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CASE 2019-085 (Council District - 19) 
 

15th AND CHURCH EQUITY INVESTORS, appellant and owner of the property located 

at 1506 CHURCH ST 100, requesting a variance from parking requirements to construct 

condominiums in the MUI-A District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.030. The 

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

 

Use-Residential Map Parcel 09212034000 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-300 (Council District - 19) 
 

JENNIFER CARR, appellant and PEP MUSIC SQUARE, LLC, owner of the property 

located at 900 18TH AVE S, requesting a special exception to allow additional height within 

the build to zone to construct an office building in the ORI-A District. Referred to the Board 

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

Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Commercial Map Parcel 09216036100 

RESULT -  

 

 

CASE 2019-315 (Council District - 8) 
 

AZIZ DHANANI, appellant and WESTFIELD MALL, LLC, owner of the property located 

at 3041 DICKERSON PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements to 

construct an addition to a commercial building without building sidewalks or paying into 

the sidewalk fund in the CS District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.120. The 

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

 

Use-Commercial Map Parcel 06008002000 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-317 (Council District - 20) 
 

DAVIDSON, BRIAN, appellant and owner of the property located at 6211 LARAMIE AVE, 

requesting variances from setback and sidewalk requirements to construct two single family 

homes on one parcel without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund in the R8 

District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.030 C.3 and 17.20.120. The appellant 

alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Two-Family Map Parcel 09105006500 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-350 (Council District - 3) 
 

YARD, RANDY, appellant and owner of the property located at 4136 CREEK TRAIL DR, 

requesting a variance from front setback requirements to construct a single-family residence 

in the RS20 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.030 C.3. The appellant 

alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 04105000100 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-351 (Council District - 10) 
 

RABIEI, MOJTABA, appellant and owner of the property located at 1306 GALLATIN 

PIKE, requesting an Item A appeal challenging the zoning administrator’s denial of permit for 

an automobile repair and used automobile sales facility in the CS District. Referred to the 

Board under Section 17.16.070 E and 17.16.070 F. The appellant alleged the Board would 

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 A. 

 

Use-Auto Sales and Service Map Parcel 03413032900 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-376 (Council District - 21) 
 

SOUTHEAST VENTURE, appellant and BREAUX, DARRELL & LINDA, owner of the 

property located at 3214 CHARLOTTE AVE, requesting variances from setback and 

control plane requirements to construct a multi-family development in the CS District. 

Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020 C. The appellant alleged the Board would 

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 C. 

 

Use-Multi-Family Map Parcel 09209037800 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-378 (Council District - 35) 
 

MICHAEL, HOLLY L. appellant and owner of the property located at 804 ONSLOW 

WAY, requesting a variance from rear setback requirements to cover an existing deck in the 

RS20 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020 A. The appellant alleged the 

Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 141150D19500CO 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-381 (Council District - 9) 
 

265 E OLD HICKORY, LLC, appellant and owner of the property located at 265 OLD 

HICKORY BLVD E, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements to construct a 

multi-unit development without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund in the 

RM20 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. The appellant alleged the 

Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Multi Family Map Parcel 04313001200 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-384 (Council District - 5) 
 

CHENEY, GUY & RENITA, appellants and owners of the property located at 924 

MCFERRIN AVE, requesting variances from sidewalk, landscape buffer, and parking 

requirements to renovate an existing restaurant without building sidewalks or paying into the 

sidewalk fund in the MUN-A District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.030, 

17.20120, 17.24.230, and 17.24.240 C. The appellant alleged the Board would have 

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Restaurant Map Parcel 08208010600 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-388 (Council District - 10) 
 

ANDY RALEY, appellant and WASTE MANAGEMENT, INC. OF TENNESSEE, owner of 

the property located at 630 MYATT DR, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements 

to conduct interior and exterior improvements to an existing facility without building 

sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund in the IR District. Referred to the Board under 

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

17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Recycling Facility Map Parcel 03410012400 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

CASE 2019-393 (Council District - 25) 
 

JOSHUA MALNOFSKI, appellant and BENZ, NELSON P. & ARTHUR, GERALD Q., 

owners of the property located at 4422 SCENIC DR, requesting a variance from front 

setback requirements to construct two single family homes on one parcel in the R20 District. 

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

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Two-Family Map Parcel 13112007300 

RESULT – 

 
 

CASE 2019-397 (Council District - 12) 
 

NEW BEGINNINGS INTERNATIONAL MINISTRY, INC, appellant and owner of the 

property located at 4201 CENTRAL PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements to rehab an office building into a daycare facility without building sidewalks or 

paying into the sidewalk fund in the OR20 District. Referred to the Board under Section 

17.20.120. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 

B. 

 

Use-Day Care Map Parcel 08700003202 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-398 (Council District - 21) 
 

SEAN ROBERGE, appellant and AFFORABLE HOUSING RESOURCES, INC, owner 

of the property located at 1704 A 17TH AVE N, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements to construct a single-family residence without building sidewalks or paying 

into the sidewalk fund in the RS5 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. 

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

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 08111025200 

RESULT - 
 
 

CASE 2019-399 (Council District - 21) 
 

CHAD HARRIS, appellant and WILSON, JOHN E, owner of the property located at 1816 

OWEN ST. & 1817 10TH AVE N, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements to 

construct two single family residences in the R6 District without building sidewalks and 

only paying into the sidewalk fund for the frontage along 10th Ave N. Referred to the Board 

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

Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Two-Family Map Parcel 081074Q00100CO 

RESULT –                                                                              Map Parcel 081074Q00200CO 

             
 

 

 

CASE 2019-400 (Council District - 16) 
 

BRIAN STRINGER, appellant and owner of the property located at 3313 COLBY DR, 

requesting a variance from front setback requirements to construct a porch on the front of 

the residence in the RS10 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.030 C.3. The 

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

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 13307001400 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-401 (Council District - 17) 
 

RANDY ARNOLD, appellant and O.I.C. 1016 WEST GROVE AVENUE 

TOWNHOMES, owner of the property located at 1016 C W GROVE AVE, requesting a 

variance from sidewalk requirements to construct two single family residence without 

building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund in the R8 District. Referred to the Board 

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

Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-HPR Map Parcel 105092J90000CO 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

CASE 2019-403 (Council District - 17) 
 

ORGANIZED NEIGHBORS OF EDGEHILL, appellant and METRO GOV'T S ROSE 

PARK, owner of the property located at 1025 9TH AVE S, requesting an Item A appeal 

challenging the issuance of permit 2019012290 in the RM20 District. Referred to the Board 

under Section 17.80.030. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under 

Section 17.40.180 A. 

 

Use-Commercial Map Parcel 10502017100 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-404 (Council District - 1) 
 

HELENE HARVEY, appellant and BROWN, KENNETH M. & KAREN R., owners of 

the property located at 4341 PECAN VALLEY RD, requesting a Special Exception to offer 

daycare services and a variance to operate within existing structure in the AR2A District, to 

open a day care facility. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.040 A.8. A. and 

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

17.40.180 B and D. 

 

Use-Day Care Map Parcel 05600002400 

RESULT - Deferred 
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CASE 2019-405 (Council District - 17) 
 

DUANE CUTHBERTSON, appellant and ROUDI, ROD & HELEN ADELMAN, 

owners of the property located at 1104 PARIS AVE, requesting a variance from minimum lot 

size requirements to construct a detached accessory dwelling in the R8 District.  Referred 

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

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Residential Map Parcel 11801015800 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-408 (Council District - 25) 
 

TUNE ENTREKIN & WHITE, PC, appellant and LAMININ HOLDINGS-

TENNESSEE, LLC, owner of the property located at 1610 GRAYBAR LN, requesting a 

variance from street setback requirements to construct a single-family residence in the RS40 

District.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.030 A.   The appellant alleged the 

Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Residential Map Parcel 11711004900 

RESULT – 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-409 (Council District - 20) 
 

DUANE CUTHBERTSON, appellant and 5915 ROBERTSON, LLC, owner of the 

property located at 5915 ROBERTSON AVE, requesting a variance from landscape buffer 

requirements for mixed use development in the CS District. Referred to the Board under 

Section 17.24.230. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 

17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Mixed Use Map Parcel 09109011300 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-410 (Council District - 6) 
 

WALL, LAURA A., appellant and owner of the property located at 709 WILSONWOOD 

PL, requesting a variance from rear setback requirements to construct an addition to the rear 

of a residence in the R6 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020 A. The 

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

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 08307016400 

RESULT - 
 

 
 

 

 

CASE 2019-412 (Council District - 7) 
 

BRYAN VELER appellant and MICHAELS, PATRICK & KLAVER, JACQUELINE 

M., owners of the property located at 4122 MOSS ROSE DR, requesting a variance from 

rear setback requirements for an addition to a residence in the RS20 District. Referred to the 

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

under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 06213009400 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-413 (Council District - 19) 
 

TONY WOODHAM, appellant and WCO ELM HILL FLATS, LLC, owner of the 

property located at 825 ELM HILL PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements to construct an apartment complex without building sidewalks or paying the into 

the sidewalk fund in the CS District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. The 

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

 

Use-Apartments Map Parcel 10601016800 

RESULT – 
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CASE 2019-414 (Council District - 20) 
 

JEFF HOOPER, appellant and T. C. SUMMERS, INC., owner of the property located at 

6400 CHARLOTTE PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements to make 

renovations to an existing restaurant without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk 

fund in the CS District.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. The appellant 

alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Restaurant Map Parcel 10301013100 

RESULT – 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-415 (Council District - 21) 
 

JAY FULMER, appellant and 1900 WARNER PARTNERS, LLC, owner of the property 

located at 627 19TH AVE N, requesting a variance from rear setback requirements to 

construct a medical office building in the IR District. Referred to the Board under Section 

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

17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Medical Office Map Parcel 09207033400 

RESULT – Deferred 10/17/19 
 

 

CASE 2019-416 (Council District - 9) 
 

RICHARD OGURA, appellant and ANDERSON, RAYMOND W., JR. & JOY C., owners 

of the property located at 105 EAGAN CIR, requesting a special exception to permit an 

animal daycare with overnight stay in the CS District. Referred to the Board under Section 

17.40.290. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 

 17.40.180 C. 

 

Use-Kennel Map Parcel 04316001600 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-417 (Council District - 20) 
 

GREEN, KEVIN, appellant and owner of the property located at 905 & 907 54TH AVE 

N, requesting a variance from street setback requirements to construct two single family 

residences on one lot in the R6 District.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.40.180 

C.3.  The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 091110Y00100CO 

RESULT -                                                                              Map Parcel 091110Y00200CO 
 

 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-418 (Council District - 17) 
 

ROB CUSHMAN, appellant and O.I.C. 151 RAINS AVENUE TOWNHOMES, owner of 

the property located at 151 C RAINS AVE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements 

to construct two single family residences without building sidewalks but instead paying into 

the sidewalk fund in the R6A District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. The 

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

 

Use-HPR Map Parcel 105112H90000CO 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-419 (Council District - 17) 
 

ROB CUSHMAN, appellant and WRIGHT, CLINT, owner of the property located at 149 

RAINS AVE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements to construct two single 

family residences without building sidewalks but instead paying into the sidewalk fund in 

the R6A District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. The appellant alleged the 

Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Singe Family Map Parcel 10511003100 

RESULT – 
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SHORT TERM RENTAL CASES 
 

 

CASE 2019-319 (Council District - 33) 
 

FANOUS, GEORGE NAZIR, appellant and owner of the property located at 3425 TOWNE 

VILLAGE RD, requesting an Item A appeal challenging the zoning administrator's denial 

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

term rental permit in the RS10 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 E. 

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

 

Use-Short Term Rental Map Parcel 15007049100 

RESULT -  
 
 

 

CASE 2019-361 (Council District - 23) 
 

SAMUEL LEVINE, appellant and LEVINE, SAMUEL BILLETT REVOCABLE 

LIVING TRUST, THE, owner of the property located at 6205 VOSSWOOD DR, requesting 

an Item A appeal challenging the zoning administrator's cancellation of an STRP permit due 

to a change in ownership in the RS40 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 

E. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 A. 

 

Use-Short Term Rental Map Parcel 11512004300 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-402 (Council District - 21) 
 

ABUQAYAS, MOHAMMED, appellant and owner of the property located at 1525 12TH 

AVE N, requesting an Item A appeal, challenging the zoning administrator's denial of a 

short-term rental permit. Appellant operated prior to obtaining the legally required short term 

rental permit in the RS5 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250 E. The 

appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 A. 

 

Use-Short Term Rental Map Parcel 08112018700 

RESULT - 
 















Case # 2019-085



From: Lee Molette II
To: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: Lee Molette shared 2 photos with you
Date: Tuesday, May 7, 2019 3:06:06 PM

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

Here are the pics.

