Twin Cedars Development, Inc
963 Petrified Forest Road
Flora, MS 39071

To: Scott Weeks

Madison County Zoning Administrator

| would like to appeal to the Madison County Board of Supervisors, the ruling
made by the Planning and Zoning Committee, regarding the site plan for a
convenience store on property we own on Highway 51, Madison, MS.

Sincerely,

Bobby Brown

Twin Cedars Development, Inc.



CONSTRUCTION NOTES:

1. ALL DOVENSIONS AND SPECIFICATIONS SHALL BE CHECKED AND
VERIFIED BY THE CONTRACTOR BLILDER PRIOR TO CONSTRUGTION.

2 ALL PROPOSED CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER, SIDEWALKS, AND
CONCRETE STRUCTURES TO BE CONITRUCTED OF 3500 P8I
CONCRETE

3. PRIOR TO THE BEGINNING OF CONITRUCTION, THE CONTRAGTOR
SHALL BE RESPONSSLE FOR O3TANNG ALL PEIMITS FROM
MADISON COUNTY, COORDINATION BY THE CONTRAGTOR WITH THE
CITY SHOULD CONTINUE THROUGHOUT THE ENTIRE CONSTRUCTION
PHASE

4. ALL OBITRUCTIONS WITHN THE PROVECT AREA (BULDINGS, LPs, ETC,
ARE TQ BE CLEARED AND REMOVED OR RELOCATED PROR TO
CONSTRUCTION

5 UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED, ALL STRIPING StlALL COVPLY WITH THE
MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES (LATEST VERSION).

8 THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BZ RESPONS/BLE FOR DETERVINING THE EXACT
LOCATION OF ALL EXI3TING UTILITIES AND SHALL CONTACT ANY PUSLIC
ANDOR PRIVATE UTILITY CONPANY FRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION
(MIFFIPPI ONE-CALL (501) 352-4374).

7. SEE SHEET C-5 FOR DETALS FOR CONCRETE CURSS, SIDEWALKI AND
OTHER ITEMS3 NOT SHOWHN ON THIS SHEET.

B. SSE SHEET C-3FOR GRADMN
PARKNG REGUSEMENTS

~ PARKING STALL SIZE'(SEE FLANS)
- BECQULISED:

iG AND LAYOUT INFORMATION

C-STCRE 1 SPACE FOR EACH 400 SF. OF GROSS
AREA (AFFROX. 4,000 SF.)

REQUIRED. 10

RETAL TRADE: 1 SPACE FOR EACH 220 SF. OF GROSS
AREA (AFFROX. 2,000 SF.)
REGURED. 10
RETAL TRADE: | SPACE FCR EACH 50 SF OF GROSS
AREA (ASPROX. 2,000 SF.)
REQUAED. 40

TOTAL REQURED = €0 . -
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HOTES:

1. Provd o excaveton, Tha Contractor must coonditats dirsctly e
Trrvahved onnes 19 gal widagriad wilty Togs fald keatad in advace of
corsiucton,

2 Ths Cortracior s-20 b resporstls for bafc contol ot of near 9 projsct 5728,

3. gnal b s responsblty of s contractor 1o protect ealst
structurts, pipes, infel, salectsd tress, oo Fom damages which
might 2cur during constncton. Exema cas sho.dd bs easrcissd
In were dona In tha viclaty, The contractor shall regiace of ripalr
&7 Bruchres damaged Curing e e of 8 contract,

4. Any L1ty 10 of 850vice Bncountersd €500 18 ConsT.
#8347 60 T8 plas e 0ot 5h2l b8 protacted by tha co-

ion ehater

e,

5. Daly caanup of matena’s end supples wil ba required. Trafjob
sita shal ba maintaingd in @ reat and ordedy fashion.

8. Al Areas whete tha natural veg, o 1§ remived of destuyed dutng
constucton ehall ba seeded, mulched and fenlzad or sodded,

7. Prior ta ¢ placement of any néw concrets, (09 exlsting subgrads shal bs
prootrolied end compscted o min. §5% of the Maxdmum Sta~dad Proctor
2nd 10054 501l e7counterd during Compactan £hal be removed end replaced
Wit st beckfil rateral es required. Se Shest C-6 for datals,

8. Tha Existng Contours o4 19 Gradng end Drainzgs Plan & basad Lpon
tha ftest sunvey supptied by tha Survayon

EROSION CONTROL ITEMS.

1. Corractor shall plan aed exgcuts cosstuctan and ermaork by
methads to contrdl sutace dralmags from cuts and fi's a~d fom
borrow and watte Cispossl araas, o prevent erosion and sedimantst
The areas of bere sol exposed sl ona bre shall be hedd to & minmum.
Tempatary contol measires such as £l femces ot hay shalbe
provided 83 shaan o0 174 plans o &3 directed by the Englessr,
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FOR NEW CONVENIENCE STORE
NEAR HWY 51 & YANDELL RD.

MADISON COUNTY, MS
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IYPICAL TREE PLANTIN: TA!

