER’s Resident Project Representative and Post-Construction Phase services, if any, as follows: 
 

1. A Lump Sum (Budgeted/Authorized) amount of $19,354.50 based on the following assumed 
distribution of compensation: 

   

Authorized Budget 
 

Task Required 
2015 Est. Budget 

to Complete 

Develop existing and future traffic volume models for the intersection   
Conduct traffic operations analysis for each design scenario being 
considered 

$4,830.00 

Provide summary of results and evaluation guidance.  A written report is 
excluded at this time.   

  

SUB-TOTAL TRAFFIC $4,830.00 

Concept 1 - Modified “T” Intersection  $3,000.00 
Concept 2 - Round-about  $3,000.00 
Concept 3 - “T” Intersection  $6,000.00 

SUB-TOTAL FUNCTIONAL DESIGN $12,000.00 

SUB-TOTAL ESTIMATED BUDGET $16,830.00 

Additional Project Meetings and Correspondence, Reproduction (15% of 
Estimated Budget) 

$2,524.50 

SUB-TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS $2,524.50

TOTAL ESTIMATED BUDGET $19,354.50

 
 

 

Total Budgeted/Authorized  $19,345.50 
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Sheet C-2(Exhibit C - Basic Services With Determined Scope -- Lump Sum Method) 
 

 
2. ENGINEER may alter the distribution of compensation between individual phases noted herein to 

be consistent with services actually rendered, but shall not exceed the total Lump Sum amount unless approved 
in writing by the OWNER. 

 
3. The Lump Sum includes compensation for ENGINEER’s services and services of ENGINEER’s 

Consultants, if any.  Appropriate amounts have been incorporated in the Lump Sum to account for labor, 
overhead, profit, and Reimbursable Expenses. 

 
4. The portion of the Lump Sum amount billed for ENGINEER’s services will be based upon 

ENGINEER’s estimate of the proportion of the total services actually completed during the billing period to the 
Lump Sum. 

 
5. The Lump Sum is conditioned on Contract Times to complete the Work not exceeding 6 months.  

Should the Contract Times to complete the Work be extended beyond this period, the total compensation to 
ENGINEER shall be appropriately adjusted. 

 
6. This Exhibit C may be replaced or supplemented for future projects authorized by OWNER. 
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Sheet C-1(Exhibit C - Basic Services With Determined Scope -- Lump Sum Method) 
 

This is Appendix 1 to EXHIBIT C, consisting of 1 page, 
referred to in and part of the Agreement between OWNER 
and ENGINEER for Professional Services dated October 
27, 1998 

        Initial: 
OWNER   
ENGINEER PC 

Reimbursable Expenses Schedule 
 
 Current agreements for engineering services stipulate that the Reimbursable Expenses are subject to review 
and adjustment per Exhibit C.  Reimbursable expenses for services performed on the date of the Agreement are: 
 

Fax $0.25 Page 

8” x 11” Copies/Impressions $0.25 Page 

11"x17" Copies/Impression $0.50 Page 

24" x 36" Prints $0.50 Sq. Ft. 

   

Minimum setup time $10.00 Per Plot 

Reproducible Copies (Mylar) $5.00 Sq. Ft. 

Reproducible B/W Copies (Paper) $3.00 Sq. Ft. 

Reproducible Color Copies Paper) $4.00 Sq. Ft. 

   

Mileage (auto) $0.54 Mile 

 
Standard Hourly Rates Schedule 
 
 Current agreements for engineering services stipulate that the standard hourly rates are subject to review 
and adjustment per Exhibit C.  Hourly rates for services performed on the date of the Agreement are: 
 

Billing Class 9 Professional Engineer II $171.40  

Billing Class 8 Professional Engineer I $158.36  

Billing Class 7 Staff Associate/Project Coordinator $127.07  

Billing Class 6 Project Manager $115.30  

Billing Class 5 Roadway Designer II $108.68  

Billing Class 4 Roadway Designer I $102.79  

Billing Class 3 CADD Technician $96.99  

Billing Class 2 Secretary $96.39  

Billing Class 1 Office Helper $62.52  
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    Consent    4.        

Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Approval for Purchase of Three (3) New CCTV Traffic Cameras 
Submitted by: Jamie Booker, Public Works
Department: Public Works

Information
Subject
Approval for Purchase of (3) New CCTV Cameras.