Thanks again!
LM

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Lee Molette (via Google Photos) <noreply-
1593ea0d37380490b1a3c9832bdffd19@google.com>
Date: Tue, May 7, 2019 at 2:53 PM
Subject: Lee Molette shared 2 photos with you
To: <lee.fsdevelopers@gmail.com>

Lee Molette shared 2 photos with you 

View photos

Case # 2019-085

mailto:lee.fsdevelopers@gmail.com
mailto:Jessica.Shepherd@nashville.gov
mailto:Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov
mailto:noreply-1593ea0d37380490b1a3c9832bdffd19@google.com
mailto:noreply-1593ea0d37380490b1a3c9832bdffd19@google.com
mailto:lee.fsdevelopers@gmail.com
https://photos.google.com/share/AF1QipOXFdaXJwopFAivaiCAXlqfODgxGrF50H4RMokyHfARFHp0phrm7UUVzncV7YyP9Q?key=dV93Z3ViMmhFT3pZZElGMWhVODk0anpiWkFzenh3
https://photos.google.com/share/AF1QipOXFdaXJwopFAivaiCAXlqfODgxGrF50H4RMokyHfARFHp0phrm7UUVzncV7YyP9Q?key=dV93Z3ViMmhFT3pZZElGMWhVODk0anpiWkFzenh3


You received this mail because Lee Molette shared these photos with you. If you no longer wish to receive email
notifications of shared photos, unsubscribe here.

Get the Google Photos app

Google LLC
1600 Amphitheatre Pkwy

Mountain View, CA 94043 USA

Case # 2019-085

https://notifications.google.com/unsubscribe/AJ7SsMmReA4ErKfnXxBQ7hENnl9z1dDh2EbJHkkSORk0yNRV6tuNGMrzMjYt2obwC_kIfAM1-HnstBq2MKisqiMHSM8gWVuHePDs5V_p5QI-SGwh0Iv9Az_xLmVKrrjUwGfx1zKhdJz2f5VwFYsMu0CDrJ5325TqBg
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.google.android.apps.photos&referrer=utm_source%3Ddsharing%26utm_medium%3Demail
https://itunes.apple.com/app/apple-store/id962194608?pt=9008&ct=ds-email&mt=8


From: Aubrey Leake
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case Number: 2019-085
Date: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 9:53:49 AM

Country Delite continues to be opposed to the appellant requested variance with such limited parking.

Ty for the consideration,

   Aubrey H. Leake III
 Plant Manager

Case # 2019-085

mailto:aubrey_leake@deanfoods.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


From: Paul Morris
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case Number: 2019-085
Date: Wednesday, August 28, 2019 10:47:08 AM
Attachments: image001.png

I represent Jack Morris Auto Glass, a neighbor to this proposed development. While I am all for
improvement to this property, I remain against the requested variance. Parking is already a
challenge in our neighborhood and for our business, and granting this requested variance would
exacerbate the problem and hurt the neighborhood.

Thank you for considering my perspective,

-Paul

Paul Morris
www.morrisglass.com
Office: 901.722.7001
Cell: 901.219.2336

Case # 2019-085

mailto:Paul@morrisglass.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
http://www.morrisglass.com/
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From: Jack Wilder
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case 2019-085 Lee Mollette
Date: Friday, March 1, 2019 3:58:08 PM

I understand that Lee is asking for a variance to reduce the parking space requirement from 63 to 11
spaces. I have heard that bza suggested a reduction to 37 spaces, which sounds reasonable to me.
I’m opposed to allowing only 11 spaces. I don’t know what plan Lee has to accommodate parking for
52 units, but there is very little on-street parking available now. It sure seems like something close to
37 spaces would be more appropriate.

Jack Wilder
Wilder Equipment Co.

301 15th Ave. North
Nashville, Tn.

Case # 2019-085

mailto:jwilder@wildermotor.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


From: Linda Schipani
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case 2019-085
Date: Thursday, August 29, 2019 11:22:35 AM

Dear Board of Zoning Members:

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the parking variance requested by 15th and Church Equity
investors/Lee Molette.  As stated in previous meetings and written communications, the neighboring
businesses and residents continues to have problems with inadequate parking. We simply can not absorb
parking required by a 52 unit Condo plus 2 retail spaces without adequate parking provided by the
development.  The variance requested at only 11 spaces is drastically less than adequate. Are there any
ADA spaces?   Mr. Molette stated the dental practice to be located on the first floor would require 7
spaces. The remain 4 spaces would be shared by a 4 person barber shop, 52 unit Condo and
cleaning/maintenance crews.  Is this reasonable?   

The last hearing of this variance was March 7th.  Instead of a vote, the chairman asked for a parking
study for similar properties in the nearby area.  Here's a listing of what we found:

McMillin  Court Vacation Rental (321 McMillin St.)  15 unit with 26 parking spaces

Elevate at City Heights Townhouses (508 31st Ave. North):  2 car parking garages for each unit 

Endeavor at City Heights (26th Ave. & Clifton)  1 parking space for each bedroom

Alabaster West (227 Oceola) 2 parking spaces per unit plus open parking 

Alloy (400 Herron Dr.)  2 parking spaces for 1 BR units;  

1818 Church (1818 Church Street)  142 one- BR units with 142 parking spaces garage 

The 1865  (610 21st Ave North)  46 units providing 1.5 parking spaces per bedroom;  seeking additional
parking to increase 2 spaces per bedroom. 

Chelsea (1900 12th Ave South)  532 one-bedroom units;  532 parking spaces 

West End Project ("Palmer Lake")  2,500 parking spaces (700 more than Music City Convention Center)  

 Announced 3/13/19 the Haven (Gulch) development of 299 units;  "The building design complies with
existing zoning and no variances are needed."

To date there has never been a Hardship identified by the appellant.  According to the Standards For A
Variance (Section 17.40.370), there has to be a hardship. There are no physical or unique characteristics
at the property. The hardship can not be self imposed or solely for financial gain. 

The appellant has suggested adequate parking to be provided at a future project directly located behind
the proposed building site. I would respectfully remind the board this requested variance is for this project
only and future building may or may not happen.  

I believe if this variance is granted, it will adversely effect the established businesses and residents in the
surrounding neighborhood.  I would urge you to vote "NO" on case # 2019-085.

Thank you for your service,

Linda Moore Schipani

Case # 2019-085

mailto:cralms@aol.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


President & CEO
Clinical Research Associates, Inc.
1500 Church Street
Nashville, TN  37203

  

Case # 2019-085



From: Lisa Booy
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Oppose Case# 2019-085
Date: Thursday, February 28, 2019 11:45:47 AM
Importance: High

I am opposed to the zoning variance which has been requested in Case #2019-085. 

I respectfully ask that the Board deny this variance as there is no hardship to justify such. If
granted, the hardship will be our business and the other existing area businesses. 

The proposed project consists of a 52 unit building with retail on the ground floor.  It is my
understanding that Codes requires 62 parking spaces for this project but they are asking for a
51 space REDUCTION (from 62 to 11 spaces).  Our business is located adjacent to this
project and I have first-hand knowledge of the limited parking available in the area without the
additional living and/or short term rental space.  Eleven parking spaces, as requested, is
insufficient for the retail space proposed and to add 52 units of living space that will share the
11 parking spots is irrational.

Our business cannot share or contribute any parking as we utilize all of our parking to conduct
our own business.  We have a full-time staff, patients, repair, service and janitorial parking. 
We cannot assume the cost of a parking attendant to supervise our parking lot/spaces.  We
cannot assume the cost of an employee to supervise the towing of unauthorized automobiles. 
Our business has met codes requirements for parking and request the same be required of
surrounding businesses.

There is very limited street parking and much of that is taken by area businesses, both during
and after hours.  There is NO access to a parking garage in our area.  Although there is a paid
parking lot with 18 spots that is only available after hours, they do not accommodate any
parking during the day except to their own customers (all others are towed).  

If this project plans to rely on the Uber/Lift model, then they will still require parking/pickup
areas for these vehicles. Déjà Vu has attempted this model which has resulted in severe
congestion on 15th Avenue that overflows onto Church Street.  This area has become
dangerously overcrowded with cars parked in “no parking” and/or loading zones, streets being
blocked due to double-parking of Uber/Lift drop off and pickup, pedestrian foot traffic around
vehicles that park on the sidewalks, and very restricted traffic flow for emergency vehicles. 

Once again, for the safety of our employees, clients, customers and community, I ask that the
Board deny the request for a reduction in required parking space.

Sincerely,

Lisa B. Booy
Lisa B. Booy
Director, Regulatory and Financial Affairs
Clinical Research Associates, Inc.
1500 Church St., Suite 100
Nashville, TN  37203
615-329-0197 (phone)

Case # 2019-085

mailto:lisa@clinicalresearchassociates.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


615-320-7883 (fax)
Lisa@CRAnashville.com
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From: Patrick Schipani
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: Appeal Case Number 2019-085
Date: Thursday, February 28, 2019 2:33:40 PM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Patrick Schipani <phschipani@aol.com>
Date: February 28, 2019 at 2:03:34 PM CST
To: CRALMS@AOL.COM
Cc: phschipani@aol.com
Subject: Fwd: Appeal Case Number 2019-085

-----Original Message-----
From: Patrick Schipani <phschipani@aol.com>
To: BZA <BZA@nashville.gov>
Sent:
Subject: Appeal Case Number 2019-085

Jon Michael, Zoning Administrator

METRO BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

My wife and I are Frank Moore Holdings, owners of the building at 1500 Church St. that is
adjacent to this proposed project.  We are opposed to any variance for parking as
requested for 1506 Church St.  All parking presently in the area is private except on street
parking.  The demand for this parking is already beyond capacity.  
We are opposed to this variance as it will create illegal parking on our property and the
surrounding neighbors.
We are not in the core business district that has many public parking garages available for
those businesses.

There are no physical or unique characteristics associated with 1506 Church St. that we
feel would justify the granting of this proposed variance.  We see none listed on the
application
nor are there any visible unique characteristics at the property.  

The VRBO as requested is something like a private residence/hotel.  This will bring many
renters and their visitors into the area looking for parking even though some will use taxis or
Uber/Lyft.
The retail will also attract customers along with the employees that will need parking.  We
need our parking for the employees and staff at  1500 Church.

We feel that if adequate parking is not required it will cause injury  to our property and
require constant monitoring of  illegal parking.  We all want to be neighborly.

Case # 2019-085
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Church St. is a busy road and the alley in the rear needs to remain open to traffic at all
times as we all use it several times a day.  I cannot imagine all the renters, customers,
employees, repairmen, etc. converging onto 11 parking spaces.  

Mr. Lee Molette is a good man and has been a good neighbor to us all.  We are not against
his project, just very much opposed to the parking variance and the injury it will cause to the
neighborhood.

We are opposed to granting any variance as requested in:  Appeal Case Number 2019-085.

Thank You

Patrick Schipani
Frank Moore Holdings
1500 Church St./221, 223 15th Ave North. 37203
615.969.0829
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From: Michael, Jon (Codes)
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Cc: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: FW: Variance for Parking at 1506 Church St
Date: Thursday, March 7, 2019 12:53:52 PM

From: Lee Molette II [mailto:lee.fsdevelopers@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 12:56 PM
To: Michael, Jon (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: Variance for Parking at 1506 Church St

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

Lee O Molette II, President
Frank Stanton Developers, LLC
533 Church Street #130
Nashville, Tn 37219

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: O'Connell, Freddie (Council Member) <Freddie.OConnell@nashville.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 7, 2019, 12:17 PM
Subject: Variance for Parking at 1506 Church St
To: Linda Schipani <cralms@aol.com>, Lee Molette <lee.fsdevelopers@gmail.com>

Linda and Lee,

Thanks again for the time yesterday.

After looking at the maps, driving through the area, and reviewing signage, I'm personally
comfortable with a variance that allows for a parking reduction. I don't know whether the
board will have a conversation about how much of a reduction is appropriate, but I think the
geographic location, regardless of Lee's intended use for the project, put some pressure on the
need for us to be more mindful of shared parking and whether our current parking minimums
continue to be valid for midtown.

I do intend to inform the board of my opinion, acknowledging that there is clearly not
consensus among area property owners.

I will also advise Midtown Hills of the board's decision from an enforcement perspective and
work with Public Works on improvements to signage and striping in the area.

--
Freddie O'Connell
Metro Councilman, District 19
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http://readyforfreddie.com/
http://twitter.com/freddieoconnell
http://facebook.com/FreddieForNashville

615-260-0005
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From: Justin W. Leach
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: BZA Appeal Case No. 2019-085 / 15th & Church Equity Investors
Date: Monday, February 11, 2019 6:02:04 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

I’m a neighbor to the subject property owner.  I own a historic home located at 227 15th Avenue
North, and I support the appellant’s request for a variance from parking requirements.  This
neighborhood needs more thoughtful development like that contemplated by the appellant.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions.  Thank you.

Sincerely,
Justin Leach
615-403-4315

Case # 2019-085
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Lee O Molette II, President 
Frank Stanton Developers, LLC 
533 Church Street #130 
Nashville, Tn 37219 

Dear Mr. Molette, 

Thank you for your interest in Mint House and your inquiry regarding parking in Downtown Nashville. 
We are happy to provide data from our experience running multiple buildings within the market. 

We would recommend about 0.40 parking spaces per bedroom in the building.  Our downtown property, a 
mix of one and two bedrooms (mostly one bedrooms), usually sees 50-55% utilization of parking spots by 
guests (i.e., 5-6 out of ten guests bring a car). 