IYPICAL SHRUB PLANTIN TAl
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PLANTING SCHEDULE
WILLOW OAK, 10" 7
SAVANNAHHOLLY, 7-GALLON 20
FPARSONS JUNIPER, 3-GALLON 30
BURMUDA 50D 18,485 sf
BURMUDA GRASSING 2,265 sf
ELAEAGNUS, 7-GALLON 10
CREFPE MYRITLE, 10 Hgt. 3

£9.323 8! tolal sts area
48,553 st totzl erea of developmant
20,750 ¢f landecapa’grass ered provided (30%)

PERTY LINE (22316 +4)

e

1575 Greenspote

ond

e

RENTAL SPACE 20X &

CONVENIENCE
STORERETAL
160" x 80
(8000 S F)

F.F.E= 26250

CONYENENCE STORE 4000 85

SPALE 280
AENTAL 280 &

T
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GENERAL LANDSCAPE NOTES

1. The Landscapa Contractor shall grade plantng beds, a8 required, to
provide pos tve drainags end promete oplimum plant growth,

2 Al placts ahall be fertized with Agriform 20-10-5 Lablzts or equal a8 per
tha manu’zcturers’ epacfcations in conjuncbion wih nots #3.

3. The planting £o1 shall ko the epprox/mate proportions a8 follows: 50%
sand and 50% organtc material contlsting of natve peat, wel-
decormpoted sawdust, lead mald and topeol. Itehal provide a good
platia and thoroughly mixed medium with adequale gsrelon, drainaga
end water-holding capacity. It ehall g'2o ba fres of 2 extraneous debris
euch 28 rools, $lones, wesds, ele.

4, Al plantng areas shall recelve @ 3" layer of epproved mutching
matsrial, which Is to ba watsred-n a%ar installaton.

5. The platng matsdal schadula Is presentad for the conven'snce of the
Landscapa Contactor. In the event of a discrepancy betwesn the plan and
tha plact ksy, ths plan shall preval.

8, Plants shall mes! size, containar end spacing spacfcations. Any materal
not mestng spacifeations shall ba remaved and replsced stthe
contracion's erpanse.

7. All tres and shrub locations are subject to chasga. All locations shall be
epproved by s Projsct Manager priof to plasting.

8. Trs Landscaps Conlractor shall guarantss In wilting, plant survivabiity
far a parted of taslve manths from ths fnzl acceptancs by s Prgjsct
Managsr,

9, All dimensions to ba Feid-chacked by the Landscapa Contractor
prioe 1 landscaps matadal Discrepancies shall ba reported
immad ately to tha Projscl Marags:,

10. Existing sod, grass and asphialt shall ba remaved a3 necessary to
eccommodats new plantings.

11, Existing sod arpss that are unnscassarily disturbed during tha

landscaps Installation shall ba resaddad 1o match exlsting.

12 Tho Landscapa Contractor wil ba responstia for the collaction,
remova, ad proper disposal of any and &l debris generated
during tha Installation of all landscaps material

13. No Lendscap'ng shal ba planted a3 such to Kinder elght distancs
upon entering of exitrg tha property.

Crown Engincering. PLLC

[Engineers & Project Managers
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GAASSING

Permanent seading shal be conluctsd oriy efs ApAl TiL Saadng oparaions anal rot
bagn untl 8 conatruction pocadares hive besn complatsd, Less olharwiea ajpesied
Cemmarsial fartiiza b2l ba 13-13-43 formula 8od shal bs dry, grasdar and bagged 11
racfacte’s o4g nal LAopeead cortsner. Al szad hall comply with (e seed 3w of
8 523% of Mss'ssppl 20d ol a¢7 cabfe requlzlors. Tha sead shal ba Fean, dlaen of
18 bost grade, vitaoy, purty Bed garmination, end #ha be delvaced in bags showing
pecert of gamination e purty Of s66d, 874 8 parcent of chronices wesds end et
rater, Pemanet ssedng shall by Bermoda (pemaret grass) - common hulled, ngw
crop $30. testing $5% for purty and 8% for garminaton,

Grada loan areas B3 fnish grades, Sicpa el lewn ereas to drain. Careflly dress grades
in & re2s witin basty (20) AL of buld ng constructon 1 otan 8 grepedy graded
19 pronids dranage away From tha stuchurd &nd paved 2r2an. No peading shal b
gorductad during windy westher o whin (e ground s froeed, eacesshely wel, ¢6ina
Pon tligbip (o ton. S5 shal b Loy soan LB rats of 112 ita par 1000 89
R for Bermuda prass. Wadch shal ba piaced unformly i1 @ contiruous Hark st et 6 rats
cfors (1) ba's par 1000 83 R Wdching shal taks placa wihin 24 hous eer
compistion of s35dng operatons and shal begin o1 Fawindeard vids of amas ad
fom tops of slepes Tra usa of wsd vigalahva matsrials wil ret bo parmed and bafsd
aterial sall b9 1o83 20 thomughly broken befors il distibutsd.

