
DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION 

MUNICIPAL CENTER COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

Tuesday, December 20, 2016 

6:00 p.m. 

 

The regular meeting of the Design Review Commission was scheduled and held in the Council Chambers 

of the Municipal Center on December 20, 2016.  

 

1. Chairman Saunders called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  

 

2. Chairman Saunders requested the roll call. Ms. Sheila Pounder called the roll of the Commission and 

established a quorum:                                                                   

 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT:    

Mr. Keith Saunders, Chairman; Mr. Paul Bruns, Vice-Chairman; Mr. Ralph Smith; Mr. Steve Landwehr; 

Mr. Henry Porter; and Mr. Timothy Serfess 

   

DEVELOPMENT STAFF PRESENT:   

Mr. Cameron Ross, Economic and Community Development Director; Ms. Sheila Pounder, Planning 

Division Manager; Sarah Goralewski, Planner; and Mr. Robert McLean, City Attorney  

 

 

3.  Approval of Minutes for November 29, 2016 

 

Mr. Landwehr moved to approve the Design Review Commission minutes of November 29, 2016, 

seconded by Mr. Bruns, with no further comments or discussions. 

 

ROLL CALL:  Mr. Smith – Yes; Mr. Porter – Yes; Mr. Serfess – Yes; Mr. Landwehr – Yes; Mr. Bruns – 

Yes; Chairman Saunders - Abstain. 

 

MOTION PASSED  

 

 

4.  CONSENT AGENDA 

 

a. Enclave Estates – North Side of Wolf River Boulevard – East of Forest Hill-Irene Road – 

Request Approval of an Entrance Feature Plan (Case No. 16-649).   

Gregory Lake w/Enclave Estates Homeowners Associate – Applicant/Representative 

 

Comment:  The Chairman stated he would like to remind the Commissioners that voting on all matters on 

the Consent Agenda constitutes an acknowledgement that the member has read and reviewed the 

application materials/plans/staff reports and determines further discussion or presentation of an item is not 

necessary.  He stated if there was anyone in the audience that would like an item pulled, please request so 

at this time, and in seeing none, he asked for a motion.  

 

Mr. Bruns made a motion to approve the Consent Agenda, as discussed and seconded by Mr. Landwehr. 

 

ROLL CALL: Mr. Smith – Yes; Mr. Porter – Yes; Mr. Serfess – Yes; Mr. Bruns – Yes; Mr. Landwehr – 

Yes; Chairman Saunders - Yes 

 

MOTION PASSED 

 

STAFF'S COMMENTS / DISCUSSIONS REGARDING THE CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 

 

a. Enclave Estates – North Side of Wolf River Boulevard – East of Forest Hill-Irene Road – 

Request Approval of an Entrance Feature Plan (Case No. 16-649). 

 

INTRODUCTION: 



Design Review Commission 

December 20, 2016 

Page | 2 

 

 

Case Number: 16-649 

  

Location: North Side of Wolf River Boulevard, East of Forest Hill-Irene 

Road 

  

Applicant/Representative Name: Gregory Lake w/Enclave Estates Homeowners Association 

  

Current Zoning District: “R” Residential Zoning District  

  

Description of Request: Request Entrance Feature Approval 

*Refer to the Disclosure Form attached for more information  

 

Location is approximated 

 

BACKGROUND:  The Board of Mayor and Aldermen approved an Outline Plan for the 

Enclave PUD on February 9, 2004. The Planning Commission recommended approval of the 

Outline Plan on January 6, 2004.  The Planning Commission approved amendments to the 

outline plan on May 4, 2004. The Planning Commission also approved the preliminary and 

final plan of Phase 1 and a Grading Permit for the northern section of the Enclave on May 4, 

2004. 