Please let us know if we can be helpful in any other way. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Fifer 
Principal 
Mint House Inc. 
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900 18th Avenue South1
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Vicinity Map
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EXISTING ORI-A ZONING

125’ 
Average proposed 

105’ 
Max Roof Height

65’
Max Height @ Build-to-Zone
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8
Stories by Right

12
Stories with commitment to 

music uses

9
Stories proposed

MUSIC ROW VISION PLAN 
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“A variety of music-related office uses, especially 
Class A office space; Ground floor retail amenities 

are encouraged” – Music Row Vision Plan

Case # 2019-300



SITE PLAN
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FLOOR AREA RATIO

3.0 (134,600 SF)
Current Zoning FAR and subsequent Allowable SF

134,122 SF
Total Floor Area of Proposed Design

(Excludes off-street parking or loading berth SF)
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WEST ELEVATION  | PROPOSED
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SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
REQUEST: 

HEIGHT

WEST ELEVATION  | PROPOSED

65’ MAX HEIGHT 
AT BUILD-TO-ZONE

SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
REQUEST: 

HEIGHT 
&

STEP BACK

FAÇADE WITHIN THIS AREA EXCEEDS 
MAX HEIGHT AT BUILD-TO ZONE

FAÇADE FACING CHET 
ATKINS STEPS BACK 
BEFORE REACHING

BUILD-TO-ZONE
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NORTH ELEVATION  | EXSITING
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NORTH ELEVATION  | PROPOSED
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NORTH ELEVATION  | PROPOSED

SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
REQUEST: 

HEIGHT

SPECIAL EXCEPTION 
REQUEST: 

HEIGHT 
&

STEP BACK

65’ MAX HEIGHT 
AT BUILD-TO-ZONE

FAÇADE FACING 18TH AVENUE SOUTH DOES NOT 
STEP BACK ABOVE THE 65’ MAX HEIGHT AT THE 

BUILD-TO-ZONE
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REQUEST: 

HEIGHT
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REQUEST: 
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STEP BACK

NORTH ELEVATION  | PROPOSED ELEVATION DIAGRAM

PORTION OF ELEVATION OCCUPIED BY PROPOSED NEW CONSTRUCTION

PORTION OF ELEVATION OCCUPIED BY EXISTING CONSTRUCTION
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View looking at corner of Chet Atkins and 18th
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View looking North along 18th
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View looking South along Chet Atkins
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From: Kenneth Graves
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: O"Connell, Freddie (Council Member)
Subject: Case 2019-300 (900 18th Ave S)
Date: Sunday, July 28, 2019 11:54:24 PM

I live in the South Square Condos, directly across the street from the proposed project.  Anything they do there is
probably going to reduce the amount of light that reaches me.  But while I’m willing to accept that some diminution
is inevitable in our growing city, I want to preserve as much of my morning sunlight as reasonable.  The current
zoning is a balance achieved after multiple meetings and discussions.  I am therefore OPPOSED to the requested
change in allowed height, and STRONGLY OPPOSED to the elimination of the “step-back” along the 18th Avenue
face.

18th is a fairly narrow local street.  Please allow light, air, and a general sense of space to be preserved for my
building and the neighboring one- and two-story buildings on the west side of the block.

Kenneth Graves
907 18th Ave S, Apt 204
Chairman, South Square HOA
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From: Meera Wright
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Oppose office building at 900 18th Ave south
Date: Thursday, August 8, 2019 11:08:29 AM

Hello! I’m a homeowner at 807 18th Avenue south 37203 and strongly oppose building a tall office building at 900
18thh Avenue south! The amount of construction our building has had to deal with over the past 10 years is out of
control and we do not need another eye sore and inconsiderate considerate construction agency in our neighborhood.
This has been a mostly residential part of the street and we do not want an office building there. Please do not
approve this building.

Dr. Meera Reddy Wright
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From: Scott Voelkerding
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Permit #20190028959 Zoning Appeal - OPPOSED
Date: Saturday, July 13, 2019 8:24:03 PM

Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals:

I am a resident of 807 18th Ave S and I received your letter dated June 11, 2019 regarding
Appeal Case Number 2019-300 for the construction of an office building excess of the
allowable height at 900 18th Ave S.  I reviewed the case details at permits.nashville.gov.  I
will not be able to attend the hearing on August 1, but I am OPPOSED to granting this
variance. The “Reason” stated in the permits system is “special exception to allow additional
height within the build to zone.”  This is not a reason or justification for constructing a
building in excess of zoning laws and ordinances.  The preservation of the Music Row
neighborhood is critical.  This is a residential neighborhood and, while it is also zoned for
Group B (offices), most of the businesses in this neighborhood  operate out of houses and
homes that resemble residential occupancies.  From a historical perspective, there is no other
place like it in the world and it is being eroded and polluted with mid-rise and high-rise
projects like this one.  A new office building (18th and Chet) was recently constructed in the
800 block of 18th Ave S.  It’s currently vacant and the enclosed parking lot on the first few
stories is an eyesore for this neighborhood.  Bobby’s Idle Hour and a small wedding chapel
were recently run out of the neighborhood by a developer looking to make a profit through
construction of a residential high rise at the expense of Music Row preservation.  Many of the
developers proposing these projects do not understand the history or significance of the Music
Row neighborhood.  The preservation is critical to the history of the country music industry,
the residents and business associates who live work in the neighborhood, and Nashville
tourism.  The height restrictions are important for the preservation of the neighborhood.  High
rise buildings do not belong here.  The Metropolitan Government of Nashville is one fo the
few government bodies that can help preserve this neighborhood.  Please deny this variance
request. 

Scott Voelkerding, PE
807 18th Ave S, Unit 104
scott.voelkerding@gmail.com

Case # 2019-300

mailto:scott.voelkerding@gmail.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
http://permits.nashville.gov/
mailto:scott.voelkerding@gmail.com


Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



Case # 2019-315



PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-315 (3041 Dickerson Pike) 

Metro Standard:  4’ grass strip, 10’ sidewalk as defined by the Major and Collector Street Plan 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning:  CS 

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

MCSP Street Designation: T4-M-AB5-IM 

Transit: #43 – Hickory Hills; #23 – Dickerson Road; planned for future bus rapid transit per 
nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct additions to an existing commercial building and requests a variance 
from constructing sidewalks along Dickerson Pike due to topography, and impacts to existing parking and signs. 
Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) An 8’ sidewalk currently exists along the property frontage, which is consistent with properties to the north.
This sidewalk was constructed in the early 2010s as part of a Metro stormwater improvement in the area.

(2) Given the scope of the planned improvements, reconfiguring the site layout with this proposed addition will
have a significant impact on the existing parking lot to address topography issues at the back of the existing
sidewalk. Dedicating right-of-way, where feasible, will improve Metro’s ability to widen sidewalks in the
future with another major capital project since Dickerson Pike is planned for future bus rapid transit,
increased density, and high pedestrian traffic.

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 dedicate right-of-way along Dickerson Pike where not precluded by existing signs for
future sidewalk construction.
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From: Michael, Jon (Codes)
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Cc: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Subject: FW: BZA Letters and applications for meeting Thursday, September 19, 2019
Date: Thursday, September 12, 2019 3:37:51 PM

CM supports Planning’s recommendation.

From: VanReece, Nancy (Council Member) <Nancy.VanReece@nashville.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 11:45 AM
To: Michael, Jon (Codes) <Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>
Subject: Re: BZA Letters and applications for meeting Thursday, September 19, 2019

Thank you for the thorough review.

Go with with planning asked for with my support of their advice!

Nancy VanReece | Metro Nashville Councilmember, District 8

@nvr4district8 | www.nvr4district8.com | www.fb.comm/nvr4district8 | Metro Office 615-862-
6780 | Non Emergency Services - Hub.Nashville.gov or dial 311 |NVR Voicemail and Text 931-297-
4148

From: Michael, Jon (Codes) <Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>
Sent: Thursday, September 12, 2019 9:52:22 AM
To: VanReece, Nancy (Council Member) <Nancy.VanReece@nashville.gov>
Subject: RE: BZA Letters and applications for meeting Thursday, September 19, 2019

Apparently, they have an 8’ sidewalk there, right up against the street.  The current legal standard is
10’ with a 4’ planting strip separating the sidewalk from the street.

They made an argument as to topographic challenges.  For whatever that’s worth.

I’ve attached the Planning Department’s recommendation with this email.  They say keep what’s
there, fix it up where it’s broken or damaged, get it ADA compliant, and then dedicate the needed
right of way in case Metro ever comes through to expand it.  They phrased it all more elegantly.  But
that’s the idea of their recommendation.

Certainly, if you’re looking for something different from that, your input to the BZA will be
important.  Just let me know if I can provide any other helpful information for you.

JM.
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From: VanReece, Nancy (Council Member) <Nancy.VanReece@nashville.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 6:51 PM
To: Michael, Jon (Codes) <Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>
Subject: Re: BZA Letters and applications for meeting Thursday, September 19, 2019
 
First I've heard of this -- they did not reach out to me.
 
Please hold true for sidewalks.  This is Dickerson Pike.  That entire strip mall needs a sidewalk in front
of it.
 
Let me know if you have a perspective that I should consider.
 

Nancy VanReece | Metro Nashville Councilmember, District 8

 @nvr4district8 |  www.nvr4district8.com | www.fb.com/nvr4district8 | Metro Office 615-862-6780 | Non
Emergency Services - Hub.Nashville.gov 311 | NVR Voicemail and Text 931-297-4148

From: Fuqua, Barbara (Council Office) <barbara.fuqua@nashville.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 9:39 AM
To: VanReece, Nancy (Council Member) <Nancy.VanReece@nashville.gov>
Subject: BZA Letters and applications for meeting Thursday, September 19, 2019
 
 
 

Barbara Fuqua
Metro Council Office
204 Metro Courthouse
615-862-6780
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To the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

Thank you for taking the time to hear our appeal for hardship regarding our property at 6211 Laramie 
Ave.  

The main reason for our claimed hardship is that during our initial contracted due diligence period we 
had met with a metro zoning employee, Clint Harper, and were told that the front setback for the 
Laramie Ave side of our property was 10 ft. We were extremely thorough in our due diligence and it was 
based solely on this received information from the zoning official that we proceeded with our purchase 
of the property and concurrent development strategy. Our desire to develop the parcel by building two 
high-designed homes to what we feel will be a vast improvement upon what is currently in existence, 
would be severely impaired by the “new to us” setbacks. To build within these imposed setbacks would 
cause the necessary homes to be exceptionally narrow and both functionally and aesthetically inferior to 
what would be able to be built, based on what we were initially told. 

The architect we’ve commissioned, Michael Goorevich, is an award winning architect based here in 
Nashville who is bringing an exceptional level of integrity to the project. We are expending a significantly 
higher level of resource in order to utilize his services. His fee is five times the amount of other 
architects we had interviewed. I state this to emphasize that we are not hyper-focused on our bottom 
line, though it is obviously a necessary consideration for a sustainable business. There have 
unfortunately been numerous examples of developers here in Nashville who’s main (and possibly only) 
desire is to pad their pockets. That is not us. Our spending significant resource on Michael is because of 
the care he shares with us and clearly pours into every project. We care about Nashville. We care about 
the neighborhood and the prospective homeowners who will live in the homes we wish to build. Our 
hope is to create homes that will greatly improve upon both form and function of what would be 
considered typical of the existing homes in the area. Ultimately this will also increase the value of the 
surrounding homes as well as pave a path for other developers to follow suit. 

Lastly, we ask for a variance from sidewalk requirements. We’re requesting to not build nor contribute 
into the sidewalk fund based on there not being sidewalks built in any of the existing older & newly 
constructed homes on Laramie or Ries Ave. Secondly, there is already roughly ten feet of unbuildable 
“right of way” land in addition to the ten foot requested variance to accommodate for sidewalks. This 
effectively sets us back twenty visual feet from the street before any building structure. The proposed 
sidewalks would interfere with the pre-existing drainage and culverts on our parcel. Therefore, the 
sidewalks would need to be pushed even further onto our building envelope, unfairly infringing upon 
the livable space that we were initially told would be granted to the prospective homeowners. Thank 
you again for our time and we look forward to a long working partnership with you here in Nashville.  

Sincerely, 
Paul Davidson 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-317 (6211 Laramie Avenue)  

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

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

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

Zoning:  R8 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Laramie Avenue – Local Street 

Ries Avenue – Local Street 

Transit: None existing; none planned 

Bikeway: Bike boulevard planned on Laramie Avenue per WalknBike 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a two-family dwelling and requests a variance due to the property 
being located on a corner lot with drainage ditches on both frontages. Planning evaluated the following factors for 
the variance request: 

(1) Sidewalks do not exist along either Laramie Avenue or Ries Avenue property frontage, which is consistent
with adjacent properties to the east and south, respectively.

(2) The applicant proposes to construct the two structures with a 40’ setback from Ries Avenue, mirroring
similar building placements established by neighboring homes. While a drainage ditch currently exists along
the Ries Avenue property frontage, sidewalk construction is feasible through the use of a wider furnishing
zone to accommodate the ditch or through the use of culvert/piping installation.

