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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 in the R8 District, to construct two single family 

residences without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund. 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 - 
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CASE 2019-422 (Council District - 11) 
 

BVC OAKWOOD COMMONS, LLC, appellant and owner of the property located at 4730 

LEBANON PIKE, requesting variance from sidewalk requirements in the R10 District, to 

make interior renovations without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund. 

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

jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Commercial Rehab Map Parcel 06416005900 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

CASE 2019-425 (Council District - 1) 
 

BIRCKHEAD, JAMES R. & LORI K., appellant and owner of the property located at 7721 

WHITES CREEK PIKE, requesting a special exception in the AR2A District, to use an 

existing farm as a camp site. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.220 A. The appellant 

alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 C. 

 

Use-Camp Site Map Parcel 00800008700 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

CASE 2019-432 (Council District - 19) 
 

WARREN BRYANT, appellant and POPKIN, DAVID ET UX, owner of the property 

located at 1811 DIVISION ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the 

MUI-A District, to renovate an existing building to build out three tenant spaces without 

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

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

B. 

 

Use-Commercial Map Parcel 09216029700 

RESULT -  
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CASE 2019-439 (Council District - 19) 
 

JASON LINCOLN, appellant and METHTA, ANMOL P., owner of the property located 

at 1004 14TH AVE S, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R6-A District, 

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

the in-leu fund. Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120. The appellant has alleged 

the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family                                                                    Map Parcel 105011O00100CO 

RESULT -  

 

CASE 2019-445 (Council District - 30) 
 

JUSTIN PRICHETT, appellant and PARK, ILL H. & NA, KEUM S., owners of the 

property located at 4736 NOLENSVILLE PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements in the CS District, to renovate a restaurant without building sidewalks or paying 

into the sidewalk fund. 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 14712008400 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-449 (Council District - 20) 
 

MERIDIAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, LLC, appellant and owner of the property 

located at 705 RIES AVE, requesting a variance from minimum lot size requirements in the 

R8 District, to construct two single family residences on one parcel. 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 09105004000 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-457 (Council District - 31) 
 

PATSY CLAUDE, appellant and CLAUDE, PATSY SUE, TRUSTEE, owner of the 

property located at 6210 NOLENSVILLE PIKE, requesting an Item A appeal challenging 

the  zoning administrator's denial of a permit to continue the use of an existing structure as a 

4-unit apartment in the AR2A District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.40.180. The 

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

 

Use-Multi-Family Map Parcel 17300006300 

RESULT – Deferred indefinitely 
 

 

 

 

CASE 2019-479 (Council District - 24) 
 

KATHLEEN MURPHY, appellant and O.I.C. BOWLING ESTATES, owner of the 

property located at 199 B BOWLING AVE, requesting an Item A appeal challenging the 

zoning administrator's determination that the fence constructed on the property meets the 

legal requirements in the R8 District. Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.040 E. The 

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

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 104090X90000CO 

RESULT – 

 

CASE 2019-480 (Council District - 23) 
 

WALT BRANDT, appellant and FIRST TRUSTEES OF THE L & K FAMILY TRUST, 

owner of the property located at 223 BROOK HOLLOW RD, requesting a variance from side 

setback requirements in the RS District, to construct an addition on the side of a single-

family residence. 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 12903003800 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-482 (Council District - 20) 
 

TRAVIS AND DEVON MORSE, appellants and owners of the property located at 404 C 

EASTBORO DR, requesting a variance from lot size requirements in the R8 District, to 

convert an existing garage into a detached accessory dwelling unit. 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 09113027100 

RESULT - 
 

 
 

 

CASE 2019-484 (Council District - 22) 
 

ALJABIRI, BASHAR & SUCHAD, appellants and owners of the property located at 601 

SUMMIT OAKS CT, requesting a variance from rear setback requirements in the R15 

District, to maintain an existing addition on the rear of the house. 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 128120B00600CO 

RESULT - 

 

 

CASE 2019-486 (Council District - 27) 
 

BRENT MACDONALD, appellant and COTTAGE COVE CO., owner of the property 

located at 4908 AQUATIC RD, requesting a special exception in the RS10 District, to use 

an existing residence for a religious charity. Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.170 

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

 

Use-Religious Institution Map Parcel 14716002100 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-487 (Council District - 17) 
 

DUANE CUTHBERTSON, appellant and O.I.C. HOMES AT 2818 WEST KIRKWOOD, 

owner of the property located at 2818 C W KIRKWOOD AVE, requesting a variance from 

sidewalk requirements in the R8 District, to construct two single family residences without 

building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund. 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 118023S90000CO 

RESULT - 
 

 

 

CASE 2019-488 (Council District - 17) 
 

DUANE CUTHBERTSON, appellant and BAKER, KATHERINE & MORGAN, 

owners of the property located at 1108 PARIS AVE, requesting a variance from minimum 

lot size requirements in the R8 District, to construct a detached accessory dwelling unit. 

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 11801016000 

RESULT – 

 

   SHORT TERM RENTAL CASES 

CASE 2019-464 (Council District - 31) 
 

JACOBS, JUSTIN JAMES & BARZABAR, ZAYNAB, appellants and owners of the 

property located at 7279 SANTEELAH WAY, 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 B. 

 

Use-Short Term Rental Map Parcel 181030A26400CO 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-477 (Council District - 5) 
 

SALMON, FAITH ELIZABETH & HOILES, MATTHEW LAWRENCE, appellants and 

owners of the property located at 1015 MANSFIELD ST, requesting an Item A appeal 

challenging the zoning administrator's denial of a short-term rental permit. Appellant 

operated after the issued STRP permit expired 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 08305016500 

RESULT - 



Case # 2019-401



Case # 2019-401



Case # 2019-401
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Case # 2019-401



Case # 2019-401



Case # 2019-401



Case # 2019-401



From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: District 17 appeals positions
Date: Monday, November 4, 2019 2:35:23 PM

Good afternoon, Boardmembers,

My position on appeals in District 17 are as follows:

Case 2019-391: I oppose this request.
Case 2019-394: I strongly oppose this request.
Case 2019-395: I strongly oppose this request.
Case 2019-401: I strongly oppose this request.
Case 2019-426: I strongly support this request.
Case 2019-427: I strongly support this request.

Thank you, as always, for your work!

Colby

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

Case # 2019-401

mailto:Colby.Sledge@nashville.gov
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
http://colbysledge.com/
http://www.colbysledge.com/contact/


From: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Braisted, Sean (Codes); Lamb, Emily (Codes); Michael, Jon (Codes)
Subject: D17 BZA stances
Date: Monday, September 16, 2019 4:27:40 PM

Hi all,

Here are my stances on D17 items on the Thurs. agenda:

2019-401: Oppose unless applicant agrees to pay into sidewalk fund
2019-403: Oppose, as I am fairly certain the appellant is referring to the wrong property
2019-405: Support
2019-418/419: Oppose, as developer should build sidewalks.

Thanks, as always,

Colby

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

Case # 2019-401

mailto:Colby.Sledge@nashville.gov
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
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From: Lynn Blocher
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Sledge, Colby (Council Member); Allen, Burkley (Council Member)
Subject: BZA appeals meeting Thursday 11-7, resident requests for Denial
Date: Monday, November 4, 2019 2:46:05 PM

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals: 

I am a resident of the 12S neighborhood, with four children attending Waverly Belmont Elementary
School. Recent variances that are up for discussion on Thursday, November 7th, have come to my
attention and I would like to ask you to deny these variance requests.

1) The first property is the Britt Development / Sarah Britt construction projects at 928B Montrose Ave and
2602B 10th Ave S (the "Appellant"). Your Appeal Case Numbers 2019-394 and 2019-395 respectively.

The additional properties are:
2) 1016 C West Grove Ave - Case 2019-401. Again, trying to avoid paying into the sidewalk fund or
replacing the sidewalks.
3) 1001 & 1003 South St - Case 2019-401. Another developer trying to avoid sidewalks
4) 1004 14th Ave S - Case 2019-439. Yet another developer trying to avoid sidewalks; at least they agree
to pay into the fund, but will there be any kind of sidewalk at this address?
5) 4736 Nolensville Pike - Case 2019-445 - restauranteur also wanting to avoid sidewalks or the fund.
6) 1301 C Litton Ave - Case 2019-469. another developer, same story
7) 4730 Lebanon Pike - Case 2019-422. Large

I write to you to STRONGLY OPPOSE the requests for sidewalk and fund avoidance for cases #1-7 listed
above with numbers. In particular, the Appellant in case 2019-394 and 2019-295 has already tried two
attempts to convince the Board to grant a zoning variance from the Appellant's legal obligation to comply
with the sidewalk requirements in Metro Code Section 17.20.120. This Board should DENY both of
Appellant's variance requests. 928B Montrose Ave. The prior residence located at 928 Montrose Ave did
have sidewalks located in the south-facing property frontage and west side of the property. However, the
Appellant tore down the fence connected to the sidewalk on the west side of the property exposing
pedestrians, including small children walking each day to elementary school each day, to a sudden drop
off of over four feet between the eastern edge of the west-facing sidewalk and the yard. Without any
regard for the welfare of the nearby residents, the Appellant has allowed this dangerous sidewalk drop off
condition to continue for many months. Most recently, the Appellant has destroyed significant portions of
the frontage sidewalk. Metro should require the Appellant to build compliant sidewalks to the front and
west side of this property. These sidewalks connect to the sidewalks connecting Gilmore Ave, 10th Ave
and Montrose Ave. Furthermore, the Appellant should be required to build a fence (replacing the fence
torn down by the Appellant) directly connecting the eastern edge of the west-facing sidewalk to the fence,
for reasons of pedestrian safety. 2602B 10th Ave S. This property does not have a sidewalk. In fact, this
property contains the only sidewalk gap between Halcyon Ave, 10th Ave and Montrose Ave. This Board
should require the Appellant to build a sidewalk on its 10th Ave frontage connecting the Halcyon Ave
sidewalk to the Montrose Ave sidewalk as required by Metro Code Section 17.20.120. It is a shame that
Metro even allowed the Appellant to build two homes on each of these small lots pursuant to a horizontal
property regime. Recently, on the Nextdoor.com website, the Appellant has commented that each of
these properties is selling for at least $800,000. That's two $800,000 properties per lot for a total of
$3,200,000 for both lots. The Appellant calls this "affordable housing". It's an outrage that Appellant would
seek to make such large profits, while not even being willing to build sidewalks in our neighborhood and
contribute to the sidewalk fund! It is imperative that the Board support Nashville neighborhood and follow
the Metro Code. I am not opposed to profit, but greedy developers like the Appellant are making millions
all across Nashville,especially in the 12 South neighborhood, and yet they cry "poor me!" when it comes
to investing in sidewalk infrastructure and paying into the sidewalk fund. The Board must not allow or
tolerate this type of developer behavior! 