Lean areas shal b protscied 8ad mantsingd by walsng Mowing and resssding 5s
3y ba recsssany for ot lsast 30 days ater completon of ha kst laan cpavaton and o
much longid 85 '8 necessary 1o prodice 3 undom sand of gress. Grass shalbe
corsidaed estatisted aod sccepied when sach 1 Lol gress oo cortain g
et rumbar of wel rostsd £od growlng grass planh i proy'ds 8 fedsonatia e
cone?, B et 60aen Cotol, ad 2 defnTs e Epearancs during the growing
852300
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Commercial Construction & Maintenance, Inc.
3664 Guyton Road, Hoover, AL 35244
(205)305-7252 (mobile) (205)424-2379 (facsimile)

August 14, 2015

Scott Weeks
Madison County Planning and Zoning Administrator

RE: Proposed Convenience Store On Highway 51
Section 27, T8N, R2E
Madison County, Mississippi

Scott, according to the 2014 traffic count for this area of Highway 51 from MDOT website, they
estimate that there are 11,000 cars on Hwy 51 per day. A convenience store will typically pull in
about 5% of that traffic volume. That would mean on average there would be about 550 cars per
day that will be visiting the convenience store and restaurant.

Sincerely,

Jody Jordan

Commercial Construction and Maintenance Inc.
601-540-1684



BEAf{ "3t CREE
WATER ASSOCIATION

P, O. Box 107 Phone: (601) 856-5969
Canlon, MS 39046 Fax: (601) 856-8936

August 13, 2015

Scott Weeks
Madison County Planning and Zoning Administrator

RE:  Proposed Convenience Store on Highway 51
Section 27, T8N, R2E
Madison County, Mississippi

Dear Scott:

We were requested to provide some fire flow information for a proposed convenience store on
Highway 51. This is on the east side of Highway 51, just south of Twin Cedars Retail Center (north
of Wildwood Subdivision. Our computerized hydraulic model of our water system shows pressures
in that area to be around 70-75 PSI. This is within the range of recommended pressure set by the
Mississippi State Department of Health (20-80 PSI recommended). Also, due to Highway 51
having an 8” waterline, a fire hydrant will produce an adequate flow for fire protection purposes.
The closest fire hydrant currently to the site is about 900 feet south of the site at the northeast corner
of Highway 51 and Wildwood Lane.

Please contact me if you need any additional information.

Sincerely,

Wihip—

Nolan P. Williamson, P.E.
Engineering Manager



State of Mississippi
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ)
Office of Pollution Control (OPC)

SMALL CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PERMIT
FOR LAND DISTURBING ACTIVIES OF ONE (1) to LESS THAN FIVE (5) ACRES

TO DISCHARGE STORM WATER AND ALLOWABLE NON-STORM WATER FROM REGULATED CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM (NPDES)

THIS CERTIFIES THAT

FACILITIES OR PROJECTS ISSUED A CERTIFICATE OF PERMIT COVERAGE UNDER THIS PERMIT ARE GRANTED
PERMISSION TO DISCHARGE STORM AND/OR ALLOWABLE NON-STORM WATER FROM REGULATED CONSTRUCTION
ACTIVITIES INTO STATE WATERS

in accordance with effluent limitations, inspection requirements and other conditions set forth in herein. This permit is issued
in accordance with the provisions of the Mississippi Water Pollution Control Law (Section 49-17-1 et seq., Mississippi Code
of 1972), and the regulations and standards adopted and promulgated thereunder, and under authority granted pursuant to
Section 402(b) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.

Mississippi Envi 1 Quality Permit Board

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Permit No. MSR15

—

Issued: April 18 2013

Expires: March 31 2018
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Crown Ivngimeering, PILI1L.(

Enginecrs & Project Managers

RATIONAL METHOD DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
FOR
NEW C-STORE - HUGH WARD BLVD. (FLOWOQOD, MS)
50 YEAR 24 HOUR STORM CCCURRENCE

AREA 74345|S.F. Tolal Drainage Area= 1.707 Acres
PRE-DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS
AREA [ 0JsF.
Grassed Area= 171 Ac Gravel Area=  0.00 Ac Pavement/Roofs = 0.00 Ac
Hydraulic Length = 390  Ft Max Elevation = 347.00 Ft Min Elevation = 338.756 Ft
Slope = 347 - 3388 = 2.115 %
390
c values
grass = 0.35 Gravel Area = 0.65 pavementirools = 0.90
Weightedc= 35 * 171 + 65 * 0.00 + 90 * 000 = 0.35
1.707

Time of Concenlralion

T.=10 * 390 °¥F = 28.82 min
17 9% + 2115 %

POST-DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS
AREA  |42700|S.F.

Grassed Area= 0.73 Ac Gravel Area = 0 Ac PavemenURoofs = 0.98 Ac
Hydraulic Length = 335  Ft Max Elevation = 347.00 Ft Min Elevalion = 337.50 Ft
Slope = 347 - 3375 = 2.836 %
335
c values
grass = 0.35 Gravel Area = 0.65 pavementi/roofs = 0.90
Weightedc= 035 073 + .65 * 0.00 + .90 * 098 = 0.67
1.707
Te=10 * 335 ¥ = 10.47  min

1704 + 283 °%

DETENTION IS REQUIRED
See Attached Pro & Post Hydrograhs and Detention Pond Drainage Report

CALCULATIONS PERFORMED BY:
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Hydrograph Return Period Recap

Hyd. | Hydrograph | Inflow Peak Outflow (cfs) Hydrograph
No. type Hyd(s) description
{origin) 1-Yr 2-Yr 3-Yr 5-Yr 10-Yr 25-Yr 50-Yr 100-Yr
1 Rational — | 1.78 —— 2.07 2.34 2.74 298 Pre C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)
2 Rational —— | == 5.65 —— 6.38 7.1 8.03 8.67 Post C-Store (Hugh Ward Bivd.)
3 Reservoir 2] - 3.35 R — 3.65 4.10 4.86 526 | -

