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 DOCKET 
 

 5/16/2019 

 

 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 

______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

  

 MS. CYNTHIA CHAPPELL 

 MS. ASHONTI DAVIS 

 MS. CHRISTINA KARPYNEC 

 MR. ROSS PEPPER, Vice-Chair  

 MR. DAVID TAYLOR, Chairman 

 MS. ALMA SANFORD 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

  

 

Previously Heard Cases that failed to receive 4 affirmative votes Requiring Board Action: 

 

        Case 2019-137 (933 Warren Street)-Requesting a variance from setback requirements to 

        construct two single-family residences. Previously heard on 4/18/19. 

        RESULT - 

 

        Case 2019-149 (2019 A 19th Ave. S) - Requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements to 

         construct a single-family residence without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund. 

         Previously heard on 4/18/19. 

        RESULT – 

    

 

        Case 2019-193 (114 B Taggart Ave.) - Requesting a variance from height requirements to 

         construct a garage.  Previously heard on 5/2/19. 

        RESULT – 
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 CASE 2017-274 (Council District - 16) 

 

 CHIP HOWARTH, appellant and owner of the property located at 2926 FOSTER  

 CREIGHTON DR, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the IR District, to  

 construct a non-residential building 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 11816004200  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-079 (Council District - 20) 

 

 COLLINS, JAMES CHARLES, appellant and owner of the property located at 6503 

 PREMIER DR, requesting a variance from lot size requirements in the R10 District, 

 to construct a second house on the property.  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 10204007900  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-085 (Council District - 19) 

 

 15TH AND CHURCH EQUITY INVESTORS, LLC, appellant and owner of the  

 property located at 1506 CHURCH ST. #100, requesting a variance from parking 

 requirements in the MUI-A District, to construct condominiums. Referred 

 to the Board under Section 17.20.030.  The appellant alleged the Board would have 

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Residential   Map Parcel 09212034000  
 

 RESULT –Deferred 6/6/19    
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 CASE 2019-097 (Council District - 16) 

 

 GHASEMNEZHAD, MAHMOOD & ASHRAF, appellants and owners of property  

 located at 3601 NOLENSVILLE PIKE, requesting a variance from size and material   

 requirements on fencing for automotive sales in the CS District, to maintain an existing fence.  

 Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.070.V.1.  The appellants alleged the Board would 

 have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Car Sales   Map Parcel 13306003700  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-098 (Council District - 5) 

 

 SCOTT NICODEMUS, appellant and O.I.C. HOMES AT 915 RAMSEY STREET, 

 owner of the property located at 915 B RAMSEY ST, requesting a special exception  

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

 Section 17.40.180.C and 17.12.035.D.  The appellant alleged the Board would have 

 jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Multi-Family   Map Parcel 082120Y90000CO  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-121 (Council District - 16) 

 

 GRAY, BERNARD W. & ROBIN L., appellants and owners of the property located at 

 3020 NOLENSVILLE PIKE, requesting variances from setback and height requirements 

 in the CS District, to construct a chain link fence around the perimeter of the property. 

 Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.040.E.26.B.  The appellants alleged the Board  

 would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Auto Sales   Map Parcel 11913032400  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-131 (Council District - 7) 

 

 JACOB BENDER, appellant and JACKSON VALLEY LAND PARTNERS, LLC,  

 owner of the property located at 1525 PRESTON DR, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

 requirements in the R10 District, to construct two single family houses 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 072161E00100CO  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-145 (Council District - 29) 

 

 STERICYLE, appellant and DUKE SECURED FINANCING 2009-UNM, LLC, owner of 

 the property located at 800 AIRPARK COMMERCE DR.# 801, requesting variances from  

 landscape buffer and setback requirements in the IWD District, to have a medical waste  

 facility at this location.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.110.B.  The appellant  

 alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.18 B. 

 

 Use-Medical Waste   Map Parcel 121110A00200CO  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

   

 

 

 CASE 2019-156 (Council District - 5) 

 

 PRATT, DYVEKE & JOHNSON, WAYNE, appellants and owners of the property   

 located at 1016 DELMAS AVE, requesting variances from size restrictions and setback 

 requirements in the R6 District, to construct a garage.  Referred to the Board under Section 

 17.12.020.A, 17.12.050.A.  The appellants alleged the Board would have jurisdiction  

 under Section 17.40.180(B). 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 07209024400  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-160 (Council District - 1) 

 

 SULLIVAN, MIYA V., appellant and owner of the property located at 117 HAYNES  

 PARK DR, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the RS7.5 District, to 

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

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

 would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 06904011000  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-182 (Council District - 17) 

 

 ELLIOTT DEVELOPMENT, appellant and BUCHANAN, SAMUEL ET AL, owner  

 of the property located at 16 CLAIBORNE ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

 requirements in the R6 District, to construct two single family houses 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 10504001000  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-188 (Council District - 14) 

 

 BLAIR SEYMOUR, appellant and REGIONS BANK, owner of the property located at 301   

 DONELSON PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the CL District, to  

 renovate a bank without building sidewalks.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120.   

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

 

 Use-Bank   Map Parcel 09609013300  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-191 (Council District - 17) 

 

 GABRIAL SCOTT, appellant and WARNER, TREGLOWN PATTON, owner of the  

 property located at 901 12TH AVE S, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in 

 the CS District, to convert an existing building into a restaurant without building sidewalks.   

 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 10501008900  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-192 (Council District - 20) 

 

 DIGNITY, LLC, appellant and owner of the property located at 545 WESTBORO DR 

 and 6300 THUNDERBIRD DR, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the  

 R8 District, to construct two single family homes 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-Single Family   Map Parcel 090160I00200CO  
 

 RESULT -                                               Map Parcel 090160I00100CO 

  

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-198 (Council District - 14) 

 

 GARY BATSON, appellant and PREVATT, RICHARD & RHONDA, owners of the property  

 located at 4014 LEBANON PIKE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the  

 CS District, to construct a service bay 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-Auto-Repair   Map Parcel 07513024400  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-211 (Council District - 25) 

 

 MICKEY HARLOW, appellant and TUGGLE, WILLIAM C. & CHRISTIE W., TR., 

 owners of the property located at 950 GLENDALE LN, requesting a variance from side setback  

 requirements in the R20 District, to construct two single family houses 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-Single Family   Map Parcel 13205012500  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-213 (Council District - 5) 

 

 ROB BENSHOOF, appellant and STOCKELL ST, LLC, owner of the property located at  

 907 STOCKELL ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the SP District, 

 to build a single family residence 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. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 08203021500  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-214 (Council District - 10) 

 

 PIRTLE, MILTON & KAREN, appellants and owners of the property located at 1997 

 PAULA DR, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R20 District, to 

 construct a single family house without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk  

 fund.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.120.  The appellants alleged the Board  

 would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 03407003300  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-216 (Council District - 6) 

 

 KEVIN ANTOON, appellant and 1201 PORTER, LLC, owner of the property located at 

 1201 PORTER RD, requesting variances from parking and drive aisle width requirements in  

 the CL District, to renovate an existing building for a bar.  Referred to the Board under Section  

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

  

 Use-Bar   Map Parcel 08303016000  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-217 (Council District - 7) 

 

 EVANIAL JOHNSON, appellant and WRAY, IRIS D., owner of the property located at  

 1704 PORTER RD, requesting variances from lot size and sidewalk requirements in the R10  

 District, to construct a duplex without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund.   