Case # 2019-401

mailto:lblocher@uncbusiness.net
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
mailto:Colby.Sledge@nashville.gov
mailto:Burkley.Allen@nashville.gov
http://nextdoor.com/


There are four possible grounds to appeal and obtain a sidewalk variance. I will discuss each: 
1. Physical characteristics of the property. There is plenty of room for sidewalks both on the west-and
south sides of the 928B Montrose lot and the west side of the 2602 B 10th Ave S lot. There is nothing
about the property or condition of land that would prevent the construction of sidewalks as required by
Metro Code. 

2. Unique Characteristics. There is nothing unique about these lots that would prevent the Appellant from
constructing sidewalks as required by Metro Code. Furthemore, there is no undue hardship on the
Appellant that has not been self-imposed by the Appellant because she decided to create two horizontal
property regimes and squeeze two houses onto two small lots both designed for one house per lot. 

3. No Harm to Public Welfare. The public will absolutely be harmed if the Appellant does not construct
sidewalks on these properties. This is heavy foot-traffic walking neighborhood. We walk our sidewalks
every single day. There are just no reasonable grounds for any developer in this neighborhood to avoid
building sidewalks. If fact, 2602B 10th Ave S is one of the very few places along 10th Ave in the
neighborhood that does not currently contain a sidewalk. The whole point of Metro Code 17.20.120 is to
make sure sidewalks get built across this City where they are currently lacking! 

4. Integrity of Master Development Plan. Failure to build sidewalks and contribute to the sidewalk fund will
compromise the walk-ability of this neighborhood and will negatively impact the neighbors of these
properties. Please understand that the neighbors of 928B Montrose Ave and 2602B 10th Ave S
adamantly OPPOSE the variances the Appellant is seeking. 

I respectfully request that this Board DENY these variance requests by the Appellants in the cases listed
above. Please respect the neighborhood wishes across Nashville for a walkable, safer city. In addition,
please provide transparency into where the monies put into this Sidewalk Fund go and how residents can
push to get sidewalks built or repaired out of that fund. 

Thank you,
Lynn Blocher

Case # 2019-401



October 11, 2019 

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals: 

I am writing in reference to permit #20190045939.  We own a house across the 
street on West Grove Avenue, and ask that you consider denying this permit request 
based on several factors.  Living in a neighborhood in a constant state of both 
growth and change, we receive zoning appeal letters in the mail almost weekly.  I am 
not someone who loves to write in on such matters, but I am also someone who will 
take the time should I feel strongly that something is or will affect our neighborhood 
in a negative way.  This is the case with Arnold Homes wanting to sidestep sidewalk 
requirements for our street. 

According to the Nashville Planning Department, sidewalks “…are critical 
infrastructure, providing a wider variety of safe transportation options in a rapidly 
growing city.” These sidewalks, meant to “…benefit homeowners and 
neighborhoods,” are just that, critical for a street connected to both 12th Avenue 
South and 10th Avenue South, which then immediately connects to Wedgewood 
Avenue.  Our street is often a cut through because of this, and sadly cars speed 
through, often driven by people who are not aware of what lies beyond the steep hill 
known as West Grove.  Therefore, we as homeowners rely on sidewalks to safely 
walk our dogs, allow our children to walk home from school and friends’ houses, 
and try to enjoy all that living in 12 South has to offer. 

Of course Arnold Homes does not care about all of these things, because they, like 
many other builders in Nashville, want to make as much money as they can in as 
little time as possible.  This is evident in their lack of consideration for current 
homeowners during the building process alone, forcing neighbors to live next to 
large piles of trash day in and day out and listen to construction noise well after 
Nashville’s allotted construction times.  These builders need to be held to standards 
that they would want for themselves and for their families, which includes 
preservation of sidewalks and paying into the sidewalk fund for the safety of the 
neighborhood. 

When we moved to 12 South, we knew that it was a neighborhood in transition.  In 
the three plus years that we have lived here, we have faced a constant state of 
construction all around us.   We are happy to support this growth and we welcome 
it, if it is done the right way.  When people come to tour these new builds on our 
street, they are looking around at the houses of neighbors who care about where 
they live and the people around them.  That is what makes a place desirable to live.  
And what we expect from these builders in return is very little: to maintain 
sidewalks already in place for the safety of our community. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Case 2019-401



Megan and Satish Reddy 

Case 2019-401



From: Megan Reddy
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Sledge, Colby (Council Member)
Subject: Re: Permit #20190045939
Date: Thursday, October 17, 2019 11:29:43 AM

Hello,

I am also attaching photos to go along with my previously sent email which show how little
this developer cares about our neighborhood.  It may not be directly related to a sidewalk
variance, but it does show why our community’s wishes should be respected above that of a
developer who has little care or respect for our safety and well being.

And just to be clear, this is what the lot has been like (front and back) day in and day out since
the project began.  I finally called and they got a dumpster which obviously they still don’t
use.

Thank you.

Best,

Megan and Satish Reddy 

Case # 2019-401
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On Fri, Oct 11, 2019 at 5:57 PM Megan Reddy <megan.adams.reddy@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello,

Please see the attached letter in response to permit #20190045939.  

If you need any further information please let us know.

Thank you so much for your consideration.

Best,

Megan and Satish Reddy

Case # 2019-401

mailto:megan.adams.reddy@gmail.com














PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2019-422 (4730 Lebanon Pike)  

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

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks 

Zoning: R10, Comm. PUD 

Community Plan Policy: T3 CC (Suburban Community Center)  

MCSP Street Designation:  T3-M-AB5 

Transit:  Approximately 0.31 miles from #6 – Lebanon Pike 

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned  

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to renovate an existing retail building for new tenant spaces and requests a 
variance from constructing sidewalks. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalks exist along the property frontage along Lebanon Pike. A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip is 
located to the immediate west within the Oakwood Commons shopping center where the subject site is 
located in. 

(2) The property’s internal drive aisle and parking to the front of the building is set on level elevation, 
approximately 12’ – 24’ from the back of curb at a slope difference of approximately 8’. While sidewalk 
construction is feasible through the construction of retaining walls and routing around existing utilities, 
construction of sidewalks is premature given the scale of the proposed redevelopment. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in lieu of construction for the Lebanon Pike property frontage. 
2. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way where not precluded by parking or other 

development features along the Lebanon Pike property frontage to accommodate future sidewalks per the 
Major and Collector Street Plan standard. 

Case # 2019-422 
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From: Gregory, Christopher (Public Works)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Cc: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Ammarell, Beverly (Public Works)
Subject: BZA Cases 10-3-19 Hearing
Date: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 2:58:48 PM

Below are the cases requested for the 10-3-19 BZA hearing.

2019-425      7721 Whites Creek Pike       Establish Camp Sites on Existing Farm
Variance: 17.16.220A
Response:  Public Works takes no exception with the condition that adequate parking is provided on
site per code. 

This does not imply approval of the submitted site plan as access and design issues will be addressed
and coordinated during the permitting process.

2019-440      2461 Una Antioch Pike       Use Existing Residence as a Church
Variance: 17.16.170E
Response:  Public Works takes no exception with the conditions that adequate parking is provided
on site and confirmation that sight distance is adequate at driveway entrance.

This does not imply approval of the submitted site plan as access and design issues will be addressed
and coordinated during the permitting process.

2019-441      4483 Heath RD       Use Existing Single Family Res. Structure for a Bed &
Breakfast
Variance: 17.08.030D , 17.16.160A(1-8)
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.

2019-448       5501A  New York Ave       Build 2 Units On MUN Zoning within UZO
Variance: 17.12.035D(1)
Response:  Public Works takes no exception with the condition that a change in the setback will not
prohibit sight distance at the entrance of the alley.

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

Case # 2019-425
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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 3, 2019 

BZA Hearing Date:    November 21, 2019 

Re: Planning Department Recommendation for a Special Exception, Case 2019-425 

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

is providing a recommendation on the following Special Exception case:  

1. Case 2019-425 (7721 Whites Creek Pike)

Request: A special exception to allow for a camp. 

Zoning: Agricultural/Residential (AR2a) requires a minimum lot size of two acres and intended 

for uses that generally occur in rural areas, including single-family, two-family, and mobile 

homes at a density of one dwelling unit per two acres. The AR2a District is intended to 

implement the natural conservation or rural land use policies of the general plan.  

Policy: T2 Rural Maintenance (T2 RM) is intended to maintain rural character as a permanent 

choice for living within Davidson County and not as a holding or transitional zone for future 

urban development. T2 RM areas have established low-density residential, agricultural, and 

institutional development patterns. Although there may be areas with sewer service or that are 

zoned or developed for higher densities than is generally appropriate for rural areas, the intent is 

for sewer services or higher density zoning or development not to be expanded. Instead, new 

development in T2 RM areas should be through the use of a Conservation Subdivision at a 

maximum gross density of 1 dwelling unit/2 acres with individual lots no smaller than the 

existing zoning and a significant amount of permanently preserved open space. 

Planning Department Analysis: The site is located at 7721 Whites Creek Pike and contains 94 

acres. Whites Creek Pike is identified as scenic arterial boulevard within the Major and Collector 

Street Plan.  The site is mostly vacant apart from a residential home by Whites Creek Pike, a barn 

and several farm use accessory structures toward the front of the property which are visible from 

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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Whites Creek Pike. The current land use is single-family residential. The predominate land use 

pattern surrounding the site is mostly single-family residential and vacant/farm land with a 

religious institution just north of the site. The proposed camp site proposes five tent platforms, ten 

A-Frame Cabins, and a 16X24 foot group pavilion located at the back of the site by the 

campground and not visible from the road. 

 

Camp use is listed under the land use table (17.08.030) under Recreation and entertainment 

uses.  Camp use is defined in 17.04.060 to include organized and supervised overnight lodging, 

tents, cabins, and outdoor recreation.  

 

The proposed camp area is consistent with the T2 rural maintenance policy area because it 

maintains the rural countryside and existing rural development patterns.  The campground will 

result in a building footprint with low lot coverage, with generous setbacks, and preserve scenic 

view sheds and environmental features.  For these reasons, the proposed camp site is consistent in 

building type and falls within the examples of appropriate land uses in the policy. 

 

 

Planning Recommendation: Approve. 

Case # 2019-425
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-432 (1811 Division Street) 

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

Zoning: MUI-A 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Community Plan Policy: T5 MU (Center Mixed Use Neighborhood) 

MCSP Street Designation: T5-M-CA2 

Transit: 498’ south of #7 – Hillsboro; #35 – Rivergate Express; Bus Rapid Transit planned 
per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve. 

Analysis: The applicant is conducting interior renovations within an existing commercial building to accommodate 
new tenant space and requests a variance due to the placement of the building directly to the rear of the existing 
sidewalk. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) An 8’ sidewalk without a grass strip is located along the Division Street frontage which is consistent with
adjacent properties to the east and west along the block face.