 

The Design Review Commission approved a landscape plan and perimeter fencing on July 

24, 2004. On August 10, 2004, the Board of Zoning Appeal approved a variance to allow a 

subdivision entrance wall to exceed six feet in Height.  The final plat for this planned 

development was re-recorded in 2012 to change the name from Enclave P.D., Phase 1 to 

Enclave Estates P.D.  Recently, the DRC approved a new landscape and lighting plans at the 

entrances into Enclave Estates neighborhood on October 25, 2016. 

 

REQUEST SUMMARY: The request is for DRC approval of a new entrance feature at the 

entrances into Enclave Estates neighborhood from adjacent neighborhoods along Enclave 

Green Lane. The Enclave Estates neighborhood is comprised of Phases 1 & 2 of Enclave 

Planned Development.  
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STAFF COMMENTS: 

1. The applicant also seeks approval of entry plagues on brick pillars to be placed at the 

northern entrance into Enclave Estates development on both sides of Enclave Green 

Lane.  This new entrance feature consist of a center column that is 8' tall by 3' wide with 

an engraved limestone plaque that reads "Enclave Estates" and two side wings on each 

side of the center column that is 6' tall and 18" wide. The limestone plaque on each pillar 

measures 3' tall by 2.5' wide. 

 

2. Section 14-32, Sign Regulations states “One subdivision entrance identification sign shall 

be allowed per project, except where the project fronts on two or more major or collector 

streets or has more than one major traffic entrance on the same Major or Collector 

Streets; then identification shall be allowed at each major entrance.  

 

3. The development currently has subdivision entrance signs attached to a wall along both 

street corners at the intersection entrances of Old Town and Wolf River Blvd. as well as 

Enclave Green Lane East and Wolf River Blvd. The approval of this request would add 

signage at the northern ends of Enclave Green Lane where the development transitions 

from Enclave Estates (previous Phases 1 & 2) into Enclave PD, Phase 5.  Enclave Green 

Lane East is not technically classified as a major or collector street; however it does 

function as a residential collector, since it is the main street that funnels traffic through 

the residential development to access Wolf River Blvd., a major street.  

 

4. Section 6-105, Subdivision Entrance Features (SEF) states the following “Features. A 

SEF shall be defined as a cohesively designed element(s) to a subdivision, intended to 

create a unique, identifying entrance area. The SEF shall be located within a common 

open space area or landscape easement, adjacent to a street on the perimeter of the 

subdivision, span no more than 25 linear feet, and be composed of at least two of the 

following components: wall/fence, landscaping, pedestrian gates, signs and associated 

decorative items such as lights and finials. The proposed pillars will be composed of a 

sign and landscape planting at the base of them. See attached drawing submitted by the 

applicant for a list of planting materials to be use in this project.   

 

5. The maximum permitted height of a SEF is ten feet above the surrounding grade, at a 

setback of 15 feet from the street right-of-way. The proposed pillars at 8 feet are less than 

the maximum height permitted; however, the setback from the street is not reflected on 

the plan. If approval, a plan that reflects the required 15 foot setback from Enclave Green 

Lane, the existing COS easement area where the SEF will be located should be submitted 

to staff for final stamped approval of the SEF plan.  

 

6. As requested at the October DRC meeting, the applicant has provided pictures of the urns 

and pedestal to be used within the landscape C.O.S. entry areas. (See attached pictures) 

The item was not included in the approval of the landscape plan for this development at 

the October meeting.  
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PROPOSED MOTION: To approve a Subdivision Entrance Feature Plan for installation at the northern 

entrance into Enclave Estates development on both sides of Enclave Green Lane, subject to the Board’s 

discussion, staff comments and the documents submitted with the application. 
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Additional Information from Applicant: 

 

Column Details (also represented on attached drawing) 

1. The column structure is "winged" with the: 

1. center column being 8' tall by 3' wide, it will include a limestone plaque 

that reads "Enclave Estates" and will be 3' tall by 2.5' wide 

2. the wings on each side of the center column will be 6' tall and 18" wide 

2. Plant material will be used to accent the wall 

1. Zebra grass, two 3 gallon plants, will flank each side of the wall 

2. Indian Hawthorn, five 3 gallon plants, will be in front of the wall 
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5. vom Fass – Saddle Creek South Shopping Center – 2055 West St. Ste 12 – Request Approval of an 

Awning with Signage (Case No. 16-659).  

