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CASE 2019-211 (Council District - 25) 

MICKEY HARLOW, appellant and owner 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 - 
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CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19) 
 

LANDON BEAZEALS, appellant and P & H GERMANTOWN PROPERTY, LLC, 

owner of the property located at 1311 4TH AVE N, requesting a variance from parking 

requirements in the MUN District, to convert an existing single family residence into a bar. 

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

have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Bar Map Parcel 08209017200 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-274 (Council District - 3) 
 

THERESA WINNINGTON, appellant and PNI, LLC, owner of the property located at 

2924 TORBETT ST, requesting a variance from side setback requirements in the RS5 

District, to maintain an existing residence. Referred to the Board under Section 

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

17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 09210008300 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-278 (Council District - 17) 
 

JOSH HELLMER, appellant and owner of the property located at 36 SHEPARD ST, 

requesting variances from setback and lot size requirements in the R6 District, to construct a 

single family residence. Referred to the Board under Section 17.40.670, 17.12.030.C.3, and 

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

17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 10504011800 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-285 (Council District - 24) 
 

JODY ROBERTS, appellant and COLBURN, TODD M. & JENNIFER L., owners of 

the property located at 3801 NEVADA AVE, requesting a variance from sidewalk 

requirements in the RS5 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 appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction under Section 

17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 09213024700 

RESULT - 
 

 

CASE 2019-292 (Council District - 6) 
 

JOSHUA HUNTER, appellant and owner of the property located at 1104 

FATHERLAND ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the OR20 

District, to add an addition to an office space 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-Office Map Parcel 08313009700 

RESULT - 
 

 
 

CASE 2019-293 (Council District - 21) 
 

DEMETRIUM WIDE, appellant and owner of the property located at 943A 28TH AVE 

N, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the CN District, to construct an 

addition to a commercial building 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-Commercial Map Parcel 09206005000 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-294 (Council District - 5) 
 

KARLA NEWMAN, appellant and CUTLER, JUSTIN, owner of the property located at 

202 A N 9TH ST, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the RM20 District, 

to construct a multi-family unit 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-Multi-Family Map Parcel 082120X00100CO 

RESULT -  
 

 

 

CASE 2019-295 (Council District - 24) 
 

SAMUEL GLASGOW, appellant and DISHNER, DERRICK & PUTNAM, LYNN, 

owners of the property located at 4911 IDAHO AVE, requesting a variance from height 

restrictions in the RS7.5 District, to maintain an already existing garage. Referred to the 

Board under Section 17.12.060. B. The appellant alleged the Board would have jurisdiction 

under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 10303013200 

RESULT -  
 

 
 

CASE 2019-296 (Council District - 18) 
 

CHEROYL LEHNING, appellant and HARDING, RENA & WARD, LANA K. ET AL, 

owners of the property located at 1704 BERNARD AVE, requesting a variance from lot 

size requirements in the R8 District, to build two single family homes. 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 10412027100 

RESULT - 
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CASE 2019-297 (Council District - 6) 
 

CLARK, STARIA CHRISTIAN & HOILES, MATTHEW LAWRENCE, appellants 

and owners of the property located at 233 CHAPEL AVE, requesting variances from 

fence height and location requirements in the R6 District, to maintain an existing fence. 

Referred to the Board under Section 17.20.040.E.26. The appellant alleged the Board 

would have jurisdiction under Section 17.40.180 B. 

 

Use-Single Family Map Parcel 08306009900 

RESULT -  
 

 
 

CASE 2019-299 (Council District - 14) 
 

BAKER DONELSON, appellant and LEVOG, owner of the property located at 4321 

OLD HICKORY BLVD, requesting a variance from sidewalk requirements in the R15 

District, to construct a wireless telecommunication tower 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-Telecommunications Map Parcel 06400010400 

RESULT – 

 

    SHORT TERM RENTAL CASES  
 

 

CASE 2019-236 (Council District - 19) 
 

ROB PROCTOR, appellant and PROCTOR, ROBERT, W JR & HOWARD, 

DANIEL, JACKSON, owners 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 the property 

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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From: Caroline Harlow Smith
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Pulley, Russ (Council Member)
Subject: 950 Glendale Variance
Date: Wednesday, July 10, 2019 10:47:38 AM

To whom it may concern, 

I am in favor of the variance request for 950 Glendale. I believe the variance would not harm
neighboring properties/property values, rather would help the appeal of the street if slightly
wider, more appealing homes could be built. 

Thank you, 

Caroline Smith (903 Coral Rd)

-- 

PARKS 
311 12th Ave S Nashville Tn 37203 
615.430.2485

Case # 2019-211
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METROPOLITAN  COUNCIL 
 

      Metro Council Office 
 

102 Metropolitan Courthouse    Nashville, TN    37201                       Phone: (615) 862-6780            Fax: ( 615) 862-6784 
 

 

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing this letter in opposition to the proposed side setback variance at 950 Glendale Lane 
(Case #2019-211) that is due to be heard at your May 16, 2019 meeting. The applicant has not 
reached out to me for my input or the community’s input regarding this proposed variance.  

