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CASE 2018-522 (Council District - 17) 

THE MC2 GROUP, INC, appellant and THE MC2 GROUP, INC, owner of the property 

located at 1704 CARVELL AVE, requesting a variance to allow front loading garage in the 

R6-A District, to construct a single-family residence with front loading garage.  Referred to 

the Board under Section 17.12.020 (A).  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Map Parcel 10511019200 Use-Single Family 

Results: Deferred 12/20/18  
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CASE 2018-560 (Council District - 2) 

World Finance Corporation of Tennessee, appellant and ROSS BROTHERS  

PROPERTIES, LLC, owner of the property located at 3134 DICKERSON PIKE,  

requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrators determination that this is 

an alternative financial institution. Appellant alleges the actual use will be a financial  

institution in the CS District, to open a financial institution.  Referred to the Board under  

Section 17.16.050.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

Section 17.40.180(B).

Map Parcel 06004011200 Use-ALTERNATIVE FINANCIAL SERVICE 

Results: Withdrawn

CASE 2018-566 (Council District - 19) 

15TH & CHURCH EQUITY INVESTORS, appellant and 15TH AND CHURCH EQUITY 

INVESTORS, LLC, owner of the property located at 1506 CHURCH ST., # 100, requesting a 

variance from parking requirements in the MUI-A District, to construct short term rental  

condominiums.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.030.  The appellant has alleged  

the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-MULTI-USE Map Parcel 09212034000 

Results: 

CASE 2018-590 (Council District - 24) 

BRAD BARS, appellant and BARS, BRADLEY J. & PROCTOR, ELAINE C., owner of  

the property located at 4404 A WESTLAWN DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging 

the zoning administrator's determination that the duplex is not legally non-conforming. 

Appellant is also requesting rear and side setback variances in the OV-UZO, RS7.5 District,  

to convert a duplex and detached garage into two separate residences.  Referred to the Board 

under Section 17.40.180 a, 17.12.020 A, 17.12.020 A.  The appellant has alleged the Board  

would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A).

Use-Multi Family Map Parcel 10308006800 

Results:
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CASE 2018-597 (Council District - 5) 

ERLANGER PROPERTIES, appellant and ERLANGER PROPERTIES, owner of the  

property located at 11 LUCILE ST, requesting a variance from driveway size requirements 

in the RM20-A District, to construct a multi-family unit.  Referred to the Board under  

Section 17.20.060.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Multi-Family Map Parcel 07114029300 

Results: 

CASE 2018-604 (Council District - 5) 

CHELSEA HANNAH, appellant and URBAN DWELL HOMES, LP, owner of the property 

located at 216 N 9TH ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the RM20  

District, to construct a Multi-Family development without paying for or building sidewalks.   

Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250.  The appellant has alleged the Board would  

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Multi-Family Map Parcel 08212010400 

Results:

CASE 2018-616 (Council District - 24) 

JOHN STANBITZ, appellant and STAUBITZ, JOHN & JOHANNA MARIE LEE,  

owner of the property located at 221 38TH AVE N, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements in the RS7.5 District, to construct a single family residence without building  

sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. 

The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 10401021800 

Results: 
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CASE 2018-629 (Council District - 6) 

CHRIS WRIGHT, appellant and BEASLEY, DELOIS A., owner of the property located  

at 307 S 10TH ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R6 District, to  

construct two homes without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund.  Referred 

to the Board under Section 17.20.120.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Two-Family Map Parcel 08313051900 

Results:

CASE 2018-632 (Council District - 6) 

CHRIS BENDT, appellant and BENDT, CHRIS & FAITH, owner of the property located  

at 1315 GREENWOOD AVE, requesting a variance from fence height restrictions in the R6 

District, to permit an already existing fence 9" above allowable height.  Referred to the  

Board under Section 17.12.040 260 a.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 08302002000 

Results: 

CASE 2018-635 (Council District - 6) 

JESSE BUSHNELL, appellant and 927 WOODLAND STREET, LLC, owner of the  

property located at 927 WOODLAND ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements 

in the CS District, to conduct commercial renovations without building sidewalks or paying into 

the sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.120.  The appellant has alleged 

the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Commercial Renovation Map Parcel 08212034300 

Results:
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CASE 2018-637 (Council District - 17) 

CATHERINE RANDOLPH, appellant and RANDOLPH, CATHERINE &  

BERGMAN, JACK P., owner of the property located at 2251 WINFORD AVE,  

requesting variances from sidewalk requirements and from building requirements for 

animal boarding facilities in the IWD District, to convert existing spaces into an animal 

boarding facility.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120 and 17.16.070 B 1.  

The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Animal Boarding Facility Map Parcel 11804021600 

Results:

CASE 2018-638 (Council District - 17) 

NOBILE CONSTRUCTORS, LLC, appellant and BENTO NASHVILLE II, LLC,  

owner of the property located at 1281 3RD AVE S, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements in the IWD, UV-UZO District, to construct a restaurant without building  

sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. 

The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Restaurant Map Parcel 10507044700 

Results:

CASE 2018-639 (Council District - 27) 

BOUTROS BOUTROS, appellant and ST. MINA COPTIC ORTHODOX CHURCH,  

owner of the property located at 476 MCMURRAY DR, requesting a special exception to  

allow construction of two additions to a church, also a variance from sidewalk requirements in 

the R10 District, to construct church additions. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.170 

e and 17.20.120.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section  

17.40.180(B).

Use-Religious Institution Map Parcel 16103003101 

Results:
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CASE 2018-640 (Council District - 21) 

ALLISON DAWKINS, appellant and BOYLE, JESSIE L., owner of the property located at 

1911 B 9TH AVE N, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R6 District, to 

construct two new single family residences without building sidewalks or paying into the  

sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120.  The appellant has alleged  

the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Two-Family Map Parcel 081072S00100CO 

Results: Map Parcel 081072S00200CO

CASE 2018-643 (Council District - 21) 

CRAW, ALEX, appellant and CRAW, ALEX, owner of the property located at 735 29TH 

AVE N, requesting variances from side, front, and rear setback requirements in the RS5  

District, to construct a single-family residence.  Referred to the Board under Section  

17.12.020 A, 12.12.030 C3.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction  

under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 09206031800 

Results:

CASE 2018-644 (Council District - 17) 

DEVAN McCLISH, appellant and HOPP, STANLEY G., owner of the property located at  

1044 A & B 2ND AVE S, requesting variances from front and rear setbacks for two residential 

units in the R6 District, to permit two already constructed houses.  Referred to the Board  

under Section 17.12.020.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

Section 17.40.180(B).

Map Parcel 093150D00200CO Use-Two-Single Family 

Results: Deferred 12/20/18 Map Parcel 093150D00100CO
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CASE 2018-645 (Council District - 5) 

ROBERT BUTLER, appellant and E TRINITY LN PROJECTS LLC, owner of the property 

located at 935 E TRINITY LN, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the IR  

District, to renovate existing office space without building sidewalks or paying in the  

sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120.  The appellant has alleged  

the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Office  Map Parcel 07205004000 

Results:

CASE 2018-646 (Council District - 30) 

JIM GILKEY, appellant and INTERNATIONAL SWAMINARAYAN SATSANG  

ORGANISATION CORP, owner of the property located at 355 HAYWOOD LN,  

requesting a special exception in the RS40 District, to construct a new temple.  Referred to 

the Board under Section 17.40.180 C.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(C).

Use-Religious Temple Map Parcel 14712004300 

Results:

CASE 2018-649 (Council District - 34) 

DAN ROSENBLATT, appellant and BEASLEY, MATTHEW LEWIS & RILEY, MARY 

LOUISE, owner of the property located at 1209 NICHOL LN, requesting variance from  

setback requirements in the RS20 District, to convert existing carport to an enclosed garage.   

Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020 A.  The appellant has alleged the Board  

would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Garage Map Parcel 13009012600 

Results:
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CASE 2018-650 (Council District - 20) 

RICKY SCOTT, appellant and 552 WESTBORO, LLC, owner of the property located at 

6353 B COLUMBIA AVE, requesting a variance from lot size requirement in the R8 District, 

to construct a Duplex.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020.  The appellant has  

alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Two-Family Map Parcel 09113003100 

Results: 

CASE 2018-654 (Council District - 3) 

JEREMY NEWTON, appellant and NEWTON, JEREMY R. & JENNIFER A., owner 

of the property located at 1954 UNION HILL RD, requesting a variance from side setback 

requirements in the AR2A District, to construct a garage.  Referred to the Board under  

Section 17.12.020 A.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 01600008000 

Results:

CASE 2018-656 (Council District - 24) 

MARTIN DILLINGHAM, appellant and DILLINGHAM, MARTIN, JR., owner 

of the property located at 3509 B WRENWOOD DR, requesting a variance from side 

setback requirements in the R6 District, to permit an existing garage.  Referred to the  

Board under Section 17.12.040 E1b.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have 

jurisdiction under Section  

17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 10401040800 

Results:
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CASE 2018-657 (Council District - 21) 

ROBERT RODGERS, appellant and RODGERS, ROBERT W., owner of the property  

located at 1714 12TH AVE N, requesting a variance from the conditions for a detached garage 

in the RS5 District, to use existing detached garage structure as an accessory residential dwelling. 

Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 a.  The appellant has alleged the Board would  

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 08111045700 

Results:

CASE 2018-664 (Council District - 18) 

JAY FULMER, appellant and TWELVE SOUTH PARTNERS, LLC, owner of the property 

located at 2705 12TH AVE S, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the CS  

District, to rehab a building for retail space without constructing sidewalks.  Referred to the  

Board under Section 17.12.020.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction  

under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Retail Map Parcel 11801004500 

Results: Withdrawn

CASE 2018-665 (Council District - 6) 

STEPHANIE SHIPPP, appellant and SHIPP, DANIEL M., owner of the property located  

at 721 GROVES PARK RD, requesting variances from sidewalk requirements and setback  

requirements in the R6 District, to construct a single family residence.  Referred to the  

Board under Section 17.36.470 A and 17.20.120.  The appellant has alleged the Board would 

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 08307015300 

Results: 
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CASE 2018-668 (Council District - 8) 

SEBAH ABDULLAH, appellant and RABIEI, MOJTABA, owner of the property located at 

409 GALLATIN PIKE N, requesting a variance from minimum distance requirements in the 

CS District, to construct an addition of an auto repair shop to auto sales establishment outside 

the distance requirements for auto sales.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.070 E9.  

The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Auto Repair Map Parcel 04309001400 

Results:

CASE 2018-677 (Council District - 17) 

MARK WALLACE, appellant and FRANKLIN SUNAPEE GP, owner of the property  

located at 1112 WADE AVE, requesting variances from lot size and sidewalk requirements  

in the RM20 District, to construct three residential units without building sidewalks.  Referred to 

the Board under Section 17.20.120 and 17.12.020 B.  The appellant has alleged the Board  

would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B).

Use-Multi-Family Map Parcel 10505026700 

Results:

CASE 2018-678 (Council District - 2) 

CAPITAL INVEST, LLC, appellant and CAPITAL INVEST, LLC, owner of the  

property located at 520 WEAKLEY AVE, requesting a variance from front setback  

requirements in the RS5 District, to construct a single-family residence.  Referred to the 

Board under Section 17.12.030 C-3.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have 

 jurisdiction under Section 

17.40.180(B).

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 07110009601 

Results:
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 CASE 2018-680 (Council District - 5) 

 

 PRISM PROPERTIES, appellant and SCHEIBE, STEVE, owner of the property located at  

 0 SHARPE AVE, requesting a variance from front setback requirements in the RS5 District,  

 to construct a single family residence.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020 a.   

 The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B). 
 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 08204019500  

              Results: 

 

 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-681 (Council District - 21) 

 

 TONY McKAY, appellant and PILLOW, WILLAIM ARMSTEAD III & ET AL, owner 

 of the property located at 1027 31ST AVE N, requesting an Item A appeal challenging the 

 zoning administrator's denial of a building permit for three residences on a property zoned for  

 single or two family in the RS5 District, to obtain a permit for a Triplex.  Referred to the  

 Board under Section 17.40.180 a.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Multi-Family   Map Parcel 09201009100  
              Results: 
  

  

     

 

 CASE 2018-686 (Council District - 7) 

 

 PURSER ARCHITECTURE, appellant and, owner of the property located at 1413  

 C RIVERSIDE DR, requesting a variance from rear setback requirements in the R10  

 District, to construct a 900 sq ft detached accessory building.  Referred to the Board under 

 Section 17.12.020.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

 Section 17.40.180(B). 
 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 083032D90000CO  

              Results: 
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 CASE 2018-687 (Council District - 6) 

 

 MARY COOPER, appellant and WRIGHT, MARY J., owner of the property located at 619   

 ROSEBANK AVE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R10 District, to  

 construct a second single family residence without building sidewalks or paying into the  

 sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120.  The appellant has alleged  

 the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B). 
 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 08308015200  

              Results: 

 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-688 (Council District - 18) 

 

 DAVID HAVERKAMP, appellant and WATTERSON, DANIEL J., JR., owner of the  

 propertylocated at 1704 BLAIR BLVD, requesting variances from minimum lot size requirements  

 and sidewalks requirements in the RM20 District, to construct two single family units on a  

 parcel with an existing single family unit without building sidewalks or paying in to the  

 sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120 and 17.12.020B.  The  

 appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B). 
 

 Use-Multi-Family   Map Parcel 10416004600  

              Results: 

 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-689 (Council District - 5) 

 

 INETTA PRESLEY, appellant and PRESLEY, INETTA J., owner of the property located 

 at 314 DUKE ST, requesting a variance from minimum lot size requirements in the R6-A District,  

 to pursue a subdivision of the lot and construct 2 HPR's for a total of 4 units.  Referred to  

 the Board under Section 17.12.020 a.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B). 
 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 07108004900  

             Results: 
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 SHORT TERM RENTAL CASES  

 

 

 CASE 2018-595 (Council District - 35) 

 

 TYLER ENGLETT, appellant and ENGLETT, JOHN T., owner of the property located at  

 1414 A BOSCOBEL ST, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator’s 

 denial of a short term rental permit. Only one short-term rental permit is allowed on an HPR lot 

 with two residences. Appellant request a second short term rental permit on this lot.  Referred  

 to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 083130Q00100CO  

              Results: 

 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-596 (Council District - 27) 

 

 EZRA & JILLIAN COHEN, appellant and COHEN, EZRA & JILLIAN, owner of  

 the property located at 562 HIGHCREST DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging  

 the zoning administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to 

 obtaining the legally required permit in the R10 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to  

 the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have 

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 14715001300  

             Results: 

 

     
 

 CASE 2018-598 (Council District - 16) 

 

 JOY GOODWIN, appellant and GOODWIN, JOY ELIZABETH, owner of the property  

 located at 510 MCDONALD DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning  

 administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to obtaining the  

 legally required permit in the RS15 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under  

 Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

 Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 12009000900  

              Results: 
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 CASE 2018-606 (Council District - 18) 

 

 ANNE BALLARD, appellant and BALLARD, ANNE T., owner of the property located at  

 2619 ESSEX PL, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's denial of  

 a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to obtaining the legally required permit in  

 the RS7.5 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.   