 Referred to the Board under Section 17.12.020.A, 17.20.120.  The appellant alleged the  

 Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Two Family   Map Parcel 07215021600  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 
 

 

 CASE 2019-220 (Council District - 21) 

 

 FUQUA JOHN L., appellant and owner of the property located at 3107 ALAMEDA ST,  

 requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R6 District, to construct the  

 second unit of a duplex 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 09201011500  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-221 (Council District - 15) 

 

 OLD HICKORY CREDIT UNION, appellant and owner of the property located at  

 410 DONELSON PIKE, requesting a variance from sign requirements in the OL 

 District, to display an LED sign.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.32.050. The 

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

 

 Use-Financial Institution   Map Parcel 09609007400  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-222 (Council District - 11) 

 

 OLD HICKORY CREDIT UNION, appellant and owner of the property located at  

 76 MONTCHANIN RD, requesting a variance from sign requirements in the OL District, 

 to display an LED sign.  Referred to the Board under  Section 17.32.050.  The appellant 

 alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Financial Institution   Map Parcel 06401006200  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-225 (Council District - 5) 

 

 ACUFF, STEPHEN & TIFFANY, appellants and owners of the property located at 812 

 N 5TH ST, requesting an Item A appeal challenging the zoning administrator's denial of 

 a permit to convert an existing detached structure into a detached accessory dwelling unit 

 in the SP District, to convert the structure into a DADU.  Referred to the Board under Section  

 17.40.010.A.  The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

 Section 17.40.180 A. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 08207041300  
 

 RESULT -     

 



 

    Page 10  

 

 CASE 2019-226 (Council District - 5) 

 

 BEN KELLEY, appellant and O.I.C. 334 QUEEN AVENUE RESIDENCES, owner of the  

 property located at 336 B QUEEN AVE, requesting a variance from parking requirements to  

 allow a front parking pad on a single family residence in the R6-A District. Referred to the Board  

 under Section 17.12.020.B note 8.  The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under  

 Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 071080P90000CO  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-227 (Council District - 3) 

 

 EVANIEL JOHNSON, appellant and JEAN-PIERRE, QIANA, owner of the property  

 located at 1508 EMERALD BAY BLVD, requesting a variance from setback requirements 

 in the R10 District, to construct a rear addition to a house.  Referred to the Board under Section  

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

 17.40.180 A. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 049120A04800CO  
 

 RESULT -     
 

 

 CASE 2019-229 (Council District - 2) 

 

 CARLOS F. PRESTON, appellant and JONA DEVELOPMENT, LLC, owner of the  

 property located at 1212 KATIE AVE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in 

 the RS5 District, to construct a single family residence without building sidewalks or paying  

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

 alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 07110011100  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-230 (Council District - 19) 

 

 JAMES CROCKET, appellant and JAC INVESTTMENTS, LLC, owner of the property 

 located at 1219 11TH AVE N, requesting variances from setback and garage orientation  

 requirements in the R6-A District, to construct a single family home.  Referred to the Board  

 under Section 17.12.30.C, 17.12.020.A, 17.12.40.670.A.  The appellant alleged the Board  

 would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Single Family   Map Parcel 08116012000  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 

 CASE 2019-231 (Council District - 5) 

 

 GREG SCRUGGS appellant and O.I.C. HOMES AT 911 SPAIN, owner of the property  

 located at 911 A, B & C SPAIN AVE, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements  

 in the R6 District, to construct two single family homes without building sidewalks or paying  

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

 the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Two-Family   Map Parcel 072092X90000CO  
 

 RESULT -                                              Map Parcel 072092X00100CO 

                                                                                     Map Parcel 072092X00200CO  

 

 

    

 CASE 2019-233 (Council District - 23) 

 

 JAY FULMER, appellant and KOHL, JOHN & HELEN LIVING TRUST, owner of the  

 property located at 6922 HIGHWAY 70 S, requesting an Item D appeal to allow the  

 alteration of an existing non-conforming structure in the R40 District, to construct a dog  

 daycare and boarding facility.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.40.660.  The appellant  

 alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Boarding Facility   Map Parcel 14300003600  
 

 RESULT -     
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 CASE 2019-235 (Council District - 4) 

 

 TYLER HAWKINS, appellant and O.I.C. HOMES AT 15431 & 15433 OLD HICKORY, 

 owner of the property located at 15431 & 15433 B OLD HICKORY BLVD, requesting a 

 variance from sidewalk requirements in the R20 District, to construct two single family  

 homes without building sidewalks or paying into the sidewalk fund.  Referred to the Board 

 under Section 17.12.120. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 

 17.40.180 B. 

 

 Use-Two-Family   Map Parcel 161140E90000CO  
 

 RESULT -                                              Map Parcel 161140E00200CO 

 

 

  

                                            SHORT TERM RENTAL 

 
 

 CASE 2019-234 (Council District - 8) 

 

 PUNCH, MARK J., appellant and owner of the property located at 909 FREYWOOD    

 DR, 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 RS20 

 District.  Referred to the Board under Section 17.16.250.E.  The appellant alleged the  

 Board would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 05103010300  
 

 RESULT -     

 

 

 CASE 2019-236 (Council District - 19) 

 

 PROCTOR, ROBERT, W JR & HOWARD, DANIEL, JACKSON, appellant and   

 owner of the property located at 11 MUSIC SQ E 403, requesting an Item A appeal 

 challenging the zoning administrator's denial of a short term rental permit due to a  

 court injunction prohibiting short term rental activity on unit on unit in the ORI District. 

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

 have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180. 

 

 Use-Short Term Rental   Map Parcel 093130A40300CO  
 

 RESULT -     
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-149 (1902 Bernard Avenue) 

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

19th Avenue South - 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street standard 

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

Zoning R6-A 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NE (Urban Neighborhood Evolving)  

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing a new single family residence on the property, and requests a variance from 
constructing sidewalks due to slope and existing mature trees. Planning evaluated the following factors for the 
variance request: 

(1) The property has frontages on both Bernard Avenue and 19th Avenue South. However sidewalks meeting
the Local Street standard exist on 19th Avenue South, and no variance is needed for that property frontage.

(2) No sidewalk exists along the Bernard Avenue property frontage. Sidewalks exist on the opposite side of the
street.

(3) While it is very feasible to construct sidewalks along Bernard Avenue, at least two mature trees on the
frontage will be removed. Contributing in lieu of construction is an acceptable alternative in this location to
supplement Metro’s annual sidewalk capital program.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Bernard Avenue property frontage.
2. Maintain existing sidewalk conditions along 19th Avenue South 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.

3. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the Bernard Avenue property frontage to accommodate a
future 4’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk.

Case # 2019-149



From: ALI RAFATJOO
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal case 2019-149
Date: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 2:30:21 PM

Permit # 20190010030

I am a new homeowner in your state. I just moved into my home a few weeks ago
and I received a zoning appeal notice to neighboring owners.

I am trying to figure out where this house is and how building a home to the edge of
the street and eliminating an entire sidewalk would affect my home.  
I sounds visually unappealing and goes against the norm of the beautiful
neighborhood where my home is located.

Thus I would like to object to this appeal and request that it not be granted. 

Perhaps the builder or homeowner should go around and inform his/her neighbors of
his/her plans and have a discussion with them rather than just "serve" them with an
"zoning appeal"

Ali Rafatjoo
1906 Bernard Ave. unit B
Nashville TN 37212

Case # 2019-149

mailto:arafatjoo@yahoo.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


Case # 2019-149





From: gerry.knab@att.net
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: RE: Zoning appeal question
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:29:16 AM

Dear Board:

I received a “Notice To Neighboring Owners” letter about an appeal for 2019A 19th Ave S.
permit # 20190010030.  I would like to express opposition to this request but cannot
attend in person.  I believe any new homes built in the urban core needs to have
sidewalks.  I believe this request is unacceptable. 

Kind regards,

Gerry Knab
2207 18th Ave S
615-370-1319

Case # 2019-149

mailto:gerry.knab@att.net
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


From: Linda Marini
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Permit #20190010030
Date: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 10:20:45 AM

Hello
I oppose Denny Taylor's request for a sidewalk variance at 2019A 19th Ave S.  We need
sidewalks in the neighborhood and he should supply one at this residence.