Having examined the site plan submitted as a part of the application, it appears that there is 
sufficient room to build two houses within the building envelope provided by the R20 zoning 
district. Further, if the footprints of the proposed homes were modified to be more rectangular in 
shape, then two homes with the same amount of square footage as is proposed could be 
constructed on the property. Finally, the lot tapers a total of 8.8 feet on the eastern side over the 
length of the property, which is not exceptional, nor unique for the neighborhood. Other properties 
in the area with much more significant tapering include 4322 Lealand Ln., 923 Coral Rd., 926 Coral 
Rd., 4309 Gray Oaks Dr., and 4307 Gray Oaks Dr. Therefore, this request appears to be for the 
convenience of using a standard home design, rather than a hardship due to the uniqueness of the 
shape of the lot.   

Based on the above information, I am not in support of this request. However, as always, I have 
complete confidence in the discretion of the BZA to examine the facts and apply the appropriate 
reasoning to your decision.  Thank you for the outstanding service and the significant time you 
dedicate to the service of our great city.  

 

 

 

Sincerely  

 

        Russ Pulley                      
        Council Member, District 25 
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July 9, 2019                                                                                                                      Case#    2019-211 

CASE Number: 2019-211 

 

Dear Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals,  

My name is Erin Keckley, and I received a notice in mail regarding the zoning appeal made by Mickey 

Harlow for the 950 Glendale Lane address.  I have lived across the street from this property for 11 years 

at 949 Glendale Lane.  In addition, I have lived in 37204 for 40 years.  

I oppose this request for the setback requirements to allow for two houses.  I apologize I will not be able 

to attend the appeal in person as I have a work conflict.  Glendale Lane, especially the section of 

discussion, is right pass the very busy intersection of Glendale and Lealand Lanes of which the property 

is simply one house up from this intersection.   The street is very narrow with no sidewalk or easement 

through that section.  In addition, there are still may older homes in the area that would sustain damage 

that closely from the massive construction project.   

The older home, formerly owned by the Tuggles, does need some improvement but demolishment for 

two houses is not necessary nor desired in the neighborhood, especially from their across the street 

neighbor.  I simply ask you to maintain the current regulations with the established setback 

requirements and not grant the appeal. 

If you have any questions, thoughts, and/or concerns, I can be reach at 615-419-6698 or 

erin.keckley@lipscomb.edu. 

 

Sincerely,  

Erin C. Keckley, DNP, APRN, FNP-C 

949 Glendale Lane 

Nashville, TN 37204 

mailto:erin.keckley@lipscomb.edu


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.

Case # 2019-211

mailto:gbyrn@comcast.net
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
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Virginia Byrn
4323 Lealand Lane
Nashville, TN  37204

Case # 2019-211



From: ANDREW RAMSEY
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 950 Glendale Lane Case No. 2019-211
Date: Friday, July 5, 2019 7:43:25 PM

Dear Metropolitan Board of Zoning and Appeals,

I am writing today to express my strong opposition to the setback variance requested
by the new owner of 950 Glendale Lane. My husband, Andrew, and I cannot make it
to the neighborhood meeting July 9th, nor to the zoning committee July 17th, as we
will be out of the country. Please do not mistake our absence for indifference or
support for the variance.

I do not support the variance for a variety of reasons. First, the property's shape does
not prevent the new owner from building two houses. 946 Glendale was wide enough
to accommodate to construction of two very large houses. The width of that lot is 90.5
feet wide. 950 Glendale is 112 feet at the street and 104 feet at the rear. Both
numbers exceed the width of 946 Glendale so the new houses can be built with the
current setback. Secondly, building two bigger houses just because someone wants
to build larger houses is not a hardship. Nashville's zoning board should not set such
a precedent. Thirdly, the new owner will soon transfer his interest in the property
when he sells his two new houses. His rights as a temporary owner should not
exceed those of us who permanently own properties nearby. We will have to contend
with storm runoff and a lack of privacy. Allowing houses to be built a mere five feet
from the property line will only compound those disadvantages. Fourthly, I am
appalled Mr. Harlow was untruthful to the previous owner, as she was told he wanted
to renovate the current house. 

I have asked our neighbors to keep us informed of what occurs at both meetings. 

Thank you,

Ginger Ramsey 

4320 Lealand Lane

Nashville, TN 37204

Case # 2019-211

mailto:ram1993@comcast.net
mailto:bza@nashville.gov


From: Ginger Ramsey
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 950 Glendale Lane 2019-211
Date: Thursday, May 2, 2019 3:10:57 PM

To the Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals,

My name is Ginger Ramsey. My husband, Andrew, and I have lived at 4320 Lealand Lane for twenty years. Our property adjoins 950 Glendale Lane at the back corner of our property. We enjoyed a close relationship with our neighbors at this address. The previous owner, Christie Tuggle, informed me when her property sold. Unfortunately, she was under the impression her home of many decades would be remodeled, not demolished.