(3) Additionally, the applicant requests a setback variance to build the northernmost dwelling unit
approximately 10’ from Laramie Avenue, to the rear of the existing drainage ditch. Should the Board of
Zoning Appeals grant the associated setback variance request, a reduced 10’ space limits the ability to
accommodate the existing drainage ditch and sidewalk construction.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Ries Avenue property frontage.
2. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the Ries Avenue property frontage per the Metro Local

Street Standard.
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From: Elizabeth Manning
To: Roberts, Mary Carolyn (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Please deny case # 2019-317 to not build and also not pay into the in-lieu fee for sidewalks
Date: Friday, June 28, 2019 12:33:26 PM

Dear BZA members and Councilwoman Roberts,

Please deny case # 2019-317 at 6211 Laramie Ave. 37209 to not build and also not pay into
the in-lieu fee for sidewalks. I live, walk, and bike in this neighborhood, and it's extremely
important that we have the ability to walk safely outside.

Best,
Elizabeth Manning
522 Bellmore Place
Nashville, TN 37209
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From: Dorris, Stacy
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Roberts, Mary Carolyn (Council Member)
Subject: RE: 2019-317 = please deny this sidewalk variance request to not pay and not build
Date: Tuesday, June 25, 2019 8:57:51 PM

Sorry, Just noticed I put the wrong ID # number in the header.  This is a corrected email.  Thank you.

From: Dorris, Stacy 
Sent: Sunday, June 23, 2019 9:11 PM
To: 'bza@nashville.gov' <bza@nashville.gov>; marycarolyn.roberts@nashville.gov
Subject: 2019-250 = please deny this sidewalk variance request to not pay and not build

2019-317 – please deny

Dear BZA and CM Roberts,

I am writing to request that you deny Case # 2019-317 at 6211 LARAMIE AVE 37209 to not build and
also not pay into the in-lieu fee for sidewalks.  New sidewalks are intimately linked with
development.  If the opportunity is missed, the community then waits literally decades for another
chance to have a sidewalk. 

Since Nashville is significantly behind in sidewalks already, we have just 20% of our roadways
sidewalked, we cannot miss any opportunity to build.   

The sidewalk is a gift to our city for development and it is a known cost of doing business.  Please
deny this and any request such as this to both not pay and not build the sidewalk required by law. 

Sincerely,
Stacy Dorris
801 Timber Ln
37215
The Sidewalk Foundation
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From: Patti Gismoe
To: Oscar Miller
Cc: jgambleforcouncil@att.net; Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); theshawnlee@gmail.com;

nanaathome50@yahoo.com; jrichardson@nespower.com; Donzalerogers@comcast.net; rlwright@comcast.net;
wright.associates@comcast.net; bnjmnbrown@yahoo.com; dp103090@aol.com; kreaves_01@yahoo.com;
jhbthree@comcast.net; staciembaker@yahoo.com; awade@tnstate.edu; rjenkin7@hotmail.com;
sswalt1@gmail.com; dianne.rodgers@comcast.net; rwilliams@franklinamerican.com; mayes622@gmail.com;
vericac@comcast.net; williamcolemanjr@comcast.net; gp8688@aol.com; mcitytk@aol.com;
baker.family.tn@gmail.com; jrichardson43@comcast.net; spalmer0554@gmail.com; djbrown2@comcast.net

Subject: Re: Creek Trail Subdivision--Opposition to Randy Yard"s Board of Zoning Appeals Setback Variance Request
Date: Thursday, September 12, 2019 11:10:35 AM

Hi
I will be there......
Patti 

On Thu, Sep 12, 2019, 10:50 AM Oscar Miller <profom@aol.com> wrote:
All,

I first want to thank Councilwomen Gamble for her continued work on this matter.

Next, several community members have asked me why we need to meet with Mr. Yard to hear about
his plans for a 3rd time.  All I can say is that hope springs eternal and perhaps this time Mr. Yard will
have documentation that his plans meet the Creek Trail Subdivision Restrictive Covenants.  Since the
minimum square footage of 2400 and garage doors that open to the side or back of the house are
required in the Restrictive Covenants, they are non-negotiable, and everyone including Mr. Yard is
aware of that fact.  So I'm hoping he will bring a New Building Permit which shows that he intends to
build a house with a minimum square footage of 2400 and an official building plan (not one with spaces
penciled in to meet the minimum square footage).  In any case, the BZA has already informed us that
they cannot address Restrictive Covenant issues, but are limited to deciding Mr. Yard's application for a
set back variance on the basis of a qualifying hardship that he must prove exists on his property.

So that is why I will attend the meeting and why I encourage all of you to attend (and reach out to our
neighbors who may not have gotten word via email or the Nextdoor App).  I want to see Mr. Yard's
Building Permit and Official House Plan that complies with the Creek Trail Subdivision Restrictive
Covenants.  I also what to learn about the hardship he believes he has that prevents him from building
without the required setback so that I know how to proceed regarding the BZA hearing that will occur 3
days after the meeting.

I look forward to seeing everyone.

Best,

Oscar Miller
4144 Creek Trail Drive

-----Original Message-----
From: Jennifer Gamble <jgambleforcouncil@att.net>
To: bza <bza@nashville.gov>; Oscar Miller <profom@aol.com>
Cc: theshawnlee <theshawnlee@gmail.com>; nanaathome50 <nanaathome50@yahoo.com>;
jrichardson <jrichardson@nespower.com>; Donzalerogers <Donzalerogers@comcast.net>; rlwright
<rlwright@comcast.net>; wright.associates <wright.associates@comcast.net>; bnjmnbrown
<bnjmnbrown@yahoo.com>; dp103090 <dp103090@aol.com>; kreaves_01
<kreaves_01@yahoo.com>; jhbthree <jhbthree@comcast.net>; staciembaker
<staciembaker@yahoo.com>; awade <awade@tnstate.edu>; rjenkin7 <rjenkin7@hotmail.com>;
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sswalt1 <sswalt1@gmail.com>; dianne.rodgers <dianne.rodgers@comcast.net>; rwilliams
<rwilliams@franklinamerican.com>; gismoe59 <gismoe59@gmail.com>; mayes622
<mayes622@gmail.com>; vericac <vericac@comcast.net>; williamcolemanjr
<williamcolemanjr@comcast.net>; gp8688 <gp8688@aol.com>; mcitytk <mcitytk@aol.com>;
baker.family.tn <baker.family.tn@gmail.com>; jrichardson43 <jrichardson43@comcast.net>;
spalmer0554 <spalmer0554@gmail.com>; djbrown2 <djbrown2@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed, Sep 11, 2019 7:51 pm
Subject: Re: Creek Trail Subdivision--Opposition to Randy Yard's Board of Zoning Appeals Setback
Variance Request

All,

I have confirmed a date and location for the community meeting to review and
discuss Randy Yard's new plan to address concerns regarding the development of
his property on Creek Trail. The meeting will be held as follows.

Monday, Sept 16, 2019
6:00PM
Bass Street Missionary Baptist Church
3447 Brick Church Pike
Nashville, TN 37207

I look forward to seeing you there.

Thanks,
Jennifer Gamble
Councilwoman District 3

On Wednesday, September 4, 2019, 9:36:56 PM CDT, Oscar Miller <profom@aol.com> wrote:

Dear Councilwoman Gamble,

First let me congratulate you on being sworn in as our new Councilwoman!  I look forward to your work
on behalf of District 3.  I also want to thank you for your quick and effective efforts to help build
consensus among neighbors in the Creek Trail Subdivision, and for your plan to schedule a meeting for
everyone to discuss Mr. Yard's new plans before the next hearing date. 

Respectfully,

Oscar Miller
4144 Creek Trail Drive

-----Original Message-----
From: Jennifer Gamble <jgambleforcouncil@att.net>
To: profom@aol.com <profom@aol.com>; bza@nashville.gov <bza@nashville.gov>;
bza@nashville.gov <bza@nashville.gov>
Cc: theshawnlee@gmail.com <theshawnlee@gmail.com>; gmerrimon@comcast.net
<gmerrimon@comcast.net>; nanaathome50@yahoo.com <nanaathome50@yahoo.com>;
jrichardson@nespower.com <jrichardson@nespower.com>; Donzalerogers@comcast.net
<Donzalerogers@comcast.net>; rlwright@comcast.net <rlwright@comcast.net>;
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wright.associates@comcast.net <wright.associates@comcast.net>; bnjmnbrown@yahoo.com
<bnjmnbrown@yahoo.com>; dp103090@aol.com <dp103090@aol.com>; kreaves_01@yahoo.com
<kreaves_01@yahoo.com>; jhbthree@comcast.net <jhbthree@comcast.net>;
staciembaker@yahoo.com <staciembaker@yahoo.com>; awade@tnstate.edu <awade@tnstate.edu>;
rjenkin7@hotmail.com <rjenkin7@hotmail.com>; sswalt1@gmail.com <sswalt1@gmail.com>;
dianne.rodgers@comcast.net <dianne.rodgers@comcast.net>; rwilliams@franklinamerican.com
<rwilliams@franklinamerican.com>; gismoe59@gmail.com <gismoe59@gmail.com>;
mayes622@gmail.com <mayes622@gmail.com>; vericac@comcast.net <vericac@comcast.net>;
williamcolemanjr@comcast.net <williamcolemanjr@comcast.net>; gp8688@aol.com
<gp8688@aol.com>; mcitytk@aol.com <mcitytk@aol.com>; baker.family.tn@gmail.com
<baker.family.tn@gmail.com>; RJenkin7@aol.com <RJenkin7@aol.com>; jrichardson43@comcast.net
<jrichardson43@comcast.net>; spalmer0554@gmail.com <spalmer0554@gmail.com>;
djbrown2@comcast.net <djbrown2@comcast.net>
Sent: Wed, Sep 4, 2019 8:54 pm
Subject: Re: Creek Trail Subdivision--Opposition to Randy Yard's Board of Zoning Appeals Setback
Variance Request

I spoke to the BZA office earlier today and confirmed that the hearing regarding the development in
Creek Trail subdivision has been deferred to the next meeting on Sept. 19th. 

While the item is currently still on the agenda for the hearing tomorrow, an announcement about the
deferment will be made at the hearing. For more information about the deferment, contact Emily Lamb
at the BZA office at bza@nashville.gov.

In the meantime, I have spoken with Mr. Yard and discussed the neighbors' concerns about how his
plan doesn't fit codes or the restrictive covenant. He informed me that he has redesigned the plans to
address the neighbors' concerns including extending the set back variance to 35', increasing the sq
footage to 2400, and moving the garage to the side.

I will work on scheduling a meeting for everyone to review and discuss the redesigned plan before the
next hearing date. I will let you know as soon as I have a meeting date and location confirmed.

Thanks,
Councilwoman Jennifer Gamble

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

On Tue, Sep 3, 2019 at 10:53 PM, Oscar Miller
<profom@aol.com> wrote:

Dear Councilwoman Elect Gamble,

Thank you for the welcome news about your plans to defer the hearing re: the new development in
Creek Trail Subdivision so that you can better understand the matter.  We welcome the opportunity
to meet with you again to share any updates and information, and to clarify concerns.  Please let us
know your availability so that we may plan a follow-up meeting.

Just to be sure, are you certain that the hearing of this matter will be deferred to the next ZBA
meeting, or should Creek Trail Subdivision residents stand ready to attend the meeting on 5
September 2019?

Thank you again for your concern and willingness to engage this issue.

Oscar Miller
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4144 Creek Trail Drive

-----Original Message-----
From: Jennifer Gamble <nelsonprc@att.net>
To: Oscar Miller <profom@aol.com>; Jennifer Gamble <jgambleforcouncil@att.net>
Cc: theshawnlee@gmail.com <theshawnlee@gmail.com>; gmerrimon@comcast.net
<gmerrimon@comcast.net>; nanaathome50@yahoo.com <nanaathome50@yahoo.com>;
jrichardson@nespower.com <jrichardson@nespower.com>; Donzalerogers@comcast.net
<Donzalerogers@comcast.net>; rlwright@comcast.net <rlwright@comcast.net>;
wright.associates@comcast.net <wright.associates@comcast.net>; bnjmnbrown@yahoo.com
<bnjmnbrown@yahoo.com>; dp103090@aol.com <dp103090@aol.com>; kreaves_01@yahoo.com
<kreaves_01@yahoo.com>; jhbthree@comcast.net <jhbthree@comcast.net>;
staciembaker@yahoo.com <staciembaker@yahoo.com>; awade@tnstate.edu
<awade@tnstate.edu>; rjenkin7@hotmail.com <rjenkin7@hotmail.com>; sswalt1@gmail.com
<sswalt1@gmail.com>; dianne.rodgers@comcast.net <dianne.rodgers@comcast.net>;
rwilliams@franklinamerican.com <rwilliams@franklinamerican.com>; gismoe59@gmail.com
<gismoe59@gmail.com>; mayes622@gmail.com <mayes622@gmail.com>; vericac@comcast.net
<vericac@comcast.net>; williamcolemanjr@comcast.net <williamcolemanjr@comcast.net>;
gp8688@aol.com <gp8688@aol.com>; mcitytk@aol.com <mcitytk@aol.com>;
baker.family.tn@gmail.com <baker.family.tn@gmail.com>; RJenkin7@aol.com
<RJenkin7@aol.com>; jrichardson43@comcast.net <jrichardson43@comcast.net>;
spalmer0554@gmail.com <spalmer0554@gmail.com>; djbrown2@comcast.net
<djbrown2@comcast.net>
Sent: Mon, Sep 2, 2019 1:00 pm
Subject: Re: Creek Trail Subdivision--Opposition to Randy Yard's Board of Zoning Appeals Setback
Variance Request

Mr. Miller,

Thanks for your email. I appreciate the opportunity to meet with the Creek Trail
neighbors and look forward to working with you all in preserving and improving
the quality of life in our community.