Detention Pond - CD

Proj. file: New C-Store(Hugh Ward Blvd.).gpw

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:33 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. | Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph

No. type flow Interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)

1 Rational 1.78 1 29 3,092 e D IR Pre C-Store (Hugh Ward Bivd.)

2 Rational 5.65 1 " 3,726 i e Post C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

3 Reservoir 3.35 1 16 3,71 2 338.07 1,656 Detention Pond - CD

New C-Store(Hugh Ward Blvd.).gpw

Return Period: 2 Year

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:33 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Plot

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 3
Detention Pond - CD

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.
Reservoir name

Reservoir

2 yrs

2
Detention Pond-C-Store

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:33 PM

Peak discharge
Time interval
Max. Elevation
Max. Storage

3.35 cfs
1 min
338.07 ft
1,656 cuft

Storage Indicalion melhod used.

Q (cfs)
6.00

Detention Pond - CD
Hyd. No. 3--2 Yr

Hydrograph Volume = 3,711 cuft

Q (cfs)

5.00

6.00

4.00

5.00

3.00

\

4.00

2.00

3.00

1.00

2.00

0.00 -

0.0

1.00

0.2

~——— Hyd No. 3

0.3

~——— Hyd No. 2

1.0 1

2

0.00
1.3

Time (hrs)



Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve
Pond No. 1 - Detention Pond-C-Store

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:33 PM

Pond Data
Bottom LxW = 113.0x10.0ft Side slope = 3.0:1 Bottom elev. = 337.00ft Depth = 3.00ft
Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) Incr. Storage (cuft) Total storage (cuft)
0.00 337.00 1,130 0 0
0.15 337.15 1,242 178 178
0.30 337.30 1,355 195 373
0.45 337.45 1,469 212 584
0.60 337.60 1,586 229 813
0.75 337.75 1,704 247 1,060
0.90 337.90 1,823 265 1,325
1.05 338.05 1,945 283 1,607
1.20 338.20 2,067 301 1,908
1.35 338.35 2,192 319 2,228
1.50 338.50 2,318 338 2,566
1.65 338.65 2,446 357 2,923
1.80 338.80 2,575 377 3,300
1.95 338.95 2,706 396 3,696
2.10 339.10 2,839 416 4,111
2.25 339.25 2,973 436 4,547
2.40 339.40 3,109 456 5,003
2.55 339.55 3,246 477 5,480
2.70 339.70 3,385 497 5,977
2.85 339.85 3,526 518 6,495
3.00 340.00 3,668 540 7,035
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures
[A] [B] [C] [D] [A] [B] [C] D]
Rise (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crost Lon (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crost EL (ft) = 337.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 0 0 0 Welr Coeff. = (.68 3.33 0.00 0.00
Invert EL. (ft) = 337.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Weir Type = 30degV = -
Length (ft) = 24.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = 013 .013 .013 .013
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Multi-Stage = nla No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Wet area) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
- Note: Culvert/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlet and oullet control.
Stage (ft) Stage / Discharge Stage (ft)
4.00 4.00
3.00 — 3.00
= i
/
2.00 2.00
— e
J-"'//
e
1.00 1.00
// .
0.00 0.00
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00 12.00 14.00 16.00

— Total Q

Discharge (cfs)



Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. | Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph

No. type flow Interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)

1 Rational 2.07 1 29 3,604 i e Pre C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

2 Rational 6.38 1 11 4,210 el B Post C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

3 Reservoir 3.65 1 16 4,195 2 338.19 1,888 Detention Pond - CD

New C-Store(Hugh Ward Blvd.).gpw

Return Period: 5 Year

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:34 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Plot

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 3

Detention Pond - CD

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.

Reservoir name

Reservoir

= 5yrs
= 2

Detention Pond-C-Store

Peak discharge

Time interval

Max. Elevation

Max. Storage

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:34 PM

3.65 cfs

1 min
338.19 ft
1,888 cuft

Storage Indication method used.

Q (cfs)
7.00

Detention Pond - CD

Hyd. No. 3--5Yr

Hydrograph Volume = 4,195 cuft

Q (cfs)

6.00

7.00

5.00

6.00

4.00

5.00

3.00

R
/ b

4.00

3.00

2.00

1.00

2.00

0.00 -

0.0

~— HydNo. 3

0.2

——— Hyd No. 2

1.00

1.0

=~ 0.00
1.2
Time (hrs)



Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by intelisolve
Pond No. 1 - Detention Pond-C-Store