(2) The existing structure is located directly at the back of the sidewalk. The applicant cannot upgrade the
sidewalks and/or construct a furnishing zone along the property frontage to the Major and Collector Street
Plan standard without adversely impacting the existing structure.  Due to the orientation of the existing
building, right of way dedication is not possible.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval. 
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From: Emily Reeves
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: RE: Appeal Case 2019-432
Date: Friday, November 1, 2019 11:19:45 AM

Good morning,

I received a zoning appeal notice for case # 2019-432; 1811 Division Street; permit
#20190049149 regarding sidewalk variance.  I will not be able to attend the hearing in person. 
Therefore I'm submitting my opposition to the request via email.

Please advise if any more information or action is required.  

Thank you, 

Emily Reeves
ereeves3@gmail.com
615-604-1613
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK WAIVER RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2019-439 (1006 14th Avenue South)  

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

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

Zoning: R6-A 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation:  Local Street 

Transit:  None existing, none planned 

Bikeway:    None existing, none planned  

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct two townhomes and requests to contribute in lieu of construction 
along the 14th Avenue South frontage due to the presence of an existing sidewalk. Planning evaluated the following 
factors for the variance request: 

(1) There is currently a 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk at this location and consistent with the block face.  
(2) While the existing grass strip does not meet the Local Street standard, there is a consistent sidewalk design 

with a grass strip that accommodates mailboxes and utilities with a clear walking path.  

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the 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 WAIVER RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-445 (4736 Nolensville Pike) 

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

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

Zoning: CS 

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

MCSP Street Designation: T3-M-AB5-LM 

Transit:  #52 – Nolensville Pike, planned for light rail per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing, buffered bike lanes being installed as part of upcoming TDOT 
repaving project 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes an internal renovation to an existing building for commercial and restaurant uses, 
and requests to contribute in lieu of construction along the Nolensville Pike frontage due to the lack of existing 
sidewalks in the area. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) The property’s Nolensville Pike frontage currently has no sidewalk, which is consistent with the block face,
overall.

(2) Although the area is planned for future light rail, the scope of improvements proposed does not require
extensive site work beyond the existing building footprint. Ideally, access and sidewalks will improve
conflicts between pedestrians and vehicles in the future with a larger redevelopment

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the property frontage.
2. If the site is redeveloped or sidewalks are triggered in the future, the redevelopment or site improvements

shall incorporate appropriate site work to construct a sidewalk which meets the Major and Collector Street
Plan.
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Appellant- Shane Teeters owner–  

Address 705 Ries  Ave. Nashville, 37209 

Date 9-12-19 

Requesting variance from minimum lot size requirement in the R8 District to construct one structure 

duplex serving as unit A and unit B on one parcel.  

To whom it may concern, 

I understand that the lot in question,  #53 of Moss wood subdivision addressed as 705 Ries Ave, 

is a non- conforming lot falling short of 8000 sq.  ft. My compiling argument is that as you 

consider all the newly built homes on this street since 2016, the pattern has been to tear down 

original home and build back 2 new homes. This has been very positive not only for the 

neighborhood, but also for Nashville in providing much needed affordable housing. Currently 

this lot has the original house (built in 1962) and detached large garage. The existing building 

footprint of combined structures is 4765 sq.  ft.  My proposed footprint for new structure is 

2942 sq ft which is a net decrease of 1823 sq. ft. I will honor all setbacks and sidewalk 

requirements as well as provide a landscaped backyard with 8 or more 2inch caliber mature 

trees.  In the past,  I have worked with organizations like Nashville Housing Fund to provide high 

quality affordable housing. I am excited to see this scenario being done currently on Ries Ave. I 

thank you for your consideration.  

Sincerely, 

Shane Teeters – Meridian construction  

Case # 2019-449



Map for Parcel Address: 705 Ries Ave Nashville, TN 37209-1226 Parcel ID: 091-05-0-040.00

COPYRIGHT © 2019 COURTHOUSE RETRIEVAL SYSTEM. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.
Information Deemed Reliable But Not Guaranteed.
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From: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: FW: BZA Docket Thursday, October 17, 2019
Date: Tuesday, October 15, 2019 10:51:59 AM

Emily Lamb
Metro Codes Department

From: Roberts, Mary Carolyn (Council Member) <marycarolyn.roberts@nashville.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 15, 2019 8:44 AM
To: Michael, Jon (Codes) <Jon.Michael@nashville.gov>; Lamb, Emily (Codes)
<Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov>; Herbert, Bill (Codes) <Bill.Herbert@nashville.gov>
Subject: Fw: BZA Docket Thursday, October 17, 2019

Good morning,

I am 100% opposed to CASE 2019-449, MERIDIAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY,
LLC, appellant and owner of the property located at 705 RIES AVE being given a
variance. Other than personal gain, I see no other reason this should be granted. 

Thanks for all that you do! 

Thank you,

Mary Carolyn Roberts
Metro Council, District 20
marycarolynroberts@gmail.com
www.marycarolynroberts.com
615-977-9262

From: Fuqua, Barbara (Council Office) <barbara.fuqua@nashville.gov>
Sent: Monday, October 14, 2019 11:25 AM
To: Roberts, Mary Carolyn (Council Member) <marycarolyn.roberts@nashville.gov>
Subject: BZA Docket Thursday, October 17, 2019

DOCKET
10/17/2019
METROPOLITAN BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS P O BOX 196300
METRO OFFICE BUILDING NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37219-6300
Meetings held in the Sonny West Conference Center Howard Office Building, 700 2nd
Avenue South

CASE 2019-449 (Council District - 20)
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MERIDIAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, LLC, appellant and owner of the
property located at 705 RIES AVE, requesting a variance from minimum lot size
requirements in the R8 District, to construct two single family residences on one parcel.
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 09105004000
 
 

Barbara Fuqua
Metro Council Office
204 Metro Courthouse
615-862-6780
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From: Elizabeth Fox
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fence at Whitland and Bowling
Date: Monday, November 11, 2019 12:58:42 PM

11, November, 2019

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals

700 2nd Avenue, South
Nashville, Tennessee

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal

Dear Board Members:

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 3812 Whitland. I am writing to express
my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of Bowling and
Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well as traffic
requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely blocking the
view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible to see
oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists
alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that
school zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with
pedestrians, students, bicycles and school buses.

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all
Metro code requirements.

Very truly yours,
Elizabeth McDonnell Fox 

Case # 2019-479

mailto:efox1956@gmail.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



Case # 2019-479



219 Carden Ave 
Nashville, TN 37205 

November 13, 2019 

Via email  
Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 219 Carden Avenue, Nashville.  I 

am writing to express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the 

corner of Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection 

completely blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is 

impossible to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and 

into the crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and 

motorists alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in 

that school zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with 

pedestrians, students, bicycles and school buses.   

I cycle to work most days through this intersection, and find the obstruction of sight 

lines caused by the fence dangerous.  

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply 

with all Metro code requirements. 

Yours sincerely, 

Kevin M. Stack 

Case # 2019-479



 

____________________ 
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From: Amelia Strobel
To: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Neighborhood Support for Case 2019-479 and Kathleen Murphy Appeal
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 4:48:52 PM

I am a 5-year resident of the Whitland Neighborhood, and I was disappointed to see the fence
erected on the corner of Whitland and Bowling. 

According to the Metro fence regulations:  In section 17.12.040(E)(26)(a) that a fence within
10 feet of the front property line (on Bowling) cannot exceed 30” in height, and the restriction
in 17.12.040(E)(26)(c) that a fence on any other property line cannot exceed 8-feet in height,
“measured from finish grade level on the side of the wall of fence with the greatest vertical
exposure.”  

If you measure the fence in front, it is clearly above 3 feet in size, and the rear fence is close to
12 feet high.  The fence does not comply with the Metro guidelines nor does it enhance safety
for the neighborhood.  It is difficult to see oncoming cars when driving, and as a walker, the
sight line is limited as well. 

Of note, I grew up in the Elmington neighborhood across the park, and I know that for more
than 40 years this same property on the corner of Whitland and Bowling also had a fence on
both sides, but that one complied to the 3 feet limit all around.  It is difficult to understand
why this new fence was ever approved given Metro fence regulations and the history of that
property.

I support Councilwoman, Kathleen Murphy's appeal to the Board of Zoning Appeals, which
"challenges the zoning administrator's determination that the constructed fence on this
property meets legal requirements".  (case number 2019-479) . 

Respectfully submitted,
Amelia Strobel
211 Leonard Avenue
Nashville 37205

Case # 2019-479
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From: bglenn@wireropeexchange.com
To: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Neighborhood Support for Case 2019-479 and Kathleen Murphy Appeal
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 4:57:53 PM

I am a five year resident of Leonard Avenue in the Whitland neighborhood and a former President of
our Neighborhood Association.  I support Kathleen Murphy’s appeal and the letter sent by Cyril
Stewart on behalf of WANA regarding this fence.
 
A high-visibility location such as the corner of Bowling and Whitland is the most important place in
the neighborhood for the city to properly and fully enforce it building codes, particularly with regard
to fencing.
 
I encourage you to require this parcel to adhere to the relevant codes as they presently exist without
variance.
 
Thank you!
 
Bob Glenn
211 Leonard Avenue
615-891-4499

Case # 2019-479
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From: DAVID FOX
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fence at Whitland and Bowling
Date: Monday, November 11, 2019 1:01:47 PM

November 11, 2019

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals

700 2 nd Avenue, South

Nashville, Tennessee

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal

Dear Board Members:

 I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 3812 Whitland Avenue  I am writing
to express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of
Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as
well as traffic requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely
blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible
to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists
alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that
school zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with
pedestrians, students, bicycles and school buses.
I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all
Metro code requirements.

Very truly yours,
David B. Fox, Jr. 

Case # 2019-479
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From: Wasserstein, David John
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
Cc: Rick French; Cyril Stewart; Kathy Pennington; npeterson@petersontool.com; hopestringer@aol.com;

kimfennell99@gmail.com; Dayan, Colin; Hawkins, Denise; laurelorley@gmail.com; otpaine@gmail.com;
Georgepaine2@gmail.com; ann@vandevender.com; dfox@mpf.com; elizabeth.fox@styleblueprint.com;
foxdavida@gmail.com; carringtonfox@hotmail.com; henry_martin@comcast.net; g_ballard@comcast.net;
lilybeach@gmail.com; russmason21@gmail.com; dalexander@curb.com; caracc73@yahoo.com;
kelly@kellymotley.com; john.allen@schneider-electric.com; breggin@eli.org; Vandenbergh, Michael;
lisacoleman.aa@gmail.com; bmathews@rcmathews.com; brooksmathews@mac.com;
burton.fletcher@gmail.com; julimosley@bellsouth.net; Gwyneth.neuss@gmail.com; FranT@comcast.net;
jay.weiss@comcast.net

Subject: Case No. 2019-479 Bowling-Whitland fence violations
Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 6:02:25 PM

Dear Board Members:

My wife Colin Dayan and I live at 3612 Whitland Avenue, almost opposite the perimeter
fencing recently constructed at the corner of Whitland and Bowling Avenue. That fence
violates multiple building and traffic codes. I wanted very much to attend the meeting for the
appeal next week, but must be at Vanderbilt at that time that day. We have lived on Whitland
for the last fifteen years, and are concerned about this offending construction for many
reasons: legal, social, aesthetic and safety.