Regardless, I would encourage you to not support a side setback variance by the new owners. I have attached photos of the backyard of the property. The property is fairly level and is not narrow. I see of absolutely no hardship in regard to constructing two homes of reasonable size. In my opinion, reasonable size should be good enough. Moreover, any further loss of green space will adversely affect storm runoff for us and our neighbors at 4322 Lealand Lane. We are already forced to undertake a storm runoff mitigation project this Spring from house built directly behind us and further up Glendale.

The new owners have not bothered to reach out to us regarding their plans. Nevertheless, I would not agree to any change to the setback. Please take our opinion into consideration and do not support this variance.

Thank you,

Ginger Ramsey
4320 Lealand Lane 
Nashville, TN 37204

Case # 2019-211
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Sent from my iPhone
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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) 

Case # 2019-211



Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals 

Page 2 

 

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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METROPOLITAN  COUNCIL 
 

      Metro Council Office 
 

102 Metropolitan Courthouse    Nashville, TN    37201                       Phone: (615) 862-6780            Fax: ( 615) 862-6784 
 

 

Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing this letter in opposition to the proposed side setback variance at 950 Glendale Lane 
(Case #2019-211) that is due to be heard at your May 16, 2019 meeting. The applicant has not 
reached out to me for my input or the community’s input regarding this proposed variance.  

Having examined the site plan submitted as a part of the application, it appears that there is 
sufficient room to build two houses within the building envelope provided by the R20 zoning 
district. Further, if the footprints of the proposed homes were modified to be more rectangular in 
shape, then two homes with the same amount of square footage as is proposed could be 
constructed on the property. Finally, the lot tapers a total of 8.8 feet on the eastern side over the 
length of the property, which is not exceptional, nor unique for the neighborhood. Other properties 
in the area with much more significant tapering include 4322 Lealand Ln., 923 Coral Rd., 926 Coral 
Rd., 4309 Gray Oaks Dr., and 4307 Gray Oaks Dr. Therefore, this request appears to be for the 
convenience of using a standard home design, rather than a hardship due to the uniqueness of the 
shape of the lot.   

Based on the above information, I am not in support of this request. However, as always, I have 
complete confidence in the discretion of the BZA to examine the facts and apply the appropriate 
reasoning to your decision.  Thank you for the outstanding service and the significant time you 
dedicate to the service of our great city.  

 

 

 

Sincerely  

 

        Russ Pulley                      
        Council Member, District 25 
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From: Marlene Bown
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case #2019002224 - Please pass!
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2019 12:37:19 PM

My name is Marlene Bown and my wife Beth Walsh and I live in Germantown at 1206 6th Ave N #2.  We are
highly supportive of allowing the parking variance for this case and would love to have this new business in our
neighborhood.  Please pass!!

Sent from my iPhone

Case # 2019-259

mailto:bownmarlene80@gmail.com
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From: whitney drury
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Support
Date: Wednesday, May 29, 2019 1:59:18 PM

Hello! My name is Whitney Drury at 1206 6th Ave. N, #3 in Germantown. I am writing in
support of the parking requirement reduction reference # 20190022244. 

Thank you,
Whitney Drury 

Sent from my iPhone

Case # 2019-259
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From: Amy Williams
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Opposed — CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19)
Date: Wednesday, June 5, 2019 10:19:08 AM

Dear Board Members,

I am Amy Williams and I have lived at 1319 4th Ave N. for more than 18 years, since April
2001. My family -- husband, 8-year-old daughter and myself -- lives three doors down from
the property seeking the variance.

I am strongly to the variance for parking requirements. 

My husband attended a neighborhood meeting with the owners to learn more about their plans
for the property and parking. The owners have not secured enough parking and didn't even try
to add parking to the property. Instead of using the off alley area in the back of the lot for
parking, they chose to add square footage to the building. This shows that they were never
interested in securing the required parking spaces.

Parking is already very difficult for neighbors on our street. With the addition of a busy bar, it
will be even harder for residents to find parking. This is the reason for the zoning
requirements. If the bar can't meet the requirements then they shouldn't be allowed on our
street.

The bar would be the first business that is open at night on our block and I'm worried about
bar patrons leaving late at night and walking down our street or in the alley. Our block is
primarily filled with residents and families. I think the additional late night traffic will cause a
lot of noise and other issues. We have yet to see their security plan and what they will do
about disorderly drinkers. 

Thanks for taking the time to read my letter. Please vote against the variance for the residents
of Germantown.

Amy Williams
1319 4th Avenue North

Case # 2019-259
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From: Andrew Leahey
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Letter of opposition to Proper Pour (CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19))
Date: Wednesday, June 5, 2019 11:43:57 AM

This email is directed to the Board of Zoning Appeals, to go on record in opposition to the
variance for 1311 4th Avenue North/Proper Pour (CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19)). 