 The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(B). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 10411026600  

              Results: 

 

 

 

 

     

 CASE 2018-618 (Council District - 18) 

 

 DONGHONG XU, appellant and DING, SUHUA & XU, DONGHONG, owner of the property  

 located at 2818  BELCOURT AVE, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning  

 administrator's revocation of a short term rental permit. Referred to the Board under Section  

 17.16.250 e. The appellant has alleged the board would have jurisdiction under Section   

            17.40.180 (A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 10406030700  

              Results: 

 

 

 

 

     

 CASE 2018-627 (Council District - 21) 

 

 BAKER DONELSON, appellant and LAM, ADRIAN & DONALD YUIKI, owner of 

 the property located at 1822A  9TH AVE N, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the 

 zoning administrator's denial of a short term rental permit in the R8 District, to obtain a permit.   

 Referred to the Board under Section 17.40.180.  The appellant has alleged the Board would  

 have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 081083E00100CO  

              Results: 
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 CASE 2018-636 (Council District - 25) 

 

 CARNEY, MATTHEW, appellant and CARNEY, MATTHEW, owner of the property  

 located at 1009 BATTLEFIELD DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning  

 administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to obtaining the  

 legally required permit in the RS10 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under  

 Section 17.16.250 E.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

 Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 11809000100  

              Results: 
 

  

   

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-658 (Council District - 4) 

 

 ROBIN PERRY, appellant and PERRY, ROBIN A., owner of the property located at 5533   

 THALMAN DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's denial  

 of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to obtaining the legally required  

 permit in the R15 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section  

 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section  

 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 16109014400  

              Results: 

     

 

 CASE 2018-661 (Council District - 5) 

 

 COLLINS LEGAL, appellant and KWONG, KEVIN, owner of the property located at  

            1102 A JOSEPH AVE, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the cancellation of a short 

            term rental permit. Permit is not allowed within this Specific Plan zoning district in the SP 

  District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section MCL 17.16.250 et seq.  

            The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 082030B00200CO  

             Results: 
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CASE 2018-662  (Council District - 17) 

COLLINS LEGAL, LLC, appellant and TBC I, LLC, owner of the property located at 

1014 B W GROVE AVE, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator’s 

denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to obtaining the legally required 

permit in the R8 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e. 

The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A).

Map Parcel 105090R00200CO Use-Short Term Rental 

Results: Deferred 12/20/18 

CASE 2018-666 (Council District - 20) 

PATRICK THOMAS, appellant and THOMAS, ALBERT P. IV & HELLSTERN, 

RONALD A., owner of the property located at 647 C JAMES AVE, requesting an Item 

A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant 

operated prior to obtaining the legally required permit in the R8 District, to obtain a permit.   

Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would  

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A).

Use-Short Term Rental Map Parcel 090080K00100CO 

Results:

CASE 2018-669 (Council District - 8) 

BARRY KING, appellant and KING, BARRY M. & JERRY & DONNA J., owner of the 

property located at 637 GIBSON DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning  

administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to obtaining the 

legally required permit in the 8 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under  

Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

Section 17.40.180(A).

Use-Short Term Rental Map Parcel 05104004200 

Results: 
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 CASE 2018-670 (Council District - 8) 

 

 STACI KOGER, appellant and KOGER, RICHARD N. & STACI, owner of the property  

 located at 4965 SULPHUR CREEK RD, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the  

 zoning administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. Applicant operated prior to  

 obtaining the legally required permit in the AR2A District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to  

 the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged the Board would have  

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 04700010800  

              Results: 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-671 (Council District - 17) 

 

 HAROLD JOHNSON, appellant and JOHNSON, HAROLD, owner of the property located 

 at 116 9TH CIR S, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's  

 cancellation of a short term rental permit due to ownership change in the R6 District, to  

 obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged  

 the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 105020C00100CO  

              Results: 

 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-672 (Council District - 17) 

 

 HAROLD JOHNSON, appellant and JOHNSON, HAROLD, owner of the property located 

 at 118 9TH CIR S, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's  

 cancellation of a short term rental permit due to ownership change in the R6 District, to  

 obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.  The appellant has alleged  

 the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 105020C00200CO  

              Results: 
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 CASE 2018-673 (Council District - 24) 

 

 JOHNSON, HAROLD, appellant and JOHNSON, HAROLD, owner of the property located  

 at 425 A 36TH AVE N, requesting an, Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator’s  

 cancellation of existing STRP permit due to ownership change. in the R6 District, to obtain a  

 permit.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250.  The appellant has alleged the Board  

 would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 092090U00100CO  

              Results: 

 

 

     

 

 CASE 2018-675 (Council District - 28) 

 

 CARL KAHLE, appellant and KAHLE, CARL, owner of the property located at 300   

 LADYBIRD DR, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's  

 cancellation of an existing short term rental permit. Applicant operated on an expired permit  

 in the RS10 District, to obtain a permit.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 e.   

 The appellant has alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180(A). 
 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 13501007800  

              Results: 
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Dewey Engineering
Contact:  Michael Dewey, PE
2925 Berry Hill Drive
Nashville, TN 37204
Phone: (615) 401-9956

Owner
The MC2 Group, Inc
639 E Main St
Hendersonville, TN 37075

Flood Note
This Property is Not Located
Within a Flood Hazard Area as
Designated by "Zone X" on Firm
Panel #47037C0244H.
Dated April 5, 2017.

Site Benchmark
Water Meter Lid Located
Approximately 32 lf South of the
Northeast Corner of the Site
NAVD88 Elev. = 493.73
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AC

IRON ROD (OLD) 3/4"
N: 656731.79

E: 1741932.73
IRON ROD (OLD)

N: 656584.41
E: 1741919.07

1" PIPE
N: 656725.07
E: 1742031.52

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656737.60
E: 1741932.87

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656588.40
E: 1741917.33

N82°43'39"W
   100.00

N5°56'41"E   150.00

S82°43'39"E   100.00

S5°56'41"W   150.00

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656575.74

E: 1742016.53

BENCHMARK (NAVD88)
WATER METER LID

N:  656693.74
E: 1742022.90
ELEV:  493.73

Install Construction
Entrance Per
Detail, This Sheet.

Contractor shall Coordinate with
Electrical Utility Provider on

Relocation of Existing Power Poles.

Install Silt Fence Per
Detail, This Sheet.

Hatching Indicates
ROW to be Dedicated.

Contractor Shall Coordinate with Metro Water
Services on Removal of Existing Water Meter (Typ).
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Drawing Notes:

Existing
Conditions &
Initial Erosion
Control Plan
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Erosion Control & Grading Notes:

Engineer
Dewey Engineering
Contact:  Michael Dewey, PE
2925 Berry Hill Drive
Nashville, TN 37204
Phone: (615) 401-9956

Owner
The MC2 Group, Inc
639 E Main St
Hendersonville, TN 37075

Flood Note
This Property is Not Located
Within a Flood Hazard Area as
Designated by "Zone X" on Firm
Panel #47037C0244H.
Dated April 5, 2017.

Site Benchmark
Water Meter Lid Located
Approximately 32 lf South of the
Northeast Corner of the Site
NAVD88 Elev. = 493.73
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Date: July 27, 2018
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ENGINEER                                             DATE

DATE

AS THE DESIGN ENGINEER RESPONSIBLE FOR THE
DEVELOPMENT OF THESE PLANS, I HEREBY CERTIFY
THAT THIS PROJECT DOES NOT REQUIRE COVERAGE
UNDER A TENNESSEE CONSTRUCTION GENERAL
PERMIT.  THE TOTAL DISTURBANCE IS 0.34 ACRES.

I                                           , AS THE "CERTIFIED" EROSION
CONTROL SPECIALIST FOR THIS SITE, HAVE REVIEWED AND
APPROVED THE EROSION PREVENTION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL
BMP's OF THIS PLAN ON

Total Site Acreage: 0.29 Acres
Site Acreage Prior to ROW Dedication: 0.34 Acres
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E: 1741932.73
IRON ROD (OLD)

N: 656584.41
E: 1741919.07

1" PIPE
N: 656725.07
E: 1742031.52

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656737.60
E: 1741932.87

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656588.40
E: 1741917.33

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656575.74

E: 1742016.53

BENCHMARK (NAVD88)
WATER METER LID

N:  656693.74
E: 1742022.90
ELEV:  493.73
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See Sheet C3.0 for Grading
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See Sheet C3.0 for Grading
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Front Setback (Contextual)
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Retaining Wall (Typ)

Retaining Wall (Typ)

C.O. C.O.

Install Private 6" Sewer Services @ 1%
Min. Slope for Units 1-6.

Install 34" Water Meter (Typ.)
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Engineer
Dewey Engineering
Contact:  Michael Dewey, PE
2925 Berry Hill Drive
Nashville, TN 37204
Phone: (615) 401-9956

Owner
The MC2 Group, Inc
639 E Main St
Hendersonville, TN 37075

Flood Note
This Property is Not Located
Within a Flood Hazard Area as
Designated by "Zone X" on Firm
Panel #47037C0244H.
Dated April 5, 2017.

Site Benchmark
Water Meter Lid Located
Approximately 32 lf South of the
Northeast Corner of the Site
NAVD88 Elev. = 493.73

NS

E
W

D
E

Total Site Acreage: 0.29 Acres
Limits of Disturbance: 0.34 Acres
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IRON ROD (OLD) 3/4"
N: 656731.79

E: 1741932.73
IRON ROD (OLD)

N: 656584.41
E: 1741919.07

1" PIPE
N: 656725.07
E: 1742031.52

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656737.60
E: 1741932.87

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656588.40
E: 1741917.33

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656575.74

E: 1742016.53

BENCHMARK (NAVD88)
WATER METER LID

N:  656693.74
E: 1742022.90
ELEV:  493.73
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Engineer
Dewey Engineering
Contact:  Michael Dewey, PE
2925 Berry Hill Drive
Nashville, TN 37204
Phone: (615) 401-9956

Owner
The MC2 Group, Inc
639 E Main St
Hendersonville, TN 37075

Flood Note
This Property is Not Located
Within a Flood Hazard Area as
Designated by "Zone X" on Firm
Panel #47037C0244H.
Dated April 5, 2017.

Site Benchmark
Water Meter Lid Located
Approximately 32 lf South of the
Northeast Corner of the Site
NAVD88 Elev. = 493.73

NS

E
W

D
E

Total Site Acreage: 0.29 Acres
Limits of Disturbance: 0.34 Acres

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

A1
499.7 499.7 0.0

A2 497.2 492.4 4.8

A3 495.4 491.8 3.6

A4 494.2 491.8 2.4

A5 493.1 491.8 1.3

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

B1 493.1 493.1 0.0

B2 493.1 491.0 2.1

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

C1 493.1 491.9 1.2

C2 493.1 491.5 1.6

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

D1 493.8 491.6 2.2

D2 493.8 491.7 2.1

D3 493.8 491.8 2.0

D4 494.5 494.0 0.5

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

F1
500.2 499.7 0.5

F2 498.8 497.0 1.8

F3 498.8 494.5 4.3

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

E1 494.5 494.0 0.5

E2 497.5 496.6 0.9

E3 499.8 499.3 0.5

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

G1 495.0 494.0

1.0

G2

494.5 494.0 0.5

G3

494.2 491.8 2.4

G4

494.2 491.9 2.3

G5

494.2 492.0 2.2

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

H1
493.7 493.5 0.2

H2 493.7 493.7 0.0

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

I1
494.4 492.1 2.3

I2 494.4 494.4 0.0

Section T.O.W. B.O.W.

Height

J1 494.4 494.4 0.0

J2 496.1 493.1 3.0

J3 499.0 499.0 0.0
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Engineer
Dewey Engineering
Contact:  Michael Dewey, PE
2925 Berry Hill Drive
Nashville, TN 37204
Phone: (615) 401-9956

Owner
The MC2 Group, Inc
639 E Main St
Hendersonville, TN 37075

Flood Note
This Property is Not Located
Within a Flood Hazard Area as
Designated by "Zone X" on Firm
Panel #47037C0244H.
Dated April 5, 2017.

Site Benchmark
Water Meter Lid Located
Approximately 32 lf South of the
Northeast Corner of the Site
NAVD88 Elev. = 493.73

NS

E
W

D
E
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IRON ROD (OLD) 3/4"
N: 656731.79

E: 1741932.73
IRON ROD (OLD)

N: 656584.41
E: 1741919.07

1" PIPE
N: 656725.07
E: 1742031.52

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656737.60
E: 1741932.87

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656588.40
E: 1741917.33

IRON ROD (NEW)
N: 656575.74

E: 1742016.53

BENCHMARK (NAVD88)
WATER METER LID

N:  656693.74
E: 1742022.90
ELEV:  493.73
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Engineer
Dewey Engineering
Contact:  Michael Dewey, PE
2925 Berry Hill Drive
Nashville, TN 37204
Phone: (615) 401-9956

Owner
The MC2 Group, Inc
639 E Main St
Hendersonville, TN 37075

Flood Note
This Property is Not Located
Within a Flood Hazard Area as
Designated by "Zone X" on Firm
Panel #47037C0244H.
Dated April 5, 2017.

Site Benchmark
Water Meter Lid Located
Approximately 32 lf South of the
Northeast Corner of the Site
NAVD88 Elev. = 493.73

NS

E
W

D
E

Total Site Acreage: 0.29 Acres
Limits of Disturbance: 0.34 Acres

Tree Density Requirements
Site Acreage (0.29 Ac) - Building Coverage (0.12 Ac) = 0.17 Ac of Compliance
Trees Required:  14 x 0.17 = 2.38 TDU
Trees Proposed: 5 Trees* @ 0.5 TDU each = 2.5 TDU (OK)

OVERALL LANDSCAPE MATERIALS SCHEDULE
KEY AMOUNT SCIENTIFIC NAME/ HEIGHT SPREAD TRUNK

COMMON NAME

NATIVE TREES
CF 3 Cornus florida/ 6' Min. 2'-3' 2" Min.

Dogwood
CV 2 Chionanthus virginicus/ 6' Min. 2'-3' 2" Min.

Fringetree
LT 1 Liriodendron tulipfera/ 12'-14' 6'-7' 2" Min.

Tulip Poplar

NATIVE GRASSES
PV 71 Panicum virgatum/ Plugs at 48" O.C. in

Switchgrass triangular pattern

Case # 2018-522



From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!