We want to associate ourselves very strongly with the sentiments expressed by our neighbor
Rick French, to the effect that we “cannot recall a more egregious affront to the neighbors and
inconceivable disregard for the safety of the community.”

The legal aspects should stand at the top of this list. The issues (and they are numerous) are
very clear, and yet for reasons which remain obscure the relevant stipulations of building and
traffic codes have not been obeyed, either by officialdom or by the resident. Every aspect of
the offending fence is illegitimate – its form, its positioning and location, its size and height,
its material, its shape and so on. Rick French’s letter lays these problems out in depressing
detail and we do not want to waste your time by repeating what he has already written. You
will have read his account of the legal aspects in his letter.

However, it must be said that deviation from legal rules and regulations – especially those that
exist in order to protect life and limb –  by officials in response to illegitimate pressures, and
willful disregard for those rules by this new resident, send very unwelcome messages to those
who live here and to those who think of moving here. Compliance with established rules is the
minimum that we should all expect from ourselves and from our public representatives.

One other feature has not, I think, been mentioned so far.  The resident has deliberately sought
to make the issues of fence height murkier, if not hidden. All the regulations as to height
depend on the original ground level. On the Whitland side, this was the same inside as outside
the property line. Yet, over the last couple of months, the resident has imported vast amounts
of dirt and soil in order to raise the level of the area inside to the height of the new wall,
several feet above the ground level outside. The result is to create new facts on the ground (in
the most literal sense) in order to seek to change what can be asked for from you in respect of
fence heights. This a ruse that does not remove the illegality that it seeks to disguise.

Aesthetically, too, there is an issue. We recognize, obviously, that this may not be a relevant
issue for you, but as residents we are concerned with the appearance of our neighborhood. The
previous owners had a large open garden with trees and grass, across which from both sides
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there was a pleasing view, on one side onto the park and the school, on the other onto the
houses and trees of Whitland, and on both the view of the night sky. Now all that is destroyed
and, if the resident has her way, will remain so, replaced by a fence which, beside breaking so
many rules, is offensively tall, solid, and ugly. What is there now is a daily offense to the
sensibilities of everyone who passes, whether running or jogging, walking a dog, pushing a
baby carriage, cycling, driving, simply spending time in what used to be a pleasant
neighborhood.
 
The safety issues are deeply worrying: repeated concerns expressed by us and other residents,
as well as the recommendations of the relevant Metro Traffic officials, calling for the removal
of sections of the offending fence as an “urgent and immediate hazard”, have been totally
disregarded by the resident. The result of the destruction of sightlines for oncoming traffic in
all directions is the knowing endangerment, in a high traffic area, of pedestrians, cyclists,
drivers of cars, trucks and buses, handicapped individuals in wheelchairs, and in particular of
schoolchildren going to and coming from West End Middle School in Elmington Park at all
hours of the day. The official recommendation for removal on traffic safety grounds
demonstrates the reality of the danger and Metro’s awareness of its possible costs. Allowing
the offending construction to remain means that it is only a matter of time before there will
inevitably come a disaster to human limb or life. Liability will rest on those who have
permitted the danger to exist.
   
Your assistance – in Rick French’s words - is required to ensure compliance with the solid
fence rules. Remove the fence no less than 25 feet off the Whitland/Bowling inside property
corner, lower the height to the 30 inch height maximum along Bowling, and finally, lower the
Whitland height to maximum height of six feet, measured from the outside, from the front
property line to the front of the residence, and eight feet from the front of the residence to the
rear property line, measured as stipulated in Code's Setback Rules for Fences.
 
Sincerely,
 
David J. Wasserstein

********************************************
 
David J. Wasserstein
Vanderbilt University
Department of History
PMB 351802
2301 Vanderbilt Place
Nashville TN 37235-1802

Black Banners of ISIS: The Roots of the New Caliphate
https://yalebooks.yale.edu/book/9780300228359/black-banners-isis

********************************************
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From: Dianne Neal
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal-please place with mailings to this Board by end of business Tuesday,

November 12,2019
Date: Monday, November 11, 2019 10:27:08 AM

To Current Board Members of BZA:

I am 30-year resident of the Whitland/West End Neighborhood living at 3721 West End Avenue.  I have
served on the Board of the Neighborhood Association and can vouch that this neighborhood is active in
pursuing policies and practices that maintain the safety and the quality of life in this area.

I am writing this Board due to my shock at the appearance of a non-compliant fence/wall at the corner of
Bowling Avenue and Whitland Avenue.  From the outset, many neighbors were concerned with the
violation of the zoning laws, the relevant codes and, eventually, the requirements for basic traffic safety.
 The fence/wall obstructs sight lines so that a driver cannot see pedestrians, other motorists, and strollers
or cyclists.

Due to travel commitments, I am unable to attend the meeting scheduled before you on Thursday,
November 21.  I am submitting this email to ask you to do what is necessary to get the fence/wall down
and order that any further structure be built in compliance with current codes, zoning laws and traffic
safety basic practices.  

Dianne Neal
3721 West End Avenue
Nashville, TN 37205
615-390-1107
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From: Ed
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fence at the corner of Bowling and Whitland
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 1:15:49 PM

Dear Sirs,

I am a resident of Carden Ave and member of the Whitland Area Association.

I know that many of our Association are upset with their fence at the corner of Bowling and Whitland. It is a
beautiful new fence. It is much better than the previous fence of over 30 years!

I do agree that it is a traffic hazard, and this needs to be addressed. But a compromise can be reached!

The wooden part of the fence is in about 8 foot sections. If we could remove 1 or 2 of the last sections at the corner
the home owner could connect the ends of the fence in a tetrahedron shape and stop any visual traffic obstruction.
The stone portion is not high enough to cause an obstruction to viewing traffic.

Even if my stance is not popular, I feel it is a good compromise. As an Environmentalist I would not want all of that
beautiful wood to be sent to the landfill prematurely!!

Thank you for your time and attention!

Sincerely,

Ed Donahue
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From: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
To: Ethan Orley
Cc: Laurel Orley; Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Re: Fence Hearing at Metro Board of Zoning Appeals
Date: Thursday, November 7, 2019 5:00:06 PM

Bza- please see below

Sent from my iPhone

> On Nov 7, 2019, at 4:26 PM, Ethan Orley <eorley@gmail.com> wrote:
>
> 
> Dear Kathleen,
>
> I would like the following to be entered into the record for November 21st board hearing regarding the fence
located at the corner of Whitland and Bowling Ave:
>
> We, Ethan and Laurel Orley, live at 3706 Whitland Ave, Nashville, TN 37205. We would like to see the fence that
was recently erected drastically altered to adhere to code requirements that dictate the height of a fence fronting a
property. Notwithstanding the above, this is a public safety matter as I am not able to across to Bowling both as a
driver or pedestrian.
>
> Please resolve this matter as soon as possible.
>
> Sincerely yours,
> Ethan and Laurel Orley
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From: Ethan Orley
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Whitland Ave Fence
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 7:20:24 AM

To whom it concerns,

My wife Laurel and I, along with the groundswell of support by the entire neighborhood, encourage the BZA to
enforce the fence height code along whitland and bowling. The current fence is an affront to the neighborhood and
we encourage you to hold the landowner accountable to local sentiment, public safety and height restrictions.

Best regards,
Ethan Orley

Ethan Orley
Managing Partner, Oliver Hospitality
401 Union Street | Nashville TN 37219
(734) 223-7880 | ethan@bna-re.com |

Sent from my phone. Please excuse typos.
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November 11, 2019 

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

  Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 
We reside at 3702 Whitland in sight of the subject fence in the 

Whitland neighborhood. 
Hence, we are well familiar with the non-compliant fence recently 

constructed at the corner of Bowling and Whitland Avenues that 
apparently violates both the zoning/code requirements and traffic 
requirements.   

We’re particularly concerned about the fence blocking the sight 
lines at the intersection of the view of pedestrians, runners, bicyclists 
and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible to see 
oncoming pedestrians, runners, bicyclists and vehicles without pulling 
well past the stop bar and into the crosswalk.   

The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists 
and motorists alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a 
busy school zone.  Traffic in that school zone is especially heavy during 
the beginning and end of the school day with pedestrians, students, 
bicycles and school buses. 

We would urge the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the 
fence comply with all Metro code requirements. 

 With best personal wishes 

       George and Ophelia Paine 

CC: Councilwoman Kathleen Murphy 
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November 14, 2019 

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 

We are residents of the Whitland neighborhood, living at 3802 Whitland Ave. for the past 40 
years. We are writing to express concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at 
the corner of Bowling and Whitland Avenues.   

The fence violates the zoning/code requirements as well as traffic requirements.  It obstructs 
the sight lines at the intersection and blocks the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south 
of the intersection.  We are avid walkers, joggers and bicyclers, and often enjoy walking in the 
neighborhood with our young granddaughter. At that intersection, it is now impossible to see 
oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the crosswalk. 

We find that this is a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists alike and is aggravated as 
the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that school zone is especially heavy 
during the beginning and end of the school day with pedestrians, students, bicycles and school 
buses. 

We respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all 
Metro code requirements. 

Thank you for considering our request. 

Henry Martin 
Gloria Ballard 
3802 Whitland Ave. 
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HISTORIC  WHITLAND 

To:  Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

From:  Whitland Area Neighborhood Association  

Date:  November 13, 2019 

 Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 

I am president of the Whitland Area Neighborhood Association.  We were formed in 1980 and 
exist solely to benefit the quality of life of our neighbors.  We have almost 700 households in 
the association boundaries.  

Based on concerns voiced by numerous neighbors over the past three months we have 
followed closely the saga of the recent fence at Whitland and Bowling Avenues.  Each month 
our board has discussed this issue.  Last night we had a board meeting and, once again, 
unanimously voted to voice our request to you to require compliance of the fence with all 
applicable codes.  

The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well as traffic requirements.  The 
fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely blocking the view of pedestrian 
and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible to see oncoming pedestrians or 
vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the crosswalk.  The resulting hazard 
creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists alike and is aggravated as the 
intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that school zone is especially heavy 
during the beginning and end of the school day with pedestrians, students, bicycles and school 
buses.  We all knew that it was a safety hazard but heard tonight of a woman who was knocked 
down by a jogger.  They simply could not see each other because of the illegal height of the 
fence.  

We respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all 
Metro code requirements. 

Most sincerely, 

John Cyril Stewart 
President, Whitland Area Neighborhood Association 
3813 Whitland Avenue, 37205 
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From: John Allen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
Cc: rick@frenchking.com; cyril@cyrilstewart.com
Subject: Case 2019-479 - Bowling- Whitland violation
Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 7:00:19 PM

Dear Board Members:

I am writing to communicate our family’s opposition to the newly
constructed fence at the corner of Whitland and Bowling Avenue. 
We have lived at 3711 Whitland Avenue for almost 16 years. I am
deeply concerned for the safety of pedestrians and drivers due to the
height of the fence.  I witness on a regular basis issues related to
oncoming traffic and possible endangerment to pedestrians and
drivers.  The height of the fence should be a concern due to the young
students at West End Middle School and given the heavy traffic
around Elmington Park.