My name is Andrew Leahey, and my wife and I have lived at 1318 4th Ave N. since 2011.
We've watched the neighborhood grow. We love seeing the development here. 

That said, parking on my block has become extremely difficult. If the Proper Pour cannot meet
the simple parking requirements for their proposed business, the burden will absolutely be
passed down to the adjacent neighbors. Why should they be exempt from their legal
responsibilities? 

This particular block of 4th Ave N is almost entirely residential, with the sole exception of
Cumberland Machine Company. The longtime residents of the 1300 4th Ave N block have
helped turn this area into the sort of place that would attract a business. Surely, our needs must
be considered here. 

I am strongly in opposition to the parking variance. 

All the best,
Andrew Leahey 

-- 
Andrew Leahey
[Andrew Leahey & the Homestead]
www.AndrewLeaheyMusic.com

Case # 2019-259
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From: Brian Fitzpatrick
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Freddie O"Connell
Subject: Case 2019-259 (1311 4th Ave N/Proper Pour)
Date: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 3:52:31 PM

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals,

I received a postcard in the mail regarding this appeal because I live so close to the
appellant’s property.  I am vehemently opposed to the requested variance.  I am
frankly surprised the appellant is even pursuing this matter.  We litigated the
question of whether businesses should be allowed to skirt parking requirements
almost two years ago in almost the same spot with The Livery application at the
corner of Monroe and Fifth.  The Livery wanted to open a bar and event space with
woefully inadequate parking.  Because there is ALREADY nowhere to park near
this intersection, the Planning Commission rejected The Livery’s application.  The
Livery had the good sense not to appeal to the Board.

Nothing has changed in the last two years other than parking is even WORSE now
than it was then.  There is nowhere to park near Monroe and Fourth where the
appellant is located any more than there was at Monroe and Fifth where The Livery
was to be located.  Anyone who has been to Germantown in the evening on any
weekend or even weekday can attest to this fact.

If businesses want to open bars, they should provide enough parking for their bars. 
They should not be able to skirt the parking guidelines because they “hope” people
will scooter or uber.  As the saying goes, we can always hope for the best, but we
must plan for the worst.  Please plan our neighborhoods based on guarantees, not on
hopes that may or may not materialize.
Thank you,

Brian Fitzpatrick
1222 5th Ave N
Nashville, TN 37208

Case # 2019-259
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From: Brian Fitzpatrick
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Cc: Freddie O"Connell
Subject: Case 2019-259 (1311 4th Ave N/Proper Pour)
Date: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 3:52:31 PM

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals,
 
I received a postcard in the mail regarding this appeal because I live so close to the
appellant’s property.  I am vehemently opposed to the requested variance.  I am
frankly surprised the appellant is even pursuing this matter.  We litigated the
question of whether businesses should be allowed to skirt parking requirements
almost two years ago in almost the same spot with The Livery application at the
corner of Monroe and Fifth.  The Livery wanted to open a bar and event space with
woefully inadequate parking.  Because there is ALREADY nowhere to park near
this intersection, the Planning Commission rejected The Livery’s application.  The
Livery had the good sense not to appeal to the Board.
 
Nothing has changed in the last two years other than parking is even WORSE now
than it was then.  There is nowhere to park near Monroe and Fourth where the
appellant is located any more than there was at Monroe and Fifth where The Livery
was to be located.  Anyone who has been to Germantown in the evening on any
weekend or even weekday can attest to this fact.
 
If businesses want to open bars, they should provide enough parking for their bars. 
They should not be able to skirt the parking guidelines because they “hope” people
will scooter or uber.  As the saying goes, we can always hope for the best, but we
must plan for the worst.  Please plan our neighborhoods based on guarantees, not on
hopes that may or may not materialize.
Thank you,
 
Brian Fitzpatrick
1222 5th Ave N
Nashville, TN 37208
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From: Fred Booth
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case #20190022244
Date: Thursday, May 23, 2019 9:07:54 AM

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals:

I am writing to voice my opposition to the request for a parking variance by the operators of
the bar proposed to be located at 1311 4th Ave North, 37208.   My wife and I reside at 1317
4th Ave North, just three doors up the street from the location of the proposed bar, Proper
Pour. 

It is unfortunate that the operators of the proposed bar chose a location that requires more
parking spaces than they can provide.  It is not reasonable, however, for them to expect the
other residents of the neighborhood to share the burden of providing the legally required
parking spaces for a bar.  Obviously, fewer parking spaces provided by a bar would result in
more people competing for the scarce parking spaces now available on the street on a first-
come, first-served basis. 

When we first moved into our home on 4th Ave North ten years ago we knew what the rules
for on-street parking were, and we understood that competition for parking spaces would
probably increase with the growth in population that was already taking place in Germantown.
  As expected, it has become more difficult to park on the street during the past ten years and
we accept that.  We do not, however, accept the idea that anyone should be granted an
exception that relieves them from their legal responsibilities at the expense of other residents. 