Case # 2018-522

mailto:Colby.Sledge@nashville.gov
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
mailto:Jon.Michael@nashville.gov
mailto:Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov
http://colbysledge.com/
http://www.colbysledge.com/contact/
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: District 17 items for Nov. 15
Date: Thursday, November 8, 2018 12:35:10 PM

Good afternoon, board members,

I hope you're all having a good week. Here's my position on District 17 items on the Nov. 15 agenda:

Case 2018-522: I continue to be against this item.
Case 2018-619: I am strongly against this appeal to attempt to build without paying into the fund or
constructing sidewalks. This is a tough lot to put two homes on to begin with, but that is no excuse. This
street lots leads into a high-pedestrian area of the neighborhood, and the sidewalks should be built. The
appellant has not contacted me.
Case 2018-620: As noted before, I am supportive of this appeal. The appellant has contacted me.
Case 2018-621: I am supportive of this appeal. The appellant did an excellent job keeping me informed
and holding a community meeting.

Thanks, as always, for doing this job!

Colby

-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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From: Ammarell, Beverly (Public Works)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Cc: Doyle, Devin (Public Works)
Subject: 10/18/18 BZA meeting
Date: Friday, September 28, 2018 2:34:07 PM

2018-560         3134 Dickerson PK                   World  Finance         Renovations and U&O
Variance: 17.16.050 D1 variance to permitted with conditions
Response:  Public Works takes no exception.  This does not imply approval of the submitted site plan
as access and design issues will be addressed and coordinated during the permitting process.
 
 
2018-565         829 Lischey Ave                   residential and office  mixed use         
Variance: 17.12.035D   front setback; 17.12.060F  height variance
Response:  Public Works takes no exception.  This does not imply approval of the submitted site plan
as access and design issues will be addressed and coordinated during the permitting process.
 
 

Case # 2018-560
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From: Suzanne Fennell
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
Subject: BZA Case# 2018-590 - Opposition
Date: Monday, October 29, 2018 8:56:09 AM

Dear BZA,
This email is being sent to state my objection to the Zoning Appeal Case Number
2018-590.  My property is directly behind the property at 4404 A Westlawn Drive (the
entire left side of my backyard). We share a fence. My address is 90 44th Ave North.

I do not know the validity of whether the property is truly a duplex so I'm not speaking
to that.  
However, I will firmly oppose the request for a rear and side setback of 3' to build a
two story single family home. This is in a backyard not side by side other homes. No
specific architectural plans have been provided, with the ultimate height and design of
the house unknown. To have a 2 story house within almost an arms reach covering
25 feet of my left side of yard, towering over my backyard, will diminish privacy and
possibly decrease my  property value. My neighbor (Sandy Mcleroy) at 4402 will even
more significantly be impacted, since it's a smaller backyard and almost the entire left
side of her backyard will have a 2 story building covering it, 3 ft from the fence. It will
possibly require the significant trimming a beautiful tree in her backyard very close to
where this house will be built.

I'm hoping to attend the BZA appeal public hearing but am unsure if I can leave work
for the afternoon.  Please consider this letter in my absence.  
 
Thank you,

Suzanne R. Fennell
90 44th Ave North
Nashville, TN 37209
cell 615-812-3954
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29 Oct 2018 

 

Metro Government of Nashville and Davidson County 

Department of Codes & Building Safety 

P.O. Box 196300 

Nashville, TN  37219-6300 

 

Re: Appeal Case Number:     2018-590 

       4404A Westlawn Dr    

       Map Parcel:   10308006800 

       Zoning Classification: OV-UZO, RS7.5 

       Council District:  24 

 

To the Board: 

 

I am the next door neighbor to the property at 4404 Westlawn Dr.  I am at 4402 Westlawn Dr.  I have 

lived at this property since 1993.  The zoning appeal would affect my back left side. 

 

Upon much deliberation, I have decided I am against the zoning appeal for the following reasons: 

 

1.  My understanding is that there is a request to tear down the existing garage and replace it with 

another garage and apartment above the garage per Mr. Bars.  At the present time the existing 

garage is approximately 29 – 30 inches from my side property line.  Mr. Bars has told me that he 

wants the new structure to be constructed on the same footprint as the existing garage.  I firmly 

believe that if a new structure is built, the setback should be according to codes which is 5 feet. 

2. I also want to make it clear that I am against a second home being built on the property as per 

the appeal.  I would probably be ok with the proposal of a garage with a garage apartment per 

verbal discussion with Mr. Bars, although cannot commit to agreement on this without seeing 

the final plans.  I do know that I am firmly against a second home being built on the property per 

the appeal notice.  

 

Thank you very much for the opportunity to voice my opinion on this appeal. 

 

Sandra McLeroy 

4402 Westlawn Dr. 

Nashville, Tn  37209 

615-294-9877 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-604 (216 North 9th Street)  

Metro Standard:  North 9th Street - 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street standard 

Smiley Street - 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street standard 

Requested Variance:   Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning RM20 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NE (Urban Neighborhood Evolving)  

MCSP Street Designation:  North 9th Street - Local Street 

Smiley Street - Local Street 

Transit:    300’ from #30 - McFerrin 

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing a new multi-family development with four units, and requests a variance 
from constructing sidewalks due to existing sidewalks on both frontages, as well as topography and a retaining wall. 

(1) The North 9th Street frontage has a 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk that contains all obstructions. A small wall 
is located at the back of this sidewalk, so upgrading the sidewalk with a wider grass strip will adversely 
impact adjacent properties.  

(2) Smiley Street has no grass strip and a 5’ sidewalk, and the sidewalk is impeded by a stop sign and two utility 
poles. A retaining wall is located at the back of the existing sidewalk along Smiley Street. This hardship is 
further challenged by the topography and width of the lot.  

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Public Works final guidance. Any portion 
of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed and 
replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 sidewalk. 

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the North 9th Street property frontage. 
3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along both property frontages to 

accommodate future sidewalks per the Local Street Standard. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-616 (221 38th Avenue North)  

Metro Standard:  4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street standard 

Requested Variance:   Not upgrade sidewalks; not contribute in lieu of construction (eligible) 

Zoning RS7.5 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  Local Street 

Transit:    None existing; none planned 

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing a new single family residence, and requests a variance from constructing 
sidewalks due to lack of existing sidewalks in the area, an existing retaining wall, and the location of the property at 
the end of a dead-end street. 

(1) No sidewalks currently exist on the 38th Avenue North property frontage. This is consistent with the block 
face. 

(2) Per the Zoning Ordinance, the applicant is eligible to contribute in lieu of construction. Electing to make 
the contribution in lieu of construction supplements Metro’s annual sidewalk capital program by increasing 
sidewalk construction funds for areas surrounding this property, which is within one of Metro’s sixteen 
pedestrian benefit zones. Staff finds no unique hardship for the property’s frontage, as a sidewalk could be 
constructed on the site. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval.  The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction and 
for the property frontage and dedicate right-of-way for future sidewalk construction. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-629 (307 South 10th Street)  

Metro Standard:  4' grass strip, 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector Street Plan 

Requested Variance:   Not upgrade sidewalk; dedicate right of way 

Zoning:   R6 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  T4-R-AB4 

Transit:  Property approximately 785’ north from #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway:    Minor separated bikeway planned per WalknBike 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes constructing a two family dwelling and requests a variance from upgrading 
sidewalks to the Arterial Boulevard standard due to the presence of an existing sidewalk along the frontage of the 
site. The applicant requests to provide a dedication of right of way in-lieu of upgrading the existing sidewalk. 
Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request:  

(1) A 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk currently exists along South 10th Street for the entire block from Fatherland 
Street to Shelby Avenue. 

(2) The applicant has indicated that they would support dedicating the right of way needed to accommodate a 
future 4’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalk along the South 10th Street frontage. Right of way acquisition continues 
to serve as a challenge for the construction of new publicly-built sidewalks throughout Davidson County. 
Acquiring right-of-way while a parcel is under redevelopment will assist with future sidewalk expansion in 
the area. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the South 10th Street property frontage. 
2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the South 10th Street property frontage 

to accommodate future sidewalks per the Local Street Standard. 
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From: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); rem3studio@att.net
Subject: Letter in opposition to case 2018-629, 307 S 10th Street in District 6
Date: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 8:24:57 AM

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals:
 
I am writing in opposition to the sidewalk variance request for property located at 307 S 10th Street in
District 6, which is case number 2018-629.  South 10th Street is classified as an Arterial Boulevard in the
Major and Collector Street Plan and with the recent growth of the Five Points business and mixed-use
district along 10th Street, pedestrian activity on this corridor is increasing daily.  And while there are
sidewalks present on S 10th Street today, they do not meet the Arterial Boulevard standards of a four-
foot planting strip with an eight-foot sidewalk. 
 
As pedestrian activity along S 10th Street increases linking residents of the Cayce Homes and the Shelby
Hills neighborhood to access school at the corner of 10th/Fatherland a few steps north of this property or
East High School a few blocks further along 10th, not to mention local businesses, the need for sidewalks
of adequate width for families with children to walk safely is increasing. 
 
I would also point out that the properties on each side of the corner of 10th/Shelby a few steps south of
this property already have a Neighborhood Center land use policy and have commercial zoning in place,
and so those properties could redevelop into relatively dense, mixed-use community at any time.
 
The houses that were built along S 10th Street between Shelby and Fatherland in the mid-20th Century
were intended to be safe, affordable housing.  Today those houses can all be removed because they are
not listed as contributing structures to the Lockeland Springs-East End Conservation Overlay District. 
Therefore, there is the potential that each of these modest-sized houses on South 10th could be
redeveloped into two-family homes in the coming years.  This redevelopment will further increase
pedestrian activity along this stretch of South 10th Street and will increase the need to adequate
sidewalks to connect the residential and commercial nodes along this corridor.
 
For all of these reasons, the applicant could reasonably be required to construct new sidewalks to current
standard; however, the Planning Department staff recommendation is to permit a contribution to the in-
lieu fund.  I support the staff recommendation and oppose this appeal.  Several nearby neighbors have
also written in to oppose this appeal as well.
 
I would ask the Board to deny this appeal and require the applicant to contribute to the in-lieu sidewalk
fund.  If it is easier or cheaper for the applicant to construct new sidewalks to current standard, than that
would be an acceptable alternative.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Brett A. Withers
Metro Council, District 6
Mobile (615) 427-5946 | facebook.com/Brett A. Withers | twitter.com @brettawithers
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From: Kev Erreger
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 2018-629 / 307 S 10th St
Date: Wednesday, October 17, 2018 6:47:06 PM

Hello,

I live at and own 1106 Fatherland St.  I would like to voice my opposition to the request to
exempt 307 S 10th St from the normal sidewalk requirements.

I have 2 young children and the sidewalks in our neighborhood are critical to their safe
mobility.  The existing sidewalks in most of the neighborhood are an important part of the
quality of life for my family and I.  It is important that we have a network of safe sidewalks as
the safety of any walking trip is dictated by its weakest link.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Kevin Erreger
1106 Fatherland St
615 969 7594
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From: Julie Jones
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
Subject: Case number 2018-632 - Chris and Faith Bendt
Date: Thursday, November 29, 2018 8:58:52 AM

November, 27, 2018
RE:  Case No. 2018-632
To Whom It May Concern

My name is Julie Jones.  My husband, Shane Jones, along with our two children, live at 1400
Greenwood Avenue.  This is a letter of SUPPORT for the requested variance to code
17.12.040, for Chris and Faith Bendt at 1315 Greenwood Avenue, regarding keeping their
existing fence, case number 2018-632.

We live across the street from Chris and Faith Bendt.  We have lived at 1400 Greenwood Ave,
since November 2003.  Chris and Faith Bendt are valued neighbors and have only added value
to our street, including the addition of their front fence several years ago, when their first son
began walking and wanting to play in the front yard.

The location of their house and existing fence is mid-block and does not cause any visibility
concerns at the intersection of North 14th St. and Greenwood Ave.  The fence is aesthetically
pleasing with a modern style and it provides a safety barrier for both their two small children
and their home itself.  It is also the exact same height to the adjacent neighbor’s fence and the
majority of the other existing fences on Greenwood.

Greenwood Avenue is a very busy street and has only gotten busier with the changes we have
seen in the last ten years in East Nashville.  When you have small children, like the Bendt’s
do, and live on a busy street, a front fence is paramount in order to enjoy your front yard and
feel safe while doing so.  

We have a front fence encasing our front yard for the same reason.  I (Julie) tried for a number
of years, as a member and officer of the Eastwood Neighborhood Association, to get traffic
calming on Greenwood, to no avail.  I finally just gave up.  Instead, we built a front fence so
our children and dog could play safely in the front yard.  That was over ten years ago and we
did not, until now, know anything about any fence height and setback requirements or
restrictions.  

Since the Bendt’s have lived at 1315 Greenwood, there have been THREE incidents of a car
running the stop sign at North 14th/Greenwood and driving through the fence and into their
front yard.  The third time, the car made it all the way up to their front door.  

There was also a 4th incident, prior to the Bendt’s living there, and prior to there being any
kind of fence, where a car made it all the way through the yard, crashing INTO the house
itself.  We believe their existing fence is both visually and physically a barrier to this
happening again.  The Bendt’s have even gone so far as to fill the metal posts with concrete in
order to help stop any oncoming vehicles.  Moving these posts and the existing fence would be
a considerable expense.  Further, having the fence so close to the house (per a 10 ft setback),
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could put their children, and their home, in danger and greatly affect their quality of life.

We further feel that if someone is going to make a complaint about an existing fence,
particularly one that has already been there for a number of years, there should be a good and
valid reason.  The Bendt’s fence is not obtrusive.  It does not cause any visibility issues. We
are not sure what the complaint would have been about.  The existing fence has caused no
issues for years and is currently only being used as an example, along with several other
neighbors.

Lastly, the current code refers to “solid” fences when limiting the height and setback. 
However, there is nothing written specifically about what this means exactly.  We would argue
that the Bendt’s fence is not “solid” as there are spaces in between each board that you can see
through and into the yard.  It is not a privacy fence.  The majority of existing fences on
Greenwood have boards larger than the spaces in between them, most likely also unaware of
any fence restrictions.

Therefore, because of all of these reasons, we feel it would be unnecessary and would cause
undue hardship, to request that the Bendt’s move/change their fence.  As a close neighbor and
someone who uses both streets that front their home, we support leaving their fence as it
currently exists.  

Thank you for taking the time to read our letter of support.

Regards,
Julie and Shane Jones
1400 Greenwood Ave
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From: Heather James
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
Subject: Case No: 2018-632
Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 12:21:37 PM

November 28, 2018

RE: Case No: 2018-632

To Whom It May Concern:

My husband and I live with our four children at 1311 Greenwood Avenue. This letter is in
SUPPORT of the requested variance for code 17.12.040 for Chris and Faith Bendt at 1315
Greenwood Avenue, regarding case number 2018-632 (keeping their existing fence).