Because Whitland is a historic neighborhood, aesthetically, the
construction and materials seem to deviate from the historic zoning
rules and norms, which we all have to comply with as part of living
in this community.

Sincerely,

John W. Allen

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Karen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Re: BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 1:53:09 PM

Dear Board Members, 

The newly constructed residential fence encasing the newly constructed house at the corner of
Whitland and Bowling Avenues is creating an extremely dangerous situation for pedestrians,
cyclists and automobiles. The line of sight for all types of traffic from Whitland looking South
onto Bowling and from Bowling looking west onto Whitland is completely blocked by the
fence. As no one on either street and sidewalk can see oncoming traffic of any type from all
directions, everyone at this very busy intersection is being put at high risk of serious injury or
worse.
It's my understanding that this fence violates Metro Codes and requiring the fence to comply
with Metro Codes would eliminate this very dangerous situation. Therefore, please require that
this fence comply with all applicable Metro Codes to avoid someone suffering serious injury
or worse as a result of it being non-compliant. 

Thank you for considering this very serious matter.

Karen Christian
203 Carden Avenue
Nashville, 37205
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November 14, 2019 

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 3608 Whitland Avenue.  I am writing to 
express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of 
Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well 
as traffic requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely 
blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible 
to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the 
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists alike 
and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that school 
zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with pedestrians, 
students, bicycles and school buses. 

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all 
Metro code requirements. 

Very truly your 

Lisa Coleman 
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From: LUCY HARRINGTON
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item Appeal
Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 7:41:16 AM

November 12, 2019

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals

700 2nd Avenue, South
Nashville, Tennessee

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal

Dear Board Members:

I live nearby the Whitland neighborhood at 3905 Kimpalong Drive.  I am writing to express my
concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of Bowling and
Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well as traffic
requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely blocking the
view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible to see
oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists
alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that
school zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with
pedestrians, students, bicycles and school buses.

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all
Metro code requirements.

Very truly yours,

Lucy Harrington
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From: Mary & Gray Stahlman
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fence at Bowling and Whitland
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 12:09:17 PM

As a long time Nashville resident who has lived in/around the Whitland neighborhood currently and thru the years, I
want to lend my support to the WANA request to have the new fence at the triangle corner of Bowling and Whitland
revised to improve visibility.  In the spirit of being good neighbors, we each need to be respectful of our impact on
those around us and not act with only our interests in mind.    Please support action to have this property owner
bring the fencing into compliance with the neighborhood.

Thank you.

Mary Stahlman
401 Bowling Ave.
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From: Maureen Hill
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal
Date: Monday, November 11, 2019 8:48:17 AM

November 11, 2019

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals

700 2nd Avenue, South
Nashville, Tennessee

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal

Dear Board Members:

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 202 Cantrell Avenue.  I am writing to
express my concern over the fence recently constructed at the corner of Bowling and
Whitland Avenues.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection, completely blocking
the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible to see
oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists
alike and is aggravated as the intersection has streets meeting at unusual angles.  
Additionally, the intersection is located in a busy school zone across from a public park; there
is heavy pedestrian traffic.  

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence be redesigned
for safety. 

Very truly yours,

 Maureen Hill
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From: Melanie Block
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Non-compliant Fence
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 2:26:02 PM

November 14, 2019

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals

700 2nd Avenue, South
Nashville, Tennessee

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal

Dear Board Members:

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 202 Leonard Avenue.  I am writing to
express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of
Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well
as traffic requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely
blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible
to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists
alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that
school zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with
pedestrians, students, bicycles and school buses.

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all
Metro code requirements.

Very truly yours,

Melanie Block

Melanie Block
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From: Aimee McMahan
To: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fence at Whitland and Bowling
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 12:15:29 PM

This fence is a hazard, not to mention an eye sore.

Before the fence was built this intersection was difficult, now a vehicle must practically pull out onto Bowling in
order to see on coming traffic because the fence is so tall. 

As far as pedestrians and bikers this fence is the perfect place for a attacker to hide since there is absolutely no way
to see around - over -through the fence.

While on the subject of traffic and general safety....

The crosswalk(with poles) at this intersection is so stupid. I have yet to see any one using for the purpose of crossing
the street.  If a vehicle is at the Whitland stop sign and a larger truck or van on Bowling wants to turn left they can’t
because the vehicle will plow over the crosswalk “poles” . Larger vehicles  usually  go beyond the crosswalk
”chaos” to turn. Which creates  potential dangers for on coming cars on Bowling turning right on Whitland or
continuing on Bowling.

I hope this will help to convince the powers that be  the fence must be cut down or altered to allow for a clear line of
sight and also  re-address the silly crosswalk.

Thank you reading.

Mrs. R. M. McMahan
219 Leonard Ave.
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                                                                                                           Case #   2019-479 

NOVEMBER 1, 2019 

 

TO: THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 

I VEHEMENTLY OBJECT TO THE ADMINISTRATOR’S DETERMINATION THAT THE 

CONSTRUCTED FENCE MEETS LEGAL REQUIREMENTS. THIS FENCE MUST GO, OR 

ARE YOU GOING TO WAIT UNTIL SOMEONE GETS SERIOUS LY INJORED OR KILLED. 

The Fence was constructed violating all legal standards!  It also blocks proper 

Vision looking to the left to exit Whitland Ave and turning left onto Bowling.    

 

Appeal Case Number: 2019-479 

199B BOWLING AVENUE 

Mao Parcel:   104090x90000CO 

Zoning Classification  R8 

Council District   24 

 

I AM OPPOSED THIS ILLEGAL FENCE. 

 

 

NANCY PETERSON HEARN 

3701 WEST END AVENUE 

THREE WHIEHALL 

NASHVILLE, TN 37205 

   

 



From: Nancy Peterson
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: FW: [Whitland] Your Action Needed - Fence Hearing Input Required by Thursday
Date: Sunday, November 10, 2019 8:43:24 PM
Importance: High

November 10, 2019

 Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals

700 2nd Avenue, South
Nashville, Tennessee

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal

Dear Board Members:

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 3701 West End Avenue, 3 Whitehall,
37205.  I am writing to express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed
at the corner of Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code
requirements as well as traffic requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the
intersection completely blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the
intersection.  It is impossible to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past
the stop bar and into the crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians,
cyclists and motorists alike and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school
zone.  Traffic in that school zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the
school day with pedestrians, students, bicycles and school buses.

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all
Metro code requirements.

Very truly yours,
 Nancy Peterson-Hearn
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From: Norman Calway-Fagen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Corner property and out-of-compliance fence triangular in design from Whitland and around the corner up

Bowling. In a word this fence is a clear and dangerous impediment to all at that corner where vehicles of every
stripe including school buses cannot

Date: Sunday, November 10, 2019 8:42:26 PM

site the comings and goings of street traffic both pedestrian and vehicular. I understand that
our Councilwoman Murphy has addressed this dangerous situation  to BZA. It should not be
necessary to have a tragedy occur in an already compromised situation in order to get action.
3 or 4 years ago a situation developed at the corner of Whitland and So. Wilson and two local
residents took photos and contacted Metro and though the property developer stonewalled
the obvious danger Metro stepped in insisting on corrective actions to move trees recently
planted creating hazardous sight lines to the South of that corner toward MBA property.
Hopefully these comments and upcoming hearing will move us to corrective action. Thank you
for your attention.      Norman Calway-Fagen  210 Cantrell Ave. Many of our residents drive by
this intersection at various times during the day as do I.  The problem appears fixable and
should require immediate action toward effective resolution.
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From: Norman Calway-Fagen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fw: Fence & safety
Date: Thursday, November 7, 2019 5:47:31 PM

From: Norman Calway-Fagen
Sent: Thursday, November 7, 2019 2:02 PM
To: cyril@cyrilstewart.com <cyril@cyrilstewart.com>
Subject: Fence & safety

Not sure my original note got thru.  The fence in Question at Bowling and Whitland represents
a  significant safety hazard blocking the view both for vehicles and pedestrians. We are a
walking neighborhood and the corner in question is a highly trafficked intersection for all
concerned. We are not talking about an offset gated community. This is a street-level
encumbrance for sighting walkers and vehicular traffic. It has been upgraded in the past 2
years but remains problematic. A similar issue for traffic and pedestrian sight lines occurred 5
or 6 years ago at the corner of Whitland and South Wilson with tree plantings blocking sight
lines. It took several photos and Comunications with planning as the developer/contractor
stonewalled the obvious site hazard. Planning checked and investigated and made them move
the trees blocking and creating a hazard where it was noted that in order for cars to see down
Wilson they had to inch out into the intersection. The same appears to be the case in this
instance. We certainly do not need a tragic accident to move the needle on this. Our
Councilwoman Murphy has indicated agreement and has voiced her and the neighborhood's
concerns to Planning. Making the 'fence' neighborhood friendly and safer should be the
priority for all.     Norman Calway-Fagen
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From: Judge Harrington
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Cyril Stewart
Subject: Fence at intersection of Bowling and Whitland
Date: Thursday, November 14, 2019 12:10:51 PM

Please note my concern about safety issues with regard to this fence. I
had not given it much thought until the other evening as I was exiting the
parking lot at West End School to turn on to Whitland I almost got hit by a
car coming out at Whitland who could not see me and I could not see him.
Besides being unsightly it creates more danger at an intersection that is
already problematic.
I have walked by it as well and have noted that it is not well built. It is so
tall that it would injure anyone who was walking past if it fell over in big
storm. 
_ _ _ 
Penny Harrington 

Harrington Law Office
Historic Germantown
1215 Seventh Avenue North
Nashville, Tennessee 37208-2605
Direct:            (615) 320-9977
Facsimile: (615) 320-9929
E-mail:  judgeharrington@harringtonlawoffice.com
Website:  Harrington Law Office

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This transmission (and the documents, if any, accompanying it) may contain confidential information belonging to the
sender and the intended recipient that is protected by the attorney-client privilege.  It is intended only for use by the person(s) to whom it is addressed.  

If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, distribution, copying or taking any action in reliance on the contents of this
transmission is strictly prohibited.  

If you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by return e-mail and delete the transmission and delete and/or destroy, as
applicable, all copies thereof. 
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From: Bob Duthie
To: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case Number 2019-479
Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 9:55:19 PM

As a long time resident of the Whitland Area I would hope the council will repeal the
dangerous fence that was built on Whitland Avenue at Bowling Ave, The fence is not
appropriate for the neighborhood and has almost no set back  from the sidewalks on either
street. The fence is over 10 ft high from the curb to top. It violates all the rules and has no
place in our area. With no set back drivers heading east have to cross the roadway stripes to
see oncoming traffic on the busy street of Bowling. There is a large school and play field right
across the street where children crossing Bowling from Whitland will be at risk. The entire
fence should be removed  The current wall can stay the way it was but no fence should be
built on top.
Robert W. Duthie
220 Carden Avenue
Nashville, TN 37205
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From: Rick French
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Re: BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal
Date: Tuesday, November 12, 2019 5:10:51 PM

Tuesday, November 12, 2019

Dear Board Members:

The intent of this letter is to express my concern regarding the perimeter fencing recently
constructed along Whitand and Bowling Ave.   