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:34 PM

Pond Data
Bottom LxW = 113.0x10.0ft Side slope = 3.0:1 Bottom elev. = 337.00 ft Depth = 3.00 ft
Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) Incr. Storage (cuft) Total storage (cuft)
0.00 337.00 1,130 0 0
0.15 337.15 1,242 178 178
0.30 337.30 1,365 195 373
0.45 337.45 1,469 212 584
0.60 337.60 1,586 229 813
0.75 337.75 1,704 247 1,060
0.90 337.90 1,823 265 1,325
1.05 338.05 1,945 283 1,607
1.20 338.20 2,067 301 1,908
1.36 338.35 2,192 319 2,228
1.50 338.50 2,318 338 2,566
1.65 338.65 2,446 357 2,923
1.80 338.80 2,675 377 3,300
1.95 338.95 2,706 396 3,696
2.10 339.10 2,839 416 4,111
2.25 339.25 2,973 436 4,547
2.40 339.40 3,109 456 5,003
2.55 339.55 3,246 477 5,480
2.70 339.70 3,385 497 5,977
2.85 339.85 3,526 518 6,495
3.00 340.00 3,668 540 7,035
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures
[A] [B] [C] [D] [A] [B] [C] [D]
Rise (In) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 CrestLen(ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest El. (ft) = 337.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 0 0 0 Waelir Coeff. = 0.68 333 0.00 0.00
Invert E. (ft) = 337.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Welr Type = 30 degV = - -
Length (ft) = 24,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = .013 .013 013 .013
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Multi-Stage = nfa No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Wet area) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
Note: Culvert/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlet and outlst control.
Stage (ft) Stage / Discharge Stage (ft)
4.00 4.00
3.00 — 3.00
I -
,/'///—
,—//f-‘/
2.00 . 2.00
e
1.00 1.00
/’/
0.00 0.00
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00 12.00 14.00 16.00

——— TotalQ

Discharge (cfs)



Hydrograph Summary Report

Hyd. | Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph

No. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(orlgin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)

1 Rational 2.34 1 29 4,080 i e B Pre C-Store (Hugh Ward Bivd.)

2 Rational 7.11 1 11 4,695 - e B Post C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

3 Reservoir 4.10 1 16 4,679 2 338.30 2,123 Detention Pond - CD

New C-Store(Hugh Ward Blvd.).gpw

Return Period: 10 Year

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:34 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Plot

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 3

Detention Pond - CD

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.

Reservoir name

Reservoir

= 10 yrs
=2

Detention Pond-C-Store

Storage Indication method used.

Q (cfs)
8.00

Peak discharge

Time interval

Max. Elevation

Max. Storage

nnunn

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:34 PM

4.10 cfs

1 min

338.30 ft
2,123 cuft

Detention Pond - CD
Hyd. No. 3 --10 Yr

Hydrograph Volume = 4,679 cuft

Q (cfs)

6.00

8.00

4.00

6.00

4.00

2.00

0.00
0.0

7

2.00

= 0.00

0.2

~——— Hyd No. 3

0.3

—— Hyd No. 2

0.5

1.2
Time (hrs)



Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve
Pond No. 1 - Detention Pond-C-Store

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:34 PM

Pond Data
Bottom LxW = 113.0x10.0ft  Side slope = 3.0:1 Bottomelev. = 337.00ft Depth = 3.00ft
Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) Incr. Storage (cuft) Total storage (cuft)
0.00 337.00 1,130 0 0
0.15 337.15 1,242 178 178
0.30 337.30 1,355 195 373
0.45 337.45 1,469 212 584
0.60 337.60 1,586 229 813
0.75 337.75 1,704 247 1,060
0.80 337.90 1,823 265 1,325
1.05 338.05 1,945 283 1,607
1.20 338.20 2,067 301 1,908
1.35 338.35 2,192 319 2,228
1.50 338.50 2,318 338 2,566
1.65 338.65 2,446 357 2,923
1.80 338.80 2,575 377 3,300
1.95 338.95 2,706 396 3,696
2.10 339.10 2,839 416 4,111
2.25 339.25 2,973 436 4,547
2.40 339.40 3,109 456 5,003
2.56 339.55 3,246 477 5,480
2.70 339.70 3,385 497 5977
2.85 339.85 3,526 518 6,495
3.00 340.00 3,668 540 7,035
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures
[A] [B] [C] [D] [A] [B] [C] (D]
Rise (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crost Len (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (In) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest El. (ft) = 337.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 0 0 0 Weir Coeff. = 0.68 3.33 0.00 0.00
Invert EI (ft) = 337.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Welr Type = 30 degV -
Length (ft) = 24,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = .013 013 013 013
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Multi-Stage = nla No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Wet area) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
- Note: Culverl/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlet and outlet control,
Stage (ft) Stage / Discharge Stage (ft)
4.00 4.00
3.00 —— 3.00
—
-——/
//
//
2.00 — 2.00
_/-
,/_’_//
1.00 1.00
0.00 / 0.00
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00 12.00 14.00 16.00

—— TotalQ

Discharge (cfs)

10



Hydrograph Summary Report

11

Hyd. | Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph

No. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(orlgin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)

1 Rational 2.74 1 29 4,769 et e B Pre C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

2 Rational 8.03 1 11 5,297 e e B Post C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

3 Reservoir 4.86 1 15 5,282 2 338.41 2,354 Detention Pond - CD

New C-Store(Hugh Ward Blvd.).gpw

Return Period: 25 Year

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:35 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve



Hydrograph Plot

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve

Hyd. No. 3

Detention Pond - CD

Hydrograph type
Storm frequency
Inflow hyd. No.

Reservoir name

Reservoir

25 yrs

2

Detention Pond-C-Store

Peak discharge

Time interval

Max. Elevation

Max. Storage

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:35 PM

4.86 cfs
1 min

338.41 ft
2,354 cuft

Storage Indication method used.