Background
In November 2016, the City Commission approved the purchase of 22 CCTV cameras.
This purchase allowed older analog CCTV cameras to be replaced with new IP Cameras.
These cameras were purchased using the National Joint Powers Alliance (NJPA)
purchasing cooperative contract #100614 through CDW. These cameras and mounting
brackets were purchased from CDW at a price of $2,857.32 each.  CDW has agreed to
honor this price again for three additional CCTV cameras and the related mounting kits.

Staff budgeted $25,000.00 in FY17 for the installation of a new mounting pole and CCTV
camera at the Moores Lane interchange on I-65, but after working directly with TDOT on
a pending project at this location, staff was able to save approximately $10,000.00 on the
project.  Therefore, staff is proposing to use $8,571.96 of the 10,000.00 savings to
purchase the additional IP CCTV cameras to continue to expand the City's camera
network to as many intersections as possible.

If approved, this purchase will bring the total number of IP CCTV cameras installed in the
City to 25.  This allows the Traffic Operations Department and Police Department to
monitor these areas live 24 hours a day.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Jeff Donegan, Public Works Director.

Staff Recommendation
Staff recommends approval of the purchase of three new CCTV cameras.

Previous Commission Action
The City Commission approved the purchase of 22 replacement cameras at its November
28, 2016 meeting.

Fiscal Impact
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Fiscal Impact
Amount : $8,571.96
Source of Funds: Capital Projects Fund
Account Number:
Fiscal Impact:
As stated in the narrative, staff proposes to fund this purchase using savings from a related
project.  While this purchase would not normally require City Commission approval
because it totals less than $10,000, Commission approval is necessary because this
additional purchase is an increase to the amount previously authorized by the Commission
with this vendor for the original camera purchase.

Attachments
Original Bid 
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    New Business    1.        

Brentwood City Commission Agenda
Meeting Date: 04/10/2017  
Appointment of Three (3) Members to the Park Board 
Submitted by:Debbie Hedgepath, Administration
Department: City Recorder

Information
Subject
Appointment of Three (3) Members to the Park Board

Background
At the April 10, 2017 meeting, the Board of Commissioners will appoint three (3)
members to the Park Board.  The appointees will serve three (3) year terms expiring April
30, 2020.  Applicants must be residents of the City of Brentwood.

Notice of the upcoming appointments and process/deadlines for applications were
published in the Tennessean's Williamson section and posted on the City's web page and
on the Brentwood City Government Cable Channel (Channel 19 on Comcast).

The interested persons are:
1. Preston Bain (incumbent)
2. Lenda Elmlinger (incumbent)
3. Dave Olmstead (incumbent)
4. Craig Zimberg

Their applications are attached.

Staff Recommendation
n/a

Fiscal Impact

Attachments
Applications 

Page 95 of 107



Page 96 of 107



Page 97 of 107



Page 98 of 107



Page 99 of 107



Page 100 of 107



Page 101 of 107



Page 102 of 107



Page 103 of 107



Page 104 of 107



Page 105 of 107



Page 106 of 107



Page 107 of 107


	Agenda
	2.1._Public Hearing -- Ordinance 2017-06
	    Ordinance 2017-06
	    Current Code Language -- Affected Sections
	2.2._Public hearing for Ordinance 2017-07
	    Ordinance 2017-07 w_ Attachment A
	    Attachment B
	    Vicinity Map 
	    Clovercroft Elem. Inages
	    Property Boundary Exhibit
	    Community Meeting Summary
	    Elevations -- 3-30-2017
	Split Log Ariel
	Split Log Front
	Split Log Prespective

	    TIA -- Summary of Changes_Response to Review Comments 
	    Summary of Changes_Response to Review Comments 
	2.2._Approval or correction of minutes from Regular Scheduled Commission meeting
	    Draft Minutes
	8.1._Resolution 2017-24 - Agreement with Nationwide Retirement Solutions for 401a Money Purchase Retirement Plan.
	    Resolution 2017-24
	    NRS 401a Restatement Agreement
	8.2._Resolution 2017-25 - Approval of Contract with Embassy Suites for 2017 Annual Employee Recognition Dinner
	    Resolution 2017-25
	    2017 Embassy Suites Agreement
	8.3._Resolution 2017-26 - Authorizing Agreement with Sulliivan Engineering for Study of Alternatives for Ragsdale Road_Split Log Road Intersection
	    Resolution 2017-26
	    Agreement
	    Signalization Layout
	    Curve Layout
	    Roundabout Layout
	8.4._Approval for Purchase of Three (3) New CCTV Traffic Cameras 
	    Original Bid
	10.1._Appointment of Three (3) Members to the Park Board 
	    Applications