As a resident of the Whitland West End Neighborhood, for over ten years, most recently at
3713 West End Avenue, and previously at 3633 and 3619 West End Avenue,  I cannot recall a
more egregious affront to the neighbors and inconceivable disregard for the safety of the
community.

Since June of 2019, numerous attempts through Hub Nashville, the Council, repeated calls to
the Codes department, appeals to Public Works to involve Traffic and Parking have all proved
ineffective in resolving the safety concerns and the blatant disregard for the Code's Rules for
Solid Fencing.  Codes cited the following violations in 6/13/2019:

"1)
Section 17.12.040 (E) 26(b)-Screening Walls or Fences (Front Setback): Greatest vertical
exposure shall be six feet in height within the remainder of the required front setback.

2)
Section 17.12.040 (E) 26(a)-Screening Walls or Fences (Off Right-of-way): Greatest vertical
exposure for open fences, such as chain link or those of a similar nature are permitted to be six
feet in height.

3)
Section 17.12.040 (E) 26 (a)-Screening Walls or Fences (Off Right-of-way): Greatest vertical
exposure (privacy or opaque type fences) shall be two and one half feet in height within ten
feet of a street right-of way.

4)
Section 17.12.040 (E) 26(c)-Screening Walls or Fences (Side and Rear Setback): Greatest
vertical exposure shall be eight feet in height within the required side or rear setback or within
any platted common open space.
Therefore, you are to have the violation or cause removed and/or corrected before: July 15,
2019."

But, months later, Codes reversed their decision, without explanation, and pronounced the
fence in compliance, without any changes to the fence.  Clearly, safety issues persist. and the
front fence, at the property line, far exceeds the 30 inch height limit.  If the six foot height is
desired, there is a ten foot setback required, and entirely possible.  Public Works has
determined a safety issue exists, and therefore, presents  a new Metro liability.  Corner
visibility requires a minimum of 25 feet setback, but the unique 45 degree angle at the
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Whitland/Bowling corner is more problematic than a 90 degree 'normal' intersection. 

The front solid fence in excess of six feet along Bowling clearly violates the 30 inch height
limit per Codes.  If owner wants six feet, the solution is simply to inset the fence the required
ten feet from the property line.  The owner/builder claim that the property line is the black top
road surface edge is ludicrous.  From their own documents, the inside of the sidewalk is the
property line.  The offending heights over ten feet along the Whitland side far exceed the
limits in Setback Rules for Fences, "Maximum heights are measured from the finish grade
level on the side of the wall or fence WITH THE GREATEST VERTICAL EXPOSURE."

Your assistance is required to  ensure compliance with the solid fence rules.  Remove the
fence no less than 25 feet of the Whitland/Bowling inside property corner,  lower the height to
the 30 inch height maximum along Bowling, and finally, lower the Whitland height to
maximum height of six feet from the front property line to the front of the residence, and eight
feet from the front of the residence to the rear property line, measured as stipulated in Code's
Setback Rules for Fences.

Appreciate your assistance.  

Rick French

Rick French
rick@frenchking.com
frenchking.com
Mobile: 615.604.2323
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From: Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
To: Roberta Goodman; Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Re: Bowling fence
Date: Thursday, November 7, 2019 8:08:06 AM

Bza, please see comments below. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 7, 2019, at 8:05 AM, Roberta Goodman
<roberta_walter_goodman@yahoo.com> wrote:


Dear Ms. Murphy,

I am writing to support the neighborhood's request that the fence erected on the
property at the Bowling-Whitland split be brought into compliance with what I
understand to be Metro requirements. Any way that one looks at it, the fence is
too high and creates a visual obstruction. It's also out of keeping with the
neighborhood. 

Thank you,
Roberta Goodman
Brighton Road
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November 13, 2019 

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 224 Carden Avenue.  I am writing to 
express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of 
Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well 
as traffic requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely 
blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible 
to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the 
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists alike 
and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that school 
zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with pedestrians, 
students, bicycles and school buses.  I have lived within three blocks of this intersection since 
1982, I used to drop my son at Elmington Park for the Currey Ingram bus for about 12 years,  
and have observed this intersection pretty much daily for 37 years   

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all 
Metro code requirements. 

Very truly yours, 

Stephen B. Curnutte 
224 Carden Avenue 
Nashville, TN  37205 
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November 11, 2019  

Metro Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 
700 2nd Avenue, South 
Nashville, Tennessee 

Re:  BZA Case No. 2019-479 Item A Appeal 

Dear Board Members: 

I am a resident of the Whitland neighborhood living at 3811 Whitland Ave.  I am writing to 
express my concern over the non-compliant fence recently constructed at the corner of 
Bowling and Whitland Avenues.  The fence violates both the zoning/code requirements as well 
as traffic requirements.  The fence obstructs the sight lines at the intersection completely 
blocking the view of pedestrian and vehicular traffic south of the intersection.  It is impossible 
to see oncoming pedestrians or vehicles without pulling well past the stop bar and into the 
crosswalk.  The resulting hazard creates a safety risk for pedestrians, cyclists and motorists alike 
and is aggravated as the intersection is located in a busy school zone.  Traffic in that school 
zone is especially heavy during the beginning and end of the school day with pedestrians, 
students, bicycles and school buses. 

I respectfully request that the Board of Zoning Appeals require that the fence comply with all 
Metro code requirements. 

Very truly yours, 

Willis Hulings 
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From: Gregory, Christopher (Public Works)
To: Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Cc: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes); Ammarell, Beverly (Public Works)
Subject: BZA Case 2019-486
Date: Wednesday, October 2, 2019 2:24:15 PM

2019-486       4908 Aquatic Rd       Special exception for Religious Institution
Variance: 17.16.170E
Response:  Public Works takes no exception with condition that adequate parking is provided on site
per code.

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: November 6, 2019 

BZA Hearing Date:    November 21, 2019 

Re: Planning Department Recommendation for a Special Exception, Case 2019-486 

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

Department is providing a recommendation on the following Special Exception case: 

1. Case 2019-486 Religious Institution (4908 Aquatic Road)

Request: A Special Exception to operate a Religious Institution in the RS10 zoning 

district. 

Zoning: Residential Single-Family (RS10) requires a minimum of 10,000 square foot lot 

and is intended for single-family dwellings at a density of 3.7 dwelling units per acre.  

Land Use Policy: Conservation (CO) is intended to preserve environmentally sensitive 

land features through protection and remediation. CO policy applies in all Transect 

Categories except T1 Natural, T5 Center, and T6 Downtown. CO policy identifies land 

with sensitive environmental features including, but not limited to, steep slopes, 

floodway/floodplains, rare or special plant or animal habitats, wetlands, and unstable or 

problem soils. The guidance for preserving or enhancing these features varies with what 

Transect they are in and whether or not they have already been disturbed. 

T3 Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance (T3 NM) is intended to maintain the general 

character of developed suburban residential neighborhoods. T3 NM areas will experience 

some change over time, primarily when buildings are expanded or replaced. When this 

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

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

METROPOLITAN GOVERNMENT OF NASHVILLE AND DAVIDSON COUNTY 

Planning Department 

Metro Office Building 
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density residential development and institutional land uses. Enhancements may be made 

to improve pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular connectivity. 
 

Planning Department Analysis: The subject site is located on the east side of Aquatic 

Road within a residential neighborhood. The site is adjacent to single-family houses with 

a multi-family development north of Northcrest Drive. The site shares a rear lot line with 

commercially zoned properties that front Nolensville Pike. The site is also within walking 

proximity to the Tusculum Elementary School which is to the south and located on 

McMurray Drive.  

 

The request is to expand an existing religious institution’s operations to the subject site. 

The applicant is requesting to operate small group classes for mostly school-age children 

and youth. The children will likely be walking to the site so the traffic impact of this 

proposal will be minimal. The T3-NM policy list institutional uses as an example of an 

appropriate land use for this policy. This proposal to operate a religious institution is 

consistent with the land use policy. The building is existing, and the applicant is not 

proposing to expand it for their operation. The site currently has a parking pad that can 

accommodate 12 lined spaces and can adequately serve the proposed operation’s parking 

demands as existing. The ability of the site to serve the needs of the applicant as it exists 

today is consistent with the T3-NM policy’s goal of preserving the existing neighborhood 

character.   

 

Planning Recommendation: Approve. 
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From: Bettye Black
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case No. 2019-486. Map parcel 14716002100. Council 27
Date: Thursday, October 31, 2019 11:51:37 AM

This is my second letter, regarding 4908 Aguatic Rd.            I attended the meeting with approximately 30 people
listening to the man on this.  In my opinion I found him very evasive with his answers.     How many kids.  Well
about 6, oh it maybe 20.  Okay   Where will they come from.  Ans.  Some from Tusculum  school.      How will they
get there.  They Walk       No, sidewalks,busy street.     We will  have a van.  Oh that means more traffic. Oh it
Maybe? runs 2_ times a day.  Who is qualified to teach these at risk kids.     Oh, we will have help.  Who?.     Ok  
More parking for personnel.  Originally it was a house for afternoon daycare, he told a neighbor.  No one has
contacted Tusculum school.    I want to know under so called religious organizations what exactly is this... I have
lots question ..Why was this ok, in an old residential neighborhood ?    Who are these people.  Have you really
investigated  what they are really about?  I more questions than answers. Please help

We cannot attend meeting, my husband is handicapped,  Also there 3 other home owners are not well and cannot
come.
 Sincerely, Roy, Bettye Black
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Permit # 20190059989 

Appeal Case Number 2019-486 

Zoning Appeal Address:    4908 Aquatic Road 

 Nashville, TN  37211 

Board of Zoning Appeals, 

   This letter is in regards to Appeal Case Number 2019-486.  My name is Jamia Lockmiller and I 
live three doors away from 4908 Aquatic Drive.  This reason for my letter is to strongly disagree 
with the possible religious exemption.   