We have lived two houses down from the Bendts for the last five years. Before that, we lived across
the street at 1314 Greenwood Avenue for seven years. While we have been on Greenwood, there
have been four incidents involving automobiles and the Bendt’s property (one being before they
moved in). With two small children, their front fence is an absolute necessity on a busy street like
Greenwood. 

The location of their house and existing fence is mid-block and does not cause any visibility
concerns at the intersection of 14th and Greenwood Avenue. The style is pleasing and is also
completely appropriate, height-wise, with nearby fences.

The Bendt family are valued neighbors, and we want to make sure their family is safe in their own
yard. Chris and Faith have even put metal/concrete-filled backing on the fence to enhance it’s
effectiveness in protecting their home and their family. Furthermore, the existing fence has been
there for quite some time and has never caused a problem. It is not obtrusive and causes no visibility
issues. Furthermore, the fence is not “solid” (which the code violation refers to but doesn’t even
seem to apply here). To move the fence to a 10 ft. setback would significantly reduce it’s ability to
protect their home and would look aesthetically out-of-proportion and incongruent with the size of
their yard and surrounding houses.

We feel it is an unnecessary action to request the Bendt family move/change their existing fence. 

We fully SUPPORT leaving their fence as it currently exists.

Sincerely,
Heather and Stephen James
(1311 Greenwood Avenue)  

Sent from my iPhone
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To: Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals 

From: Molly F. Collins 

Date: December 3, 2018 

Re: Appeal Case Number:  2018-632, permit # 20180064291 

My name is Molly Collins and I live at 1313 Greenwood Avenue in east Nashville. Chris and Faith Bendt 

are my next-door neighbors and have submitted an appeal to request a variance from fence height 

restrictions at 1315 Greenwood Avenue. I strongly support their request and ask that you grant the 

variance to allow their fence to remain.  

The Bendt’s home at 1315 Greenwood Avenue is situated at the T intersection of 14th Street and 

Greenwood, a busy connector street. In the roughly seven years that we and the Bendt’s have lived in 

our homes at this location, there have been at least three car crashes into their property. I was on hand 

for all of them. In the first, a young teenager learning to drive, overcorrected from a westbound turn 

onto Greenwood and leveled the Bendt’s then-picket fence. Chris rebuilt the fence and fortified the 

structure with steel posts. Two years ago in the middle of a weekend night, a hit-and-run driver of a 

pick-up truck ran the stop sign at the T-intersection, crashed into the fence, and veered right into the 

front yard of the property at 1317, smashing two cars in the driveway. The driver backed up and sped 

off, according to a witness who saw the accident and gave chase for a short while. (I am not a structural   

engineer; however, I feel certain that the steel posts and height of the fence slowed the truck and 

prevented structural damage to both homes.) Again, Chris rebuilt the fence. Last summer, an intoxicated 

driver again ran the stop sign at 14th and Greenwood, crashed into the fence, and came to a stop on the 

Bendt’s front lawn.  The fortified fence stopped the car from hitting their house. A lower fence might 

have jettisoned the car upward or provided such limited protection that the car might have crashed into 

their home.   

The Bendt’s fence provides not only safety; it is visually appealing and aesthetically beautiful in the 

neighborhood. The Bendts are very active neighbors and gardeners and work hard to ensure that their 

yard is well-cared for and pleasing to look at. The height of the fence is sufficient for corralling their two 

young children (ages 4 and 1) and enables their entire family to be outside playing and working together 

safely. Additionally, the fence itself, as well as the gaps between boards, poses no sight restriction for 

anything in any direction. 

Please grant their variation request. The fence is needed for safety, is attractive, presents no safety or 

visibility hazards to anyone, marks an appropriate boundary for children and yard activities, and 

offers a beautifying element to the neighborhood. I cannot think of better reasons to grant an appeal. 

Please contact me if you have questions or need more information. 

Molly F. Collins 
1313 Greenwood Avenue       
Nashville, TN 37206 
254.319.5901 
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From: Pamela Gordon
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
Subject: #2018-632
Date: Monday, December 3, 2018 8:55:45 AM

I am a neighbor of the Bendt family on Greenwood Ave.  I want them to keep their fence so they stay safe! In my
opinion, it’s the fence and,mostly, the bushes on the property on the corner of Greenwood & N 14th, the house on
the East side of the Bendt’s, that impedes visibility.
Sincerely,
Pamela Gordon
1417 Greenwood Avenue

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Paul Stagner
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
Subject: Hearing: Case 2018-632 / 1315 Greenwood Avenue
Date: Friday, November 30, 2018 5:20:13 PM

Hello.
 
This is Paul Stagner.  As of 11/28/18, I am the new owner of 1317 Greenwood, next door to the
subject of the hearing on 12/06/2018 at 1:00 p.m.
 
After a brief explanation by the owner of 1315 Greenwood, I feel that their fence is justified in its
design and purpose.  There is a real hazard to 1315 from traffic that fails to stop across the street. 
They put up a steel reinforced fence behind the wood fence.  Both fences are attractive in nature
and do not detract from the marketability or utility of the surrounding neighborhood.  The height of
both fences is reasonable and consistent with adjacent properties.  The horizontal fence planks that
are visible from the street are attractive and accepted in the neighborhood.
 
I urge you to consider a waiver for the fence, as it does not block visibility from the nearby corner of

14th and Greenwood.  Also, as a parent, I can see the owners concern to protect their two small
children from any drunk/distracted driver that fails to stop.
 
Thank you,
 

Paul Stagner
(615) 394-2605 Phone/Text
HomeVestors
ANCHOR APPRAISALS
 
 

Virus-free. www.avast.com

Case # 2018-632

mailto:paul@anchorappraisals.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
mailto:Brett.Withers@nashville.gov
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=icon
https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=emailclient&utm_term=link


Case #2018-635



Case #2018-635



Case #2018-635



Case #2018-635



PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-635 (927 Woodland Street)  

Metro Standard:  Woodland Street – 4' grass strip, 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector 
Street Plan 

McFerrin Avenue – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local Street 
standard 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks; not contribute in lieu of construction (not eligible) 

Zoning:  CS 

Community Plan Policy: T4 CM (Urban Mixed Use Corridor) 

MCSP Street Designation:  T4-M-CA3 

Transit:  #20 – Scott; Major Local Service planned per nMotion 

Bikeway:  Minor Separated Bikeway planned per WalknBke  

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to repurpose an existing 10,430 square foot structure for a new restaurant and 
requests a variance from upgrading sidewalks along both frontages of the property. Planning evaluated the following 
factors for the variance request: 

(1) An 8’ sidewalk without a grass strip currently exists along the Woodland Street property frontage, which is 
consistent with adjacent properties along the block face to the east. Similarly, a 7’ sidewalk without a grass 
strip currently exists along the McFerrin Avenue property frontage, which is consistent with adjacent 
properties to the north. 

(2) A previous variance to maintain nonconforming pull-in parking which currently exists in front of the 
building adjacent to Woodland Street received approval by the Board of Zoning Appeals on September 6, 
2018 (Case No. 2018-483). Constructing sidewalks to the Major and Collector Street Plan standard will 
require the relocation of 11 parking spaces. 

(3) The existing structure is located directly to the rear of the existing sidewalk along McFerrin Avenue. 
Constructing sidewalks to the Major and Collector Street Plan standard would impact the structure, 
therefore right of way dedication is not feasible.  

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-637 (2251 Winford Avenue)  

Metro Standard:  Winford Avenue – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street standard 

Longview Avenue – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street 
Standard 

Requested Variance:  Not construct and upgrade sidewalks; not contribute in-lieu of construction (not 
eligible)  

Zoning:  IWD 

Community Plan Policy: T4 MU (Urban Mixed Use) 

MCSP Street Designation:  Winford Avenue – Local Street 

Longview Avenue – Local Street 

Transit:    None existing; not planned 

Bikeway:  None existing; not planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes renovating two existing structures on the property into a warehouse and a 
building for animal boarding, and requests a variance from constructing sidewalks or contributing in lieu of 
construction. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 6’ sidewalk without a grass strip currently exists along the Winford Avenue frontage, which is consistent 
with all of Winford Avenue. Part of this frontage is the existing bridge deck over I-440. 

(2) No sidewalk currently exists along the property’s frontage with Longview Avenue. There are no topographic 
constraints to sidewalk construction on this frontage. Staff sees no unique hardship to sidewalk construction 
on this frontage. 

(3) Sidewalk construction on the property’s Longview Avenue frontage will tie directly into sidewalks on 
Winford Avenue, and an existing sidewalk network on both sides of I-440. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Public Works final guidance. Any portion 
of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed and 
replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 sidewalk. 

2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the Winford Avenue to accommodate 
future sidewalks per the Local Street standard. 

3. Construct sidewalks on Longview Avenue per the Local Street standard. 
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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From: Trevor J. Garrett
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Colby Sledge; Michael, Jon (Codes)
Subject: BZA Case 2018-637
Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 6:27:32 PM

Re: BZA Case 2018-637 (2251 WINFORD AVE) 

Dear Member of the BZA,
I'm writing in opposition to the above referenced case.  I live at 2221B Winford Ave,
approximately 750 feet north of the property in this case.

This is a rapidly-developing area with residential homes on the north side of 440 and
commercial on the south side of 440.  Luckily, the neighborhood has decent sidewalks for the
new residents and workers in the area to access, but the specific property has sub-par 
sidewalks on Winford and no sidewalks on Longview.  Therefore, I specifically request that
the BZA deny the appeal, and require the applicant/owner to install sidewalks to current code
requirements.

Furthermore, while I respect the rights of someone to run a legal business such as an animal
boarding facility, I believe that Metro Codes has well-founded regulations for distances
between these boarding facilities and residences.  I believe these regulations should be
followed and the variance denied.

Thank you,
Trevor Garrett
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-638 (1281 3rd Avenue South)  

Metro Standard:  4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk as defined by the Metro Local Street standard  

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks 

Zoning:   IWD 

Community Plan Policy: T4 MU (Urban Mixed Use Neighborhood)  

MCSP Street Designation:  Local Street 

Transit:  Approximately 527’ west of #52 – Nolensville Pike BRT Lite; Future High Capacity 
Transit per nMotion Plan 

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is proposing to repurpose an existing 3,852 square foot building for a future restaurant and 
requests a variance from constructing sidewalks due to the placement of the existing building. Planning evaluated 
the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) The property is located directly adjacent to the Bento Box Nashville specific plan project which was 
approved by Metro Council on September 20, 2017 (case number 2016SP-039-004). While sidewalks are 
currently not located along the block face, a 5’ grass strip and 6’ sidewalk is currently under construction 
along the adjacent property’s 3rd Avenue South frontage to the immediate north.  

(2) Given the constraints associated with the placement of the building along the frontage of the parcel, the 
applicant proposes to construct a 5’ sidewalk design without a grass strip. 

(3) The property is located in close proximity to the South Nashville – Wedgewood Houston first tier Nashville 
Next Center. Establishing a connected pedestrian network adjacent to the area experiencing substantial 
levels of redevelopment and connectivity to high capacity transit is critical. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Construct the alternative sidewalk design as indicated on the attached site plan. 
 
  



1281 3rd Avenue South – Site Plan Depicting Alternative Sidewalk Design 

 



From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-639 (476 McMurray Drive)  

Metro Standard:  McMurray Drive – 6' grass strip, 6’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector 
Street Plan standard 

 Cherrywood Drive – 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local Street 
standard 

Requested Variance:   Not upgrade sidewalks; not construct sidewalks  

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  McMurray Drive – T3-R-CA2 

    Cherrywood Drive – Local Street 

Transit:  Property is approximately 1/3 mile from #52 – Nolensville Pike BRT lite, future 
Light Rail per nMotion 

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions 

Analysis: The applicant requests a variance from upgrading sidewalks along McMurray Drive due to physical 
constraints on the property related to existing slopes and drainage facilities. Additionally, the applicant requests a 
variance from constructing new sidewalks along Cherrywood Drive due to constraints related to 11 existing surface 
parking spaces. The existing 5’ sidewalk along McMurray Drive is consistent with the sidewalk pattern established 
throughout the corridor from Nolensville Pike to Brewer Drive. There is no established sidewalk pattern along 
Cherrywood Drive to the west of the property.  

Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) The applicant is expanding the size of the existing religious institution by 2,574 square feet.  
(2) The site slopes down from the existing sidewalk, which has no storm drain facilities and a drainage ditch 

located behind the sidewalk. Metro Stormwater has reviewed the current infrastructure along this portion of 
McMurray Drive, and they have noted that there are unique Stormwater concerns in upgrading sidewalks to 
the MCSP standard at this location.  

(3) A surface parking lot is adjacent to Cherrywood Drive. Constructing sidewalks to the Metro Local Street 
standard would require the removal of the disabled parking spaces, but dedication of right-of-way is feasible 
where parking does not exist for future sidewalk construction by Metro. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Prior to the issuance of Use and Occupancy permits, the applicant shall extend the existing 5’ sidewalk  
around the corner of the property from its current terminus along McMurray Drive to the eastern edge of 
the surface parking area along Cherrywood Drive. An ADA-compliant curb ramp shall also be installed for 
future crosswalk placement. 

2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along McMurray Drive per the MCSP 
standard. 

3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along Cherrywood Drive per the Metro 
Local Standard. 

Case #2018-639



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Memo 
To: Metropolitan Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals  

From: Metropolitan Nashville Planning Department 

CC: Emily Lamb  

Date: November 21, 2018 

BZA Hearing Date:    December 6, 2018 

Re: Planning Department Recommendation for a Special Exception, Case 2018-639 

Pursuant to Section 17.40.300 of the Metro Zoning Code, the Metropolitan Planning Department 

is providing a recommendation on the following Special Exception case:  

 

1. Case 2018-639 (476 McMurray Drive) 
 

Request: A special exception for a religious institution to construct a 2,574 square-foot addition 

to an existing non-residential building.      

 

Zoning: One and Two-Family Residential (R10) requires a minimum 10,000 square-foot lot and 

is intended for one and two-family dwellings at a density of 4.35 dwelling units per acre.    

 

Land Use Policy: T3 Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance (T3 NM) policy is intended to 

maintain the general character of developed suburban residential neighborhoods. T3 NM areas 

will experience some change over time, primarily when buildings are expanded or replaced. 

When this occurs, efforts should be made to retain the existing character of the neighborhood. T3 

NM areas have an established development pattern consisting of low- to moderate-density 

residential development and institutional land uses. Enhancements may be made to improve 

pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular connectivity. 