Detention Pond - CD

Hydrograph Volume = 5,282 cuft

Q (cfs) Hyd. No. 3 -- 25 Yr Q (cfs)
10.00 10.00
8.00 8.00
6.00 6.00
4.00 4.00
2.00 2.00

s
0.00 - : — | %00
0.0 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.8 1.0 12
Time (hrs)
—— HydNo. 3 ——— Hyd No. 2

12



Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:35 PM
Pond No. 1 - Detention Pond-C-Store
Pond Data

Bottom LxW = 113.0x10.0ft  Side slope = 3.0:1 Bottom elev. = 337.00ft Depth = 3.00 ft

Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) Incr. Storage (cuft) Total storage (cuft)
0.00 337.00 1,130 0 0
0.15 337.15 1,242 178 178
0.30 337.30 1,355 195 373
0.45 337.45 1,469 212 584
0.60 337.60 1,586 229 813
0.75 337.75 1,704 247 1,060
0.90 337.90 1,823 265 1,325
1.06 338.05 1,945 283 1,607
1.20 338.20 2,067 301 1,908
1.35 338.35 2,192 319 2,228
1.50 338.50 2,318 338 2,566
1.65 338.65 2,446 357 2,923
1.80 338.80 2,575 377 3,300
1.95 338.95 2,706 396 3,696
2.10 339.10 2,839 416 4,111
2.25 339.25 2,973 436 4,547
2.40 339.40 3,109 456 5,003
2.55 339.55 3,246 477 5,480
2.70 339.70 3,385 497 5,977
2.85 339.85 3,526 518 6,495
3.00 340.00 3,668 540 7,035
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures
[A] [B] [C] [D] [A] [B] [C] [D]
Rise (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 CrestLen(ft)y = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (In) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest EL (ft) = 337.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 0 0 0 Walr Coeff. = 0.68 3.33 0.00 0.00
Invert El. (ft) = 337.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Weir Type = 30degV -
Length (ft) = 24.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = .013 013 013 .013
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Multi-Stage = n/a No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Wet area) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
o Note: Culvert/Orifice outflows have been analyzed under inlel and oullet control
4.00 4.00
3.00 3.00
=
==
2.00 == 2.00
_//’
=
1.00 1.00
0.00 / 0.00
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00 12.00 14.00 16.00

Discharge (cfs
— TotalQ L



Hydrograph Summary Report

14

Hyd. | Hydrograph Peak Time Time to Volume Inflow Maximum Maximum Hydrograph

No. type flow interval peak hyd(s) elevation storage description
(origin) (cfs) (min) (min) (cuft) (ft) (cuft)

1 Rational 2.98 1 29 5,185 et B Pre C-Store (Hugh Ward Bivd.)

2 Rational 8.57 1 1 5,654 e e I Post C-Store (Hugh Ward Blvd.)

3 Reservoir 5.26 1 15 5,638 2 338.47 2,487 Detention Pond - CD

New C-Store(Hugh Ward Blvd.).gpw

Return Period: 50 Year

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:35 PM

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve
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Hydrograph Plot

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:35 PM

Hyd. No. 3

Detention Pond - CD

Hydrograph type = Reservoir Peak discharge = 5.26 cfs
Storm frequency = 50 yrs Time interval = 1 min
Inflow hyd. No. = 2 Max. Elevation = 338.47 ft
Reservoir name = Detention Pond-C-Store Max. Storage = 2,487 cuft

Storage Indication method used. Hydrograph Volume = 5,638 cuft

Detention Pond - CD

Q (cfs) Hyd. No. 3 -- 50 Yr Q(chs)
10.00 10.00
8.00 /\ 8.00
6.00 6.00
4.00 / 4.00
2.00 2.00

"
\\“"-_.
0.00 ! Biip—ee — 0.00
0.0 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.8 1.0
Time (hrs)
— HydNo. 3 ~——— Hyd No. 2



Pond Report

Hydraflow Hydrographs by Intelisolve
Pond No. 1 - Detention Pond-C-Store

Monday, Sep 29 2014, 12:35 PM

Pond Data
Bottom LxW = 113.0x 10.0ft  Side slope = 3.0:1 Bottomelev. = 337.00ft Depth = 3.00 ft
Stage / Storage Table
Stage (ft) Elevation (ft) Contour area (sqft) Incr. Storage (cuft) Total storage (cuft)