I appreciate your consideration of my request, and encourage you to deny the request for the
parking variance for 1311 4th Ave North,

Sincerely,

Fred Booth

1317 4th Ave North
Nashville, TN 37208

615-585-4370

Case # 2019-259
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May 28, 2019 

Metropolitan Government of Nashville and Davidson County 
Department of Codes and Building Safety 
PO Box 196350 
Nashville, TN  37201 

Dear Board of Zoning Appeals Members, 

This is in reference to Appeal Case Number 2019-259 -1311 4th Avenue N, Map Parcel 
08209017200. 

My husband Jim and I own a condo located within 600 feet of the subject location.  We bought 
this condo with the intent to use it as a second home.  We do not rent it out or use it for Air 
B&B as we want to maintain the integrity of the neighborhood. 

We oppose the appeal for the property listed above for a variance from parking requirements.  
Our objections are to any change in parking as there is already a major issue with parking, 
especially for residents.  Very often residents are left without parking spaces, and often you will 
see vehicles parked illegally.  Germantown is a wonderful neighborhood, but the continual 
erosion of parking spaces will have an impact on the residents, patrons of existing 
establishments and on the neighborhood itself. 

We also opposed the applicant converting a single family residence into a bar.  Germantown 
already has enough restaurants and bars in the neighborhood, especially in the area of the 
proposed business.  Repurposing a residence for yet another bar does not bode well for the 
neighborhood.  As residents, we want to maintain the historic nature of the community, and 
maintaining homes for their intended purpose will only help maintain the Germantown 
neighborhood. 

I would recommend that the applicant look to less populated areas to establish a bar.  There 
are a number of warehouses that could be used for this purpose, and would also have ample 
parking. 

We adamantly oppose this variance. 

Sincerely, 

Karin and Jim Patricelli 
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From: Kellye Joiner
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case #20190022244
Date: Friday, May 24, 2019 10:30:44 AM

Dear BZA,

I am writing in opposition to the parking variance for the proposed
bar at 1311 4th Ave. North. Although I don’t live on 4th Ave., I live
around the corner on Van Buren street. This requested variance for the
bar would mean an increased hardship for what is now mainly a
residential section of 4th Ave. Although I understand we are
discussing free and open parking in an urban area, I don’t understand
relieving a legal parking requirement for bar, when that would mean
increasing hardship on residents.

Thank you for your consideration,
Kellye Joiner
425 Van Buren street

Sent from my iPad

Case # 2019-259
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From: Kevin Powell
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19)
Date: Wednesday, June 5, 2019 7:10:35 PM

I am writing to you to let you know that I oppose allowing the parking variance for 1311 4th
Avenue North/Proper Pour (CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19)). I own a single family
home, along with my wife and 10 year old son on 5th Avenue, just a short distance from this
proposed bar. I am very familiar with this property and know several neighbors who live
within a few doors of this establishment. I cannot imagine the increased traffic and parking
troubles that allowing this to go forward will cause. Parking and traffic are already pretty bad
in Germantown. 

I have lived in my house for 20 years and have seen a lot of changes in Germantown. I
understand that sometimes changes occur for the sake of progress, but I believe this would be
a step in the wrong direction.

Thank you for taking the time to read my email.

Kevin Powell
1214 5th Ave North
Nashville, TN 37208

Case # 2019-259
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From: Masker, Pamela
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Case #2019002244 (reduction in dedicated parking spots)
Date: Monday, June 3, 2019 9:26:36 PM

Hello, My name is Pamela Masker and I live at 316 Van Buren Street,
Nashville, TN 37207.  The Germantown neighborhood.  I support a
reduction in the parking requirement of 36 dedicated parking spots. 
Case #20190022244 brought this to my attention.  I’m hopeful to have
a casual wine tap house in Germantown and would like to see the
current rule of 36 dedicated parking spots dropped to allow for the new
addition of Proper Pour to the Germantown neighborhood.

Thank you,
Pamela

Pamela Masker
Regional Director – SouthEast & Mid-Atlantic
HealthStream
P:  615.844.2525
C: 402.670.0229
www.healthstream.com
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From: Rob Williams
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: CASE 2019-259 (Council District - 19)
Date: Tuesday, June 4, 2019 3:09:02 PM

My name is Rob Williams and I am a homeowner at 1319 4th Ave N. I have lived in Historic
Germantown at this house since April 2001. I am a former member and past president of the
Historic Germantown Neighborhood Association. My house is three doors down from the
property seeking the variance.

I am opposed to the variance for parking requirements. 

First, rather than creating a small parking area at the rear of the property to help meet the
required parking spots, the owner has decided to build additional square footage off of the
back of the building. 

