


































<dornpl@gmail.com>; phenry@marrs-henry.com
Subject: 615 Maple OPPOSITION to SUP

CAUTION: This message is from an external sender - Do not open attachments or click links unless you recognize
the sender's address and know the content is safe.

Mr. Watson

Thank you for your time on the call this morning. 

As you know, we (Dorns and Pruetts) have several concerns and adamantly oppose
the SUP.  It is unfortunate that there was no avenue for those concerns to be heard or
considered prior to Staff making the decision to suport the SUP.  I know you felt like
our conversation was too long as it was, but even in that time period there was not
opportunity to share all the concerns.  

As per our discussion, I understand that you plan to send the letter to neighbors out
"this afternoon" 10/3 (though the letter had not been written yet).  These letters will be
sent by US mail, but that you will be requesting feedback to be provided to you prior
to the Planning Commission meeting. 

Please send the list of names ASAP.  I have already collected several letters of
opposition, and will make sure and share those (we had been requesting and trying to
get the list to make sure we were focused in the right area). 

Also, please send a copy of the draft ordinance and any communications with the
recommendation in support of Staff's position (which you indicated had already been
made prior to our conversation, so presumably there is some documentation
capturing that recommendation).  Please consider this a standing request for anything
created in the future (as there did not seem to be any attachments being uploaded in
the portal).  Please send both whatever has already been prepared, or that you have
otherwise shared/exchanged with Baker Development.  Also, please send the Staff
report as soon as it is available (by your statement, you have made the
recommendation already but the Staff report has not yet been drafted).  

Thank you in advance.

Paige Lester Pruett (and Mr. Dorn's email is above)
804 334 5299

From: Paige Lester [mailto:paige_lester@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 3, 2023 10:13 AM
To: Watson, David F. - PDR <David.Watson@rva.gov>; gmoore@meyerbaldwin.com; Jr Paul Dorn

mailto:dornpl@gmail.com
mailto:phenry@marrs-henry.com


From: Watson, David F. - PDR
To: Oliver, Alyson E. - PDR; Ebinger, Matthew J. - PDR
Subject: FW: Opposition to Special Use Permit for 615 Maple Avenue
Date: Monday, October 16, 2023 8:51:46 AM

 
 
From: Michael Isani [mailto:mfisani@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2023 8:48 AM
To: PDR Land Use Admin <PDRLandUseAdmin@rva.gov>; Watson, David F. - PDR
<David.Watson@rva.gov>; paige_lester@yahoo.com
Subject: Opposition to Special Use Permit for 615 Maple Avenue
 
To the Richmond City Planning Commission,
 
I'm writing to oppose the special use permit that has been requested for 615 Maple Avenue. As
a resident of Christopher Lane, it's exciting to see the development and transformation that is
occurring in the Westwood neighborhood right now. However, it's disappointing to see some
of that development not follow the zoning laws, and then try to ask for forgiveness afterwards.
 
I'm most worried about the precedent that an after the fact special use permit would set. As
more and more of the houses in the neighborhood are knocked down to be completely
replaced, what incentive does a homebuilder have to follow the rules? Should they just build
and hope that no one notices, and if someone does notice, worst case they'll get a SUP after
the fact?
 
I'm all for the growth and development as long as it follows the rules. If they wanted to build
closer to the property line than ideal, then they should have applied for that special use permit
before they built, waited to see what the neighborhood feedback was and what the city
planning commission said, and then acted on it. To do it after the fact is completely
disregarding the process and makes a mockery of our zoning process.
 
Please deny this special use permit to set a much needed precedent in a fast developing area.
All developers should follow the rules and follow the process clearly laid out. Stay within the
guidelines or apply for a permit BEFORE any building occurs.
 