0.00 337.00 1,130 0 0

0.16 337.15 1,242 178 178

0.30 337.30 1,355 195 373

0.45 337.45 1,469 212 584

0.60 337.60 1,586 229 813

0.75 337.75 1,704 247 1,060

0.90 337.90 1,823 265 1,325

1.06 338.05 1,945 283 1,607

1.20 338.20 2,067 301 1,908

1.35 338.35 2,192 319 2,228

1.50 338.50 2,318 338 2,566

1.65 338.65 2,446 357 2,923

1.80 338.80 2,575 377 3,300

1.95 338.95 2,706 396 3,696

2.10 339.10 2,839 416 4,111

2.25 339.25 2,973 436 4,547

2.40 339.40 3,109 456 5,003

2.55 339.55 3,246 477 5,480

2,70 339.70 3,385 497 5,977

2.85 339.85 3,626 518 6,495

3.00 340.00 3,668 540 7,035
Culvert / Orifice Structures Weir Structures

[A] [B] [C] [D] [A] [B] [C] [D]
Rise (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest Len (ft) = 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Span (in) = 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Crest EL. (ft) = 337.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
No. Barrels =1 0 0 0 Weir Coeff. = 0.68 3.33 0.00 0.00
Invert EL. (ft) = 337.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Welr Type = 30 degV --
Length (ft) = 24.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Multi-Stage = No No No No
Slope (%) = 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
N-Value = .013 .013 .013 .013
Orif. Coeff. = 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.60
Multi-Stage = nla No No No Exfiltration = 0.000 in/hr (Wet area) Tailwater Elev. = 0.00 ft
a Note: Cuivert/Orifice outfiows have been analyzed under inlet and outlel control
Stage (ft) Stage / Discharge Stage (f)
4.00 — 4.00
3.00 — 3.00
///_‘_—”/V’
me
/"/
2.00 |— 2.00
/
,/
—
j ——
1.00 1.00
]
0.00 / 0.00
0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00 12.00 14.00 16.00

—— TotalQ

Discharge (cfs)

16



MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE MADISON COUNTY
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION HELD AND CONDUCTED ON
THURSDAY, THE 15th DAY OF OCTOBER, 2015 AT 9:00 A.M, AT THE

NMADISON COUNTY COMPLEX BUILDING

BE IT REMENMBERED that a meeting of the Madison County Planning and Zoning
Commission was duly called, held and conducted on Thursday, the 15 day of October, 2015 at 9:00
a,m. in the Board Room of the Madison County Chancery and Administrative Building.

Present; William Amadio
Larry Miller
Wil Sligh
Dr, Keith Rouser
Rev. Henry Brown

Scott Weeks, Planning and Zoning Administrator

There fivst came on for consideration the minutes of the September 10, 2015 maéting of the
Commission. Upon motion by Commissioner Amadio to approve the minutes, seconded by
Commissioner Rouser, with all voting “aye,” the motion to approve the September 10, 2015 minutes
passed,

There next came on for consideration the Petition of Sireesha and Styanarayana Vasireddy
This is a petition to rezone 41,87 acres from R-2 Residential to A-1 Agricultural located on Hill
Road. Don McGraw, Esq. appeared on behalf of Petitioner, This matter was discussed and
tabled at the September 10, 2015 hearing so that the parties could try and come to an agreement
on the issue. Mr. McGraw addressed the Commission and stated that his clients had tried to
work out an agreement with the opponents but were unsuccessful. He stated that his clients had
agreed to not put any fowl on the land but did want goats and sheep. The opposition was asked
to present their side and Fabian Hill at 205 Hill Rd, addressed the Commission. He stated that
there are new homes that have been developed nearby and even with no fowl, the proposed buffer
is not enough. He stated that it would decrease their property value and does not add anything to
the tax base. He also pointed out that Germantown Middle School is nearby along with a church
and nicer neighborhood. Commissioner Rouser inquired regarding Mr., Hill’s land and he stated
it had been in their family a long time. Reverend Charlie Smith also spoke and reiterated their
opposition to the request as well. Upon Motion by Commissioner Rouser to deny the Petition,
seconded by Commissioner Miller, with all voting “aye,” the motion to deny the petition passed.

There next came on for consideration the Petition of Dale Wilson for a twenty-seven (27)
square foot sign variance, Zoning Administrator Scott Weeks advised the Conunission that the
Mannsdale-Livingston Heritage Preservation District had approved the request and there had not
been any objections. Upon Motion by Commissioner Amadio to approve the Petition, seconded
by Comimssioner Rouser, will all voting “aye,” the motion to approve the petition passed.



There next came on for consideration the site plan of Commercial Construction and
Maintenance, Inc. for a new gas station located on Hwy 51 South of Yandell Road. This matter
was tabled at the September 10, 2015 hearing so that petitioner could meet with those ndividuals
living nearby, particularly in Wildwood Subdivision, to try and work out an agreement. Jody
Jordan appeared on behalf of Petitioner. He explained that he had been present at the last hearing
and informed the owners of the land of the results and for them to meet with the HOA for
Wildwood Subdivision. He reiterated that the C-2 zoning had been in place since January of
2002 and that they would agree to abide by whatever design restrictions were consistent with
those being place on other gas stations. Bobby Brown is the owner of the property and he spoke
next. He inquired of the Commission what would be a suitable use of the property if not a gas
station. Commissioner Amadio inquired regarding the traffic study and Mr. Jordan stated that a
specific study had not been done but a general study showed approximately 300 to 400 cars per
day: Those in-opposition were asked to come forward, " Larty Taylor spoke next and stated that
he had been designated as the spokesperson for the Wildwood Subdivision and Twin Cedars.