Second, residents of my block of 4th Avenue are already have difficulty parking on the street
in front of their houses in the evening. The addition of a bar would increase the difficulty for
residential parking.

Third, the prospective bar owners suggest that their patrons will use ride sharing to get to the
bar, but they have no proof. Even if patrons use ride sharing, the traffic will be impeded by all
of the cars dropping off and picking up. N

Fourth, unlike other bars and restaurants in Historic Germantown, this property is in the midst
of a residential-only block. The precedent of allowing this variance may lead to further
parking woes for the residents.

Finally, the conversion from a single family home to a bar is not good for my family's and my
neighbors' quality of life. With the customers leaving after the bar closes and walking down
our street and in our alley, I'm very worried about the additional noise and traffic. We haven't
seen a security plan from the bar owners. 

Thanks for taking the time to read my letter and for considering the problems that will be
created for residents, who live in and love Germantown.

Rob Williams

_____________________

Rob Williams
Batch
615.686.4568

Case # 2019-259
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From: Jessica Himes
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Permit 20190022244
Date: Thursday, May 9, 2019 10:55:59 AM

My name is Jessica Himes.  My husband, Doug Himes and I reside at 1326 5th Ave
North.  We received the zoning appeal notice for permit number 20190022244, for a
business seeking a variance on parking requirements.  

We strongly oppose this variance being granted.  Parking in Germantown is going
increasingly difficult given all the businesses which do not provide adequate parking,
or those businesses which reserve all non-street parking spaces their business
provides for their customers/clients and require their employees to take up the street
parking.  

With the numerous new apartment complexes, restaurants, and businesses locating
to Germantown, street parking is already at a premium.  4th Avenue in Germantown
is difficult to traverse because vehicles are parked on both sides of the street, right
up to the cross streets.  It is near impossible to see if cars are traveling down 4th
Avenue when stopped at the Van Buren stop sign.  

Granting yet another parking requirement variance will only exacerbate this issue.

Thank you for your consideration.  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact me.

Sincerely, 

Jessica Himes
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-285 (3801 Nevada Avenue)  

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

38th Avenue North – 4' grass strip, 5’ sidewalk, as defined by the Metro Local Street 
standard 

Requested Variance: Upgrade sidewalks on Nevada Avenue; not construct sidewalks on 38th Avenue 
North 

Zoning:  RS5 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NM (Urban Neighborhood Maintenance) 

MCSP Street Designation: Nevada Avenue – Local Street 

38th Avenue North – Local Street 

Transit: 0.22 miles south of #10 – Charlotte and #36 – Charlotte Pike BRT Lite; future High 
Capacity Transit per nMotion 

Bikeway: None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Disapprove. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes constructing a single family dwelling and requests a variance from constructing 
sidewalks along the 38th Avenue North property frontage. Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance 
request: 

(1) An existing 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip is located along the property’s Nevada Avenue frontage, which
is consistent with adjacent properties to the west. The applicant proposes upgrading the sidewalk along this
frontage to meet the Metro Local Standard with a 4’ grass strip and 5’ sidewalk.

(2) No sidewalk currently exists along the 38th Avenue North property frontage. The parcel’s width is narrow,
so an alternative sidewalk design that eliminates the grass strip along this frontage might be an appropriate
solution.

Given the factors above, staff recommends disapproval. The applicant shall work with Planning and Public 
Works to design an alternative sidewalk design that extends the abutting sidewalk along the 38th Avenue 
North frontage.   

Case # 2019-285





From: Jessica Jarrett
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: Fwd: Sidewalk Variance Requests
Date: Friday, May 10, 2019 9:01:31 AM

To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to ask you to deny sidewalk variance requests that ask to not build AND not pay into
the sidewalk fund. These requests are all too common and it is an unfair ask of a city that has
sidewalks on only 20% of its roadways and high pedestrian fatality rate per population. Nashville
citizens have asked time and again to increase sidewalks. There should be NO VARIANCE for
sidewalks at this point. 
This particular area, at Nevada and 38th, is in a rapidly changing neighborhood, with quickly
expanding retail options, near public transportation and near a public elementary school. If using
the sidewalk generator scoring system, it would rank very high. Sylvan Heights needs all the
sidewalks it can get for the health and safety of all and to help it grow.
Please deny this request and have Todd and Jennifer Colburn build the sidewalks that are
required. I am very embarrassed for the city that this request is even being considered. 

Jessica Jarrett

Case # 2019-285
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From: Dorris, Stacy
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
Subject: 2019-285 - please deny
Date: Sunday, June 23, 2019 8:56:07 PM

Dear BZA and CM Murphy,

I am writing to request that you deny Case # 2019-285 at 3801 NEVADA AVE 37209 to not build and
also not pay into the in-lieu fee for sidewalks.  New sidewalks are intimately linked with
development.  It the opportunity is missed, the community then waits literally decades for another
chance.  Since Nashville is significantly behind in sidewalks already, we have just 20% of our
roadways sidewalked, we just cannot miss any opportunity.   