Thank you,
Michael Isani
5816 Christopher Lane

mailto:David.Watson@rva.gov
mailto:Alyson.Oliver@rva.gov
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From: Watson, David F. - PDR
To: Oliver, Alyson E. - PDR; Ebinger, Matthew J. - PDR
Subject: FW: Opposition to SUP 126088-2023
Date: Monday, October 16, 2023 8:52:22 AM
Attachments: Scanned_20231016-0844.pdf

 
 
From: Paul Dorn, Jr [mailto:dornpl@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2023 8:49 AM
To: Paige Lester <paige_lester@yahoo.com>
Cc: Watson, David F. - PDR <David.Watson@rva.gov>; PDR Zoning Administration
<PDRZoningAdministration@rva.gov>; Ebinger, Matthew J. - PDR <Matthew.Ebinger@rva.gov>;
Gmoore <gmoore@meyerbaldwin.com>; Patrick Henry <phenry@marrs-henry.com>
Subject: Re: Opposition to SUP 126088-2023
 
Attached is my signed opposition letter.
 
Paul Dorn
804-690-9899
 
On Sun, Oct 15, 2023 at 11:14 PM Paige Lester <paige_lester@yahoo.com> wrote:

Good evening.
 
First, attached are the detailed written comments for Mr. Dorn and myself.
 
As noted, we have prepared the comments jointly, but will speak individually at the
meeting tomorrow. 
 
The legal names are on the attached; we are representing ourselves individually
(for the record, I am a licensed attorney, but do not practice in this area); to my
knowledge, there is no economic or professional affiliation/impact for either of us.  
 
I am also attaching the objections from various neighbors that we have collected---
in addition, some neighbors may be providing their comments directly to you.  As
well, I understand that you have already received the comments from
Westhampton.   Please note that the objection for 5805 Christopher is attached
here, but was not referenced in our comments out of a mere oversight. 
 
We both plan to appear in person.  If you need any additional information please let
me know.
 
Thanks
Paige Pruett
804 334 5299
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From: Paige Lester
To: Oliver, Alyson E. - PDR; Addison, Andreas D. - City Council; Ebinger, Matthew J. - PDR; PDR Zoning Administration; Gmoore; Jr Paul Dorn; Patrick Henry
Cc: Watson, David F. - PDR; Vonck, Kevin J. - PDR
Subject: Re: 615 Maple OPPOSITION to SUP
Date: Tuesday, October 17, 2023 9:23:31 AM
Attachments: image017.png
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Alyson

I did want to follow up on something in particular on the minutes and also share a couple of observations on the process---as that seemed to be a topic of some discussion yesterday. 

I appreciate you making sure that all the numerous written objections from neighbors, which were timely submitted to the Planning Commission by your own rules, are included in the record ( I sent you
that separately last night in response to your email). Though as a reminder, I only have the ones that I gathered or were copied on---you/Mr. Watson need to make sure that you are not missing other
objections because there are a number of rentals (or neighbors I was not able to catch) in the neighborhood who received letters and may have to followed the City's instructions.  I had expected one
or two others to object, and I will follow up with them as soon as I get a chance.

However, I fully expect that the minutes will accurately reflect Mr. Watson's actual (mis)statement to the Commission that there were only 7 objections from neighbors (when there were in fact there
were at least double that number) from neighbors in the immediate area.  Given the weight of Staff's report, and other concerns I have already noted about that process and the content of Mr.
Watson's report specifically (in particular the failure to understand the massive violation of the height requirement, three to five FEET by Baker's own admission, for a building in the setback), it is very
significant to us that the official staff presentation to the Commission understated the objections of the neighbors by at least ONE-HALF (even though I noted that there was a discrepancy in my verbal
comments, I was not in a position to address it specifically given the circumstances.)   Plus, the minutes must simply be accurate.

Ironically, but just so you know, the written objection that you initially missed (that I already sent you last night) was one from a citizen (in the 150 feet area) who felt so strongly that he wanted his voice
to stand out and be heard, so he did not want it grouped with the ones I gathered, that he submitted his separately to make sure it was paid attention to, and that was the one completely missed. I am
glad I caught that to be included in the "record", but clearly Mr. Watson did not consider it at all, and the Commission did not have the benefit of his objection which he feels very strongly about, or that
of potentially numerous other neighbors. 

