Music Row Community
Meeting

January 11, 2016
Draft Recommendations



Meeting Purpose

e Understand Planning’s
Recommendations based on Music Row
Stakeholders Input

 Review Timeline for additional study

 Review potential final products — e.g.
reports, zoning actions, policy actions



Agenda

 Process Overview

o What we’ve accomplished thus far
 Review Findings

o Are we on the right path?

e Review Recommendations

o Draft Goals and Recommendations for Music Row

o0 Discuss Tools for Historic Preservation

o0 Discuss Next Steps

o Market and Tourism Study by the National Trust for Historic

Preservation



Process Overview

« Meeting 1: Visioning
 Meeting 2: Prioritizing Goals
 Meeting 3: Refining

« Meeting 4: Direction and Policy Goals



Review of Findings From
Meeting #3




Meeting 3: Refining Survey N
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 35o0nline, 10 in person

e Survey Focused on
o building heights

0 development
characteristics

o0 otherissues to guide
development

e COmmon
comments/concerns

were regarding traffic
and parking

s A
A
IS Al
e
_.?%'/ N
X578
‘g}@-.
SCAéRJTrpL
=3
I
4 3
>
L4
=
4
~ EDGEHJ'LLAVE 7
g
=
R =
D a
%
i <
=
w
o
-
g
g
= Dixie py
PIERCE AVE SOUTH DR

G E
CAPERS ayg . APF.QE;

Ly DGEW, ;

00D 7y b

: W+E S
BELCO s
S URT Ve

Vit pL

A <)
3
N
S P
st
o
{a] ] ST
| SioLeR sy
HAWKINS o7
w
¥
<
o=
b o
~
GRAND AVE
| 1 ARCHER ST
©
;_;" >
TREMONT st z OYMpic 5T
™
e
“ !
=
<
Z
wn ©
~ L.

D Music Row Study Area Boundary

RTON ayE
% | Midtown Study Area Boundary

- 1 20 stories max
J :l 2a 8 stories max
I:l 2b 5 stories max
: l:l 3 3 stories max

WADEA |:| 4 5 stories max; extra transition
== [ 10-MT-T5-MU-01 - 20+ stories
= ]7 10-MT-T5-MU-02 - 20 stories max
\ | 10-MT-T5-MU-03 - 8 stories max

WEDGEWOOD AVE

E

(L}



Area l

 Up to 20 stories

e Current location of
most large scale
buildings
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Area 2Za
e 2a: up to 8 stories

Not
enough
9%

TOoO much
33%

Just right
58%




TOoO much
20%

e 2b: up to 5 stories

Area 2b



Area 3

 Up to 3 Stories |
e Historic Neighborhood
Conservation Overlay will
remain.

Too much

Just right
63%



Area 4

 Up to 4 Stories
+ Sensitive transition into the MT-Ts- ;j’:? 7
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Edgehill Neighborhood .~

« Would require change in

Zoning.
Too much
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Just right
60%
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 Gray and hatched
areas will keep the

special policies put in
place during the

Midtown Study,
updated in 2014.

* Proposed heights in
each subdistrict relate
to the base polices in

each area.
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2b 5 stories max
. 3 3 stories max
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Building Design and Streetscape

Sidewalks 25.58%

First floor uses 21.71%

Lighting

10.08%
Building materials 9.30%
Parking garage liner 8.53%

Sighage

Screen utilities



Draft Policy Goals for Music Row

Based on Survey and Stakeholder Meetings

1. Preserve Music Row’s Character.

2. New development should support the Music

Row community.
3. Manage tourism.
4. Encourage creativity and collaboration.