Also, thanks for sending the letter outling the specific concerns you have about
the proposed development. This will be very helpful in my discussions with BZA
and the developer going forward. I have spoken with the BZA and expressed my
desire to defer the zoning appeals hearing on Sept 5 for one meeting to allow
more time for me to get up to speed on all available information.

My plan is to officially defer the meeting immediately after my swearing in on
Sept 4. I will notify you as soon as the meeting has been deferred with the new
meeting date. I would also like to meet with your neighbors again before the new
hearing date to discuss any updates and information.

Lastly, my Council email is not set up yet but please refer all council business to
my campaign email and not my business email until further notice. My campaign
email address is jgambleforcouncil@att.net.

Thank you all for your participation and support in helping keep our
neighborhoods a great place to live.

Regards,
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Jennifer Gamble
Councilwoman Elect 

On Friday, August 30, 2019, 3:53:04 PM PDT, Oscar Miller <profom@aol.com> wrote:

Dear Councilwoman Gamble,

I want to thank you again for your recent visit to our community to meet with your constituents in the
Creek Trail Subdivision.  We were pleased to hear you speak about your concerns for community
and learn about your work to give voice to communities facing zoning challenges that many believe
would negatively impact their neighborhood. 

As you know, we have such an issue coming before the Board of Zoning Appeals on Thursday, 5
September 2019, beginning at 1:00 p.m. in the Midtown Hills Police Precinct, 1441 12th Ave S. 
Please see attached objection, signed by 21 of the 24 families living in the subdivision (to our
knowledge, none of the other 3 families in the subdivision support the variance request).  The
Zoning Board Members place a lot of weight on the opinion of the councilperson in these matters. 
We believe we clearly show, in the attached document, why the Zoning Board should reject Mr.
Yard's request for a setback variance, and respectfully request that you attend the hearing to
support our community so that our voices do not go unheard.

If you would like more details about this matter, please let me know.

Oscar Miller
4144 Creek Trail Drive
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From: Michael Fisher
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: CASE 2019-376
Date: Thursday, September 5, 2019 9:49:59 AM

Dear Board Members, 

I am unable to attend this hearing set for today at 1:00 p.m. Please allow this email to serve as
my objection to any zoning changes or variances for this subject property. The proposed
developers of this property plan to build a 5-story apartment complex in this lot and the
adjacent lot (zoned R6, pending zoning change). The Charlotte Avenue Corridor Plan enacted
last fall set the height for buildings in this area to no more than 4 stories. The developers of
this property do not plan to follow this plan. Instead they are wanting to cram a giant building
on this small lot and block the city view enjoyed by numerous single family homes in the area.
This would by far the largest building along Charlotte in this area. Further, this lot does not
have good and direct street access. Thus, the developer is attempting to direct a lot of traffic
through a busy alley. Many in the Sylvan Summit neighborhood have voiced disapproval as to
the proposed development. I ask that you deny their request for a variance from the setback
and control plane requirements. 

-- 
Michael P. Fisher, Esq.

Case # 2019-376
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From: Rosenberg, Dave (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Support for 2019-378
Date: Thursday, August 29, 2019 2:11:43 PM

Good afternoon,

I’m writing to share my support for case 2019-378, 804 Onslow Way.

Thank you!
Dave

Case # 2019-378
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-381 (265 East Old Hickory Boulevard) 

Metro Standard:  East Old Hickory Boulevard – 4’ grass strip, 8’ sidewalk as defined by the Major and 
Collector Street Plan 

State Route 45 – 8’ grass strip, 12’ multi-use path as defined by the Major and 
Collector Street Plan 

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks 

Zoning: RM20 

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

MCSP Street Designation: East Old Hickory Boulevard – T4-M-CA3 

State Route 45 – T4-M-AP4-S-LM 

Transit: #36 – Madison Express; approximately 0.23 miles east of planned High Capacity 
Transit per nMotion 

Bikeway: 12’ multi-use path planned along State Route 45 in-lieu of bicycle lanes 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapproval. 

Analysis: The applicant is proposing the renovation and addition of 9 dwelling units to an existing multifamily 
apartment complex and requests a variance to not construct sidewalks along either property frontage. Planning 
evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalks exist on either property frontage with East Old Hickory Boulevard and State Route 45, which
is consistent with adjacent properties to the east and west. However, this area is within a NashvilleNext
Center for Madison with a nearby grocery store and several multi-family developments on both sides of
State Route 45. It is anticipated that as the area transitions to a greater mix of housing and commercial
services that pedestrian activity will increase in the area.

(2) A drainage ditch currently runs parallel to the East Old Hickory Boulevard frontage which carries water to
an existing detention pond and a public sewer line. Although the applicant asserts that these are hardships,
Metro Water has indicated that constructing sidewalks and adequate stormwater facilities are not above and
beyond what is typical of other multi-family developments.

(3) The applicant should work with Metro Public Works and Metro Water to develop an alternate sidewalk
design that might alleviate some of the applicant’s concerns and meet Metro’s overall objective to provide
pedestrian infrastructure in the area.

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval.  

Case # 2019-381
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GENERAL INFORMATION:

ADDRESS: 924 McFERRIN AVENUE
ZONING: MUN-A
OVERLAY DISTRICTS: UZO & NHC
COUNCIL DISTRICT: 5th, SCOTT DAVIS

Case # 2019-384



PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-384 (924 McFerrin Avenue) 

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

West Eastland Avenue - 4’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local 
Street standard 

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks 

Zoning: MUN-A 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NC (Urban Neighborhood Center) 

MCSP Street Designation: McFerrin Avenue – T4-M-CA2 

West Eastland Avenue – Local Street 

Transit: None existing; none planned 

Bikeway: Minor separated bikeway planned on McFerrin Avenue per WalknBike 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove  

Analysis: The applicant proposes repurposing an existing single family residence for a new restaurant and requests 
a variance from constructing sidewalks along the McFerrin Avenue and West Eastland Avenue property frontages. 
Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalk currently exists along McFerrin Avenue, which is consistent with adjacent properties to the
north. Along the same block face, a 4’ grass strip with a reduced width sidewalk of 5’ is under construction
at 934 McFerrin Ave to mitigate impacts to the existing historic wall along its frontage (BZA Case No.
2018-335).

(2) No sidewalk currently exists along the West Eastland Avenue frontage which is consistent with adjacent
properties to the west. Currently, the width of the pavement along the Local Street is approximately 36’
from the curbline of the property to the south to the subject site, which exceeds Metro Public Works
engineering detail ST-252b by 6’. The historic wall is inset approximately 2’ from the street. As such, an
opportunity to construct a sidewalk along the frontage while providing for space for on-street parking and
for the preservation of the stone wall exists.

(3) While preserving historic features within the Greenwood Neighborhood Conservation district remains a
priority, the provision of an alternate sidewalk design along both property frontages which preserves the
stone walls is feasible.

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval. The applicant shall work with Public Works to develop an 
alternative sidewalk design that preserves the stone walls and provides a minimum 5’ wide sidewalk. 

Case # 2019-384



From: Kivett, Stephan (Codes)
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Cc: Wyatt, Jonathan (Codes)
Subject: The 2 buffer cases on Sept 19 docket
Date: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 8:35:06 AM

Case 2019-384 – McFerrin Ave
Have spoken with applicant. OK with variance being granted 

Case 2019-409 – Robertson Ave
 Have not spoken with applicant. Don’t really see any hardship 

I typically do not have issue with buffer variance requests, especially if no opposition shows up.
These projects have to meet the Tree Density Unit requirement anyway, and as such, will have trees
planted on-site.

Stephan Kivett
Urban Forester
Dept of Codes and Building Safety
(615) 862-6488
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From: Alecia Harrison
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: application for variance #2019-384
Date: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 2:40:18 PM

To whom it may concern, 

I am writing to oppose the sidewalk variance applied for by home/restaurant at 924 McFerrin
Ave.  This intersection is so busy.  We live at the bottom of McFerrin Ave.  We see first hand
that the pedestrian, parking and driving traffic through this section of our street is very unsafe
for all patrons and neighbors.  There is a desperate need for attention to be paid to this section
of our neighborhood and sidewalks are just the beginning of the needs, especially if we are
adding another restaurant. 

Thank you for considering,

Alecia Harrison

Case # 2019-384
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From: Claire Posey
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Public Comment Appeal Case 2019-384
Date: Friday, August 30, 2019 10:08:58 AM

Good morning,

I am writing to submit my comments on the appeal case 2019-384, the case concerning 924
McFerrin Avenue. I am a home owner in this neighborhood and I am in strong opposition
against the 924 McFerrin property owner's requests to not put in sidewalks around their
commercial property.

I frequently walk through this part of the neighborhood and it is simply untrue that there is not
sufficient room for sidewalks. On the contrary, there is quite a wide space between their
historic stone wall and the paved street on the McFerrin side.

Putting sidewalks in this area is a high priority for the Greenwood Neighborhood as this is a
major pedestrian area, with many neighbors trying to walk safety from their homes to the
businesses on the corner of McFerrin and Eastland (The Pharmacy, Mas Tacos, Lyra, etc) or
further down McFerrin to the Ross school. This is also a booming destination for tourists,
many of whom are pedestrians as well.

There is a sidewalk gap on this side of McFerrin that stretches between Petway and Eastland.
It is our hope that this project and the other development projects currently underway (at
Seymour and McFerrin, for example) will put in sidewalks so that this gap will be closed and
our neighbors can safely walk on both sides of the street. The multiple new higher density
housing projects in the neighborhood will only produce more pedestrians and further justify
the need for sidewalks.

There is simply no justifiable reason for this property owner to avoid building sidewalks, as it
is critical for the safety and vitality of the neighborhood and this commercial area and there is
ample space to do so.

Thank you for adding my comment into the record.

Sincerely,

Claire Davis Posey
Greenwood Homeowner and Resident
808 Petway Avenue
Nashville, TN 37206

Case # 2019-384
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From: David Posey
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Comment on case # 2019-384
Date: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 9:47:36 AM

I wish for these comments to be provided to the Board of Zoning Appeals regarding case
2019-384.  This is for the property at 924 McFerrin Avenue.

I request that case 2019-384 not be placed on any consent agenda.

I live near 924 McFerrin Ave. and I am opposed to the Board granting the applicant's request
to not build sidewalks.  This is a busy commercial area, and the entire property is being
converted into a restaurant, which will attract even more pedestrians.

There is plenty of room for sidewalks on both streets the property faces (McFerrin Ave. and
W. Eastland Ave.), even considering the placement of the historic stone wall.  Installing
sidewalks may require reducing street parking, but that is acceptable.  Providing safe passage
for pedestrians is far more important than providing convenient parking for drivers.

It may be necessary to reduce the required dimensions of the sidewalk, or to reduce the
required buffer between the sidewalk and the street.  That is acceptable given the conditions.

Even if the Board chooses to allow the applicant to forego building sidewalks, they should still
be required to pay into the sidewalk fund.

Sincerely,
David Posey
808 Petway Ave.
Nashville, TN 37206

Case # 2019-384
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From: Mallory Hacker
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: application for variance # 2019-384
Date: Friday, August 30, 2019 3:06:50 PM
Attachments: image.png

Hello,

As a Greenwood neighborhood resident, I am writing to express my disapproval of application
for variance # 2019-384.

(1) That area is already a busy commercial corner (just drive by at 7pm on any Friday night).
Adding another restaurant will only add to the pedestrian density. There are currently no
sidewalks on that side of McFerrin, and it is very unsafe to have so many people forced into
the street (particularly with street parking on both sides).

(2) There is plenty of room to include sidewalks on that property (924 McFerrin Ave).

Please disapprove this request and help keep residents and visitors of that area safe.

Mallory

Case # 2019-384
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From: Nathan Pyle
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Vote NO Permit #20190041964 (924 McFerrin Avenue)
Date: Tuesday, September 3, 2019 8:22:13 PM

Hello Board of Zoning Appeals,

I'm writing to you in regards to Permit #20190041964 (924 McFerrin Avenue) appealing
having to build sidewalks.  It's been a request by Greenwood neighbors for many years to have
a sidewalk installed on McFerrin Avenue (between W Eastland to Seymour) as this area has
high pedestrian traffic due to the local businesses.  In order to ensure the safety of the
pedestrians and honor the request for the current neighbors, I ask that you vote NO on
allowing to renovate the existing property without building sidewalks or paying into the
sidewalk fund.

Unfortunately the public hearing falls in the middle of the work day and I'm unable to attend
to voice my opposition in person.  I do hope that you take into account this written email
submission to serve in my place.

I support the added growth to the neighborhood, I believe in property rights, but I also believe
that growth needs to help the footprint of the neighborhood.  Even the new development on
the corner of Seymour and McFerrin is being required, as it should be, to build a sidewalk due
to the request of the neighborhood.