 

INTRODUCTION:   

 

Case Number: 16-659 

Location: 2055 West St., Ste. 12 – Saddle Creek South Shopping Center 

Applicant Name/ 

Representative: 

Russell Harms – Applicant 

Zoning District: “T-5” Urban Center District, using the pre-existing “SC-1” Shopping Center 

zoning district sign regulations 

Description of Request: Request Approval of a Storefront Awning for New Tenant 

 

 

 

BACKGROUND:  The Shops of Saddle Creek Center was approved by the Planning Commission and the 

Board of Mayor and Aldermen in 1987.  On December 15, 2015, the Design Review Commission 

approved a landscape plan and building façade modification and renovation plans. The vom Fass store is 

located between Sephora and Gymboree.  Applications for permanent wall and blade signs that conforms 

to the City’s sign regulations, as well as to the approved sign policy for Saddle Creek South Shopping  

Center, have been submitted for administrative approval.  

 

DISCUSSION:  An awning without any writing or logo has already been installed on the building façade 

without approval by the City of Gemantown. The applicant is now requesting approval of an awning for 

the vom Fass store that consists of a design incorporating the corporate logo and descriptive language.  

 

 

vom Fass  

Saddle Creek South 

Shopping Center 
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(As vom Fass is a relatively unknown German brand, the applicant is requesting the descriptive language 

to enhance visibility and viability of the business). 

 

 

STAFF COMMENTS: 

 

1. The total allowable signage for this site is 25.5 square feet.  The total amount of signage 

proposed, including the logo and descriptive text on the awning, as well as the administratively 

approved wall sign, is 24.75 square feet. 

 

2. An awning has already been installed on the building façade without approval by the City of 

Germantown or a building permit from Shelby County.  

 

3. The proposed awning includes a logo and descriptive language, both of which are design 

elements requiring approval by the Design Review Commission. 

 

4. The proposed awning design, including the logo and descriptive language, has been reviewed and 

approved by the shopping center management, Trademark Properties. 

 

5. If approved, the applicant must obtain a permit from the Memphis/Shelby County Office of Code 

Enforcement. 

 

PROPOSED MOTION: To approve a storefront awning for the vom Fass store in the Saddle Creek South 

Shopping Center, 2055 West St., Ste. 12, subject to the Board’s discussion, staff comments, and the 

documents submitted with the application. 

Location & Height: The proposed awning will be mounted on the storefront façade below the existing 

tenant identification wall sign.  The lowest part of the awning will be 8’-5” high 

from the ground.    

Awning Area:  68 sq.ft. (17’x 4’) – without valance 

17 sq.st. (17’ x 1’) – valance area 

Colors & Materials: Aluminum tube frame with a turquoise covering.  Logo and lettering will be silk-

screened onto awning.  (See attachments for cross-section and paint colors.)  

Proposed Logo 

Design: 

 
Proposed Logo Area 

and Colors: 

2.5 square feet 

Off-white lettering, blue water drop, navy lettering outline, teal background 

Proposed Lettering 

on Awning Valance 
 

Proposed Lettering 

Area and Color 

6.5 sq.ft. (12’10” x 6”) = area of descriptive lettering on awning 

Off-white lettering 

Mounting Structure: Frame mounted to building wall with metal lag anchors 

Lighting: None 
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Mr. Russell Harms explained there were 17 different iterations before settling on this submittal and asked 

the Commission to approve this request. 

 

Chairman Saunders informed the applicant that this commission has never approved a logo on an awning. 

The ordinance does allow for the oil, vinegar, spirits, and wine, which are classified as products, to be 

placed on the valence of the awning.   

 

Mr. Harms requested that the commission remove the logo from the awning request at this time. He will 

work with staff and possibly come back to the Design Review Commission at a later time for that. 