 

Conservation (CO) policy is intended to preserve environmentally sensitive land features through 

protection and remediation. CO policy applies in all Transect Categories except T1 Natural, T5 

Center, and T6 Downtown. CO policy identifies land with sensitive environmental features 

including, but not limited to, steep slopes, floodway/floodplains, rare or special plant or animal 

habitats, wetlands, and unstable or problem soils. The guidance for preserving or enhancing these 

features varies with what Transect they are in and whether or not they have already been 

disturbed. 
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Planning Department 
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615.862.7150 
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Planning Department Analysis: The site contains 5.83 acres of land and is located at the 

southwest corner of the intersection of McMurray Drive and Cherrywood Drive in the Southeast 

Community Plan Area. Existing conditions include several structures: a sanctuary auditorium, 

offices, classrooms, a gymnasium, two single-family residential units, and one hundred eighteen 

(118) associated parking spaces. Site access is from both Cherrywood Drive and McMurray 

Drive. The 6,060 square foot sanctuary auditorium was built in 1975, offices were built in 1979, 

classrooms were built between 2011 and 2014, and the gymnasium was built in 2014. This site is 

adjacent to McMurray Middle School, another religious use, and one and two-family residential 

land uses. Single-family residential is the primary land use within the immediate area.  

 

Religious institutions are identified as appropriate within T3 Suburban Neighborhood 

Maintenance land use policy and are allowed within residential zoning districts with the approval 

of a Special Exception by the Board of Zoning Appeals. Conservation areas consisting of steep 

slopes are located in the southwestern portion of the site. The proposed addition is located in the 

eastern half of the site, which does not have slopes.  

 

Currently, there is an existing sidewalk network within the immediate area including existing 

sidewalks on McMurray Drive. McMurray Drive is designated as a collector by the Major and 

Collector Street Plan, requiring a six-foot (6’) wide sidewalk and a six-foot (6’) wide planting 

strip. Cherrywood Drive is a local street requiring a five-foot (5’) wide sidewalk and a four-foot 

(4’) wide planting strip. The applicant has requested a variance from required sidewalk 

improvements due to constraints related to existing surface parking near Cherrywood Drive, 

existing slopes, and drainage facilities.   

 

Staff recommends approval of this special exception request. The use is consistent with T3 

Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance policy as it is identified as an appropriate land use for this 

policy area and is consistent with Conservation policy as this proposal will not disturb existing 

slopes.   

 

Planning Recommendation: Approve  
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From: Mary Jane Smithson
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Proposed Expansion - Permit #20180063462
Date: Monday, November 26, 2018 2:22:16 PM

Cynthia Chappell,  David Ewing, David Harper, Christina Karpynec, J. Ross
Pepper, Alma Sanford and David Taylor,

I am writing you to voice my opposition to the zoning exception proposed by the
Coptic Orthodox Church located at the corner of Cherrywood Drive and
McMurray Drive since I am unable to attend the meeting scheduled for today
between 4:00 and 6:00 p.m. due to work.  I am not real sure why a meeting to
discuss this matter was scheduled when 75%+ people in the area are at work
during that span of time.  I reached out to Davette Blalock my District
Representative to voice my opposition and Ms. Blalock responded that she
wasn’t involved in this issue and that I should voice my opposition to the Board
of Zoning Appeals.
 
This “exception” is requesting that they be allowed to expand their building
without meeting the zoning requirement for sidewalks.  My bigger concern with
this project and the expansion of the church is that they DO NOT have adequate
parking available for the church now.  Members of the church continue to park
on the sides of the street during their services and hamper traffic from flowing
unobstructed.  There have been many instances when I have traveled
Cherrywood during their services that I cannot even get down the road and they
appear to think they own this section of the road.  There is hardly room for one
car to get through the road and if you meet an ongoing car you are stuck.  They
pull out in front of you, walk out in the road without looking, let their children run
freely between the cars and you live in fear of hitting a child.  I can’t imagine that
emergency vehicles could pass easily either if needed.
 
Unfortunately, over the past several years I have watched a steady decline of
the properties located adjacent to the church and the houses around the church
that have been purchased by the Coptic Orthodox Church.  These properties
are NOT maintained appropriately and it has become obvious that they are not
going to maintain them appropriately.  They have bought houses around the
church and allowed members to reside there and the houses have been allowed
to decline.  They have been given guidelines in the past when exceptions were
approved, i.e. the parking lot expansion on the opposite corner and they feel
empowered to ignore those guidelines. 
 
I have lived in this neighborhood for 62 years, my family moved here when I was
2 years old, and this area in the neighborhood has always been maintained well
by the people who lived in the area – that is no longer the case.  There are
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many  people who live in and around the church that have been forced to move
due to the decline of the homes around them and it is time for all that to cease. 
People shouldn’t have to worry about their property values declining in an area
due to one “neighbor”.  There have been other churches in that location in past
years and they were always respectful of their neighbors and the neighborhood.
 
I sincerely hope that you will not approve this zoning exception.

Mary Jane Smithson
611 Westcrest Drive, 37211
(615) 642-9162
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RE:   Appeal Case Number 2018-639 
 476 McMurray Drive 
 
 
 
Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals: 
 
I am writing in opposition to the recent application for a permit to upgrade, renovate and 
enlarge the sanctuary at St. Mina Coptic Orthodox Christian Church. 
 
In doing so, the Church will be adding approximately 200 seats and taking away some 
of the existing parking.  At this point I am not aware of any official request for additional 
parking. 
 
I spoke before your Board (in opposition) in December 2013 when the Church sought to 
build a parking lot on the duplex property at the corner of McMurray Drive and 
Cherrywood Drive (“A” on map below).  Your board approved the request after the 
church AND Councilwoman Blalock assured you (as well as the participants who 
expressed opposition to the parking lots) that they would ensure that the "substantial 
greenery" suggested by the Division of Urban Forestry would front McMurray Drive so 
that the appearance of the parking lot would be appealing.  As of today – three years 
later - there is NO shrubbery between the parking lot and McMurray Drive.   
 
 

 
 
The church then annexed the property on lot B above and combined Parcel A and 
Parcel B into ONE parcel, using the address of Parcel A (see attached QuitClaim 
Deed).  They then used your prior approval for Lot A to put a parking lot on Lot B as 
well.  The Church has now acquired property C, so we can only anticipate that the 
parking lot will continue to be expanded at some point in the future. 
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My property sits at 463 McMurray Drive, indicated with the red pin.  I see a LOT of 
concrete out the window.  And anticipate seeing even more … IN the yards of homes.  I 
can’t help but think this will not be helpful to my property value.  Had the Church stood 
by its agreement and planted shrubbery along the street as it committed in 2013 I might 
feel differently.  But for now it is a bit of an eyesore. 
 
At the December 2013 meeting, there were also assurances by the Church and the 
Councilwoman that "No Parking" signs would be posted along Cherrywood so that cars 
would no longer park along the street.  But that has NOT happened, and the street 
becomes very congested when the church is in session.   
 
At the 2013 Board meeting, you encouraged me to contact the councilwoman about 
future concerns.  So I sent Ms. Blalock an email on November 26 of this year and 
received no reply.  Another neighbor sent an email to her and received the following 
reply: 
 

Thank you for your letter but I did not organize the meeting for starters and they 
are to be heard by the BZA not the Council so I do not have authority over this.  
You and your neighbors should go to the BZA meeting or at least email or snail 
mail them each a letter so your voices can be heard.   

 
And now the church wants to expand its sanctuary? This can only mean more people, 
more cars, and more traffic/parking issues. 
 
I can understand and appreciate that the church is growing.  But I don’t appreciate what 
it is doing to the neighborhood’s appearance.   
 
In addition to the concerns I have expressed herein, I ask you to seriously consider the 
Church’s history before your Board as you consider the current request.   
 
Thank you, 
 
Emily A. Booker 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-664 (1911 A&B 9th Avenue North)  

Metro Standard:  6’ grass strip, 6’ sidewalk as defined by the Major and Collector Street Plan 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks; not contribute in lieu of construction (not eligible) 

Zoning:   R6 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  T4-R-CA2 

Transit:  300’ to #42 – St. Cecilia/Cumberland  

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is proposing to construct two residential units on the lot and requests a variance due to the 
presence of existing sidewalks and a retaining wall. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 9’ sidewalk with no grass strip currently exists along the entire property frontage, which is consistent with 
adjacent properties along the block face. There is also an existing retaining wall at the immediate back of the 
existing sidewalk.  

(2) While the existing sidewalk does not explicitly meet the Local Street standard, the 9’ width from the back of 
curb meets the intent of creating sidewalk networks with a higher level of pedestrian comfort. 

(3) Upgrading the sidewalk to the Collector Avenue standard would require extensive construction with 
minimal immediate gains for pedestrian comfort along the street. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Metro Public Works final guidance. Any 
portion of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed 
and replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-500 or ST-501 sidewalk. 

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the property frontage. 
3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate 

future sidewalks per the Major and Collector Street Plan standard. 
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-645 (935 East Trinity Lane)  

Metro Standard:  Trinity Lane – 4’ grass strip, 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector Street 
Plan 

Ambrose Avenue – 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local Street 
Standard 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks; not contribute in-lieu of construction (not eligible) 

Zoning: IR 

Community Plan Policy: D EC (District Employment Center)  

MCSP Street Designation:  Trinity Lane – T4-M-AB3-LM 

Ambrose Avenue – Local Street 

Transit:  None existing; Future Crosstown Route per nMotion 

Bikeway:    Major Separated Bikeway planned per WalknBike 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is conducting interior renovations within an existing office building and requests a variance 
due to the presence of existing sidewalks along both frontages of the property.  Planning evaluated the following 
factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip is located along the Trinity Lane property frontage which is consistent 
across several properties along the block face to the east.  

(2) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip is currently located along the Ambrose Avenue property frontage. Strict 
adherence to the sidewalk requirement would necessitate in the loss of five parking spaces (inclusive of two 
handicap parking spaces) between the building and back of sidewalk. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Public Works final guidance. Any portion 
of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed and 
replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 sidewalk. 

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Trinity Lane property frontage. 
3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the property’s frontage with Trinity 

Lane to accommodate future sidewalks per the Major and Collector Street Plan standard. 
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Memo 
To: Metropolitan Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals  

From: Metropolitan Nashville Planning Department 

CC: Emily Lamb  

Date: November 21, 2018 

BZA Hearing Date:    December 6, 2018 

Re: Planning Department Recommendation for a Special Exception, Case 2018-646 

Pursuant to Section 17.40.300 of the Metro Zoning Code, the Metropolitan Planning Department 

is providing a recommendation on the following Special Exception case:  

 

1. Case 2018-646 (Haywood Lane) 
 

Request: A Special Exception to permit construction of a new religious institution.      

 

Zoning: Single-Family Residential (RS40) requires a minimum 40,000 square-foot lot and is 

intended for single-family dwellings at a density of 1.08 dwelling units per acre.    

 

Land Use Policy: T3 Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance (T3 NM) policy is intended to 

maintain the general character of developed suburban residential neighborhoods. T3 NM areas 

will experience some change over time, primarily when buildings are expanded or replaced. 

When this occurs, efforts should be made to retain the existing character of the neighborhood. T3 

NM areas have an established development pattern consisting of low- to moderate-density 

residential development and institutional land uses. Enhancements may be made to improve 

pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular connectivity. 

 

Supplemental Policy: 12-T3-NM-01 consists of an area along both sides of Haywood Lane between 

Nolensville Pike and Interstate 24. The intent of the Supplemental Policy is to maintain the existing 

development pattern that features deep street setbacks and large backyards. The Supplemental Policy 

states that the existing zoning, RS40, should be continued.  
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Planning Department Analysis: The Special Exception proposes the construction of a new 

26,000 square foot religious institution and associated parking on two parcels consisting of 5.6 

acres. Each parcel has a single-family residential house and accessory structures that will be 

demolished. A total of 116 parking spaces are proposed with parking located in front of and 

behind the building. The site will have one point of access from Haywood Lane and the building 

is proposed to be set back from Haywood Lane further than the adjacent residential uses.   

 

Currently, there are no sidewalks on either side of Haywood Lane.  Sidewalks may be required by 

the Zoning Code.  

 

Parking for the facility will be shielded from view on all sides. A 15 foot wide B-level landscape 

buffer will be installed on all sides of the site.  The proposed building is located within the 

interior of the site and therefore the negative impacts from noise or other associated nuisances 

should have little impact upon the surrounding residential uses.  Additionally, the deep setback as 

proposed is consistent with the intent of the Supplemental Policy in regards to building location 

and the proposed use is allowed by Special Exception within the RS40 zoning district which the 

Supplemental Policy supports.  The site is located across Haywood Lane from an existing 

religious institution, which is within the same Supplemental Policy area, and the site is in close 

proximity to Nolensville Pike making it an appropriate location for a religious institution. A 

religious institution is an appropriate use within the T3 Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance 

land use policy and the proposed site plan meets the intent of the Supplemental Policy area. 

 

 

 

Planning Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

 

Conditions 

1. If required by the Metro Zoning Code, sidewalks shall be installed along the Haywood 

Lane frontage.  

 

2. Provide one canopy tree for every fifteen parking spaces per Metro Zoning Code. 

 

3. Provide a sidewalk with a minimum width of 5 feet from the proposed building to the 

new sidewalk along Haywood Lane. 
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From: Ammarell, Beverly (Public Works)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Cc: Doyle, Devin (Public Works)
Subject: 12/6/18 BZA meeting
Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 12:11:47 PM

2018-646      355 Haywood lane   special Exception to allow construction of new temple               
Variance: 17.40.180c  variance to construct new temple
Response:  Public Works takes no exception.  This does not imply approval of the submitted site plan
as access and design issues will be addressed and coordinated during the permitting process.
 
 
2018-663        520 Raymond St               special exception to allow construction of 1120sf addition to
existing church  
Variance: 17.,40,180 c
Response:  Public Works takes no exception.  This does not imply approval of the submitted site plan
as access and design issues will be addressed and coordinated during the permitting process.
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From: Martin Workman
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Hindu Temple
Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 2:21:59 PM

Please consider not giving them to build on Haywood lane at 355 Haywood. They have
already violated the "right of way" by letting cars and trucks to "cut thru" to Ravenwood. Our
traffic is up to an average of over 18,000 per day on a narrow 2 lane and often blocks our
driveways for many of our neighbors. Please consider the longstanding taxpayers of Haywood
lane. 
Thank you for considering us.
Martin Workman
305 Haywood lane 
37211
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From: Doris Smith
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Opposed to special exception 355 Haywood Ln for temple
Date: Sunday, December 2, 2018 11:12:01 AM

Dear Board Members:

I am a senior citizen, and I live at 362 Haywood Lane, directly across the street from the
proposed temple at 355 Haywood Lane. I oppose this special exception for a structure that as I
understand it, will be approximately 44,000 sq ft. This would be over 15 times the size of the
average of homes on Haywood Lane and much bigger than any other religious building. 

Additionally the structure will be BOTH a temple and a single family residence as their
religious leader will have permanent residence there. Several bed and living rooms are
planned.