Linda Marini
2007 20th Ave S, Nashville, TN 37212

2019-149

mailto:lindamarini18@gmail.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


Case # 2019-149



From: Robert E Patchin
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeals Case Number 2019-149.
Date: Thursday, March 21, 2019 9:55:10 AM

I oppose Denny Taylor's requested variance from sidewalk requirements for the property at
2019A 19TH AVE S.

Sincerely Robert E Patchin. 2007 TH AVE S  37212

Case # 2019-149

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


Case # 2019-149
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From: Henderson, Angie (Council Member)
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: BensonBSloan@gmail.com; Betsy Bernstein; msmith@haurysmith.com
Subject: Case 2019-193, 114B Taggart Avenue
Date: Thursday, May 2, 2019 10:10:37 AM

Ms. Lamb & Board Members,
I am not able to attend the BZA meeting this afternoon. I do not generally engage on minor
setback and height variances within my district, unless I am contacted by a constituent with concerns. I
have not been contacted with opposition to this case.

That said, having served as both a member and president of the board of the Belle Meade Highlands
Neighborhood Association where this home is located, I am aware that the board has consistently
opposed variances to setback and height requirements within the neighborhood without a true hardship,
as defined in the Code. They have done so from a friendly position of empathy for applicants but also a
position of fairness and consistency for the larger neighborhood--essentially holding all neighbors and
builders to the same standard of the Code prevents the appearance of favoritism and prevents a slippery
slope of exception seeking in the midst of our recent building boom. 

As a council member, when I receive a BZA notice, if the property is within the boundaries of an
established neighborhood association, I send it to association leadership with a brief explanation, and
request their feedback.

Regarding the request for a height variance for the garage to be constructed at 114 B Taggart Avenue,
the president of the Board of Belle Meade Highlands Neighborhood Association, copied here, conveyed
the following yesterday evening:

"The board discussed and agrees with continued opposition to variances without hardship. We
defer to the Board of Zoning Appeals' determination of whether a hardship exists in this case."

With thanks for your consideration,

Angie Emery Henderson
Metro Council, District 34 
Newsletter Sign-up: www.angieforcouncil.org
www.facebook.com/angieforcouncil
twitter: angienashville
instagram: angieforcouncil
angie.henderson@nashville.gov
615-260-5530

Case # 2019-193

mailto:Angie.Henderson@nashville.gov
mailto:Emily.Lamb@nashville.gov
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
mailto:BensonBSloan@gmail.com
mailto:betsy.b.bernstein@gmail.com
mailto:msmith@haurysmith.com
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

 

BZA Case 2017-274 (2926 Foster Creighton Drive)  

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks  

Zoning: IR 

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

MCSP Street Designation:  Local Street 

Transit:  Approximately 1,001’ south of #77 – Thompson Connector; future Woodbine 
Connector crosstown route per nMotion 

Bikeway:    None existing; none planned. 

 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a 3,232 square foot general office building addition on the property 
and requests to not upgrade the existing sidewalks along their property frontage.   

Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) The sidewalk design along Foster Creighton Drive is consistently 6’-7’ wide with no grass strip. Although 
there is not currently a grass strip, the existing sidewalks exceed the MCSP recommended sidewalk width. 
Therefore, this design is adequate given the sidewalk width and the context on a Local Street. 

(2) Overhead utilities are located at the back of the existing sidewalk and will present a challenge in moving 
utilities to accommodate a grass strip. 

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the property frontage. 

 

Case # 2017-274



From: David Johnson
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: FW: Message from KM_C258
Date: Wednesday, May 1, 2019 9:07:12 AM
Attachments: image001.jpg

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
SKM_C25819050109340.pdf

I am in complete disagreement with Mr. Howorth’s request.  I do not support his appeal. Thank you for the 

notification.

cid:image001.jpg@01D33CE7.AA9A30A0

David Johnson GBA, RHU

Managing Partner
Virtus Benefits

t. 615-806-6293
w. www.virtusbenefits.com
w. www.aspirenashville.org
a. 2910 Sidco Drive, Nashville, 37204

If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager. This message contains confidential information and is intended only for the individual
named. If you are not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this e-mail. Please notify the sender immediately by e-mail if you have
received this e-mail by mistake and delete this e-mail from your system. If you are not the intended recipient you are notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or
taking any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.

From: virtusbenefitsllc@gmail.com <virtusbenefitsllc@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 1, 2019 9:35 AM
To: David Johnson <david@virtusbenefits.com>
Subject: Message from KM_C258

CAUTION: External Email.

Case # 2017-274 

mailto:david@virtusbenefits.com
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From: Mary Carolyn Roberts <marycarolynroberts@gmail.com>
Date: May 1, 2019 at 8:21:04 AM CDT
To: "Herbert, Bill (Codes)" <bill.herbert@nashville.gov>, Emily Lamb
<emily.lamb@nashville.gov>, Chuck Smith <chuck@traviselectric.com>, "Jon
Michael" <jon.michael@nashville.gov>
Subject: BZA applications

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

Case # 2019-192

Property Address / 
Location 6300 THUNDERBIRD DR 37209

Case # 2019-079

Property Address /
Location 6503 PREMIER DR 37209

The two cases above that you will hear tomorrow have neither one worked with my
neighborhood association, nor have they any reason other than financial gain to want to do
what they're proposing. Unfortunately, I cannot attend tomorrow's meeting but I ask that you
please do not allow these to pass. 

However, I'm in full support of:

Case # 2019-170

Property Address /
Location 222 MARCIA AVE 37209

Thank you,

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

Case # 2019-079
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Sign Up for Future Newsletters

Contribute to Campaign
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From: Freeman, Mike (Council Member)
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: CASE 2019-097
Date: Tuesday, March 19, 2019 6:26:50 PM

 Board Members,

  I will not be able to make it to the Thursday meeting; work requires me to be in Chattanooga for
the rest of the week.  I do want to let you guys know my feelings on Case 2019-097. 

  I submitted the property to the Codes Dept for having a fence that does not meet the current
code.  The following is taken from the regulation for Auto Repair and Used Auto Sales.  As I told the
business owner in an email “I’m working my through all of the related businesses on NoRo and will
be reporting all that are not in compliance.”  Sadly some will be “Grandfathered” because they had
fencing erected prior to 2011. 

3. Chain link fence, barbed wire, razor wire or similar fencing is prohibited within 25 feet
of a public right-of-way.

4. Fencing or walls within 25 feet of a public right-of-way shall not be more than 36
inches in height.

  I hope that you guys will decide to uphold the current law.  You’ll have another case coming
before you next month, and probably more in the future.    

Case # 2019-097
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Memo 
To: Metropolitan Nashville Board of Zoning Appeals 

From: Metropolitan Nashville Planning Department 

CC: Emily Lamb 

Date: May 16, 2019 

BZA Hearing Date:   May 7, 2019 

Re: Planning Department Recommendation for Special Exception Cases 

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

providing recommendations on the following Special Exception case:  

Case 2019-098 (915 Ramsey Street) –Setback Special Exception 

Request: To reduce the required building setback along Ramsey Street. 

Zoning: Multi-Family Residential (RM20) is intended for single-family, duplex, and multi-family 

dwellings at a density of 20 dwelling units per acre.  

Land Use Policy: T4 Urban Neighborhood Evolving (T4 NE) is intended to create and enhance urban 

residential neighborhoods that provide more housing choices, improved pedestrian, bicycle and 

vehicular connectivity, and moderate to high density development patterns with shallow setbacks 

and minimal spacing between buildings. T4 NE areas are served by high levels of connectivity 

with complete street networks, sidewalks, bikeways and existing or planned mass transit. T4 NE 

policy may be applied either to undeveloped or substantially under-developed “greenfield” areas 

or to developed areas where redevelopment and infill produce a different character that includes 

increased housing diversity and connectivity. Successful infill and redevelopment in existing 

neighborhoods needs to take into account considerations such as timing and some elements of 

the existing developed character, such as the street network and block structure and proximity to 

centers and corridors. 