I will make one other observation.  Given that the process is that comments are not even solicited until the after the Staff has already made its recommendation (which I know for a fact based on my
interaction with Mr. Watson), the clear message is that the view of the general neighbors/public is not a consideration to Staff at all in forming its recommendation (and that is true of people like me and
the Dorns who tried to make our objection known, plus all the other people who just saw the sign or who I spoke to ).  The only potential voice the citizens have then is to be heard through the written
(or in person) comments at the Planning Commission Meeting.  And, what ended up happening was that more than half of the citizens who felt so strongly and were willing to PUBLICLY object (which
is a big deal given that one is dealing with neighbors) with a timely written objection, were completely omitted/ignored by the process because Mr. Watson did not even count them, and if he did not
even count them, he certainly could not substantively consider their comments.  While I completely appreciate that the Planning Members have an overall perspective that the average neighbor may or
may not (and it may not have changed anything in the end), the neighbors have an important perspective that should be considered and given appropriate weight (as it our property enjoyment and
values at stake)---particularly since the neighbors see the structure and its adverse impact on the area --which is significant because Mr. Watson, who has so much power as to make the
recommendation (both in writing and in person to commission) and count/not count feedback from the neighbors, did NOT even look at the structure or area prior to forming his opinion and making his
recommendation.     

I would ask that you share these observations with the other Commission members as while I understand it will not change the outcome of the Planning Commission's recommendation in this case,
hopefully it can help the Commission appreciate the perspective of those from outside the process. 

Thanks
Paige 

On Monday, October 16, 2023 at 04:38:01 PM EDT, Oliver, Alyson E. - PDR <alyson.oliver@rva.gov> wrote:

Ms. Lester,

 

If you feel that any of the comments that have been received were missed in the public comment document that was uploaded to the agenda, please let me know as soon as possible. I would be happy to upload any additional items, but I will need
to receive them by tomorrow morning. Once I input the Planning Commission actions into our legislative system, any additional items will have to be sent to the City Clerk’s office.

 

 

Alyson Oliver, AICP

Planning Commission Secretary

804-646-3709

alyson.oliver@rva.gov

rva.gov/planning-development-review

900 E. Broad St., Room 511, Richmond, Va. 23219-1907

 

  How am I doing? Please contact my supervisor matthew.ebinger@rva.gov

 

 

 

From: Paige Lester <paige_lester@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2023 4:14 PM
To: Marks, Isaac R. - PDR <Isaac.Marks@rva.gov>; Watson, David F. - PDR <David.Watson@rva.gov>
Cc: gmoore@meyerbaldwin.com; Jr Paul Dorn <dornpl@gmail.com>; phenry@marrs-henry.com; OSC - FOIA Officer <FOIAOfficer@rva.gov>; Daniel-Thiem, Kristina M. - PDR <Kristina.Daniel-Thiem@rva.gov>; Addison, Andreas D. - City
Council <Andreas.Addison@rva.gov>; Oliver, Alyson E. - PDR <Alyson.Oliver@rva.gov>; Ebinger, Matthew J. - PDR <Matthew.Ebinger@rva.gov>
Subject: Re: 615 Maple OPPOSITION to SUP

 

Mr. Watson

 

I wanted to follow up from your public comments today at the Planning Commission meeting. 

 

I understood you to represent that there were only SEVEN neighbors who provided written opposition.

 

I am showing almost double that---the 13 I sent to you yesterday, Mr. Dorn, who submitted his separately, and at least one other neighbor, Mr. Isani, who submitted written objection today. 

 

Can you please help me to understand the discrepancy?   Please provide the addresses for which you are noting opposition, and I will be happy to cross reference the list. 

 

Thanks

mailto:paige_lester@yahoo.com
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