 

After much discussion, Chairman Saunders called for a motion. 

 

Mr. Landwehr moved to approve a storefront awning with lettering/text of products on the valence, with 

the removal of logo, for the vom Fass store in the Saddle Creek South Shopping Center, 2055 West St., 

Ste 12, subject to the Commission’s discussion, staff comments, and the documents submitted with the 

application, seconded by Mr. Bruns. 

 

ROLL CALL: Mr. Porter – Yes; Mr. Serfess – Yes; Mr. Bruns – Yes – Chairman Saunders – Yes; Mr. 

Landwehr – Yes; Mr. Smith - Yes 

 

MOTION PASSED 
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6. The Pinnacle of Germantown Planned Development – Southeast side of Dogwood Road and Poplar 

Avenue – Request Approval of a Fence on Double Frontage Lots (Case No. 16-657). 

 

INTRODUCTION:   

 

Development Case Number 16-657 

  

Case Name: The Pinnacle of Germantown PUD 

  

Location: South Side of Dogwood Rd. at Pinnacle Creek Drive 

  

Applicant Name: Gary Thompson w/Boyle Investment & Russell Kostka w/B.K. 

Pinnacle, LLC 

  

Zoning District: R - Low Density Residential 

  

Area:  18.55 Acres 

  

Request: Approval of a Fence on Double Frontage Lots 14, 15 and 16 

*Refer to the Disclosure Form attached for more information  

 

 

BACKGROUND:   

 

On November 1, 2005, the Planning Commission approved the final site plan and plat for an 18.44-acre, 

16-lot residential subdivision, the Pinnacle of Germantown Planned Unit Development (PUD), which is 

located on the south side of Dogwood Road, south of Poplar Avenue and west of Carter’s Grove 
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subdivision.  On December 13, 2005, the Board of Zoning Appeals approved variances from the City’s 

Floodplain Regulations to allow the roadways to be built within the flood area and to only require the 

building area of each lot to be built 18” above the flood elevation.  On January 24, 2006, the Design 

Review Commission granted approval for the Preliminary and Final Plan Approval for the Pinnacle of 

Germantown PUD, including a painted, wooden 3-rail fence (approximately 48” tall) along Dogwood 

Road. 

 

On December 6, 2016, the Planning Commission approved the revised final plat for the Pinnacle PUD, 

specifically modifications to the front and rear setbacks of Lots 1, 2, 14, 15 and 16.  The entire 

subdivision is accessed off of Dogwood Road via Pinnacle Creek Drive.  Per the originally approved final 

plat, Lots 1, 2, 14, 15 and 16 had 40’ front setbacks along Dogwood Road, and 25’ rear setbacks on Lots 

1-2, and 5’ rear setbacks on Lots 14-16 along a private ingress/egress alley.  While the front setback for 

these lots was along Dogwood Road, the vehicular access was always from an ingress/egress alley off of 

Pinnacle Creek Drive, the main road through the subdivision.  These lots did not have vehicular access to 

Dogwood Road.  The applicant requested the setback modification to the aforementioned lots as the 

developers had determined that those lots were unsalable as originally formatted.  Now Lots 1, 2, 14, 15 

and 16 have 40’ rear setbacks along Dogwood Road, and 5’ or 25’ front setbacks along the ingress/egress 

alley.   

 

DISCUSSION:   

 

The applicant is seeking approval of a 6-foot high wood fence, with 7-foot high stone columns, for Lots 

14, 15, and 16 along the Dogwood Road.  These are double-frontage lots, with the rear yards now along 

Dogwood Road, and the front yards along the private ingress/egress alley. (The originally approved 3-rail 

fence will remain along the Dogwood Road for Lots 1 and 2, in addition to a pine tree buffer.)   

 

Per Section 2-171(a)(4), the Design Review Commission may approve fencing as part of subdivisions.  