Existing Context: The property is approximately 8,700 square feet (0.2 acres) and located at the 

southwest corner of Ramsey Street and Myrtle Street in East Nashville. The proposed development would 

permit four attached residential units. The parcels to the north and east along Ramsey Street are 

primarily single family residential. The parcels to the south of Ramsey Street are two story 

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 

Case # 2019-098



attached units which transition to higher intensity multi-family use along Main Street. There are 

sidewalks along Ramsey Street and Myrtle Street.  

 

Planning Department Analysis:  
The applicant is requesting one exception:  

 

 Reduce the minimum required 30 foot building setback along Ramsey Street. The 

applicant is proposing a 10 foot setback along Ramsey Street.  

 

The site serves as a transition between traditional single family style development to the north 

and the higher density multi-family and commercial area to the south. This proposal is consistent 

with Urban Neighborhood Evolving Policy to have higher densities with a broader range and 

integrated mixture of housing types. The policy provides the following guidance on setbacks, 

“building setbacks are shallow and regular, providing some distinction between the public realm 

of the sidewalk and the private realm of the residence,” in order to create interaction between the 

two realms and to create a pedestrian-friendly environment. The proposed development is in 

accordance with the policy guidance. 

 

Planning Recommendation: Approve  
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-131 (1525 Preston Drive) 

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

Requested Variance:   Not construct sidewalks  

Zoning R10 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: T3-R-CA2 

Transit:  #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway:  Existing bikeway for experienced cyclists 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing two residential units on this parcel, and requests a variance from 
constructing sidewalks due to relocating utility poles to provide a clear sidewalk path along Preston Drive. Per the 
Zoning Ordinance, the applicant is eligible to contribute in lieu of construction. Electing to make the contribution 
in lieu of construction supplements Metro’s annual sidewalk capital program by increasing sidewalk construction 
funds for areas surrounding this property, within one of Metro’s sixteen pedestrian benefit zones. Staff finds no 
unique hardship for the property.  

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval as the applicant has the option to contribute in-lieu of 
construction. The applicant shall also dedicate right-of-way for future sidewalk construction. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-160 (117 Haynes Park Drive) 

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

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

Zoning:  RS7.5 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  #22 – Bordeaux 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a single family dwelling and requests a variance from constructing 
sidewalks due to lack of sidewalks in the area and potential impacts to existing utility boxes. Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalk exists along the property’s frontage, which is consistent with the adjacent properties to the east
and west along the block face.

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

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval as the applicant has the option to contribute in-lieu of 
construction. The applicant shall also dedicate right-of-way for future sidewalk construction. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-182 (16 Claiborne Street) 

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

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

Requested Variance: Not upgrade sidewalks along Claiborne Street; Construct alternative sidewalk design 
along Perkins Street 

Zoning:  R6 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NE (Urban Neighborhood Evolving) 

MCSP Street Designation: Claiborne Street – Local Street 

Perkins Street – Local Street 

Transit: Property 190’ east from #25 – Midtown; Planned Rapid Bus per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a two family dwelling and requests a variance due to the presence of 
existing sidewalks along the frontage of the site. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 3’ grass strip and 5’ wide sidewalk exists along Claiborne Street. While the existing sidewalk does not meet
the Local Street standard, at this location the 3’ grass strip provides adequate buffer from traffic and space
for obstructions.

(2) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip is located along the Perkins Street frontage. There are two utility poles
within the sidewalk space, approximately three feet from the back of curb. This condition is consistent
across several properties along this block face. While providing a new grass strip and sidewalks to the Local
Street standard is not optimal given the limited width of the parcel, staff finds no significant hardship in
expanding the sidewalk width to provide sufficient space for ADA compliance and for people walking.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall coordinate with Metro Public Works to expand the sidewalks along Perkins Street to
reduce utility obstructions and ensure ADA compliance.

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

BZA Case 2019-188 (301 Donelson Pike) 

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

McCampbell Avenue – 6' grass strip, 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and 
Collector Street Plan 

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

Requested Variance:  Construct alternate sidewalk design along McCampbell Avenue property frontage 

Zoning: CL 

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

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

McCampbell Avenue – T3-M-CA2 

Surrey Road – Local Street 

Transit: 0.56 miles south of Music City Star Commuter Rail 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes renovations to an existing financial institution use and requests to construct an 
alternate sidewalk design along McCampbell Avenue. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance 
request: 

(1) The applicant proposes to construct a 6’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalk along Donelson Pike as well as a 4’ grass
strip and 5’ sidewalk along Surrey Road, which meet the Metro standards along both streets.

(2) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip exists along the McCampbell Avenue property frontage. The applicant
proposes to construct a 4’ grass and 5’ sidewalk rather than the 6’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalk identified by
the Major and Collector Street Plan due to the existing drainage swale currently located to the rear of the
sidewalk. Constructing sidewalks to meet the Major and Collector Street Plan standard along McCampbell
will impact stormwater drainage facilities and surface parking along the frontage.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall construct sidewalks along Donelson Pike, McCampbell Avenue, and Surrey Road per the
attached site plan.
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301 Donelson Pike – Site Plan Depicting Alternative Sidewalk Design along McCampbell Avenue 
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From: Don Pickert
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal case Number 2019-188, map parcel 09609013300, permit number 20190015512
Date: Saturday, May 11, 2019 11:14:04 AM

(I left the permit number off my previous sent email. Attached here now.)

RE: Appeal case Number 2019-188, map parcel 09609013300,  permit number 20190015512
Zoning classification: CL
Council District: 14

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals,

I am writing as a Council District 14 resident and close neighbor in the Cloverhill 
neighborhood in which this property is part of.
I oppose the request for a variance from the sidewalk requirement.

Granting such a request will not only not improve the sidewalks in our neighborhood, which 
are severely lacking now, but this property is on a main road, Donelson Pike, which NEEDS 
to have sidewalks.

Approving this variance would be a slippery sloop, in which future businesses/residents along 
main corridors like Donelson Pike, may also request variances to NOT improve sidewalks 
along Donelson Pike and any other roads for that matter. 
With the need for transit improvements in the entire Nashville-Metro area, this is counter 
productive to desperately needed, and way overdue, infrastructure improvements, like 
sidewalks. 

I also feel it is in bad stewardship for such an individual to request this variance, so they can 
RENOVATE the building on the property.
I walk down in front of that corner, Donelson Pike and McCampbell Ave. often, and it is bad 
enough not having sidewalks on the sides streets, but to not have them on a main corridor, just 
does not make sense and shows little regard for neighbors in the area who use the sidewalks. 

I have lived in this neighborhood for 9 years now and the lack of sidewalks along main roads, 
in some spots, and lack of ADA compliant sidewalks, discriminates against not only 
handicapped individuals, but also discourages walking by families or anyone wishing to do so.
At a time when we should be encouraging walking and biking and less reliance on automobile 
travel, this appeal should not be granted in my opinion. 

Please consider NOT granting this variance.

Sincerely,
Donald J. Pickert
2913 Ironwood Drive
Nashville, TN  37214
615-336-8780
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From: Gabe Scott
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 901 12th ave south
Date: Friday, April 26, 2019 1:59:55 PM

Dear Board Members,

My name is Gabe Scott and I’ll be presenting as part of the agenda for the upcoming May 2nd
appeals meeting  (CASE 2019-191 (Council District - 17).
As next week approaches, I wanted to reach out and give you an update on progress
concerning 901 12th ave as well as reiterate my position and compromise for the future of this
property. I sent my proposal to Colby Sledge (district 17 council member) as well and he
responded saying I have his full support. I’m hoping for yours as well. 