The group will have ongoing tours and festivals in addition to worship activities. The
increased burden to our already overly traveled road will be substantial. I was almost rear-
ended during the summer 2018, and my nephew who lives next door was hit turning in his
driveway directly across from where the entrance to 355 Haywood Lane would be. The traffic
counter at Apache Trail and Haywood Lane records an average of over 22,000 cars per day.
This is a very heavily traveled street, especially for only one lane in each direction.

The overwhelming size of the proposed structure along with the burden and increased risk of
vehicle collisions are my primary concerns.

Jason Potts, our councilman, does not live close to this area and, therefore, may not be directly
affected by the proposed temple like a lot of the rest of us. He is not representing or leading
the majority opposition to the building of the temple as we would like.

I am asking you to vote against the zoning exception requested by this group for 355 Haywood
Lane.

Sincerely,

Doris Smith
362 Haywood Lane
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From: Hank Jones
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: I am opposed to temple at 355 Haywood Lane 2018-646
Date: Monday, December 3, 2018 10:31:24 AM

Board Members:

I live at 360 Haywood Lane, directly across the street from the proposed temple at 355
Haywood Lane. I oppose this special exception for a structure that as I understand it, will be
very large,  as much as 15 times the size of the average of homes on Haywood Lane and much
bigger than any other religious building. 

We long-time home owners want to preserve the nice community we enjoy. We have modest
but nice homes and nice green space. This imposing structure would seriously erode a lot of
what we currently have.

Please keep in mind that there are already 5 churches along the 3/4 mile stretch beginning at
355 Haywood Ln. The Hindu Temple would make SIX. None of the others approach the
proposed size and dramatic facade of this proposed structure. The architecture would be so out
of place, and they aren’t flexible on this point.

Additionally the structure will be BOTH a temple and a single family residence as their
religious leader will have permanent residence there. Several bed and living rooms are
planned.

Since the previous approval the group has not attempted to be good neighbors. They have used
Raywood Ln as they said they wouldn’t (entrance and exit) and held large noisy outside
gatherings. The police have had to be called to quiet things down. They have not
communicated anything about what they had planned or not planned for the property. A few
things have changed in two years, we have acquired another church on the road, and it doesn’t
have to be automatic that their request be approved again.

The group will have ongoing tours and festivals in addition to worship activities. The
increased burden to our already overly traveled road will be substantial.  The traffic counter at
Apache Trail and Haywood Lane records an average of over 22,000 cars per day. This is a
very heavily traveled street, especially for only one lane in each direction.

The overwhelming size of the proposed structure along with the burden and increased risk of
vehicle collisions are among my primary concerns.

Jason Potts, our councilman, does not live close to this area and, therefore, may not be directly
affected by the proposed temple like a lot of the rest of us. He is not representing or leading
the majority opposition to the building of the temple as we would like. Just because he is not
leading does not mean the opposition is small. It is large for all these reasons and many more.

I am asking you to vote AGAINST the zoning exception requested by this group for 355
Haywood Ln to build a temple.

Hank Jones
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360 Haywood Lane
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From: JERRY SCHWIEGER
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case No. 2018-646 (355 Haywood Lane)
Date: Monday, December 3, 2018 7:52:46 AM

We are homeowners at 300 Haywood Lane and Linda is the secretary/treasurer of the Haywood Lane Neighborhood
Association.  We have lived in our home on Haywood Lane for 47 years.

We are asking that a vote by the BZA on Case No. 2018-646 be postponed to ensure that the appellant will this go-
around supply information that the neighborhood first requested two years ago prior to the hearing in 2016 where
the BZA granted an exception allowing the ISSO to build a temple on this same parcel.  That exception has expired
and a new one has been requested by Jim Gilkey of Russellville, Kentucky.

Last week, when we first learned of this request, we called Mr. Gilkey at his office number seeking more
information.  My call was returned on Monday, November 26 by Jason Holleman, the attorney for the ISSO.  He
informed me that a meeting with the neighborhood was scheduled for Monday, December 3 at 6:00 p.m. at the
Edmonson Pike library, which is not in our neighborhood and difficult for some in our neighborhood to attend.   He
tried to get the Lutheran and Mormon churches in our neighborhood to allow him to use their building but they
refused.  He did not contact our neighborhood association nor the Fairlane Park group for help with a building.  We
are neighbors with and known to the churches in our area and we could have helped with a meeting place in our
neighborhood.  We did this two years ago for one of the meetings.

Any comments the neighbors have on this project must be received by the BZA by noon on Monday, December 3 in
order to guarantee they will be in the meeting packet for the December 6 meeting.  We cannot meet this deadline if
we have comments to make after our session with the ISSO at 6 p.m. on December 3.  While the meeting on
December 3 meets the letter of the law, it does not meet the spirit of the law.   Frankly, we are concerned about their
unwillingness to supply all the information we requested, namely, a drawing of what the outside of the building will
look like.  We have never seen what they propose the building to look like.  I told Mr. Holleman this last Monday
and he said he would see what he could do.  Due to the death and funeral of a friend, we will not attend the meeting
tonight.  I will talk with neighbors who do attend and hopefully this will be provided at the meeting. 

A request for an exception was granted for another church, the Agape Mission Church, on Haywood Lane two or
three years ago.  The exception was granted by the BZA with the provision that the building would be brick.  In the
past few months, the church has been built and the group has met there one Sunday.  The building is not brick, it is
off-white siding.  It sits on the lot perpendicular to the road, lower than the road, and with a sign that is hazardous
because it is small, and difficult to read. 

I mention this case because we don't want another group to not do what they agreed to.  It is especially concerning
when we have not even seen what the building is going to look like on the outside.  The ISSO thinks that supplying
us with an internal floor plan is sufficient.  It is not, especially if you want you want to be a good neighbor. 

We have other concerns.  The lot at 355 Haywood Lane is at the crest of the hill.  It will be dangerous to pull out of
their driveway onto Haywood Lane.  It is a poor site for a temple which will have more cars leaving the location
than a house would, however, the ISSO is willing to assume this risk. 

Please allow a postponement on a vote and help us to see what is proposed for our neighborhood so we will know
what to expect.

Thank you.

Jerry and Linda Schwieger
300 Haywood Lane
Nashville, TN 37211
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From: Nancy Jones
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Opposed to exception at 355 Haywood Ln to build temple
Date: Monday, December 3, 2018 10:25:58 AM

Dear Board Members:

I am a senior citizen, and I own my house at 360 Haywood Lane, directly across the street
from the proposed temple at 355 Haywood Lane. I oppose this special exception for a
structure that as I understand it, will be very large,  as much as 15 times the size of the average
of homes on Haywood Lane and much bigger than any other religious building. 

We long-time home owners want to preserve the nice community we enjoy. We have modest
but nice homes and nice green space. This imposing structure would seriously erode a lot of
what we currently have.

Please keep in mind that there are already 5 churches along the 3/4 mile stretch beginning at
355 Haywood Ln. The Hindu Temple would make SIX. None of the others approach the
proposed size and dramatic facade of this proposed structure. The architecture would be so out
of place, and they aren’t flexible on this point.

Additionally the structure will be BOTH a temple and a single family residence as their
religious leader will have permanent residence there. Several bed and living rooms are
planned.

Since the previous approval the group has not attempted to be good neighbors. They have used
Raywood Ln as they said they wouldn’t (entrance and exit) and held large noisy outside
gatherings. The police have had to be called to quiet things down. They have not
communicated anything about what they had planned or not planned for the property. A few
things have changed in two years, we have acquired another church on the road, and it doesn’t
have to be automatic that their request be approved again.

The group will have ongoing tours and festivals in addition to worship activities. The
increased burden to our already overly traveled road will be substantial.  The traffic counter at
Apache Trail and Haywood Lane records an average of over 22,000 cars per day. This is a
very heavily traveled street, especially for only one lane in each direction.

The overwhelming size of the proposed structure along with the burden and increased risk of
vehicle collisions are among my primary concerns.

Jason Potts, our councilman, does not live close to this area and, therefore, may not be directly
affected by the proposed temple like a lot of the rest of us. He is not representing or leading
the majority opposition to the building of the temple as we would like. Just because he is not
leading does not mean the opposition is small. It is large for all these reasons and many more.

I am asking you to vote AGAINST the zoning exception requested by this group for 355
Haywood Lane.

Sincerely,
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Nancy Jones
Owner of 360 Haywood Ln
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From: Michael, Jon (Codes)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: Fw: 2018-650
Date: Friday, November 2, 2018 8:44:43 AM

Sent from my Verizon LG Smartphone

------ Original message------
From: Mary Carolyn Roberts
Date: Fri, Nov 2, 2018 7:33 AM
To: Michael, Jon (Codes);Herbert, Bill (Codes);
Cc:
Subject:2018-650

Attention: This email originated from a source external to Metro Government. Please exercise
caution when opening any attachments or links from external sources.

Good morning! I hope you're having a good week. 
I want to express my approval and support for BZA case 2018-650 that will be coming before you 12/6. 
Thank you,

Mary Carolyn Roberts
Village Real Estate
615-977-9262 (c)
615-383-6964 (w)
Metro Council, District 20
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Case 2018-665
Stephanie and Dan Shipp

721 Groves Park Road
Storm Drainage Ditch Illustration
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G
roves Park Road

Aerial View of Our Block

The yellow star is our house.

The red line shows where there is a 
substantial storm drainage ditch, in the exact 
area the city would like for us to build a 
sidewalk, along our block – including Groves 
Park Road.  This ditch continues on Groves 
Park Road, on both sides, all the way to 
Eastland Avenue.  

Additionally, Urban Place and Skyview Drive 
also contain  drainage ditches.  

Because of this, our sidewalk would lead to 
nowhere - unless the city decides to build 
sidewalks along these drainage ditches.
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• The drainage ditch begins at our house on 
Groves Park Road.  It isn’t very deep towards 
the end of our street where Groves Park 
meets Tillman Lane, but as you can see in the 
picture, past our driveway, there is about a 
2.5’ drop off  into the ditch – where our 
sidewalk would end. 

• If someone were to walk on this sidewalk, 
assuming its safety (particularly at night), and 
falls off the end, am I then responsible for the 
potential injury?  Is my neighbor responsible 
if the fall occurs on his property?  These are 
the concerns I have with placing a sidewalk 
on Groves Park Road.
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Now we will take you on tour of our block…….

• The map on the left will show 
you where we are on the block, 
represented by the red line.

• The yellow star is our address, 
721 Groves Park Road.

• The picture on the right will 
show you the ditch located in 
the space where the city has 
chosen for the proposed 
sidewalk, should they come to 
fill in the blanks.  
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719 Groves Park Road and 717 Groves Park Road
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Corner of Groves Park Road and Urban Place
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Corner of Groves Park Road and Urban Place
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Urban Place and Skyview Drive
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Skyview Drive
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Skyview Drive and Tillman Lane
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Conclusion

• We ask that you grant us a variance on the construction of the 
sidewalk for our lot, and grant us the variance on paying the in lieu of 
fee, since it doesn’t seem likely that our neighborhood will benefit 
from this new ordinance due to the storm water drainage ditches 
along our block. 

• Thank you for your time and consideration as we prepare to build our 
home.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-665 (721 Groves Park Road)  

Metro Standard:  Groves Park Road – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street 
standard 

Tillman Lane – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street Standard 

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks; not contribute in-lieu of construction (eligible)  

Zoning:  R6 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation:  Groves Park Road – Local Street 

Tillman Lane – Local Street 

Transit:    ¼ mile from #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway:  None existing; not planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes a new single family residence on the property, and requests a variance from 
constructing sidewalks due to an existing ditch on the property’s Groves Park Road frontage. Planning evaluated 
the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalks currently exist along the property’s frontages on Groves Park Road or Tillman Lane.  
(2) There is a ditch along Groves Park Road, and no ditch along Tillman Lane.  Since the applicant is eligible to 

contribute in lieu-of-construction, engineering sidewalks along both frontages is challenging given the scale 
of proposed improvements. In this instance, contribution in-lieu of construction along one property 
frontage is an acceptable alternative solution.    

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Tillman Lane property frontage. 
2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along both property frontages to 

accommodate future sidewalks per the Local Street standard. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-677 (1112 Wade Avenue)  

Metro Standard:  4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk as defined by the Metro Local Street standard 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks; not contribute in-lieu of construction (not eligible) 

Zoning:   RM20 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  Local Street 

Transit:  Property 400’ from #17 – 12th Avenue South; Future Rapid Bus per nMotion  

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is proposing a new triplex residential building, and requests a variance due to the presence 
of existing sidewalks. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk exists along the entire property frontage, which is consistent with adjacent 
properties along the block face. 

(2) Staff sees no unique hardship to sidewalk construction. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Public Works final guidance. Any portion 
of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed and 
replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 sidewalk. 

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the property frontage. 
3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate 

future sidewalks per the Local Street standard. 
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-687 (619 Rosebank Avenue)  

Metro Standard:  Rosebank Avenue – 6’ grass strip, 6’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street 
standard 

Meadow Rose Drive – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street 
standard 

Requested Variance:  Contribute in lieu of construction on Rosebank Avenue; not construct sidewalks on 
Meadow Rose Drive  

Zoning:  R10 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation:  Rosebank Avenue – T3-R-CA2 

Meadow Rose Drive – Local Street 

Transit:    None existing; none planned 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes constructing a second single family residence on the property, and requests to 
contribute in lieu of sidewalk construction on the Rosebank Avenue frontage, and requests a variance from sidewalk 
construction on the Meadow Rose Drive frontage. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip currently exists along the Rosebank Avenue frontage, which is consistent 
with all of Rosebank Avenue. Utility poles, a fire hydrant, as well as bushes and mature trees are directly 
behind the existing sidewalk. 

(2) No sidewalk currently exists along Meadow Rose Drive frontage. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Public Works final guidance. Any portion 
of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed and 
replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 sidewalk. 

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Rosebank Avenue property frontage. 
3. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the Rosebank Avenue and Meadow 

Rose Drive property frontages to accommodate future sidewalks per the Major and Collector Street Plan  
and Local Street standards, respectively. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2018-688 (1704 Blair Boulevard)  

Metro Standard:  6' grass strip, 6’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector Street Plan 

Requested Variance:   Not upgrade sidewalk; not contribute in-lieu of construction (not eligible) 

Zoning:   RM20; Belmont-Hillsboro Neighborhood Conservation Overlay  

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  T4-R-CA2 

Transit:  Property approximately 250’ south from #2 – Belmont; #21 – University Connector  

Bikeway:    Existing bikeway for experienced cyclists 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes constructing a new 2-unit residential building and requests a variance from 
upgrading sidewalks due to the presence of existing sidewalks along both frontages of the site. Planning evaluated 
the following factors for the variance request:  

(1) The existing structure is located within the Belmont-Hillsboro Neighborhood Conservation Overlay 
District. A 5’ sidewalk with a 7’ grass strip currently exists along the entire property frontage. The existing 
structure is located directly to the rear of the existing sidewalk. In this instance, upgrading sidewalks to the 
Major and Collector Street Plan standard will impact the historic character of the neighborhood’s 
streetscape.  