The applicant is proposing a six-foot high fence along Lots 14, 15 and 16, that consists of painted wood 

panel boards and wood posts with copper caps, connected by 7-foot tall stacked stone columns.  (Please 

see enclosed renderings.)  This proposed fence would tie into the already existing subdivision entrance 

feature for the development, which consists of an approximately 4-foot tall wood split-rail fence and 7-

foot stone columns.  Per Section 6-102, the maximum allowable height for fences is six (6) feet.  

However, per Section 6-105(c), “fence columns may exceed the actual fence height by a maximum of 

one foot, provided there is a minimum distance between columns of six feet.”  
 
For this double-frontage fence, the applicant is asking the Design Review Commission to consider two 

design exceptions from the Municipal Code:  

 

 Per Section 6-104(1), fences on double-frontage lots “shall not be constructed of wood.”  

However, per Section 9-81, “all such fences erected on double frontage lots shall be of such 

material as to be resistant to disease and decay or shall be treated with substances to prevent 

such disease or decay.”  The proposed fence is to be constructed of treated wood and will be 

painted. 

 

 Per Section 6-104(3)(a)(b), “Within any 80-foot section of fence, no more than 50 percent or 40 

feet of the fence shall be on the property line or any line parallel to and less than 15 feet from 

the property line.  The remaining 50 percent or more of the 80-foot section of fence must be set 

back six feet to 15 feet with evergreen planting inserted to break up the stockade appearance.”  

There are some sections of the proposed wood panels that extend more than 40 feet, with only a 

1’-6” deep inset to break up the stockade appearance.  However, the applicant maintains that 

his proposed fence pattern works better for the site, due to both the mature trees which are to be 

preserved and the topography in this area.  (Please see enclosed renderings.) 
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STAFF COMMENTS:   

 

1. The proposed fence and columns would be considered part of the entire subdivision development and 

would be maintained for the life of the project by the Homeowner’s Association (HOA).  (Please see 

HOA letter below.)   

 

2. Pending approval from the Design Review Commission, the applicant shall submit to the 

City of Germantown’s Neighborhood Services Division for a fence permit. 

 

PROPOSED MOTION: To approve a fence on double frontage Lots 14, 15 and 16 at the Pinnacle of 

Germantown PUD, subject to the Commission’s discussion and staff comments. 
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SITE PLAN FOR THE PINNACLE OF GERMANTOWN PUD 

(with Lots 14, 15 & 16 outlined) 
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Mr. Russell Kostka with B.K. Pinnacle, LLC and Gary Thompson with Boyle Investment explained they 

considered a lot of different alternatives. The fence will be maintained by the homeowners association.  

 

 



Design Review Commission 

December 20, 2016 

Page | 33 

 

Chairman Saunders explained that the fence is to be maintained regularly by the homeowners association, 

and not wait until there is major damage.  It is also with the understanding that the landscaping that is 

depicted on the plans will be planted and regularly maintained in the areas shown, whether they are new 

or re-planted. 

 

After much discussion, Chairman Saunders called for a motion. 

 

Mr. Bruns moved to approve a fence on double frontage Lots 14, 15, and 16 at the Pinnacle of 

Germantown PUD, subject to the Commission’s discussion, staff comments which includes the 

landscaping that is reflected in the rendering that is before us tonight, and the documents submitted with 

the application, seconded by Mr. Smith. 

 

ROLL CALL:  Mr. Serfess – Yes; Mr. Bruns – Yes; Chairman Saunders – Yes; Mr. Landwehr – Yes; Mr. 

Smith – Yes; Mr. Porter – Yes. 

 

MOTION PASSED 

 

 

OLD/NEW BUSINESS 

 

Chairman Saunders expressed his appreciation to the staff and Commission members for their service this 

past year. He announced that he would not be serving on the Design Review Commission next year. He 

has grown tremendously over his 18 years of service and feels the DRC has done a great job at adapting 

to the new ways of building, while keeping Germantown the way they want it. 

 

 

ADJOURMENT 

There being no further business, comments, or questions by the Commission, the Chairman adjourned the 

meeting at 6:50 p.m. 

 

 

 