   My wife and I bought our house just over a year ago.  One big reason for the purchase was the 
location.  We lived in the condos of Northcrest Commons (across the street from Aquatic) for 
years, and absolutely love the area.  At the time of purchase, the neighborhood of Millerwood, 
Aquatic, and Purnell was quiet, calm, and residential.   This is hopefully how it will stay!  While 
looking at other properties, we found houses we liked but were either located beside a 
daycare, on a busy street (Blackman Road), or too far from our desired location.   Did I mention 
Millerwood was quiet?  If the religious exemption is approved, 4908 Aquatic will basically be a 
daycare throughout the summer months, although Mr. MacDonald has yet to give any numbers 
on how many children will be attending.  My neighbors and I will not be able to enjoy our yards 
without hearing constant screaming from children throughout the day.  If you do not think this 
will happen, then drive by a school playground during recess!   I teach, so this I know with 100% 
confindence.  Did I mention that Millerwood was calm?   As of now, we have mostly neighbors 
who travel our three streets, with an occasional car passing through.  If the religious exemption 
is approved, that will all change.  Now you are increasing our traffic which is a safety issue for 
the neighborhood kids.  There will be numerous parents in numerous cars traveling through our 
quiet calm neighborhood, along with any buses that may be used.  While talking with Mr. 
MacDonald, he has yet to clarify when or how many children he will host in his place of 
business during the school year and/or during the summer.  He has been asked numerous times 
to give a number of participants, but sadly, he has always skated around the numbers.   This is 
far from transparent or ‘religious’ (Thou Shalt Not Lie).  Did I mention our neighborhood is 
residential?   One of the biggest reasons we purchased our home on Millerwood, was the fact 
that it was/is residential AND it did not have any skinny tall homes which are being built all over 
Nashville.   Our neighborhood is residential and it needs to stay that way.  Had we known that 
the exemption had a possibility of happening, I guarantee you that we would NOT have bought 
our home.     
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 Here are the facts about why I, along with 99% of my neighbors are upset: 

•   4908 Aquatic Drive was purchased for the reason of the religious exemption 
long before the exemption was given  (it still has not been granted) 

•  The driveway of 4908 Aquatic Drive has been turned into a commercial lot in 
a residential neighborhood even BEFORE the exemption has been granted 

• Mr. MacDonald has advertised outdated data from Tusculum Elementary in 
order to entice support for his cause.  (data was outdated and not one 
Tusculum faculty/staff member has been contacted by Cottage Cove) 

• Mr. MacDonald told neighbors at our neighborhood meeting that 
kindergarteners will be their focus and that they will walk from Tusculum to 
4908 Aquatic Drive with NO SIDEWALKS!!  (This is a half mile)  although he 
told me at the meeting that there were sidewalks, which is false. 

• Mr. MacDonald was asked if anyone from the neighborhood was contacted 
before the purchase of 4908 Aquatic Drive.  He said ‘Yes’.  However, after 
asking multiple times to whom did he speak, he finally admitted it wasn’t 
anyone in our immediate neighborhood.  Not transparent! 

• When asked why Mr. MacDonald purchased a residential home for his 
business, he replied that a college student that volunteers for him did 
research and found 4908 Aquatic to be the best purchase for the money.   
This is a money issue, not a religious hardship or need of the neighborhood. 

• We asked Mr. MacDonald how will Cottage Cove benefit our neighborhood.  
He replied in writing on Facebook that it will keep those kids from coming 
into our neighborhood and stealing from us in the future.    WHAT?  Oh yea, 
he deleted that conversation from Facebook, but one of our neighbors took a 
screen shot of it before it was deleted.   

• Mr. MacDonald and his Cottage Cove council were asked if they would 
accept their program in their own neighborhood.  They said yes.  HOWEVER, 
one of his council told neighbors that he would be in ‘our boat’ if such a 
business moved beside his house.  Again, Thou Shalt Not Lie.   

 

   Does all of the above seem transparent to you?   Would you want a business moving into your 
neighborhood?   Would you want a daycare/program moving into your neighborhood that does 
NOT accept the neighborhood kids?  Oh yea, that is what Cottage Cove council told the 
neighbors.  This is an injustice for ALL residential neighborhoods, not just ours.    As you can see, 
I am strongly against turning a residential home into a place of business, regardless of intent.  
The religious exemption law is too vague of a law.  This law was meant to put churches on an 
even playing field.  However, this law has done nothing but discriminate against the 
neighborhoods where such religious exemptions are being applied.  Religious exemptions 
should NOT be held to more voting power than the regular citizens living in these 
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neighborhoods.  Our opinions should matter!!  Keep our neighborhood residential.  Our little 
pocket of paradise is a dying breed, due to such laws.   There is a place for everything, but not 
in a residential zone.   
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From: Matt Olsen
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Zoning at 4908 Aquatic Rd Nashville TN 37211
Date: Monday, October 28, 2019 4:38:53 PM

Hello,

I am forwarding this email to you as we DO NOT want this in our neighborhood.  We
just bought our first home 2 doors down from this location a few months ago and
beyond upset that they want to change this single family home into a religious
BUSINESS.  This is a neighborhood, NOT a commercial place.  Please do not let this
pass.  This will only make our property value go down and it’s not fair all of us to call
this neighborhood home and affecting our hard working money we have spent on our
homes.  How is this fair to us?!  It’s not.  We did not move here only to have the
neighborhood be declined in value, street being VERY BUSY, cars parked in the
street and kids in the neighborhood that don’t even live there.  This is our
neighborhood and not theirs.  They aren’t even going to be living in the neighborhood.

There is PLENTY of commercial spaces available on Nolensville Pike.

Please don’t let this pass.  We live 2 doors down the street and don’t want to have to
sell our house because of this and lose our hard working money because they are
running a business in OUR neighborhood.  It’s not fair to any of us and the town.

Thank you!
Matt Olsen

4900 Aquatic Road

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Nikki Boston <nboston05@gmail.com>
To: "bza@nashville.gov" <bza@nashville.gov>
Cc: Matt Olsen <matt.olsen@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, October 28, 2019, 3:53:10 PM CDT
Subject: Zoning at 4908 Aquatic Rd Nashville TN 37211

Hello, 

I am writing to see what I can do to save our neighborhood and my street. We have been informed that
tonight, October 28th at 6pm there will be a meeting about the zoning for 4908 Aquatic Rd. My
understanding is that they want to change it from a  single family residential home to a Religious
Organization running an after school program. Please let me first state that I am a Christian who attends
Church on a normal basis. I am not against the mission of this organization. I am however VERY
concerned with how they operate. 

I was told by the organization and have documentation in their printed words that they would only be
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operating less than 3 hours a day and their website tells a very different story. They operate regularly and
then have summer camps from 7:45am-5:30pm; they have monthly classes for kids 7th grade -12th grade
at 6:30pm and sometimes offer lock-Ins; They also state "While Cottage Cove is not affiliated with any 
one church, we gladly point out welcoming churches that teach the Bible. This includes one that 
meets right at Cottage Cove". Therefore they are lying to the public and this neighborhood about 
the use of this property. 

Additionally, Cottage Cove has stated that if the zoning is changed, part of the agreement is that it 
will revert back to single family residential upon the sell of the property as their other properties 
do. This is not the case. They just sold the other property off of Benton Ave to a boutique hat 
studio. That is not residential... That street and neighborhood was forever changed by Cottage 
Cove moving in. 

Their other 2 properties are located on busy streets or directly next to an office building. These 
properties are very different than smack dab in the middle of our quiet Whispering Hills 
Neighborhood. The after school program will affect the traffic on our quiet street for those of us 
coming home from work. Their summer camps will affect the work traffic that is already a growing 
concern in Whispering Hills. 

I have also contacted the company in writing asking why they could not move the location of this 
program to a building off Nolensville closer to the designated school they talk about and they said 
it was too expensive and it would not be safe. I beg to differ, they have field a petition to be within 
walking distance for the elementary school. However, there are no sidewalks to get to the house 
in question from Tusculum besides Nolensville and it is incredibly unsafe to ask elementary school 
students to walk down Nolensville or down Whispering Hills Rd with no sidewalks. That is a very 
busy windy road, part of the reason we are zoned for Crieve Hall. 

We have spoken to many realtors who have all said as soon as this passes our property values 
will decrease. This is so disheartening as a small family trying to bust our butts to feed our family 
and just saved enough money to buy our first owned home. This home in question is NOT on a 
busy street, it is NOT located in a neighborhood zoned for their target school, it is NOT and easy 
or safe walk from the local schools, it will NOT only be operated less than 3 hrs a day. It WILL 
increase vehicle traffic which is already a problem for our neighborhood. It WILL decrease 
property value and by past records of their own it WILL forever change the zoning and makeup of 
our street.

I live 2 doors down from this proposed zone change. Please do not let this pass. 

4900 Aquatic Rd - Nikki Jo Boston
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From: Michelle C. Thomas
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Comment on zoning exemption 2019-486
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 2:05:35 PM

To the Davidson County Board of Zoning Appeals:

As the homeowner of 512 Purnell Drive, please be advised that I am against the zoning exemption
for 4908 Aquatic Rd, Nashville 37211, Appeal Case Number 2019-486, which has a hearing on
November 21.

I have lived at my address for over 5 years. Our neighborhood is a calm and stable neighborhood
with a mix of age groups, ranging from original owners from the 60’s to young families with
children.  The majority of the homes are owner occupied. There is minimal traffic on Millerwood,
Aquatic, and Purnell, with most of it being local residents.   I am seriously concerned that an after
school program and summer camp, which I understand is to serve children at Tusculum
Elementary, would greatly increase traffic through our neighborhood, becoming a safety hazard
for the children who live here.  Increased traffic will statistically increase the crime potential,
affecting the safety of our homes.

I believe this type business would be better located on a more commercial route which is more
directly reached by the people it is intended to serve.  Not in a quiet residential neighborhood.

With regards,

Michelle Thomas
512 Purnell Dr.
615-406-8747
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From: Nikki Boston
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Matt Olsen
Subject: Zoning at 4908 Aquatic Rd Nashville TN 37211
Date: Monday, October 28, 2019 3:53:16 PM

Hello, 

I am writing to see what I can do to save our neighborhood and my street. We have been
informed that tonight, October 28th at 6pm there will be a meeting about the zoning for 4908
Aquatic Rd. My understanding is that they want to change it from a  single family residential
home to a Religious Organization running an after school program. Please let me first state
that I am a Christian who attends Church on a normal basis. I am not against the mission of
this organization. I am however VERY concerned with how they operate. 

I was told by the organization and have documentation in their printed words that they would
only be operating less than 3 hours a day and their website tells a very different story. They
operate regularly and then have summer camps from 7:45am-5:30pm; they have monthly
classes for kids 7th grade -12th grade at 6:30pm and sometimes offer lock-Ins; They also state
"While Cottage Cove is not affiliated with any one church, we gladly point out welcoming churches 
that teach the Bible. This includes one that meets right at Cottage Cove". Therefore they are lying 
to the public and this neighborhood about the use of this property. 

Additionally, Cottage Cove has stated that if the zoning is changed, part of the agreement is that it 
will revert back to single family residential upon the sell of the property as their other properties 
do. This is not the case. They just sold the other property off of Benton Ave to a boutique hat 
studio. That is not residential... That street and neighborhood was forever changed by Cottage 
Cove moving in. 

Their other 2 properties are located on busy streets or directly next to an office building. These 
properties are very different than smack dab in the middle of our quiet Whispering Hills 
Neighborhood. The after school program will affect the traffic on our quiet street for those of us 
coming home from work. Their summer camps will affect the work traffic that is already a growing 
concern in Whispering Hills. 