His address is 105 Wildwood and he is on the HOA. He said that there were conversations
between various homeowners of Wildwood and Mz, Brown when they were purchasing their lots.
He stated that the homeowners were lead to believe that it would be light commercial office
space. He reiterated the traffic and safety concerns and that a gas station would negatively affect
an already congested area. He noted a recent wreck on September 25 in the arca. He also was
concerned about the lighting and how that would affect their neighborhood at night. He also
pointed out the high concentration of gas stations in the area. He noted that within approximately
a mile from this site, there were already at least six (6) existing gas stations and he didn’t think
another one was needed in the area. He also noted that the County’s Comprehensive Plan has
this area designated for light commercial development only. He presented photographs of the
area and signed Affidavits which are attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” Roxanne Case addressed
the Commission next. She also resides in Wildwood Subdivision and stated that she was
opposed to this development. She stated it would negatively affect their property value, She also
urged the Commission to follow the County’s Comprehensive Plan since it is a plan depicling a
plan and what’s best for the county. She stated that the owner had not shown a need for this
development. She also stated that she was concerned about traffic and that the study done was
not a true traffic study specific to that area. She said that a true study was needed to determine
how this development would affect traffic. She also rejterated that they had been lead to believe
there would be light comimercial development and that the owners had done nothing to contact
the HOA since fast month’s hearing. Mr. Brown next addressed the Commission. He stated that
the land was petitioned for rezoning in late 2001 and it was approved in early 2002, The first lot
for Wildwood Subdivision was not sold until June of 2002, He presented the plat to the
Commission which is attached hereto as Exhibit “B.” He agreed that there was an area he had
designated for light commercial property but there was a one (1) acre portion at the front corner
(which he highlighted in red on the plat) that he intended for a restaurant or convenient store type
business. He agreed that traffic was congested in the area but said that was a MDOT issue, not a
county issue. Commissioner Rouser inquired regarding whether light commercial would be
permitted in this area and Zoning Administrator Weeks stated that would be more appropriate
under C-1 or C-1A but this land was zoned C-2, Janet Dickinson addressed the Commission
next and she resides at 126 Wildwood. She stated that the lots and homes were expensive. She
said they were told that a buffer and fence would be present and the buffer was a row of small




trees that have since died and the fence has lots of holes in it. She also reiterated the traffic
concermns and stated that she and her husband had been in a wreck in that area in recent years.
Lisa Williams from Genmantown Subdivision spoke next. She stated that her husband had been
in a car accident in this area several years before that and a business of this nature would be
dangerous, She further stated that policy # 21 of the Comprehensive Plan addresses this area.
She also reiterated that to her knowledge, no one with Petitioner had reached out to any HOA
members prior to today’s meeting as requested by the Commission at the last hearing, She also
noted the traffic study done on the other side of the Interstate in Gluckstadt and that it noted
much higher volime than that presented and said she didn’t think the study referenced could be
accurate for this area. Parker Sartin with Petitioner next addvessed the Commission. He stated
that he is a consultant for the property and that all of the issues raised by the opposition more
dealt with a rezoning issue, not a site plan approval issue. Upon Motion by Commissioner

- Amadio to deny the Petition based on the traffic and safety concerns, that the nearby homeowners
and HOA’s had not been properly informed of the development as recominended by the
Commission, and that the plan is not consistent with the Madison County Comprehensive Plan
for light comunercial development, seconded by Commissioner Miller, with all voting “aye,” the
mnotion to deny the site plau passed.

There next came on for consideration the site plan of Callway’s Garden Center located at
Calhoun Station Parkway South of Church Rd. The property is zoned C-2 Commercial and
petitioner wishes to construct a yard and garden center. Jim Williams and Brent Callaway
appeared on behalf of Petitioner. He stated it would be an outdoor garden center and this would
be a second location to the Callaway’s already located on County Line Road in Ridgeland, MS.
The main building would bie approximately 7,600 square feet. Upon Motion by Commissioner
Rouser to approve the site plan, seconded by Commissioner Miller, with all voting “aye,” the
motion to approve the site plan passed.

There next came on for consideration the site plan of DEH Trucking and Maintenance
Facility for a ncw business located at Old Jackson Rd. South of Church Rd. The property is
zoned C-2 and petitioner plans to construct a new tiicking maintenance facility, Matt
McWilliams appeared on behalf of Petitioner. He stated that it would be a 5,000 square foot
facility, with 1,000 of that being open space in the back. It svould be a shop with an office.
Zoning Administrator Weeks stated that he was not aware of any opposition to the plan,
Commissioner Amadio inquired regarding what is located around the property, Zoning
Administrator Weeks stated that there are soine residents nearby and a fence and landscaped
buffer would be required. He also noted there were other businesses in the area as well. Zoning
Administrator Weeks inquired regarding lighting and Petitioner stated there would be shield on
the lights to force it towards the ground. Commissioner Brown inquired regarding the sign and
Petitioner stated that they had no plan to date for the sign and they would bring that issue back
before the Commission prior to erecting same. Upon Motion by Commisser Amadio fo approve
the site plan, seconded by Commissioner Miller, with all voting “aye,” the Motion to approve the
site plan passed,

There next came on for discussion the issue of attomey fees for September, 2015. Upon
Motion by Commiissioner Amadio, seconded by Commissioner Miller, with all voting “aye,” the



motion to approve the attorney fees for September passed.

There next came on for discussion the setting of the November, 2015 meeting. November
12, 2015 was discussed. Upon motion by Comissioner Amadio, seconded by Commissioner
Miller, with all voting “aye,” the motion to set the November, 2015 meeting for November 12,

2015 passed,

With there being no further business, the October 15, 2015 meeting was adjourned,
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