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions in a state of good repair per Public Works final guidance. Any portion 
of the existing sidewalk along the property frontage that is not ADA compliant is to be removed and 
replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 sidewalk. 
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From: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Nathan Oliver; Elizabeth Smith
Subject: Letter of opposition to Case 2018-595, 1414A Boscobel
Date: Thursday, November 8, 2018 10:16:23 AM

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals:

I am writing to express that I cannot support the appeal to allow an STR permit at 1414A
Boscobel Street as there is already an STR Permit at 1414B Boscobel on that same duplex-zoned
parcel.  The Metro Council early on in the current term agreed to limit STR permits to no more
than one permit per lot.  I joined CM Burkley Allen as the cosponsor of Ordinance BL2015-94
https://www.nashville.gov/mc/ordinances/term_2015_2019/bl2015_94.htm which added this
one-permit-per-lot cap and which passed third and final reading in January of 2016.  From time
to time I receive requests from homeowners of HPR duplexes to revisit this provision; however, I
believe you would agree that the tenor of discussions about STRs in Nashville has not presently
reached a comfort level within which to discuss expanding eligibility for STR permits. As a city
we are still grappling with enforcement of the current regulations. 

I have also received emails from neighbors living on the same block as this property expressing
opposition to this appeal, and therefore I must join the neighbors in opposition.  Thank you for
your service.

Brett A. Withers
Metro Council, District 6
615.427.5946 | Facebook.com/ Brett A. Withers | twitter.com/@brettawithers

Sent via iPhone
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From: Mark Krause
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: Letter of opposition to Case 2018-595, 1414A Boscobel
Date: Monday, November 12, 2018 10:41:39 AM

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

As a neighbor of the property at 1414A Boscobel ( we are at 1408A Boscobel), I am also
asking that you denial the appeal for a STR permit on this property.  As our Metro Council
Representative, Mr Brett Withers states we have a regulation that only allows one STR per
lot.  When this property was first purchased they applied for a second permit, 1414B already
has a permit, they were denied.  Not that that has stopped them from renting 1414A on most 
weekends.  Now they again are asking for a second permit.  So I ask that you again site the
existing Ordinance and reject their application.  Thank you for the consideration and your
service.

Mark Krause
1408A Boscobel Street.

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Withers, Brett (Council Member) <Brett.Withers@nashville.gov>
Date: Thu, Nov 8, 2018 at 12:08 PM
Subject: Fwd: Letter of opposition to Case 2018-595, 1414A Boscobel
To: Mark Krause <markfkrause@gmail.com>

FYI-

Brett A. Withers
Metro Council, District 6
615.427.5946 | Facebook.com/ Brett A. Withers | twitter.com/@brettawithers

Sent via iPhone

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: "Withers, Brett (Council Member)"
<Brett.Withers@nashville.gov<mailto:Brett.Withers@nashville.gov>>
Date: Thu, Nov 8, 2018 at 10:16 AM -0600
Subject: Letter of opposition to Case 2018-595, 1414A Boscobel
To: "Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)" <bza@nashville.gov<mailto:bza@nashville.gov>>
Cc: "Michael, Jon (Codes)"
<Jon.Michael@nashville.gov<mailto:Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>>, "Lamb, Emily (Codes)"
<Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov<mailto:Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov>>, "Shepherd, Jessica
(Codes)" <Jessica.Shepherd@nashville.gov<mailto:Jessica.Shepherd@nashville.gov>>,
"Nathan Oliver" <nathandoliver@gmail.com<mailto:nathandoliver@gmail.com>>, "Elizabeth
Smith" <e.smith.3060@gmail.com<mailto:e.smith.3060@gmail.com>>

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals:
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I am writing to express that I cannot support the appeal to allow an STR permit at 1414A
Boscobel Street as there is already an STR Permit at 1414B Boscobel on that same duplex-
zoned parcel.  The Metro Council early on in the current term agreed to limit STR permits to
no more than one permit per lot.  I joined CM Burkley Allen as the cosponsor of Ordinance
BL2015-94 https://www.nashville.gov/mc/ordinances/term_2015_2019/bl2015_94.htm which
added this one-permit-per-lot cap and which passed third and final reading in January of
2016.  From time to time I receive requests from homeowners of HPR duplexes to revisit this
provision; however, I believe you would agree that the tenor of discussions about STRs in
Nashville has not presently reached a comfort level within which to discuss expanding
eligibility for STR permits. As a city we are still grappling with enforcement of the current
regulations.

I have also received emails from neighbors living on the same block as this property
expressing opposition to this appeal, and therefore I must join the neighbors in opposition. 
Thank you for your service.

Brett A. Withers
Metro Council, District 6
615.427.5946 | Facebook.com/ Brett A. Withers | twitter.com/@brettawithers

Sent via iPhone

-- 
Mark F Krause
General Manager
McLanahan Corp.
615-651-0762
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From: Dees, Susan
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: appeal case number 2018-595
Date: Tuesday, November 13, 2018 7:15:42 AM

Board of zoning appeals:
I live at 406 south 15th street my backyard is adjacent to the
property in question.
I would like to give a few reasons why this appeal should be
denied.

1.  The traffic has increased in the area since short term
rentals have been allowed. Boscobel Street was a very quiet
street. Now congested with parked cars and heavy traffic in
the area.
 

2.  I was outside with my dogs when that house was broken
into and it scares me that crime is now more prevalent in
out once quiet area of Lockland Springs, but now it is in my
backyard.
 
 

3.  The builders built a fence which is on my property line and
they put a gate that opens up into my yard. One step out of
the gate they are on my property. I have to trust that the
owners will not open that gate. Having a constant turn of
short term rentals inhabiting the property I am concerned
for the safety for myself and my family.
These are my concerns. I believe the simple fact that the
owner is not on property this request should be denied.
 

Thank you ,
Susan Dees
Accounts Payable
Schatten Properties Management company
1514 South Street
Nashville, TN 37212
P: 615-329-3011 x3324
F: 615-327-2343
susan.dees@schattenproperties.com
.Life isn’t about waiting for the storm to pass, it’s about learning to dance in the rain. – Vivian
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2018-595 Oppose 

TO:  Metro Board of Zoning Appeals 

RE: 20180060498-1414 A Boscobel St. 

This is letter is to express my opposition to another short-term rental permit at 1414A Lillian ST.  My 

specific concerns are due to the following: 

1) Lack of a neighbors.  This is a neighborhood and not a hotel district.  Visitors do not contribute to the 

overall community of this area.  We do not need another business in this area.   

2) Parking in this area is becoming tighter and tighter and to add additional cars to this area with 

possibly each visitor driving separately. 

3) Trash.  The amount of trash/recycling produced and not properly placed in the cans can be excessive.  

This alley floods frequently with heavy downpours, which in turn knocks over the trashcans.  With no 

one living in these units, the trash is then left for others to clean up or it does not happen at all.  (There 

is currently a piece of furniture that has been there since this summer.)  

4) Party like atmosphere.  Most of the visitors have been respectful of the noise, and the current owners 

have been willing to address these issues when needed.  However, when 8-10 people gather in the yard 

and celebrate, it becomes noisy.   

5) The rumor that visitors from unit B broke into unit A is also a concern.  There is nothing officially 

reported, so it may only be a rumor.   

 

To summarize, I am opposed to another short-term rental on this lot.   

Sincerely, 

Tami Lakins 

318 S. 15th ST 
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                                                                                                           Case #  2018-606 
 
11/16/18        
 
Thank you for the notice of of zoning appeal on map parcel 10411026600 
 
I won’t be able to attend the meeting but I wanted to express that I prefer to not have 
short term rentals on this close to my home and in this thriving neighborhood.  (Permit # 
20180061907) 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Arunima Orr  
2606 Essex Place 
Nashville TN 
 



From: Huneycutt David
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Permit number 20180061907
Date: Thursday, October 25, 2018 6:12:55 PM

I live next-door to 2619 Essex place with permit number referenced above. I received written notification regarding
a zoning appeal. This stated that the property owner did not apply for the permit prior to renting.

My understanding was that in order to have a new short term rental, the home must be “owner occupied. “ The
owner currently resides out of state.

Thank you for any information you can provide regarding this regulation.

Dave Huneycutt

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jay Ress
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Permit # 20180061907 Map Parcel 10411026600
Date: Thursday, October 25, 2018 3:31:09 PM

Re: Permit # 20180061907  Map Parcel 10411026600
Request for Short Term Rental License

I am Jay Ress, living across the street from this property at 2622 Essex Place.  I would like to
strongly oppose this request.

1. This is a quiet residential street with many families with small children and long time
elder residents.  Not suited at all to transient renters.

2. There have already been issues with traffic, parking, and noise associated with this
property since its use as an (unlicensed) short term rental.  I have two middle school
children, and they should not be subjected to the risks and inconvenience of a short term
rental right across the street.

3. This part of the street is already stressed by construction that does not comply with our
zoning due to "grandfathered" properties being torn down and rebuilt with high density
and zero yard space.  This will just make matters worse.

4. There is no indication that an absentee landlord could properly manage or respond to
concerns.

Thanks on behalf of myself, my children, and the other families on this street for considering
these factors in your decision.

Best wishes,

Jay Ress
2622 Essex Place
Nashville, TN 37212
jayresspmp@gmail.com
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JAMIE R. HOLLIN 
Attorney at Law 

511 Rosebank Avenue 
Nashville, Tennessee 37206 

615-870-4650 | j.hollin@me.com 
 

November 14, 2018 
 

Delivered via Electronic Mail 
Mr. Jon Michael, Zoning Administrator 
Metropolitan Nashville Department of Codes Administration 
800 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, TN 37210 
 
 Re: Appeal of Decision in Case No. 2018-618 (Permit No. 201514605) 
 
Dear Mr. Michael: 
 
 I represent the owners of the property located at 2818 Belcourt Avenue, Nashville, 
Tennessee, 37212 (the “Property”). By letter dated July 16, 2018, their short-term rental 
permit was canceled. I write to ask that this letter be included in the administrative 
record for purposes of their appeal of this determination. 
 
 Your letter, in relevant part, stated “[t]his property changed ownership after the 
date of permit issuance. Since the law does not allow transfers of STRP permits, this 
permit has been invalid since the July 18, 2015 ownership changes.” As the records of 
your department indicate, the STRP permit was issued to my clients on April 17, 2015. 
This date is significant because Tenn. Code Ann. § 13-7-603 makes applicable the 
ordinance in place at the time the permit was issued as the applicable ordinance in 
question here, if any. 
 
Applicable Local Law 
  
 On the date of issuance of the STRP permit (April 17, 2015), BL2014-9511 (“Bill”) 
was not yet effective due to the language in Section 2 of the Bill delaying implementation, 
which stated: 
 

[t]he department of codes administration shall begin accepting STRP 
applications on March 31, 2015, and shall begin enforcing the provisions of 
this Ordinance from and after July 1, 2015. 

 
In other words, my clients received their STRP permit (April 17, 2015) prior to the 
effective date of the Bill. As a consequence, the applicable ordinance or regulation to my 
client’s STRP permit is the ordinance in place prior to the Bill. Accordingly, the applicable 
law in this instance is the determination letter authored by your predecessor, now 
Director, Mr. Bill Herbert dated October 24, 2014 (“Letter”). (Copy attached).  
                                                
1 BL2014-909 establishing that STRP was an accessory use under Title 17 of MCL also had a delayed 
effective date of July 1, 2015. 

Case # 2018-618



Page 2 of 2 
Mr. Jon Michael 
November 14, 2018 
 
Consequently, as the Letter describes, the STRP use at-issue here is an “incidental 
subordinate use to a principal residential use.”  
 
Text of BL2014-951 and MCL § 6.28.030(P) 
 
 Alternatively, if a court or the BZA finds that the Bill is applicable, it is instructive 
to pay close attention to the text cited in your letter in contrast to the language of the 
Bill. 
 
 Your letter states: “[t]his property changed ownership after the date of permit 
issuance. Since the law does not allow transfers of STRP permits, this permit has been 
invalid since the July 18, 2015 ownership changes.” 
 
 BL2014-951 created MCL § 6.28.030(P), which states: “[a] STRP permit shall not 
be transferred or assigned to another individual, person, entity, or address, nor shall the 
permit authorize any person, other than the person named therein, to operate a STRP on 
the property.”  
 
 Seemingly, your letter conflates transfer of property ownership with the 
prohibition against transferring the STRP permit as identified in MCL § 6.28.030(P). 
To be clear, not even an attempt has been made by my clients to transfer their STR 
permit. Obviously, MCL § 6.28.030(P) does not prohibit the transfer of property. Instead, 
it prohibits transfer of the permit. While my clients did quitclaim the Property to a 
trust in which they’re trustee,2 they did not transfer their STRP permit. In fact, my 
clients are the same people who own the Property pre and post quitclaim, and as such 
they’re the same people using the Property as an STRP property. 
  
 In closing, we ask that the STRP permit be re-instated for the reasons set forth 
herein. If you have any questions or concerns in this matter, please let me know. 
 
   
       Sincerely, 
 

        
 
       Jamie R. Hollin 
       Attorney for Appellants 

                                                
2 The STRP permit in question is a non-owner-occupied permit. 
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From: Allen, Burkley (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Braisted, Sean (Codes); Michael, Jon (Codes)
Subject: BZA Case 2018-618
Date: Tuesday, December 4, 2018 3:10:40 PM

Dear Members of the Board,
    I am asking you to uphold the zoning administrator's revocation of the STRP permit for property
located at 2818 Belcourt.  The law in place in 2105 states very clearly that STRP permits cannot be
transferred to new owners, and the property operated for a number of years with the permit under one
name and the property under another.  That is a violation of the law in place when the permit was
issued.

Thanks for your careful consideration of this.

Burkley Allen
Metro Council 18th District
615-383-6604

President Pro Tem
Council Committees - Planning Committee  
                               Budget and Finance
                               Ad Hoc Affordable Housing
                               Public Works
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From: Danzo, Ben
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Danzo, Ben
Subject: appeal case number: 2018-618
Date: Wednesday, November 7, 2018 4:19:00 PM

To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am opposed to granting a short term rental permit for the property located at 2018 Belcourt
Avenue (referenced above).  This neighborhood consists primarily of single family homes and
duplexes.  It is a prime area for speculators to purchase homes to  be used as short term rentals
because of its proximity to universities, downtown Nashville, etc.  If we are not careful, the area will
become a haven for short term rentals, thus disrupting the character of the neighborhood.
 
I hope that you will consider my objections when arriving at a decision concerning the
aforementioned property.
 