Speaking not as an owner but simply a potential lessee of this property:

I’m a longtime musician/songwriter but currently in the process of trying to open an austin-
style breakfast taco shop. We’re calling it Ladybird Taco. My family and I live on S. Douglas
ave just a mile from the above property. It was just sold by It’s longtime owner a few months
back to the current landlord is a nice property with a really great green space including a few
trees.  It has a lot of potential.  

After speaking with multiple civil engineers, I learned that…..

-pulling a permit to renovate this building for restaurant use will trigger Metro’s sidewalk
ordinance for the UZO  8’ sidewalks and 5’ grass strips
-if new sidewalks were built out to code as part of the major and collector street plan, we
would then lose the right of way to 100% of the current parking on property (20 spaces)
-even with parking allowances for UZO transit route, we will still need at least 15 parking
spaces to meet code
-this property isn’t zoned for paying into the sidewalk fund.

-it would most likely be too cost prohibitive for us to cover the entire amount even if
allowed to contribute as we will already be spending a very large sum to improve the building 

So I got to work trying to find any reasonable solutions that would honor city planning
and where Nashville is headed while still being a viable option for our startup business to
operate.  A helpful meeting downtown with Elwyn Gonzalez (transportation planner) revealed
the ideal scenario from the perspective of Public Works which was:
 Build 12th ave sidewalks to code, Build South street sidewalks of 5’ and grass stip of 2’, build
a barrier of some sort between sidewalk and parking, build curb up to close both entrance 
ramps to parking lot and have customers enter through the alley on the west side of parking
lot.  

I can see that this plan would be great for city planning, and it does have a small compromise
with the 5’ sidewalk, its just too many variables stacked against a small local business like
mine.
This is cutting the property to a single entrance/exit through an alley. And the alley is a single
lane.  There is no ability for a pass-by lane for cars to enter and exit at the same time. I believe
its a formula for congestion, confusion, and probably fender benders.

Case # 2019-191
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I also had a very helpful meeting with Jon Michael and Emily Lamb  to get their thoughts and
advice on the situation.  We all agreed that paving over the existing green space to
accommodate the parking requirement would be an unfortunate remedy for everyone. That
would also make it a non-start for our particular concept, eliminating the possibility of any
outdoor seating/green space.  

After much discussion/brainstorming, this is the proposal i see as most balanced and
usable between the city, Ladybird, and the property. It's what I’ll propose next thursday.

-Building out new sidewalks & grass strip along the 12th ave side of the building and
surrendering the 7 current parking spaces located on that side
-Getting a variance to leave the south street side as is with the sidewalks that are currently
there (7’ wide) which would salvage 13 parking spaces
-Sign a cross parking easement with owner of the neighboring lot for an additional 4 spaces.
Getting us to 17 total (a couple more than the 15 required).
        -Both properties have the same owner and he has agreed to granting this parking
easement. 
-Dedicating the right of way on South Street to the city for future sidewalk improvements

This plan results in an improvement of 12th ave sidewalks, as well as retaining the green space
and trees in the back, getting us the parking we need to meet codes, makes entering the
property more straight forward, and keeps the financials within the feasible/viable range for us
to proceed. 

This email is quite lengthy.  Thank you for your time!  I look forward to speaking with you
next week.

Gabe
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-191 (901 12th Avenue South) 

Metro Standard:  12th Avenue South – 4’ grass strip, 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector 
Street Plan 

South Street – 4' grass strip, 8’ sidewalk, as defined by the Major and Collector Street 
Plan 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks along South Street 

Zoning: CS 

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

MCSP Street Designation: 12th Avenue South – T4-M-AB4 

South Street – T4-M-CA2 

Transit: #2 – Belmont; #17 – 12th Avenue South; #93 – Music City Star West End Shuttle; 
Future Rapid Bus per nMotion 

Bikeway: Major separated bikeway on 12th Avenue South; existing low stress bikeway on South 
Street 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to repurpose an existing 2,649 square foot building for a future restaurant use and 
requests a variance from upgrading sidewalks along the South Street property frontage.  Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 7’ sidewalk without a grass strip exists along the 12th Avenue South property frontage which is consistent
with adjacent properties to the south along the block face. The applicant proposes to construct a 4’ grass
strip and 8’ sidewalk along 12th Avenue South, which meets the Major and Collector Street Plan standard.

(2) A 7’ sidewalk without a grass strip exists along the South Street property frontage. Along the property to the
immediate west of the subject site and alley #428, a 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk exists along the block face.

(3) Two vehicular driveways are located along the South Street frontage. While the sidewalk design does not
meet the Major and Collector Street Plan standard, closure of the driveway closest to the 12th Avenue South
intersection and construction of a 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk will provide adequate space for an existing
utility pole and reduce additional vehicular conflicts at the signalized intersection. This design will also avoid
further impacts to the applicant’s existing parking lot.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall construct 4’ grass strip and 8’ sidewalks along the 12th Avenue South property frontage,
which meets the Major and Collector Street Plan standard.

2. Coordinate with Metro Public Works with regards to the closure of the northeast driveway along South
Street to be replaced in-kind with MPW Detail ST-210 for a 2’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-192 (545 Westboro Drive) 

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

Thunderbird Drive - 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local Street 
Standard 

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

Zoning:  R8 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

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

Thunderbird Drive - Local Street  

Transit: None existing; none planned 

Bikeway: None existing; neighborway planned on both frontages per WalknBike 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct two single family dwellings on the property and requests not to 
construct a sidewalk or contribute in lieu of constructing sidewalks on both property frontages. Planning evaluated 
the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalks exist on either frontage.
(2) Dedicating right-of-way will allow Metro to construct a sidewalk in the future without having to acquire

additional property.
(3) Electing to make the contribution in lieu of construction supplements Metro’s annual sidewalk capital

program by increasing sidewalk construction funds for areas surrounding this property, within one of
Metro’s sixteen pedestrian benefit zones. Staff finds no unique hardship for the property.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Westboro Drive property frontage.
2. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along both property frontages to accommodate future sidewalks

per the Major and Collector Street Plan standard and Local Street standard, respectively.
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From: Mary Carolyn Roberts <marycarolynroberts@gmail.com>
Date: May 1, 2019 at 8:21:04 AM CDT
To: "Herbert, Bill (Codes)" <bill.herbert@nashville.gov>, Emily Lamb
<emily.lamb@nashville.gov>, Chuck Smith <chuck@traviselectric.com>, "Jon
Michael" <jon.michael@nashville.gov>
Subject: BZA applications

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

Case # 2019-192

Property Address / 
Location 6300 THUNDERBIRD DR 37209

Case # 2019-079

Property Address /
Location 6503 PREMIER DR 37209

The two cases above that you will hear tomorrow have neither one worked with my
neighborhood association, nor have they any reason other than financial gain to want to do
what they're proposing. Unfortunately, I cannot attend tomorrow's meeting but I ask that you
please do not allow these to pass. 

However, I'm in full support of:

Case # 2019-170

Property Address /
Location 222 MARCIA AVE 37209

Thank you,

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

Contribute to Campaign
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-198 (4014 Lebanon Pike) 

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning: CS 

Community Plan Policy: T3 CC (Suburban Community Center)  

MCSP Street Designation: T3-M-AB5-IM 

Transit:  #6 – Lebanon Pike; BRT Lite planned per nMotion 

Bikeway:  Existing bikeway for experienced cyclists  

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes renovating an existing auto repair store and requests a variance due to 
topographic constraints along the site frontage. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip exists along the property frontage, which is consistent with adjacent
properties to the east and west. Constructing sidewalks to meet the Major and Collector Street Plan standard
will require the installation of retaining walls and will likely prohibit driveway access. The slope of the
existing driveway is steep, so complete reconstruction of this portion of Lebanon Pike will be necessary to
achieve improved sidewalk conditions.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. Prior to the issuance of building permits, dedicate right-of-way along the Lebanon Pike property frontage to
accommodate future sidewalks per the Major and Collector Street Plan Standard.
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From: Ginger Byrn
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: Appeal Case Number: 2019-211 at 950 Glendale Lane
Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 10:04:02 AM

Hi,

Please include my email in the Board member packet for the May 16th meeting. I noticed that
it’s not included in the packet on the BZA website now.