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

It is just simply not fair to the citizens of this city to not pay and also not build. 

Sincerely,
Stacy Dorris
801 Timber Ln
37215
The Sidewalk Foundation

Case # 2019-285

mailto:stacy.l.dorris@vumc.org
mailto:bza@nashville.gov
mailto:Kathleen.Murphy@nashville.gov


From: Dorris, Stacy
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes); Murphy, Kathleen (Council Member)
Subject: please deny sidewalk variance request 2019-285
Date: Thursday, May 9, 2019 3:47:42 PM

Dear Councilperson Murphy and the BZA,

I am writing, yet again, to ask you to deny sidewalk variance requests that ask to not build AND not
pay into the sidewalk fund.   These requests are all too common and it is an unfair ask of a city that
has sidewalks on only 20% of its roadways and high pedestrian fatality rate per population. 

This particular area, at Nevada and 38th, is in a rapidly changing neighborhood, with quickly
expanding retail options, near public transportation and near a public elementary school.   If using
the sidewalk generator scoring system, it would rank very high.   Sylvan Heights needs all the
sidewalks it can get for the health and safety of all and to help it grow.

Please deny this request and have Todd and Jennifer Colburn build the sidewalks that are required.

Sincerely,
Stacy Dorris
801 Timber Ln 37215 
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-292 (1104 Fatherland Street) 

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

Requested Variance: Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning: OR20; Lockeland Springs Neighborhood Conservation Overlay; Five Points 
Redevelopment District  

Community Plan Policy: T4 NC (Urban Neighborhood Center) 

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  Property ¼ mile from #4 – Shelby; #20 - Scott 

Bikeway:  None existing; bike boulevard planned for construction in 2019 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

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

(1) An 8’ wide sidewalk with no grass strip exists along Fatherland Street, which is consistent with adjacent
properties to the east and west.

(2) The property is within a Neighborhood Conservation Overlay, and the sidewalks meet the historic character
of that district.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

BZA Case 2019-293 (943A 28th Avenue N)  

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks  

Zoning: CN 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NC (Urban Neighborhood Center) 

MCSP Street Designation: T4-M-AB4-LM 

Transit:  #21 – University Connector 

Bikeway:  Minor separated bikeway currently planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct an addition to an existing 6,970 square foot barber shop 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) A 5’ sidewalk without a grass strip exists along the property frontage, which is consistent with adjacent
properties to the north and south.

(2) Utility poles and the applicant’s surface parking area are currently located to the rear of the existing sidewalk.
Constructing sidewalks that meet the Major and Collector Street Plan design will require the relocation of
the utility poles and impact the business’s off-street parking lot.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

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

BZA Case 2019-294 (202A North 9th Street) 

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

Requested Variance:  Not upgrade sidewalks 

Zoning:  RM20 

Community Plan Policy: T4 NE (Urban Neighborhood Evolving) 

MCSP Street Designation: Local Street 

Transit:  Property 645’ east from #30 – McFerrin 

Bikeway:  None existing; none planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a four-unit multi-family dwelling and requests a variance due to the 
presence of an existing sidewalk and retaining wall along the frontage of the site. Planning evaluated the following 
factors for the variance request: 

(1) A 2’ grass strip and 5’ wide sidewalk exists along North 9th Street, which is consistent with adjacent
properties to the north and south.

(2) A retaining wall exists along the property frontage and adjacent properties. Upgrading the sidewalk to the
Metro Local Standard will adversely impact adjacent properties.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

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

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

and 5’ sidewalk.
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From: Marcie Brolund
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: 1704 Bernard Appeal 2019-296
Date: Saturday, June 22, 2019 9:59:18 AM

To the Metropolitan Board of Zoning Appeals,

We object to the possibility of two homes being built on the lot behind us.

It is already difficult for us to access our garage in the alley that
faces the property at times, as well as the fact that there isn't
available street parking many days.  More homes means more cars and
people on an already crowded street.

Please follow the ordinance, and don't set a precedent for the rest of
the street.

Bob and Marcie Brolund
2010 18th Avenue South
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From: Denise Gramm
To: Shepherd, Jessica (Codes)
Cc: fsalmon15@gmail.com
Date: Thursday, June 13, 2019 9:51:30 PM

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

Hello Ms. Shepherd,
My husband,  Roger Gramm and I, live next door to Faith and Matt Hoiles on Chapel
Avenue.  Ever since they bought their home two years ago, they have been wonderful
neighbors,  and continue to add to the value of our street with spectacular gardening and
pristine landscaping, always maintaining the charm and integrity of our old neighborhood.
We were so excited when they told us they had purchased 233 Chapel, a house much in need
of love and upgrades. We knew their good taste and talent would raise the bar on the corner of
Chapel and Benjamin. 
I realize the fence they're proposing for the backyard is slightly above the code standard, but
it's aesthetically pleasing considering the size of the house and the lot. Hopefully,  you'll allow
this variance, knowing the motivation behind it is pure.  The intent only to make 233 attractive
and welcoming,  just like the rest of Chapel Avenue. 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Sincerely, 
Denise A. Gramm
227 Chapel Avenue
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT SIDEWALK VARIANCE RECOMMENDATION 

BZA Case 2019-299 (4321 Old Hickory Boulevard) 

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

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

Zoning:  R15 

Community Plan Policy: T3 NC (Suburban Neighborhood Center) 

MCSP Street Designation: T3-M-AB5-S 

Transit:  #27 – Old Hickory 

Bikeway:  None existing; bike lane planned 

Planning Staff Recommendation: Approve with conditions. 