Again, I ask that you reject the appellant from being exempt from building a sidewalk.

-- 
Nathan Pyle
nathan.s.pyle@gmail.com

Case # 2019-384

mailto:nathan.s.pyle@gmail.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
mailto:nathan.s.pyle@gmail.com


Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



Case # 2019-388



PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-388 (630 Myatt Drive) 

Metro Standard:  Myatt Drive – 6’ grass strip, 8’ sidewalk as defined by the Major and Collector Street 
Plan 

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

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks along Edenwold Road 

Zoning: IR 

Community Plan Policy: D IN (District Industrial)  

MCSP Street Designation: Myatt Drive – T3-M-AB5 

Edenwold Road – Local Street 

Transit: None existing; none planned  

Bikeway: Existing bikeway for experienced cyclists on Myatt Drive 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant is proposing interior and exterior renovations to the existing material recovery facility and 
requests a variance to not construct sidewalks along the Myatt Drive property frontage. The applicant was granted a 
variance by the Metro Board of Zoning Appeals to construct sidewalks along Edenwold Road on February 7, 2019. 
A condition of that variance was to construct sidewalks along Myatt Drive. The applicant is now requesting to not 
construct sidewalks along Myatt Drive. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) Myatt Drive is as an Arterial-Boulevard in the Major and Collector Street Plan. This street tends to have
higher traffic speeds and volumes despite the nearby industrial uses. Additionally, office uses are mixed in
with the surrounding industrial services with connectivity to Gallatin Pike for transit service.

(2) Given that the applicant was granted a variance along one frontage with the condition to build sidewalks on
Myatt Drive, additional discussion is needed with the applicant to develop an alternative sidewalk design
along Myatt Drive.

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval. In order to address the applicant’s concerns in a 
more expedient manner, the applicant may file a sidewalk waiver to resolve the technical issues of 
sidewalk installation, so an alternative sidewalk design with Public Works, Water, and Planning can be 
developed.  
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Jason Smith

SMITH LAND SURVEYING, LLC
JASON F. SMITH TN. RLS NO. 1961

7534 PINEWOOD ROAD      PRIMM SPRINGS, TN. 38476
TEL:(615)568-3500

SMITHLANDSURVEYINGLLC@GMAIL.COM
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From: Cindy Rich
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Vote no on Setback variance appeal case 2019–393
Date: Monday, September 9, 2019 11:42:00 AM

I want to vote no on the setback variance appeal case 2019/393. 
Cindy Rich 1108 a Nashville, TN 37204. CindyRich makeup@gmail.com
Thanks Cindy

Case # 2019-393
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From: David Hansen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: lynne.king99@yahoo.com; kervin8448@aol.com; christinamshansen@comcast.net
Subject: Appeal case 2019-393 for Map Parcel 13112007300-vote NO
Date: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 8:35:29 PM
Attachments: image.png
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To Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals:

You will find below a petition that 35, so far, close neighbors to the property at 4422 Scenic
Drive have signed. We request that the Board of Zoning deny the variance and enforce the
current zoning requirements. Per zoning (17.12.030) - street setbacks are required to be the
average of the four closest houses to the property facing the same side of the road or 3 times
the minimum setback of 30 feet. The average setback is 200 feet and three times the minimum
would be 90 feet. 

Thank you for helping keep our neighborhoods beautiful.

Sincerely,

David Hansen
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From: Lynne King
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Pulley, Russ (Council Member)
Cc: Kathleen Ervin; Christina Hansen; Deborah Evans
Subject: Vote Against Appeal Case 2019-39 (Setback Variance) on September 19, 2019
Date: Thursday, September 12, 2019 10:01:43 AM

Dear BZA Members,

The Setback Variance (Appeal Case 2019-393) is scheduled
to be heard by the Board of Zoning Appeals on 9/19/2019 at
1:00PM.

I am writing to give notice that the surrounding neighbors
are against this variance request.  Please vote against it.

Christine Hansen, I and other neighbors have collected
signatures against this. You will receive a copy of these
today in a separate email. We will be there in person for the
hearing on September 19.

Thank you, in advance, for your responsiveness to us and
our neighbors. 

Lynne King
102 Braxton Hill Court
37204

Case # 2019-393
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From: Walt Cain
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Vote no on setback variance(appeal case 2019-393) at board of zoning appeals on 9/19 at 1 PM
Date: Friday, September 6, 2019 9:21:05 PM

Hi - I oppose this due to the flood impact on Biltmore. Please vote no. Thanks

Walt Cain
1101 Biltmore Dr unit B
Nashville 37204

Sent from my iPhone
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-397 (4201 Central Pike) 

Metro Standard:  6’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector Street Plan 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade existing sidewalk 

Zoning: OR20 

Community Plan Policy: T3 CM (Suburban Mixed Use Corridor)  

MCSP Street Designation: T3-M-AB5 

Transit:  None existing; none planned 

Bikeway:  Existing bikeway for experienced cyclists 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions  

Analysis: The applicant proposes to repurpose an existing 38,250 square foot office building for a new daycare use 
and requests a variance from upgrading existing sidewalks along the frontage of the site. Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 4’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk exists along the property’s frontage. No sidewalks are present along the
property frontages of adjacent properties to the east and west along the block face.

(2) Given the scale of the proposed rehab of the existing structure, expansion of sidewalks to meet the Major
and Collector Street Plan standard is premature.

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 dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage per the Major and Collector Street
Plan standard.

Case # 2019-397
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK WAIVER RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-398 (1704A 17th Avenue North) 

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks, not contribute (not eligible) 

Zoning: RS5 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  562’ east of #21 – University Connector 

Bikeway:  None existing, none planned  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes proposing to construct a single family residence and requests not to upgrade the 
existing sidewalk along the 17th Avenue North frontage due to the presence of an existing sidewalk. Planning 
evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) 17th Avenue North currently has a 5’ sidewalk, which is consistent with properties to the north and south.
(2) On-street parking is not restricted along this portion of 17th Avenue North. Since the existing sidewalk does

not include a grass strip and is located along a Local Street, the existing sidewalk conditions with parking
provides a safety buffer that a grass strip would fulfill.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the 17th Avenue North property frontage.
2. 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.

Case # 2019-398
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK WAIVER RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-398 (1704A 17th Avenue North) 

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks, not contribute (not eligible) 

Zoning: RS5 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  562’ east of #21 – University Connector 

Bikeway:  None existing, none planned  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes proposing to construct a single family residence and requests not to upgrade the 
existing sidewalk along the 17th Avenue North frontage due to the presence of an existing sidewalk. Planning 
evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) 17th Avenue North currently has a 5’ sidewalk, which is consistent with properties to the north and south.
(2) On-street parking is not restricted along this portion of 17th Avenue North. Since the existing sidewalk does

not include a grass strip and is located along a Local Street, the existing sidewalk conditions with parking
provides a safety buffer that a grass strip would fulfill.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the 17th Avenue North property frontage.
2. 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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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-399 (1817 10th Avenue North & 1816 Owen Street) 

Metro Standard:  10th Avenue North – 4’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local 
Street standard 

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

Requested Variance:  Contribute in-lieu for 10th Avenue North frontage (not eligible) 

Zoning: R6 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation: 10th Avenue North – Local Street 

Owen Street – Local Street 

Transit: 406’ north of #22 – Bordeaux; Rapid Bus planned per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a two-family dwelling and requests a variance to contribute in-lieu of 
upgrading sidewalks along the 10th Avenue North frontage due to the presence of existing sidewalks along the 
frontage of the site and from constructing or contributing in-lieu for the Owen Street frontage. Planning evaluated 
the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 7’ wide sidewalk without a grass strip exists along the property’s 10th Avenue North frontage, which is
consistent with the adjacent properties to the north and south along the block face.

(2) No sidewalk currently exists along the Owen Street property frontage, which is consistent with the adjacent
properties to the north and south along the block face. Owen Street is oriented more like an alley in this
area.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the 10th Avenue North property frontage.
2. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the Owen Street property frontage to accommodate a future

5’ sidewalk.
3. 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: James Snellen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: #20190045746
Date: Friday, August 23, 2019 3:46:52 PM

All,

I do not support the construction of a baseball batting cage/building/complex/etc.

J. Ryan Snellen, CFP®, CPFA, ChFC®
CERTIFIED FINANCIAL PLANNER™
Certified Plan Fiduciary Advisor

Bluegrass Financial Partners
270/312.7703
Ryan@Bluegrass-fp.com
www.letsmakeaplan.org
www.linkedin.com/in/ryansnellen/

Certified Financial Planner Board of Standards, Inc. owns the certification marks
CFP®, CERTIFIED FINANCIAL PLANNER™ and the federally registered CFP (with
flame logo) in the U.S., which it awards to individuals who successfully complete CFP
Board’s initial and ongoing certification requirements.

Investment Advisor Representative, Cambridge Investment Research Advisors, Inc.,
a Registered Investment Adviser.

The information in this email is confidential and is intended solely for the addressee. If
you are not the intended addressee and have received this email in error, please
reply to the sender to inform them of this fact. We cannot accept trade orders through
e-mail. Important letters, e-mail, or fax messages should be confirmed by calling
270/312.7703. This email service may not be monitored every day, or after normal
business hours.

Securities offered through Registered Representatives of Cambridge Investment
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BZA Case No. 2019-405 
1104 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 

Agenda Date: September 19, 2019 

Case No. 2019-405 

Address: 1104 Paris Avenue 

Request: Variance of the minimum lot area requirement in the R8 zoning district 

Purpose: To permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit (DADU) along the alley. 

1104 Paris Avenue

The request for a Variance of the minimum lot size requirement in the R8 zoned 
district is made to permit one principal dwelling and one accessory dwelling (Not 
two principal dwellings).  
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BZA Case No. 2019-405 
1104 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

The R8 zoning district can permit up to two principal dwellings on a lot containing 
8,000 sq. ft. or more (and meeting other conditions of the zoning code). The subject 
property was platted in 1908 with only 7,500 sq. ft. of lot area. The subject property 
is 6.25% short of the minimum requirement.  

The applicant is requesting the Variance in order to permit a Detached Accessory 
Dwelling Unit (DADU) as an accessory to the existing principal dwelling. The DADU 
is proposed at the rear of the property along an alley where there currently exists 
a detached garage. The owner desires to expand the footprint and add a second 
story to the existing detached garage. 

         

Views toward existing (blue) detached garage at rear of subject property. 

 

The existing garage is proposed to be expanded to contain living space above the 
parking area (as is customary for an alley oriented DADU. The property is located 
within the Waverly Belmont Neighborhood Conservation Overlay. It is the owner’s 
intentions to work with Metro Historic staff to provide a design consistent with the 
guidelines. Guidelines permit a two story detached garage (considers DADUs). 

There are a number of two story detached garages (living quarters above) in the 
surrounding neighborhood. 

The accessory building provides two parking spaces inside the garage for the 
occupants of the principal dwelling. A third parking space will be provided on the 
east side of the accessory building for an occupant of the second story space. Ample 
street parking is available for any extraordinary need. Access to the proposed space 
can be gained from the alley or through a gate in the fence.   
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BZA Case No. 2019-405 
1104 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

The proposed DADU will not visible from the public street (Paris Avenue). The 
proposed DADU will not alter the physical character as experienced from the public 
streets.  

 

The Lot was created in the 1908 with 6.25% less lot area than the current R8 zoning 
requires to permit two full sized principal dwellings. The request is only a variance 
to permit an accessory dwelling. 

 

The lot, with the existing detached structure is well under the maximum permitted 
building coverage permitted in the R8 zoning district (45% required – 28.6% 
existing). 
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BZA Case No. 2019-405 
1104 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

Unique Circumstances: 

1. The subject property is limited to one dwelling although it is located in an older Nashville 
neighborhood containing a variety of housing types and surrounded by a significant 
number of two-family developments on similarly zoned property; 

2. The property is located in a neighborhood and on a street containing DADUs;  
3. The property is located on a block where other perceptively similar lots are permitted to 

contain two dwellings including a DADUs; 
4. The lot was platted in 1908, prior to our current zoning restrictions. 

The Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit (DADU) on the property will establish many 
benefits including:  

1. The DADU will establish one additional housing type in a neighborhood with robust 
infrastructure in need of a variety of housing as it is close to (within walking, biking, transit 
distance) to recreation, commerce, education and employment. 

2. The DADU incrementally mitigates impacts of sprawl (environmental and social) by 
enabling one additional dwelling within the urbanized area of Nashville.  

3. The DADU will help increase the community’s housing supply – positively impacting the 
neighborhood’s affordability and diversity. 

4. The DADU potentially provides an option for low to moderate-income residents to live in 
an otherwise increasingly out of reach neighborhood – close to many educational and 
employment opportunities. 

5. The DADU potentially provides a flexible housing option for relatives, including children, 
siblings, and/or parents to live close-by without infringing on the privacy of the principal 
home-owner. The DADU allows a homeowner to provide care and support to family 
members without compromising independence.  

6. The DADU benefits the homeowners, as well, by potentially providing extra income that 
can assist in mitigating increases in the cost of living.  

7. The DADU will not alter the general Historic character of the neighborhood as it is placed 
in a secondary position on the lot and not visible from the primary public street. 