Thank you.

Virginia Byrn

Begin forwarded message:

From: Ginger Byrn <gbyrn@comcast.net>
Subject: Appeal Case Number: 2019-211 - 950 Glendale Lane
Date: May 8, 2019 at 10:01:27 AM CDT
To: bza@nashville.gov
Cc: "Pulley, Russ (Council Member)" <Russ.Pulley@nashville.gov>

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals Members:

I’m writing in opposition to the side setback variance request for 950 Glendale
Lane. 

The shape of the lot is not a hardship. It does not prevent the new owners/builder
from adding on to the existing house, building a new single family house or
building two-family dwellings. Two-family dwellings have been built on smaller
lots in our neighborhood, and I don’t recall any requests for setback variances.
The shape of the lot is only a hardship to the owners/builder because they want to
build houses that are too big for that lot. Perhaps, so they can make more money
on the sale of the houses? If they wanted to build bigger, they should have
purchased another bigger lot. 

The real hardship is for my neighbors at 4320 and 4322 Lealand Lane. When the
existing house (a very nice house) is torn down and building begins, my
neighbors, who are next to and downhill from 950 Glendale Lane, will have to
live with the construction and with some big, beautiful trees and green space
being replaced by new houses and increased storm water runoff. The owners of
4322 had just moved into their new home when the variance notice was mailed.
Not a great welcome to the neighborhood. Really, a 10-ft. side setback is not
enough in this situation, but it’s better than 5 feet.

Please don’t make a bad situation worse by approving this variance request.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Virginia Byrn
4323 Lealand Lane
Nashville, TN  37204

Case # 2019-211



May 10, 2018 

VIA E-MAIL 
Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals 

Metro Howard Building 

800 Second Avenue South 

Nashville, Tennessee  37210 

Re: Request for Side Setback Variance at 950 Glendale Lane 

Case No. 2019-211 

Map & Parcel No. 13205012500 

Dear Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals, 

My name is Nathan Sanders, and my wife, Rachel, and I are writing to oppose the variance 

requested by the owner of 950 Glendale Lane, Mr. Mickey Harlow.  Rachel and I recently 

purchased a home located at 4322 Leland Lane, which shares a side boundary with 950 Glendale 

Lane.  We are opposed to the variance because the construction of a new residence within five feet 

of our property line will diminish the privacy of our home and create drainage issues. 

The documents filed by Mr. Harlow with the Board of Zoning Appeals indicate that he is 

planning to build two homes on the lot at 950 Glendale Lane that are 42 feet wide and set back 

five feet from the lot’s side boundaries.  Because our lot shares a side boundary with 950 Glendale 

Lane, one of the proposed residences will be located within feet of our property line.  We have 

serious concerns about the effect that this new residence will have on the privacy of our home.  

Our home sits on a slightly lower elevation than 950 Glendale Lane, and our master bedroom is 

located near the shared boundary.  In the likely event that Mr. Harlow builds residences at 950 

Glendale Lane that are more than one story high, a new residence within five feet of our boundary 

will tower over our master bedroom and our back yard. 

We are also concerned that the construction of a multi-story residence within five feet of 

our boundary line will create drainage issues for our property.  We have spoken to Maxwell and 

Ginger Ramsey—our neighbors to the north of our property who also share a boundary with 950 

Glendale Lane—and they are opposed to Mr. Harlow’s variance request because the construction 

of two residences on the lot immediately east of their home has created recurring drainage 

problems.  Given the fact that our home sits on a lower elevation than 950 Glendale Lane, my wife 

and I are concerned that we will experience similar issues if a multi-story residence is constructed 

within five feet of our boundary line. 

More importantly, we have reviewed Mr. Harlow’s application, and we do not believe there 

is any hardship that justifies the requested variance.  The only alleged hardship identified in Mr. 

Harlow’s application is that “[t]he lot to be built on is an irregular shape and narrows as it goes 

back on the east side.”  However, there is nothing about the shape of the lot that prevents Mr. 

Harlow from (a) renovating the single-family home that is already located on the property, (b) 
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Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals 
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building a new single-family home, or (c) building two homes that are smaller than 42 feet wide 

and comply with the ten-foot setback requirement.  As demonstrated by the building plans included 

with Mr. Harlow’s application—which show a considerable distance between the northern walls 

of the proposed residences and the northern boundary line—there is ample room to build before 

the lot begins to “narrow.”   

It seems to us that the only “hardship” faced by Mr. Harlow is that he cannot build (and 

then sell) two larger residences on his lot without obtaining a variance to the side-setback 

requirement.  While we do not fault Mr. Harlow for trying to maximize his return on investment, 

this is not the type of hardship that justifies a variance.  As the Board’s application form makes 

clear, it “cannot grant a variance based solely on inconvenience to the applicant or solely on 

financial consideration.” 

 My wife and I support responsible development in Nashville and, indeed, believe it is 

necessary to address the housing shortages caused by our city’s tremendous growth.  Responsible 

development can occur at 950 Glendale Lane without violating the side setback requirements 

established by the city. 

 Thank you for considering this letter, and we look forward to seeing you at next Thursday’s 

hearing. 

       Sincerely, 

 

 

  

       Nathan and Rachel Sanders 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-213 (907 Stockell Street) 

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning:  SP permits detached accessory dwelling units; All other standards of RS5 apply  

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  Property 200’ from #28 – Meridian 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a single family dwelling on the property and requests not to upgrade 
the existing sidewalk due to a 5’ tall retaining wall and the historic context. Planning evaluated the following factors 
for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk exists along the property’s frontage, which is consistent with the adjacent properties to the
east and west along the block face.

(2) Widening the sidewalk will require a taller retaining wall and impacting properties to the north and south.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

2. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate a future 4’ grass strip
and 5’ sidewalk.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-214 (1997 Paula Drive) 

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

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

Zoning:  R20 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance)  

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit: 0.41 miles south of #26 – Gallatin Pike and #56 – Gallatin Pike BRT Lite; planned 
High Capacity Transit per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing a new single family structure on the property through HUD’s Good 
Neighbor Next Door program which assists teachers and first responders to become homeowners in revitalization 
areas. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) No sidewalk along the property frontage currently exists, which is consistent with adjacent properties to the
east and west along the block face.

(2) Right-of-way dedications will ensure that Metro does not have to purchase portions of the property in the
future to construct sidewalks.

(3) The Good Neighbor Next Door program assists with Metro’s priority to provide more affordable housing
in Nashville.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions.  

1. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate a future 4’ grass strip
and 5’ sidewalk.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-217 (1704 Porter Road) 

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

Sherwood Lane – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street standard 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks on Porter Road, not construct sidewalks on Sherwood Lane 

Zoning:  R10 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Porter Road – T3-R-CA2 

Sherwood Lane – Local Street 

Transit: Property 635’ from #4 – Shelby 

Bikeway: None existing; minor protected bike lanes planned per WalknBike 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a second single family dwelling on the property and requests not to 
upgrade the existing sidewalk on either property frontage, due to the unique property shape and lack of sidewalks 
along Sherwood Lane. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 6’ sidewalk with no grass strip currently exist along the property’s Porter Road frontage, which is
consistent with the adjacent properties to the east and west along the block face.