Sincerely yours,
 
Ben Danzo
 
Benjamin J. Danzo, Ph.D.
Professor of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Emeritus,
Research Professor of Biochemistry, Emeritus,
Vanderbilt University School of Medicine,
Suite 210, Oxford House,
1313 21st Avenue South,
Nashville, TN 37232-4245
Phone: (615) 936-0717
Fax:     (615) 936-3027
 
My home address is:
3205 ½ Acklen Avenue
Nashville, TN 37212
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From: Braisted, Sean (Codes)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: BZA Packet for November 15, 2018
Date: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 5:00:10 PM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Mendes, Bob (Council Member)" <Bob.Mendes@nashville.gov>
Date: November 14, 2018 at 4:58:27 PM CST
To: "Braisted, Sean (Codes)" <Sean.Braisted@nashville.gov>
Subject: RE: BZA Packet for November 15, 2018

Sean, 

Is it too late for me to submit a comment to the BZA on one of these? It is Case 2018-618.
That one is where the STR property was transferred to a new owner...but kept operating as
a STR...and now the new owner seeks a variance to continue operating as a STR.

I am pretty sure that I authored the language prohibiting the transfer of a permit from one
owner to the next. I know I was present for all or nearly all of the Council debate on this
topic. 

As drafted, I did not intend for there to be exceptions to this rule for any purposes. The
intent was to have a fair phase out of STRs in traditional neighborhoods zoned as
Residential while allowing an existing property owner who bought under the old law to
continue to operate as an STR until they sold the property. I would be very worried about
granting any exceptions to this. No exceptions were intended.

I should add that I live at 416 Fairfax, which is within a few blocks of this property. I am
familiar with this STR and it is not what I would call a problem property. And I agree with
what one commenter wrote about long term college student rentals in the area typically
being a more difficult neighbor than this property. Despite this, I feel strongly that these
facts are NOT relevant. I would argue that there is no basis in the Metro Code for the BZA
to essentially decide that this is a "good STR" and allow the variance. I would argue that
the BZA should view this situation as one where the Metro Code does not allow any
exceptions, and the variance should be denied.

I am opposed to this variance. Let me know if this email is sufficient, or if I should email to
the BZA directly through the standard email. Thanks very much.

Bob

Bob Mendes
bob.mendes@nashville.gov

From: Braisted, Sean (Codes)
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2018 10:49 AM
To: Alma Sanford; Christina Karpynec; Council Members; Cynthia Chappell; David Ewing;
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David Harper; David Taylor; Herbert, Bill (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie
(Codes); Michael, Jon (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: BZA Packet for November 15, 2018

BZA Members and Councilmembers,
 
The final board packet including planning recommendations and public comments for
the BZA meeting on November 15, 2018 is available here:
https://www.nashville.gov/document/ID/d1ebffb6-7aa8-448d-ae07-
4a293004e5c9/November-15-2018-Final-Board-Packet.pdf
 
Any late additions will be handed out at the meeting.
 
Thank you,
 
Sean Braisted
Public Information Officer
Metro Department of Codes and Building Safety
(615) 862-7861 (office)
(615) 339-7497 (cell)
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From: Daniela Popa
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: opposing permit 20180062854
Date: Sunday, October 28, 2018 1:38:26 PM

Hello,

We live 1 house away from the address 2818 Belcourt Ave and my family opposes the permit
for rental at this property because in the past there were many occasions when there was
excessive noise and big parties late at night and large groups of people making loud noise.
Our neighborhood is usually quiet and some people including my husband work at Vanderbilt
or other hospitals as physicians on call and they need to get rest at night and during weekends
in order to take care of patients.
This rental property does not fit into the neighborhood because it causes too many
disturbances of peace and there were more than 4 complaints for this property.

Thank you for your consideration and help with this matter.

Kind Regards,
Daniela Popa

Sent from Outlook
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From: MEREDITH GOULD
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case number 2018-618
Date: Monday, October 29, 2018 4:36:43 PM

I am unable to attend the hearing in person so I am writing in support of my
neighbor's appeal request to maintain the STRP at 2818 Belcourt Ave.  The guests
have been courteous and respectful of the neighbors and the property is kept clean
and well-maintained.  There is also ample parking so the street does not become
congested with parked cars belonging to the guests.  I think it is fine for this business
to continue operating and it does not infringe on neighboring properties.  I feel that I
can speak with conviction as I live directly across the street on Belcourt and the deck
of their house is in full view of my porch.  I have no issues with this STRP.  

Although this is slightly off topic but still to the point...the long term rental properties
with college tenants is a BIG problem.  The parking is ridiculous and seriously blocks
32nd Ave.  The yards are unkempt and the trash is not picked up from overflowing
bins.  The parties get really LOUD.  I would prefer it if these types of houses were
short term rentals instead because they can be better maintained and monitored.

Sincerely,

Meredith Gould

2817 Belcourt Ave
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From: Nora Liggett
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Short term rental appeal for 2818 Belcourt Avenue
Date: Wednesday, October 31, 2018 11:55:58 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals:
 
My name is Nora Liggett and I live at 2805 Belcourt Avenue.  I am writing to let you know I am
OPPOSED to your overturning the zoning administrator’s revocation of a short term rental permit for
2818 Belcourt Avenue.    This has been a problem bachelorette and bachelor party house in the past,
with loud drunken parties and more guests than the short term rental regulations allow.    I  believe
the property has had four codes type complaints lodged against it in the past.
 
Please uphold the zoning administrator’s decision to revoke the permit.
 
Thanks,
 
Nora Liggett
 
 
Nora L. Liggett, Esq.
Partner

Waller Lansden Dortch & Davis, LLP
511 Union Street, Suite 2700
Nashville, TN 37219
615.850.8908 |
nora.liggett@wallerlaw.com
vCard
 
 

The information contained in this message and any attachments is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is
addressed, and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you have
received this message in error, you are prohibited from copying, distributing, or using the information. Please contact the sender
immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message.
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From: Pulley, Russ (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA case 2018-636
Date: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 11:46:24 AM

I am writing to address the appeal of Matthew Carney for the property at 1009 Battlefield Drive,
challenging the zoning administrator's denial of a short term rental permit. 
 
I have heard from Zoning Examiner Robert Osborn who worked on this case.  He stated that he
communicated with Mr. Carney via email informing Mr. Carney that he did not have a valid permit.  Mr.
Osborn then informed Mr. Carney to cease operation of his short term rental.  Evidence indicates that Mr.
Carney did not comply with Mr. Osborn and continued to operate.  

I have not heard from the appellant regarding this matter.  It appears to me that the evidence of non
compliance is compelling.  I certainly trust the judgement of this board.  Considering the evidence, I do
support denial of the appeal.
 
Again, thank you all for the fine work this Board does and the long hours you are called on to serve.  I
very much appreciate the thought you all put into your decisions and your service to this city.
 
Russ Pulley
Nashville Metro Council
District 25
615-308-4972
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From: Joyce Kennedy
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: permit # 20180065863 5533 Thalman Drive Brentwood, TN
Date: Monday, November 19, 2018 5:37:13 PM

I received a letter from the Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals about a neighbor who
wants to get an appeal challenging the zoning administrator’s  denial of a short term rental
permit. The address is 5533 Thalman Drive, Brentwood, TN.

I agree with the administrator.  I would like the denial of the permit to continue. The home
is a zero lot line home at the end of a culdesak.  I looked at the home today and would like to
write that I would not like to see the short term rentals allowed.  There is very little space for
parking at the dead end of the street.  The street is not a public street, more of a driveway with
about 4 zero lot line homes.  The street can hardly accommodate two way traffic.  The home
did not look to me as if it were very well maintained.  I do not know if the owner also lives in
the area, but if this home were not carefully supervised, it could be a problem for the other
home owners.  It is closed off from view at the end of a dead end street, it looks like a perfect
place for those who wanted to do something illegal to get away with it unseen as it is very
secluded.

This home is only 2 blocks from Granbery Elementary School. There does not need to be any
danger to children by having questionable behavior in the neighborhood.

I would not like to set a precedent for other homes on the street to start short term rentals. All
the homes on the street are zero lot line homes and if the permit was allowed, other home
owners would follow and the outcome would not be good for the neighborhood.  

Thank you 
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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1017A West Grove Avenue 
Nashville, TN 37203 
 
November 17, 2018 
 
Dear Board of Zoning Appeals: 
 
I am writing in reference to permit #20180066167.  I apologize that we are not able 
to attend the scheduled meeting on December 6th regarding this matter, but we will 
be out of the country. 
 
We own a house across the street on West Grove Avenue, and ask that you consider 
denying this permit request based on several experiences that we have had in the 
two years that we have resided here.   Nashville has become the spot for girls’ trips, 
bachelor and bachelorette parties, etc., and this is the clientele that is attracted to a 
house that sleeps many people near both 12 South and downtown.  These trips also 
tend to involve heavy drinking, and because of that, people staying in our 
neighborhood are not always on their best behavior. 
 
We’ve had crowds of people hanging around that we don’t know, we’ve had noise 
complaints late at night, and we’ve even had an airbnb guest defecate between our 
house and our neighbor’s house, but none of these things compare to having an 
intoxicated guest attempt to break into our house in the middle of the night.  We 
have several outdoor cameras, so we were able to eventually pull them up and see 
that this was not a gun-wielding robber, but a drunk guest staying across the street 
instead.  Still, imagine the fear in those few minutes when we had someone 
aggressively banging on our door and trying to pry the door handle open when it 
was locked. 
 
When we moved to West Grove, we knew that it was a neighborhood in transition.  
There is a lot of construction and as is everything in Nashville, the area is growing.   
However, we are hoping that this growth brings with it more stability, and not less.  
And we have good reason to believe that such rentals across the street bring too 
much of the unexpected, which isn’t what we want for ourselves, for our families, 
and for our neighbors. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Megan and Satish Reddy 
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From: David Hooper
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
Subject: re: appeal 2018-662 / 1014B West Grove
Date: Thursday, November 29, 2018 3:02:31 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

Words matter. So I think it's funny that the letter you sent on the
appeal of 2018-662 says it's a "neighbor's request" when Collins
Legal, LLC isn't a neighbor at all.

At the end of West Grove at 12th Ave is a single building with
MULTIPLE STR properties going for $300/night. Along West Grove are
MULTIPLE non-owner occupied STRs, some for $1000/night or more.

That's great tax revenue for the city, but it's not good for the
people who actually live here or want to live here. West Grove is not
a commercial street.

This neighborhood and its residents don't need another STR from an
anonymous investment group, especially one who has already shown it's
not playing by the rules you've established.

David Hooper
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From: Liane Moneta-Koehler
To: Sledge, Colby (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Opposition to STR appeal case 2018-662
Date: Saturday, December 1, 2018 3:22:07 PM

Hi Colby & BZA,

I'm writing in opposition to the STR permit appeal for 1014B W Grove Ave - Case number
2018-662 (Permit number 20180066167). Thank you for enforcing the rules.

I live across the street at 1015B W Grove Ave with my husband and 3 kids. We would like
long term residents in the neighborhood. People that we might befriend. Children for our kids
to play with. Or even just familiar faces to smile at when we bike passed. We want neighbors,
not visitors. 

In particular, when the house operated as a AirBnB, visitors were especially inconsiderate to
the neighborhood community. Noise was a mild issue, but more concerning was the public
urination. 

Thank you,
Liane Moneta-Koehler
1015B W Grove Ave
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From: Shawn Bailes
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case # 2018-662 (1014B West Grove)
Date: Thursday, November 15, 2018 11:59:47 AM

Dear BZA,
 
This correspondence is in support of the Appeal Case # 2018-662 located at 1014B West Grove Ave. 
The owner has operated his short term rental as a model citizen/neighbor and should continue to be
able to do so in the future.  I own several properties within a block of this property and have never
had an issue with this property, nor have I heard of any issues from the neighborhood.  Thank you in
advance for your consideration. 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Shawn Bailes
President/CEO
 

 
Phone  (615) 297-1152
Fax  (615) 297-1172
Cell  (615) 479-0404

 
               3716 West End Ave.
               Nashville, TN  37205
 
               sbailes@FMBCInvestments.com
               www.FMBCInvestments.com
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From: Herbert, Bill (Codes)
To: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Subject: FW: BZA 2018-666
Date: Monday, November 5, 2018 1:05:03 PM
Attachments: ~WRD000.jpg

 
 

From: Mary Carolyn Roberts [mailto:marycarolynroberts@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 05, 2018 9:49 AM
To: Herbert, Bill (Codes); Michael, Jon (Codes)
Subject: BZA 2018-666
 
Attention: This email originated from a source external to Metro Government. Please exercise
caution when opening any attachments or links from external sources.

Good morning! 
I want to express my support for BZA case number 2018-666. This is a hard working
couple who fell into the AIRBNB pitfall and are struggling to make ends meet.
The address is 647C James Ave, 37209. The name on the account is Patrick Thomas
(full name is Albert Patrick Thomas IV.) 
Thank you,

Mary Carolyn Roberts
Village Real Estate
615-977-9262 (c)
615-383-6964 (w)
Metro Council, District 20
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: BZA positions for Dec. 6 meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 20, 2018 7:31:14 PM

Board members,

You have quite the task ahead of you for this meeting's agenda! Below are my positions on the District
17 items on the Dec. 6 agenda:

2018-522: Deny
2018-619: Strongly deny
2018-637: Support, as applicant has spoken with me
2018-638: Deny
2018-644: Deny
2018-662: Strongly deny based on resident complaints
2018-671: Deny
2018-672: Deny
2018-677: Strongly deny

Thank you, as always, for your service, and Happy Thanksgiving!

Colby
-------------
Colby Sledge
Metro Council, District 17
(615) 442-3727
ColbySledge.com
Sign up for my weekly newsletter here!
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From: David Berndt
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case 2018-672. 118 9Th Cir S
Date: Friday, November 16, 2018 12:47:15 PM

I am writing to ask that this owner NOT be granted to a short term rental permit.

Metro Nashville needs to strongly enforce current law/codes.  Short term rentals devalue my property and cause a
security risk.

David Berndt
1005 9Th Ave. South
Nashville,  TN. 37203

Sent from my iPad
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From: James Ryan Snellen, CFP
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Please deny permit #20180066763 & #201800066757
Date: Monday, December 3, 2018 9:51:11 AM

Please deny the applicant's request for STRP. A quick look at ownership history will show that
Harold Johnson acquired the property in question on 6/25/2014. (as seen on Parcel Viewer).
The property was changed to his business entity of "Progressive Development, LLC" on
3/8/16 and 4/26/18 as he subdivided the lots.  On 4/13/17 he changed the ownership from his
company back to his sole entity name. 

Harold Johnson has owned the property for many years and is an investor who does not reside
in the neighborhood. Unless laws have changed, I do not believe investors are allowed STRP.

-- 
 
Ryan Snellen, CFP
270.312.7703
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