8. The DADU will not adversely impact stormwater run-off as the building exists and was 
permitted, after review, by Metro’s stormwater department. 

9. The DADU will not adversely impact traffic patterns as it is intended as a small household 
that will generate little additional traffic demand – the site is also located in a 
neighborhood with an excellent traffic circulation system that allows traffic diffusion. The 
neighborhood also provides opportunities to walk to commerce and service as well as 
take alternative modes to nearby educational and employment.  

10. The DADU will activate the alley by providing a continuous presence in the structure 
facing the alley – making the alley and neighborhood safer. 
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BZA Case No. 2019-405 
1104 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

 

 

Map showing subject property surrounded by duplex (or DADU) eligible lots. 
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Metropolitan	Nashville	Board	of	Zoning	Appeals	

800	Second	Avenue	South	|	P.O.	Box	196300	

Nashville,	TN	37219-6300	

Re;	Agenda	Date:	 ___________________	

Case	Number:		2019-________________	

Address:	1104	Paris	Ave	

To	Whom	it	May	Concern	

As	 a	 resident	 and/or	 property	 owner	 in	 the	 surrounding	 neighborhood	 I	would	

like	to	express	my	support	for	a	variance	to	permit	a	detached	building	to	be	used	

as	a	detached	accessory	dwelling	unit	(DADU)	at	1104	Paris	Avenue.		

A	 detached	 accessory	 dwelling	 unit	 (DADU)	 will	 enhance	 the	 neighborhood	 by	

providing	 a	 much	 needed	 housing	 type	 in	 a	 controlled	 environment.	 It	

incrementally	addresses	our	city’s	housing	affordability	issue,	inserting	one	more	

small	housing	option	in	a	walkable	neighborhood	where	services	and	employment	

opportunities	are	nearby.	It	will	provide	an	opportunity	for	a	variety	of	individuals	

(student,	 family	 member,	 young/older	 adult,	 single	 parent)	 to	 live	 in	 a	 high	

demand	neighborhood.	The	DADU	will	create	a	presence	on	an	otherwise	inactive	

alley	 in	 a	 building	 that	 compliments	 the	 surrounding	 neighborhood	 and	 is	

consistent	with	the	Historic	context.		

Sincerely,	

Scott	Greenwood	

1106	Paris	Ave	

Nashville,	TN	37204	
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Metropolitan Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
800 Second Avenue South | P.O. Box 196300 
Nashville, TN 37219-6300 

Re; Agenda Date: September 19, 2019 
Case Number:  2019-________________ 
Address: 1104 Paris Ave 

To Whom it May Concern 

As a resident and/or property owner in the surrounding 
neighborhood I would like to express my support for a variance to 
permit a detached building to be used as a detached accessory 
dwelling unit (DADU) at 1104 Paris Avenue.  

A detached accessory dwelling unit (DADU) will enhance the 
neighborhood by providing a much needed housing type in a 
controlled environment. It incrementally addresses our city’s housing 
affordability issue, inserting one more small housing option in a 
walkable neighborhood where services and employment 
opportunities are nearby. It will provide an opportunity for a variety 
of individuals (student, family member, young/older adult, single 
parent) to live in a high demand neighborhood. The DADU will 
create a presence on an otherwise inactive alley in a building that 
compliments the surrounding neighborhood and is consistent with 
the Historic context.  

Sincerely, 

___________________________________________/Name 

___________________________________________/Address 
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Leddin
1014 Paris Ave
Nashville TN 37204
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BZA Case No. 2019-409 
5915 Robertson Avenue 

Variance of 5’ Landscape Buffer 

1 
 

Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 

Agenda Date: September 19, 2019 

Case No. 2019-409 

Address: 5915 Robertson Avenue 

 

Request: Variance of the 5’ Landscape Buffer between CS and R zoned property.  

Purpose: To permit a shared access drive (shared by the CS and R8 zoned property 

/ 5915 and 5917 Robertson Avenue) along the common property line. 

 

 

5915 / 5917 Robertson Avenue 

 

The request for a Variance of the 5’ Landscape Buffer requirement in the CS zoned 

district is made to permit a shared driveway to be located along the property line. 

The driveway will permit access to pending residential development on the R8 

zoned lot. The shared driveway will also provide the sole access to the CS zoned lot.   

  



BZA Case No. 2019-409 
5915 Robertson Avenue 

Variance of 5’ Landscape Buffer 

2 
 

Zoning Requirement / Intent: The Landscape Buffer is required between zoning 

districts of differing intensity in order to mitigate the supposed impacts – in this 

case, impacts of commercial development on adjacent residential development.    

As this property is located within the Urban Zoning Overlay, the Zoning Code allows 

the use of an ‘A’ Landscape Buffer – requiring a 5’ wide strip planted with various 

trees and shrubs as well as construction of a screening wall/fence along the zoning 

boundary line.  

Analysis: 

The CS and R8 zoned properties subject to this request are owned and ultimately 

will be developed by the same entity. Due to the topography change along the 

Robertson Road frontage of these properties the owner desires to consolidate 

access for both properties to a single point. Placing the shared driveway entirely 

within the CS property will ensure that all ‘commercial related traffic’ is contained 

inside the commercial property. It will also leave room for the CS property to be 

adequately developed despite it being used for the consolidated access (taking into 

consideration - access, parking, building placement). Placement on the property 

line will ensure efficient access to the residential development within the R8 zoned 

property. The variance also allows a driveway to extend across the zoning boundary 

line. 

Since the properties are commonly owned and will ultimately be developed by the 

same entity, the landscape buffer requirement is essentially protecting the 

ownership from itself. The owner ultimately intends to provide softening treatment 

in the form of landscaping (and likely a fence) between the driveway and future 

residential development on the R8 zoned property.  

The CS zoned property is unique. Relative to CS zoning districts found throughout 

Davidson County this particular property is very small and narrow. As well, it is 

isolated within a residentially zoned block. The size of the property all but ensures 

the scale of future development will be limited (thereby limiting whatever impacts 

might be experienced between zoning districts).  



BZA Case No. 2019-409 
5915 Robertson Avenue 

Variance of 5’ Landscape Buffer 

3 
 

  

 

The intent of the Code will be met as the properties are commonly owned and it’s 

in the owner’s interest to provide some sort of softening treatment between a 

common access drive (used for commercial and residential purposes) and 

residential dwellings. The Variance will not adversely impact the surrounding 

community as the impact is limited solely to the ownership of the commonly owned 

property. The greater community benefits from enabling consolidated access to the 

commonly owned property as it will limit points of conflict on Robertson Road to 

one as well it will allow for more frontage to be utilized for future sidewalk.   

  



BZA Case No. 2019-409 
5915 Robertson Avenue 

Variance of 5’ Landscape Buffer 

4 
 

Unique Circumstances: 

1. The CS and R8 zoned properties subject to this particular Landscape Buffer requirement 

are commonly owned; 

2. The properties have topographical challenges along the Robertson Avenue frontage that 

urge for consolidated vehicular access;  

3. The CS zoned property is small and narrow relative to other CS zoned districts in Davidson 

County; 

4. The CS zoned property is isolated within an R zoned block. 

 

 

 



From: Kivett, Stephan (Codes)
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Cc: Wyatt, Jonathan (Codes)
Subject: The 2 buffer cases on Sept 19 docket
Date: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 8:35:06 AM

Case 2019-384 – McFerrin Ave
Have spoken with applicant. OK with variance being granted 

Case 2019-409 – Robertson Ave
 Have not spoken with applicant. Don’t really see any hardship 

I typically do not have issue with buffer variance requests, especially if no opposition shows up.
These projects have to meet the Tree Density Unit requirement anyway, and as such, will have trees
planted on-site.

Stephan Kivett
Urban Forester
Dept of Codes and Building Safety
(615) 862-6488

Case # 2019-409

mailto:Stephan.Kivett@nashville.gov
mailto:Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov
mailto:Debbie.Lifsey@nashville.gov
mailto:Jonathan.Wyatt@nashville.gov


From: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: FW: Case # 2019-409 at 5915 and 5917 Robertson
Date: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 11:21:51 AM

For the case file.

Emily Lamb
Metro Codes Department

From: Mary Carolyn Roberts <marycarolynroberts@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 10:17 AM
To: Michael, Jon (Codes) <Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>; Lamb, Emily (Codes)
<Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov>; Herbert, Bill (Codes) <Bill.Herbert@nashville.gov>
Cc: Duane Cuthbertson <dcuthber@gmail.com>; Ned Michaels <nedmichaels360@gmail.com>
Subject: Case # 2019-409 at 5915 and 5917 Robertson

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 and thank yall for what you do! 
I'm in 100%, full support of the project coming before you, Case # 2019-409 at 5915 and
5917 Robertson. We have had countless meetings for the project and tons of community
input. The developers have worked with the community and with me to make this a win/win for all
of us!
Thank you,

MaryCarolyn Roberts
Village Real Estate
615-977-9262 (c)
615-383-6964 (w)
Metro Council, District 20

Sign Up for Future Newsletters

Contribute to Campaign
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September 10, 2019 

TO: Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
RE: Appeal Case Number 2019-410, 709 Wilsonwood Pl 37206 

Hello! 

I am a resident and nearby neighbor to Laura Wall. I am writing to offer support of Laura Wall, 
owner of 709 Wilsonwood Pl, in her application for a variance from the rear setback allowing 
her to construct an addition to her existing home.  

Laura is a wonderful neighbor and very active in the neighborhood of Rolling Acres and 
community of East Nashville. Laura has shared her proposed plans, and I feel that they are in 
keeping with the neighborhood character. She has our full support. 

Thank you, 

Mckenzi and Suketu Pathak 
719 Skyview Dr Unit B Nashville TN 37206 
859-630-4417
mckenzipathak@gmail.com
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From: Alyssa Rayne
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: laura@yournashvillenative.com
Subject: BZA Case # 2019-410
Date: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 8:33:20 PM

Good evening,

I write to extend my support for my neighbor, Laura Wall. I live at 303B Urban Place around the
corner from her house. She proposed a project that will build on to the back of her house. I’ve
reviewed her plans. I think this project will not only fit with our community, but add to its charm.

Laura Wall is an exemplary neighbor. She always goes out of her way to make sure everyone feels
welcome and part of the community. I hope you approve her proposal. Please let me know if I can
be of further assistance.

Thank you,

Alyssa Rayne

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

Case # 2019-410
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September 3, 2019 

TO: Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
RE: Appeal Case Number 2019-410, 709 Wilsonwood Pl 37206 

As a Rolling Acres Neighbors resident, I am writing to offer support of Laura Wall, owner of 709 
Wilsonwood Pl, in her application for a variance from the rear setback allowing her to construct 
an addition to her existing home.  

Laura has shared her proposed plans, and I feel that they are in keeping with the neighborhood 
character. I furthermore support her desire to remain an active member in Rolling Acres 
Neighbors and the greater East Nashville community.  We have served on the Rolling Acres 
board together and she is a vibrant asset! 

Kind regards, 

Anna Myers 
(615) 977-8775
Anna.flautt@gmail.com
704 Groves Park Road
Nashville, TN 37206
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From: Withers, Brett (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Lamb, Emily (Codes); Braisted, Sean (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Laura Wall
Subject: Letter of support for Case 2019-410 for property located at 709 Wilsonwood
Date: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 2:59:37 PM

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals:

I am writing to lend my support for variance case 2019-410 for property located at 709
Wilsonwood in the Rolling Acres neighborhood in District 6.  This is a lot-size hardship for a
modest rear addition to a home.  The pattern of development in this portion of the Rolling
Acres neighborhood in the mid-Century was for modest houses situated on lots with deep
front setbacks but shallow rear setbacks.  The requested addition is a rear addition that will
not affect the streetscape in the neighborhood.  The applicant did present the case at a Rolling
Acres Neighborhood Association meeting and it is my understanding that several of the
adjacent neighbors including those who would be most impacted by a rear addition to this
home have written letters in support.  The Rolling Acres Neighborhood Association has also
submitted a letter in support.  I would request your favorable consideration of this appeal. 
Thank you for your service to our county.

Brett A. Withers
Metro Council, District 6
Mobile (615) 427-5946 | facebook.com/Brett A. Withers | twitter.com @brettawithers
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Scanned with CamScanner
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From: Leah Lipton
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: laura@yournashvillenative.com
Subject: Re: Subject: BZA Case #2019-410
Date: Monday, September 9, 2019 11:57:14 AM

Please note the corrected case number in the subject.  And to be more clear, we live directly
behind Ms. Wall.

Thank you,
Leah Lipton

636-485-1260

Leahdlipton@gmail.com 

708B Skyview Dr 

Nashville, TN 37206 

On Sep 9, 2019, at 11:47 AM, Leah Lipton <leahdlipton@gmail.com> wrote:
September 9, 2019

TO: Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals
RE: Appeal Case Number 2019-410, 709 Wilsonwood Pl 37206

As Rolling Acres Neighbors residents, we are writing to offer support of Laura Wall, owner
of 709 Wilsonwood Pl, in her application for a variance from the rear setback allowing her
to construct an addition to her existing home. 

Laura has shared her proposed plans, and we feel that they are in keeping with the
neighborhood character. We furthermore support her desire to remain an active member in
Rolling Acres Neighbors and the greater East Nashville community. 