(2) The lot width is narrow with an existing structure proposed to remain oriented towards Porter Road. Access
for the structure is on Sherwood Lane. Given the lot’s narrowness and topography along Sherwood Lane,
construction of sidewalks to the Local Street Standard will impact this access point. Therefore, dedicating
right-of-way on the Sherwood Lane frontage will allow Metro to construct sidewalks there in the future
without having to acquire additional property and reduce impacts to the existing structure with sidewalk
construction.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the Porter Road property frontage.
3. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the Porter Road and Sherwood Lane property frontages to

accommodate future sidewalks per the Major and Collector Street Plan and Metro Local Street standards,
respectively.
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From: Alyce Scrivner
To: Davis, Anthony (Council Member); Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Appeal Case Number 2019-217, 1704 Porter Rd
Date: Tuesday, May 7, 2019 2:32:52 PM

Councilman Davis and BZA,

I am writing to express my deep concern about variance requests that ask to not build sidewalks and
not contribute into the sidewalk fund as Appeal Case Number 2019-217 does.  Nashville is growing
at a fast pace and yet, we don’t have funding to sidewalk the roadways that are currently lacking this
infrastructure. A Bill has been put in to place  to help us make progress on this exact issue for the
health and safety of all Nashvillians.  Please help to enforce this Bill.

Please do not accept the appeal that has been requested for our neighborhood.

Thank you,
Alyce Scrivner
Business Owner
1530 Riverside Drive
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-220 (3107 Alameda Street) 

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

32nd Avenue North – 4’ grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Local Street 
standard 

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning:  R6 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Alameda Street – Local Street 

32nd Avenue North – Local Street 

Transit: Property 385’ from #60 – Music City Circuit (Blue) 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a second single family dwelling on the property and requests not to 
upgrade the existing sidewalks due to the presence of existing sidewalks and utilities. Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 5’ sidewalk currently exists along the property’s frontages, which is consistent with the adjacent
properties.

(2) Utilities are located within and at the back of the sidewalk along Alameda Street. Relocation of the utilities
poses a significant challenge in achieving the Metro Local Street standard along Alameda Street.

(3) Dedicating right of way along both frontages will allow Metro to upgrade sidewalks there in the future
without having to purchase additional property.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

2. The applicant shall contribute in-lieu of construction for the 32nd Avenue North property frontage.
3. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the property frontages to accommodate a future 4’ grass

strip and 5’ sidewalk.
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From: Brian Straessle
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Support Appeal # 2019-225
Date: Monday, May 6, 2019 10:49:34 PM

Honorable Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals,

With regards to the following agenda item...

Appeal Case Number: 2019-225
Address: 812 N 5th St
Permit Number: 20190018900

As a neighbor of Will and Tiffany Acuff, I write in full support of their effort to convert an
existing detached garage into a detached accessory dwelling unit. I urge you to vote in favor of
their appeal and grant this permit, which will allow the Acuffs to remain rooted in our
community with a long-term living arrangement for their son with autism.

My family and I live at 809 N 5th St, across the street from the Acuffs and their children. If
you lived here too, I suspect you'd agree: there are no better neighbors than Will and Tiffany.
Their engagement in our community runs deep, and McFerrin Park residents would face
tremendous loss if the Acuffs had to leave in order to find a long-term living arrangement for
their son.

I believe each of you serving on this Board does so with the best interests of Nashville and
Nashvillians in mind. There is also no doubt in my mind that the interests of our community
will be best served by approving this appeal and granting this permit.

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.

Warm Regards,

Brian Straessle
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-229 (1212 Katie Avenue)  

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

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

Zoning:  RS5 

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

MCSP Street Designation:  Local Street 

Transit:  1,342’ north of #14 – Whites Creek; planned Major Local Service per nMotion 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant is constructing a single family residence and requests a variance from constructing 
sidewalks and from contributing in-lieu of construction. Per the Zoning Ordinance, the applicant is eligible to 
contribute in-lieu of construction. Electing to make the contribution in-lieu of construction supplements Metro’s 
annual sidewalk capital program by increasing sidewalk construction funds for areas surrounding this property, 
within one of Metro’s sixteen pedestrian benefit zones. Staff finds no unique hardship for the property.  

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval as the applicant has the option to contribute in-lieu of 
construction. The applicant shall also dedicate right-of-way for future sidewalk construction. 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-231 (911 A&B Spain Avenue)  

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

Requested Variance:  Not construct sidewalks 

Zoning:  R6 

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 units on the property and requests not to construct a sidewalk, 
due to storm water conflicts and the presence of a sidewalk across the street. Planning evaluated the following 
factors for the variance request: 

(1) The existing topography and storm water drainage will have to be addressed with a larger project for the
entire street. Metro Water has indicated that constructing sidewalks at this location on one parcel will
adversely impact their ability to manage stormwater in this area.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along both property frontages to accommodate a future 4’ grass
strip and 5’ sidewalk.
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From: whitney pastorek
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 911C Spain Sidewalk Variance
Date: Monday, May 6, 2019 12:53:18 PM

Hello, I’m writing in reference to the 911C Spain Sidewalk Variance request (permit #20190019086).

I own a home two parcels down at 917A Spain Avenue. While I agree that the specific property in question
does not need a sidewalk - Spain Avenue has a full sidewalk on the other side of the street - I do not believe
this developer should be able to avoid paying into the fund. 

Spain is the ONLY street in East Hill that has a full sidewalk, and we have been fighting for years to get
sidewalks installed on our other streets, especially Delmas Ave, which is a through street full of blind hills
that cars fly down at speeds upwards of 50 mph. In fact, it would be nice (and logical!) if this developer’s
contribution could be earmarked and put towards the Delmas sidewalk goal.

If the developer does not want to pay into the sidewalk fund, I personally would also accept an agreement
to pay an equivalent amount of money towards planting trees throughout East Hill to replace the ones
decimated by our development explosion over the past 5 years - including the two large, healthy, mature
trees that the developer cut down at 911C Spain last week.

Feel free to contact me if you have any questions, and feel free to pass along my email and contact info to
the developer as well.

Thanks for all you do!

whitney pastorek
917A Spain Avenue
East Hill Neighborhood Association Executive Board
347-512-5075
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From: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
To: Johnson, Mina (Council Member)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes); Lifsey, Debbie (Codes); Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Subject: RE: CASE 2019-233
Date: Monday, May 13, 2019 2:41:26 PM

Hi Councilmember Johnson,

The case heard in January was an application to continue a non-conforming use at this property,
specifically as a dog boarding facility.  The applicant has now filed an application to expand the non-
conforming structure on the property for that use.  Codes does not make recommendations on
applications to the BZA, but I will be sure to put your letter of support in the file for this case.

Let me know if you have additional questions.

Thanks,

Emily Lamb
Metro Codes Department

This email and any files transmitted with it may be confidential and are intended solely for the use of the individual
or entity to whom they are addressed. If you are not the intended recipient or the person responsible for delivering
the e-mail to the intended recipient, be advised that you have received this communication in error. If you have
received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately and in the interim please do not use,
disseminate, forward, print or copy this communication.

From: Johnson, Mina (Council Member) 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2019 11:51 AM
To: Lamb, Emily (Codes)
Cc: Michael, Jon (Codes)
Subject: CASE 2019-233

Hi Emily,

Could you tell me the recommendation or status of the Case #2019-233?

I would like to reaffirm our support for this project. The below is the supporting e-mail I sent to you in
January. Please know that the scope of the project, overwhelming support from the surrounding
community remain the same as January.

I am writing in support of case#2019-029, to allow continuous
nonconforming use as well as sidewalk variance request.

I have met with the applicant of the proposed pet boarding facility use
multiple times and became very familiar with the proposed plan. It
utilizes existing structures without disturbing the undeveloped portion of
the property and adds landscaping buffers.