I have also contacted the company in writing asking why they could not move the location of this 
program to a building off Nolensville closer to the designated school they talk about and they said 
it was too expensive and it would not be safe. I beg to differ, they have field a petition to be within 
walking distance for the elementary school. However, there are no sidewalks to get to the house 
in question from Tusculum besides Nolensville and it is incredibly unsafe to ask elementary school 
students to walk down Nolensville or down Whispering Hills Rd with no sidewalks. That is a very 
busy windy road, part of the reason we are zoned for Crieve Hall. 

We have spoken to many realtors who have all said as soon as this passes our property values 
will decrease. This is so disheartening as a small family trying to bust our butts to feed our family 
and just saved enough money to buy our first owned home. This home in question is NOT on a 
busy street, it is NOT located in a neighborhood zoned for their target school, it is NOT and easy 
or safe walk from the local schools, it will NOT only be operated less than 3 hrs a day. It WILL 
increase vehicle traffic which is already a problem for our neighborhood. It WILL decrease 
property value and by past records of their own it WILL forever change the zoning and makeup of 
our street.

I live 2 doors down from this proposed zone change. Please do not let this pass. 
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From: Robyn Whipp
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fw: Zoning exemption #20190059989
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 4:49:50 PM

Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals

I am writing to voice my opposition to the zoning exemption
filed by 4908 Aquatic Rd Nashville, TN 37211, permit
#20190059989.

This zoning exemption will be detrimental to this pocket of the
Whispering Hills Community; a neighborhood where there are
already numerous outreach programs in place that do not
require private entities accumulating and purchasing
residential RS10 zoned homes. This exemption affects the
aesthetics of a residential neighborhood preserved for family
and community life. This exemption would also endanger the
children targeted as there is no easy and straight way to travel
between the school the children would be coming from and the
destination. It would also add to already congested streets. Any
proposed project needs to consider whether it will be a benefit
or a detriment to all involved, and whether, IF the need is
present, it could be much better fulfilled at countless other
properties not zoned RS10. 4908 Aquatic Road is in the middle
of a street on a dead end. We have no sidewalks in our
neighborhood and our children are dropped off from our zoned
school during the same time these other children would be
arriving. If that sounds confusing that’s because it is for all
involved and has not been investigated.

No communication or consideration was made either to the
school or neighbors while this organization scouted to
purchase a home for their programs. This organization paved a
parking lot and held a board meeting at this home prior to any
hearing or notification of a hearing and before neighbors had
any idea what they were planning for our neighborhood. 

In short, this exemption would cause safety, traffic, and a host
of other issues for all involved and could be much better
served at numerous properties for sale closer to the targeted
school as well on streets more conducive to travel; should the
need be there for this type of program (which remains unclear).
It is not good for the success of the applicant or this pocket of
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Whispering Hills.

Sincerely,

Robyn Whipp

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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From: Shelley Armstrong
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 4908 Aquatic Rd case #2019-486
Date: Wednesday, November 6, 2019 2:00:30 PM

Members of the Board,

There is NO HARDSHIP present for this case. This organization sold their donated property in Vine Hill for over a
million dollars and bought three other properties. All of the other properties they purchased are in busy, commercial
areas. As you can see from the photos I’ve included, we are the ONLY property in a very residential area. All of the
other properties are in areas with sidewalks, surrounded by commercial businesses and four lane streets. They are
also all located in more dense, urban areas, not areas designated T3 Suburban. I’ve pulled the Whispering Hills
Covenant, which clearly states that this type of land use does not belong in our neighborhood. This is not to say that
Cottage Cove isn’t a good organization or to say anything of the work that they do. Many of us in this neighborhood
support work such as they are doing. However, when we bought homes in a residential neighborhood, we expected
that neighborhood to only be used for residential purposes as per our Whispering Hills Covenant. We do not feel it
is fair to expect us to devalue our properties so that Cottage Cove can operate here, when they bought this property
knowing that this is an RS10 neighborhood with a host of traffic, noise, and safety considerations. We also do not
understand why this organization sold their Vine Hill location when Fall Hamilton is still ranked lower academically
than Tusculum Elementary; their stated targeted school and not the school our neighborhood is zoned for. We also
do not understand why they’ve made no effort to contact this school, which has many other after school programs
provided by four different area churches as well as catholic charities. We as a neighborhood strongly feel that if this
is allowed to happen to our neighborhood, many buyers will leave. When they cannot get a good return on their
homes because of the presence of what is physically no different from an after-school daycare, owners will then be
forced to rent their homes. This means that a neighborhood that’s 79% owner occupied will become mostly rentals
(in a city with an already higher than average rental to owner ratio).

They were and still are many commercial and SP properties available in our area that are suited towards this type of
use. All of the children he’s targeting live south of this area and there are many properties in this same price range
available at this time as there were at the time of purchase. Once again, there is no hardship present.

We have met with Mr. MacDonald and he still refuses to give us straight answers to his intents for this property. It is
very clear that compared to his other properties, he will look extremely out of place here with a sign, equipment, and
a parking lot. He has shown no compassion or understanding towards our concerns. When we expressed concern
over the noise levels he stated most people wouldn’t be home until 6:00PM to hear the noise. Of course, he wouldn’t
know that he’s surrounded by retirees and people that work from home because he’s made no effort to understand
our neighborhood. It should be noted that Mr. MacDonald held a board meeting and has been using the home as his
office for some time before the hearing was posted.

Shelley Armstrong
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From: Shelley Armstrong
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Neighborhood against Zoning Exception at 4908 Millerwood Drive 37211
Date: Monday, October 28, 2019 3:45:21 PM

We, as a neighborhood in Whispering Hills, are considering obtaining legal representation about the zoning
exception for which 4908 Aquatic Road Nashville TN 37211 has applied, which has a hearing on November 21. We
have obtained many signatures and are working on gathering more. We are in District 27 and have notified our
councilman that we do not want this exception to go through. We are working on getting many more people to
notify BZA. This is a very quiet residential street with one way in and out. It is not zoned for this type of activity for
a reason. In the previous locations this afterschool daycare went in they were all on busy thoroughfares, which could
accommodate the added traffic and didn’t change the aesthetic of the neighborhood. Please let me know if there is
anything further we can do besides what we are doing now.

Thank you for your time,
Shelley Armstrong
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From: Shelley Armstrong
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Petition 4908 Aquatic Dr 37211
Date: Wednesday, November 13, 2019 1:43:19 PM
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From: French World Outreach
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: case #2019-486
Date: Wednesday, October 30, 2019 7:48:33 AM

Barry Baggott

4904 Aquatic Road

Nashville, TN 37211

 

October 30, 2019

 

Board of Zoning Appeals

Department of Codes Administration

800 2nd Avenue South

Nashville, TN 37210

 

re: case #2019-486

 

Dear Zoning Appeal Board members:

 

I am writing in support of the request by Cottage Grove Urban Ministries for a special
exemption for religious institution in regard to the house at 4908 Aquatic Road (case number
referenced above). I own and reside at the property next door and would be one of those most
strongly effected by the plans of Cottage Grove to operate an after-school program for at-risk
children.

 

Having talked at some length with Mr. Brent McDonald, the executive director, and with his
wife concerning the plans, and realizing that some of my neighbors are concerned, I want it
known that I have no qualms about Cottage Grove as a religious institution nor about its desire
to use the house next door to mine to help children in the ways it has done in other
neighborhoods. I believe that the impact on traffic and property values will be negligible, and I
do not anticipate any disturbance to our neighborhood. In fact, having seen that house already
rented out to young men who regularly had loud pool parties or played loud, booming music at
night, I would consider it to be an improvement having a group of well-supervised elementary

Case # 2019-486
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school children there basically just in the afternoons from Monday through Friday. I also
believe that the impact of this ministry offering religious and moral training as well as
academic help to these children can only be of benefit to this city. I do not believe there is any
significant or real downside to welcoming Cottage Grove Urban Ministries to our
neighborhood.

 

Because of upcoming travel, I will not be able to attend the scheduled hearing on this request,
but I appreciate your consideration of my point of view.

 

Sincerely, 

Barry Baggott
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-487 (2818 West Kirkwood Avenue) 

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

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

Zoning:  R8 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit: Approximately 0.37 miles west of #8 – 8th Avenue South; future local service 

planned along Kirkwood Avenue per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a two-family dwelling and requests a variance from constructing 

sidewalks along West Kirkwood Avenue. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalk currently exists along the property frontage, which is consistent with adjacent properties to the

north and south. A 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk currently exists along the block face approximately 185’ to

the south of the applicant’s property.

(2) The property is located less than a quarter mile from the 8th Avenue South/Melrose/Berry Hill first tier

Nashville Next Center. Establishing a continuous pedestrian path, through the utilization of sidewalks is

critical as a means to continue to create a comfortable walking urban environment. Staff finds no unique

hardship.

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval. The applicant shall coordinate with Metro Public 

Works to either construct a 4’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk which meets the Local Street standard or to 

construct an alternative sidewalk design solution. 
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From: Daniel Work
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: appeal case # 2019-487
Date: Wednesday, October 23, 2019 7:08:36 PM

I'm writing to respond to the zoning appeal case number 2019-487
2818C W Kirkwood Ave
Map Parcel 118023S90000CO
zoning classification R8
Council district 17

I am the owner of the property 2804A Vaulx Ln, Nashville, TN 37204, but am not able to
attend the meeting on 11/21/2019.

I understand the request would allow the applicant to construct two single family residences
without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund.

I DO NOT support this request. Nashville needs sidewalks, and revenue to build them. All
properties should pay into the sidewalk fund or build sidewalks. This property should not be
an exception.

Sincerely,
Dan Work

Case # 2019-487
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BZA Case No. 2019-488 
1108 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 

Agenda Date: November 21, 2019 

Case No. 2019-488 

Address: 1108 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. 

 

 

1108 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).  

  



BZA Case No. 2019-488 
1108 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 a two story detached 

garage could be built (the second story could be utilized in a variety of ways 

excluding the dwelling component). The owner desires to utilize the second story 

of the proposed detached building as a second dwelling (garage apartment). 

         

Views along alley adjacent to subject property. 

 

The proposed Detached Accessory building will contain a 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. Two were recently approved by the BZA on Paris 

Avenue immediately east of the subject property (1104 and 1014 Paris Avenue). 

The proposed accessory building will provide two parking spaces inside the garage 

for the occupants of the principal dwelling. A third parking space will be provided 

on the west side of the accessory building for an occupant of the second story 



BZA Case No. 2019-488 
1108 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

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.   

 

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 proposed detached structure is under the maximum permitted 

building coverage permitted in the R8 zoning district (45% required). 

 



BZA Case No. 2019-488 
1108 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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1108 Paris Avenue 

Variance to permit a Detached Accessory Dwelling Unit 

 

 

Map showing subject property surrounded by duplex (or DADU) eligible lots. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



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: 1108 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 1108 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.  

____Rod Roudi______________________________________/Name 

___1104 Paris Avenue, Nashville, TN 37204_________________/Address 

2019-488
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