Kind regards, 

Leah and Matthew Lipton 

Leah Lipton 
636-485-1260
Leahdlipton@gmail.com
708B Skyview Dr
Nashville, TN 37206

Case # 2019-410
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September 9, 2019 

TO: Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
RE: Appeal Case Number 2019-410, 709 Wilsonwood Pl 37206 

As Rolling Acres Neighbors residents, we are writing to offer support of Laura Wall, owner of 
709 Wilsonwood Pl, in her application for a variance from the rear setback allowing her to 
construct an addition to her existing home.  

Laura has shared her proposed plans, and we feel that they are in keeping with the 
neighborhood character. We furthermore support her desire to remain an active member in 
Rolling Acres Neighbors and the greater East Nashville community.  

Kind regards, 

Michelle McRae 
Michelle McRae 
(609)203-2680
mdrimmer@hotmail.com
703A Skyview Drive

Case # 2019-410
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9/11/2019 

TO: Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
RE: Appeal Case Number 2019-410, 709 Wilsonwood Pl 37206 

As Rolling Acres Neighbors residents, we are writing to offer support of Laura Wall, 
owner of 709 Wilsonwood Pl, in her application for a variance from the rear setback 
allowing her to construct an addition to her existing home.  

Laura has shared her proposed plans, and we feel that they are in keeping with the 
neighborhood character. We Also feel that the dual (tall/skinny) construction that has 
arisen to the rear of her property, dictates this rearward construction. The proposed 
addition will allow her to make use of the back yard which has had it’s privacy and 
view compromised. We feel she and any homeowner deserves such consideration 
when redevelopment alters the usability of their investment.We furthermore support 
her desire to remain an active member in Rolling Acres Neighbors and the greater East 
Nashville community.  

Kind regards,  

Paul Korhnak 
Ann Korhnak 

Paul Korhnak 
Ann Korhnak 
615-710-7300
pkor138@yahoo.com
2013 hackberry Ln.
Nashville , TN 37206
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK WAIVER RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-413 (825 Elm Hill Pike) 

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

Requested Variance:  Provide an alternative sidewalk connection/design to Murfreesboro Pike 

Zoning: CS 

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

MCSP Street Designation: T4-M-AB3 

Transit:  #15 – Murfreesboro Local and #55 – Murfreesboro BRT Lite 

Bikeway:  None existing, none planned  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a 71 unit apartment complex through the Barnes Housing Trust 
Fund, which helps to provide affordable housing in the city. Planning evaluated the following factors for the 
variance request: 

(1) The property is located within an Urban Mixed Use Corridor Policy Area of the South Nashville
Community Plan Area. The intent of this policy is to promote housing in walkable developments near
services along corridors with access to transit.

(2) The Elm Hill Pike frontage poses significant challenges involving stormwater to constructing a sidewalk.
Additionally, there are no sidewalks to the east and west along this block face on Elm Hill Pike connecting
the broader transportation network.

(3) The applicant has indicated a pedestrian access easement coordinated with the adjacent owner at 432
Murfreesboro Pike to provide direct connectivity to Murfreesboro Pike. The applicant has asserted that the
easement is identified as part of deed restrictions with the property.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall construct a sidewalk to 432 Murfreesboro Pike as indicated on the attached site plan.
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825 Elm Hill Pike – Site Plan Depicting Sidewalk to 432 Murfreesboro Pike 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-414 (6400 Charlotte Pike) 

Metro Standard:  Charlotte Pike – 6’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector 
Street Plan 

American Road - 6’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector 
Street Plan 

Requested Variance:  Construct alternate sidewalk designs for Charlotte Pike and American Road 

Zoning: CS 

Community Plan Policy: T3 CM (Suburban Mixed Use Corridor) 

MCSP Street Designation: Charlotte Pike – T3-M-AB5-LM 

American Road – T3-M-CA2 

Transit: #50 – Charlotte; High Capacity Transit planned per nMotion 

Bikeway: Existing bikeway for experienced cyclists  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to repurpose an existing 25,680 sq. ft. building for a restaurant use and requests a 
variance to construct alternate sidewalk designs for the Charlotte Pike and American Road property frontages. 
Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalk currently exists along the Charlotte Pike property frontage, which is consistent with the
adjacent properties to the west along the block face. The applicant proposes to construct a 3’ grass strip and
5’ sidewalk.

(2) No sidewalk currently exists along the American Road property frontage. A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip
exists along the American Road frontage along the property directly north of the site. The applicant
proposes to continue the 5’ sidewalk pattern due to the need to install a new retaining wall to avoid impacts
to the existing internal drive aisle.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall construct an alternative sidewalk design along the America Road and Charlotte Pike
frontages as indicated on the attached site plan.
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6400 Charlotte Pike – Site Plan Depicting Alternative Sidewalk Design 
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From: Gregory, Christopher (Public Works)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Cc: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Ammarell, Beverly (Public Works)
Subject: BZA case 2019-416
Date: Thursday, September 5, 2019 9:31:00 AM

2019-416       105 Eagan Circle       Allow Animal Daycare with Overnight Stay
Variance: 17.40.290
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.

Christopher E. Gregory, E.I.T.
Metropolitan Government of Nashville
Department of Public Works
Engineering Division
720 South Fifth Street
Nashville, TN 37206
Ph: (615) 880-1678
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Memo 
To: Metropolitan Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 

From: Metropolitan Nashville Planning Department 

CC: Emily Lamb 

Date: September 13, 2019 

BZA Hearing Date:   September 19, 2019 

Re: Planning Department Recommendation for Special Exception Cases 

Pursuant to Section 17.40.300 of the Metro Zoning Code, the Metropolitan Planning Department is 
providing recommendations on the following Special Exception case:  

Case 2019-416 (105 Eagan Circle) –Special Exception 

Request: To permit a kennel. 

Zoning: Commercial Service (CS) is intended for retail, consumer service, financial, restaurant, 
office, self-storage, light manufacturing and small warehouse uses. 

Land Use Policy: T3 Suburban Mixed Use Corridor (T3 CM) is intended to enhance suburban mixed use 
corridors by encouraging a greater mix of higher density residential and mixed use development along the 
corridor. T3 CM areas are located along pedestrian friendly, prominent arterial-boulevard and collector-
avenue corridors that are served by multiple modes of transportation and are designed and operated to 
enable safe, attractive, and comfortable access and travel for all users.  T3 CM areas provide high access 
management and are served by highly connected street networks, sidewalks, and existing or planned mass 
transit. 

Existing Context: The property is approximately 40,950 square feet (0.94 acres) and located at the 
northwest corner of Eagan Circle and State Road 45 in the Madison area of Nashville. The property has 
been developed with one large industrial/commercial building.  The proposed development would use the 
existing structure. The proposal is to establish a kennel on site for no more than 75 dogs. The kennel 
would provide day time care services and overnight boarding.  State Road 45 forms the southern property 
line for the site. The properties to the north and west are residential. The properties to the east across 
Eagan Circle are commercial and industrial.  

Planning Department Analysis:  
The applicant is requesting one exception: 

METROPOLITAN GOVERNMENT OF NASHVILLE AND DAVIDSON COUNTY 
Planning Department 
Metro Office Building 
800 Second Avenue South 
Nashville, Tennessee  37201 
615.862.7150 
615.862.7209 
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 Special exception to permit a kennel.  

 
The primary intention of the T3 CM policy is to place a mixture of residential and commercial land uses along 
existing corridors, with residential uses between. The site is large and is located with major road access and 
could likely support a commercial use. However, the T3 CM policy states that consideration should be given 
when transitioning from higher intensity uses along corridors to adjacent policy areas with less intensity. The 
policy immediately to the north is T3 NM, Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance. The T3 NM policy is 
intended to maintain existing suburban residential areas. There is an established neighborhood with one and 
two-family uses to the north and west of the proposed site.  The potential impacts of a kennel on adjacent 
residential properties can be substantial. The potential impact is addressed in the standards for kennel special 
exceptions with a required setback of 200 feet between any part of the building which animals are housed and 
surrounding residences. The applicant has indicated that they will be using the existing structure on site. Per 
measurements provided by GIS, the distance between the closest wall of the residence located next to the site 
and the furthest point of the existing structure on site is approximately 130 feet. This would not meet the 200 
foot setback requirement outlined in the special exception standards for a kennel.  Given the one and two family 
residential character of the adjacent properties without a transition between the high intensity kennel use and 
low intensity residential development, staff recommends the disapproval of this request.  
 
Planning Recommendation: Disapproval.     
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-418 (151 Rains Avenue)  

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

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

Zoning R6-A 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NE (Urban Neighborhood Evolving)  

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing two residential units on this parcel, and requests to contribute in-lieu of 
constructing sidewalks due to existing utility poles and storm water concerns. The Board of Zoning Appeals denied 
the applicant’s original request to not construct sidewalks and not contribute in-lieu. Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip currently exists along the property frontage which is consistent with
adjacent parcels to the north and south.

(2) Contributing in lieu of construction supplements Metro’s annual sidewalk capital program by increasing
sidewalk construction funds for areas surrounding this property, within one of Metro’s sixteen pedestrian
benefit zones. Staff finds no unique hardship for the property.

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. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate a future 4’ grass strip

and 5’ sidewalk.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-419 (149 Rains Avenue)  

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

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

Zoning R6-A 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NE (Urban Neighborhood Evolving)  

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing two residential units on this parcel, and requests to contribute in-lieu of 
constructing sidewalks due to existing utility poles and storm water concerns. The Board of Zoning Appeals denied 
the applicant’s original request to not construct sidewalks and not contribute in-lieu. Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip currently exists along the property frontage which is consistent with
adjacent parcels to the north and south.

(2) Contributing in lieu of construction supplements Metro’s annual sidewalk capital program by increasing
sidewalk construction funds for areas surrounding this property, within one of Metro’s sixteen pedestrian
benefit zones. Staff finds no unique hardship for the property.

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. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate a future 4’ grass strip

and 5’ sidewalk.
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From: Margaret Robinson
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case# 2019-319 - DEFINITELY OPPOSED
Date: Monday, September 2, 2019 3:11:22 PM
Attachments: SKM_C45819082809420.pdf

To whom it may concern:
We received the attached notification.  Unfortunately, we are unable to attend the hearing. 
However, we wanted to be known that we are opposed to having short term rentals on our very
neighborhood friendly street.  
It is my understanding from one of the neighbors that the police have visited this address
because of the late night disturbance.  
Most of the families on our street have been here at least five year, and several of the children 
play together out of doors in our safe space.  We would like to keep our street "as is".

Respectfully,
Margaret T. Robinson, MPA
3433 Towne Village Road
Antioch, TN 37013
615.999.5340
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From: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: FW: Case #2019-361
Date: Thursday, September 5, 2019 7:41:28 AM

For the case file.  And can one of you please print it to hand out to the board members today?

Emily Lamb
Metro Codes Department

From: Johnson, Mina (Council Member) <Mina.Johnson@nashville.gov> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 3:42 PM
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes) <Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov>; Michael, Jon (Codes)
<Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>
Cc: Herbert, Bill (Codes) <Bill.Herbert@nashville.gov>; li5k@aol.com; shenry@tewlawfirm.com
Subject: Case #2019-361

Emily & Board of Zoning Appeal Commissioners,

Please accept this e-mail as my support for my constituents, Sam Levin, applicant,
and Lisa Levin, representative, on case #2019-361. Regrettably, I won’t be able to
speak in person at the September 5th BZA meeting due to another pressing issue.

I was one of the co-sponsors of the Short-Term Rental ordinance BL2017-608. As you
know, some sections of the ordinance were pre-empted by the Short Term-Rental
Units Act of Tennessee, that grandfathered in non-owner occupied STRs in good
standings in residentially zoned area. My intention when I co-sponsored the bill was
to restore quality of life in residential neighborhoods, but not to punish STR owners
who follow the regulations and cause no harm to surrounding neighbors. Sam & Lisa
have been an example of how a well-managed STR can be a good neighbor, as you
can see from the support from their surrounding neighbors.

I believe Sam & Lisa are the victims of unusual circumstances caused by bad advice
from the real-estate attorney. They are willing to do everything they can to make it
right, and continue to follow the regulations as they have been doing for years. I
believe their STR permit should be reinstated under the Short Term-Rental Units Act
of Tennessee. I hope the Board of Zoning Appeal commissioners decide in favor of
the Levins and reinstate their STR permit.

Mina Johnson
Councilmember, District 23
(615) 429-7857
Sign up for District 23 Update
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From: Sam Levine
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Subject: Letter from Samuel B. Levine Concerning STRP for 6205 Vosswood Dr.
Date: Friday, September 6, 2019 12:10:06 PM

To the Board of Zoning Appeals,
The arguments of our attorney precluded the opportunity for me to speak in the Public Hearing. We are not seeking
to change or reinterpret law here.
It was always our intent to change the property back to my individual ownership. As of today, September 6th, 2019,
we are filing a Quit Claim Deed putting the property at 6205 Vosswood Dr. back in my name. We are seeking
forgiveness rather than permission and are humbly giving ourselves over to the mercy of the Appeals Board.
Sincerely,

Samuel Levine
615-330-6747
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