Analysis: The applicant proposes to construct a cellular tower on the site and requests not to construct sidewalks 
due to no buildings being constructed and to discourage pedestrians from accessing the utility infrastructure. 
Planning evaluated the following factors for the variance request: 

(1) Along this side of Old Hickory Boulevard, 5’ wide sidewalks exist directly south of this property. There is a
worn walking path in the grass on the property frontage where there is this gap.

(2) Planning has worked with the applicant to develop an alternate sidewalk design with the construction of the
cell tower. The applicant has proposed constructing a 5’ wide sidewalk with no grass strip.

(3) Given the scope of the construction and the anticipation for additional development in the future on the
site, an alternative sidewalk design that meets the minimum Metro sidewalk standards is an acceptable
solution until future development occurs at this location.

Given the factors above, staff recommends approval with conditions: 

1. The applicant shall construct 5’ wide sidewalks along the property frontage as the alternative sidewalk design
to be coordinated with Metro Public Works.

2. If the site is redeveloped or sidewalks are triggered in the future, the redevelopment or site improvements
shall incorporate appropriate site work to construct a sidewalk to current standards unless a new sidewalk
variance is granted by the Board of Zoning Appeals.
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From: Laura Harris Smith
To: Board of Zoning Appeals (Codes)
Subject: cell tower appeal, Old Hickory
Date: Thursday, July 11, 2019 12:51:29 PM
Attachments: Laura Signature.png

Laura Email pic.tiff

Dear BZA Board Members,

I am writing you at the suggestion of Councilman Larry Hagar. I am also headed to the FCC
offices in Washington, DC about this next week but in addition to that I am reaching out to
you at Mr. Hagar’s advice.

I am a 30-year resident of Hampton Park subdivision in Old Hickory, TN. It has come to our
attention that a cell tower will be built to the side of my home, and we only learned about it
due to an ordinance notice that recently went out about a proposed sidewalk. We never
received any notice about the tower itself. I am not only a nutritionist with two degrees in
original medicine, but have a 41 year neurological struggle (convulsions) that has led me to
have to make it my life’s work to study EMFs, RFs and microwave activity and radioactivity. I
have gone to great lengths and expense over the years to rid my home of “dirty electricity” and
shield myself from the constant barrage of such electrical emissions. Yes, I have wifi, a laptop,
etc., but my home is full of materials and minerals which absorb excesses, including heat and
radiation resistance pads and EMF and radioactivity monitors which led to the removal of our
microwaves, etc. But there is no way that I could protect myself from the emissions from a
cell tower so closeby. 

I am aware of the study done by the American Cancer Society stating that cell towers aren’t
that dangerous, but I better trust the WORLD Health Organization’s 25 million dollar study
that proves they are. And the countless other studies that confirm their danger. They are linked
to cancer, neurological issues, infertility, migraines, tumors, and so much more. In my
neighborhood and culdesac are people who already have some of these issues. If this tower
goes up, I know that lives will be lost. I myself will have to leave my home of 30 years to
survive. I am sure all our property values will plummet, too.

I cannot find on the BZA site where to file an appeal (to an actual detailed form to fill
out) but I see it has to be filed by this Monday, July 15th to be heard at the next meeting
on Sept. 5th. I have left two messages by phone and no one is returning my calls. Can you
please advise me on where and how to appeal? Or call me at 615-310-1300.  I have rallied
interest from within our HOA and neighborhood and many of us want to attend the meeting. 

I have a television show that airs internationally in primetime and daytime slots every day, and
I am gathering data to make an episode out of these very cell tower studies. My show helps
people get healthy—body, mind and spirit — as do my books.  My husband also pastors a
church in Old Hickory.

As you may know, seizures are merely too much electricity in the brain. To stay seizure free, I
have not only had to monitor and control my exposure but also wound up creating a natural
treatment for which I was awarded a patent by the USPTO earlier this year.  All of this to
say... I am serious about this fight to maintain my health and the health of my neighbors.  I
hope you will show compassion and help us.
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Sincerely,  

Laura Harris Smith, C.N.C.
author, official site
host, theTHREE.tv site
inventor, Quiet Brain site
pastor, Eastgate church site
Official Facebook page
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