The property was last used as insurance company office and has been empty
past few years. Although the plan was never materialized, the board
approved the property to be used as day care facility in last May.  The
currently abandoned building attracts and create unsafe condition to the
surrounding area and community is in full support of proposed use of the
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property.

On the sidewalk variance, as you are aware, Metro Planning Staff recommend
proposed variance due to existing stream and future construction of the
sidewalk on the other side of this property by TDOT.

I believe the proposed nonconforming use of the property is the best fit
based on the community plan and polity of the area. I respectfully request
the Board of Zoning Appeal to approve this variance request.

Best,

Mina Johnson
Councilmember, District 23
(615) 429-7857
 
Mina Johnson
Councilmember, District 23
(615) 429-7857
Sign up for District 23 Update

Case # 2019-233

https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/TNNASH/subscriber/new?topic_id=TNNASH_183


Case # 2019-233



Case # 2019-235



Case # 2019-235



Case # 2019-235



Case # 2019-235



Case # 2019-235



Case # 2019-235



PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-235 (15431 Old Hickory Boulevard) 

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning:  R20 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NM (Suburban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: T3-R-AB5-S-LM 

Transit:  None existing; none planned  

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a two-family dwelling on the property and requests not to construct 
a sidewalk, due to stormwater conflicts and the presence of a sidewalk across the street. Planning evaluated the 
following factors for the variance request: 

(1) A drainage ditch is located along the frontage of the property, which channels stormwater along properties
to the east and west. Constructing sidewalks would require fill and culvert installation which may affect
drainage conditions for adjacent properties.

(2) The property has a frontage length of approximately 136’ along Old Hickory Boulevard.
(3) Dedicating right-of-way will allow Metro to construct sidewalks there in the future without having to acquire

additional property.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

2. The applicant shall dedicate right-of-way along the property frontage to accommodate a future 8’ grass strip
and 6’ sidewalk.
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To:  The Board of Zoning Appeals 

Re:  Appeal Case Number:  2019-235 

15431 OLD HICKORY BLVD 

MAP PARCEL: 161140E00200CO, 161140E00100CO, 161140E90000CO 

Zoning Classification:  R20 

Council District: 4 

I am in opposition to Mr. Hawkins request for a variance from sidewalk requirements.  Our part of South 

Davidson county where Mr. Hawkins has already started building his properties is struggling with up 

keep of streets, sidewalks, signage and more as it is.   

Mr. Hawkins should not be immune to paying into the sidewalk fund.  He is building and selling two 

homes for a substantial profit.  I am supportive of his entrepreneurial spirit and Nashville needs more 

housing.  I am not supportive however of him doing it without paying the proper dues to the city.   

I think we need to maintain parity and alignment across tax payers.  It cost money to live in the great 

city of Nashville.  Mr. Hawkins should not be immune. 

I urge you to deny this request in this spirit.  I would be there personally to express my feeling however I 

travel for work a lot and work hard to live in this great community, and I have to, so that I can pay all of 

my taxes and afford my home.   

Professionally; 

Timothy F Adams 

6025 Deer Trace 

Nashville TN 37211 
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From: Donna Faye Harman
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case # 2019-234 Permit #20190019583
Date: Thursday, May 2, 2019 10:23:23 AM

I live at 902 Freywood Drive, Madison, TN and I am writing to express my OPPOSITION to
this Property Owner’s Request for a Permit to allow “Short Term Rentals” on our street. 

Thank You, 
Donna Harman

Case # 2019-234

mailto:dfm0124@aol.com
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


Case # 2019-234



Case # 2019-236



Case # 2019-236



Case # 2019-236



Case # 2019-236



Case # 2019-236



Case # 2019-236


	Docket 5-16-19
	2019-137
	2019-137 application
	2019-137 site plan

	2019-149
	2019-149 application
	2019-149 site plan
	2019-149_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-149 Oppose Ali Rafatjoo
	2019-149 Oppose Barbara Cloud
	2019-149 Oppose Cynthis J. Hicks
	2019-149 Oppose Gerry Knab
	2019-149 Oppose Linda Marini
	2019-149 Oppose Richard Morton
	2019-149 Oppose Robert Patchin
	2019-149 Oppose William G. Wiggins

	2019-193
	2019-193 application
	2019-193 site plan
	2019-193 CM Angie Henderson

	2017-274
	2017-274 application
	2017-274 site plan
	2017-274_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2017-274 Oppose David Johnson
	2017-274 Support Michael Russell

	2019-079
	2019-079 application
	2019-079 site plan
	2019-079 Opposd CM Mary Carolyn Roberts

	2019-097
	2019-097 application
	2019-097 CM Mike Freeman

	2019-098
	2019-098-Revised Application
	2019-098_BZA SE_Planning Recommendation_FINAL

	2019-121
	2019-121 application
	2019-121 site plan
	2019-121 additional information presented at hearing

	2019-131
	2019-131 application
	2019-131 site plan
	2019-131_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-131 Oppose Martha J. Benet-Holt

	2019-145
	2019-145 application
	2019-145 site plan
	2019-145 Stericycle Documentation

	2019-156
	2019-156 Application
	2019-156 Support Sawyer

	2019-160
	2019-160 application
	2019-160_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL

	2019-182
	2019-182 application
	2019-182 site plan
	2019-182_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL 5-9-19
	2019-182 Oppose Bruce Carlock

	2019-188
	2019-188 application
	2019-188 site plan
	2019-188_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-188 Oppose

	2019-191
	2019-191 application
	2019-191 site plan
	2019-191 Scott Gabe
	2019-191_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL

	2019-192
	2019-192 application
	2019-192 site plan
	2019-192_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL 5-9-19
	2019-192 Oppose CM Mary Carolyn Roberts
	2019-192 Oppose Steve & Sharon Griffin

	2019-198
	2019-198 application
	2019-198 Site Plan
	2019-198_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-198 Oppose Raymond & Rose Carter

	2019-211
	2019-211 application
	2019-211 site plan
	2019-211 Oppose Ralph  Laura K. McKenzie
	2019-211-Oppose Ginger Ramsey
	2019-211 Oppose Ginger Byrn
	2019-211 Oppose Sanders

	2019-213
	2019-213 application
	2019-213 site plan
	2019-213 Pictures
	2019-213_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL

	2019-214
	2019-214 application
	2019-214 site plan
	2019-214 Sidewalk Rec_Planning_FINAL

	2019-216
	2019-216 application
	2019-216 site plan

	2019-217
	2019-217 application
	2019-217 site plan
	2019-217_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-217-Oppose Alyce Scrivner

	2019-220
	2019-220 application
	2019-220 site plan
	2019-220_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL

	2019-221
	2019-221 application

	2019-222
	2019-222 application
	2019-222 site plan
	2019-222 Oppose Jerry Wilkes

	2019-225
	2019-225 application
	2019-225 site plan
	2019-225 Support Brian Straessle

	2019-226
	2019-226 application
	2019-226 site plan

	2019-227
	2019-227 application
	2019-227 site plan

	2019-229
	2019-229 Application
	2019-229 Site plan
	2019-229 Sidewalk Rec_Planning_FINAL

	2019-230
	2019-230 application
	2019-230 site plan

	2019-231
	2019-231 application
	2019-231 site plan
	2019-231_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-231- Support Whitney Pastorek
	2019-231 Oppose

	2019-233
	2019-233 application
	2019-233 Site plan
	2019-233 Support CM Johnson
	2019-233 Oppose John G. Donan, Jr.

	2019-235
	2019-235 application
	2019-235 site plan
	2019-235_Sidewalk rec_Planning_FINAL
	2019-235 Oppose Timothy F Adams

	2019-234
	2019-234 application(STRP)
	2019-234 Oppose Donna Harman
	2019-234 Oppose Sara Walker

	2019-236
	2019-236 application(STRP)
	2019-236 Support Derek Heiar
	2019-236 Support Sarah Butler