5. Preserve and enhance the streetscape.



Policy Recommendations



Recommended CCM Policy

Keep Change

 T5 Center Mixed Use * A portion of District
Neighborhood Office Concentration

« District Office to Transition
Concentration

 Civic & Open Space



Recommended
CCM Policy

Special Policy Areas

D Music Row Study Area Boundary

Midtown Boundary
I cicwic

CO Conservation

OS Open Space

f/:;@, TR Transition
T4 NM Urban Neighborhood Maintenance

L

T4 NE Urban Neighborhood Evolving

T4 NC Urban Neighborhood Center

T4 CM Urban Mixed Use Corridor

T4 MU Urban Mixed Use Neighborhood
T5 MU Center Mixed Use Neighborhood
T6 DN Downtown Neighborhood

- T6 DC Downtown Core

" D M District Major Institutional
D OC District Office Concentration

cl
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Draft Community Character Policies
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T5 Center Mixed Use Neighborhood

* Intended to preserve, « Major employment
enhance, and create centers, such as Midtown
high-intensity urban mixed

use neighborhoods.

e Diverse mix of residential

and non-residential uses

« Among the most intense

development areas in the

County

"~ T5MU Center Mixed Use Neighborhood



e Preserve, enhance, and create
districts where office use is
predominant.

 |nclude areas of where
opportunities for complementary
uses can be added.

 Development occurs in a manner
complementary to the varying
character of surrounding

communities.
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Civic & Open Space

 To preserve and enhance
publically owned
properties and open

space.

« Character and design

depends on context

« Example uses include
libraries (civic) and
amphitheater (open

space)



Transition

 To preserve, enhance, and
create areas that serve as

transition between more and

less intense development.

e Land uses include small scale
office, and moderate

residential development.
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Update from the
National Trust for
Historic Preservation



4 Key Findings
from Musu: Row Research

e‘ /lQ e

1. Music Row has always been and still is a community.

2. This place matters.
3. This area is still Music Row - the center of the music

iIndustry.
4. Music Row is the only place of its kind in the United

States.



IMusic Row is a National Treasure
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Music Row Survey: Top Responses
 Maintain neighborhood character

 Encourage rehab/renovation of existing buildings

* Incentives for preservation

e |Incentives for music businesses

* Preserve old homes and studios

* Find way to better utilize existing buildings

e Preserve music businesses




The Story of Music Row

National Register of Historic Places
Multiple Property Documentation Form (MPDF)
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Timeline for MPDF

1+ Presented findings in public meeting
| oct. 7, 2015
« Posted for review and comment
until Nov. 6, 2015
e Submit document to:
o0 Tennessee Historical Commission
staff - Jan. 11, 2016

o State Review Board — May 2016

o National Park Service — June 2016



WWW.musicrowstories.com
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Telling Music
Row's Story

|

To honor the legacy of
Nashville's Music Row—and to
shape plans for the future—the
National Trust for Historic
Preservation and the Music
Industry Coalition (MIC) have
undertaken definitive, in-depth
research to document Music
Row’s history.
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This project was spurred by the
spate of recent demolitions
along Music Row and the
outpouring of support for saving
__RCA Studio A. which made clea



http://www.musicrowstories.com/

Next Steps: Real Estate Market

« Assess indicators for real estate market
 Prepare summary describing the type and scale of
development that may occur over time

e |dentify approaches that can help guide sustainable
physical development

I




Next Steps: Music Industry

« Assess key indicators for music industry on Music
Row

 Prepare summary describing issues and

opportunities for Music Row’s continued primary
role in the music industry
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Next Steps:
Preservation Tools & Incentives
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_ Education Regulation
Documentation
_ _ Awareness Programs
Designation _
Advocacy Incentives
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Next Steps: Tourism Development

Explore opportunities for
“low impact” tourism:

e Studio tours

« Smart phone tour
« Signage/collateral materials

« Walking tours



Next Steps: Organization,
Management & Partners

 Music Row Neighborhood Association
 Music Industry Coalition

 Metro Planning Department

 Metro Historical Commission

» Historic Nashville, Inc.

 Nashville Convention and Visitors Corp.

« National Trust for Historic Preservation



Timeline

. Metro Planning JANUARY |FEBRUARY| MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE

. National Trust and Partners

1 2 3 4

Summary Report Online

Revisions to Goals and Policies

Continued Stakeholder
Conversations

Feedback on Draft Policy

Final Plan to Planning
Commission

Real Estate/ Preservation
Strategies

Tourism Study

Music Industry

Organization and Partners

Gather Feedback

MPDF to TN Historical
Commission staff

MPDF to State Review Board




Final report will be available online the week of January 25
http://www.nashville.gov/mpc

Click on link for Music Row Community Meetings.


http://www.nashville.gov/mpc
http://www.nashville.gov/mpc
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