
Meeting Minutes of the 
Franklin Board of Zoning Appeals 

April 7, 2022 

The Franklin Board of Zoning Appeals held a regular meeting on Thursday, April 7, 2022, at 6 p.m. In the 
City Hall Boardroom 

Members Present: 

Staff Present: 

Jeff Fleishour 
Jonathan Langley 
Frank Jones 
Joel Tomlin 

Lori Jarosz 
BIii Squires 
Victoria Hensley 
Kelly Dannenfelser 

Chair Langley called the April 7, 2022, meeting to order at 6:02 p.m. Chair Langley proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Chair Langley stated the meeting would begin with the approval of the March 3, 2022, meeting minutes. 

Kelly Dannenfelser stated the staff has been working with a third-party transcription service and the 
March 3, 2022, minutes are verbatim. Ms. Dannenfelser stated that meeting minutes from this point 
forward would resemble the type of meeting minutes the board members have been accustomed to 
seeing. 

Chair Langley asked if there was a motion to approve the March 3, 2022 meeting minutes. 

Mr. Tomlin made the motion to approve the March 3, 2022 minutes, seconded by Frank Jones. 

Chair Langley asked for a vote .. itdd ty\e V'Ott ,wto tw rvun�i

Vote: 4 ayes by Jeff Fleishour, Chair Langley, Frank Jones, and Joel Tomlin  

Chair Langley stated he would recuse himself from item number one and Frank Jones would take over as 
chair for this item. 

At this time, Mr. Jones introduced the first item on the agenda. 

1. Variance Request For One Additional Drive Aisle and Two Rows Of Parking Bays For the Property
Located At 1850 General George Patton Drive (F.Z.O. 7.4- Frontage Types, Parking Frontage).·

Staff Presentation: Victoria Hensley. Ms. Hensley reminded everyone that this request was
deferred at the February 3, 2022, meeting due to the lack of a quorum and deferred at the
March 3 meeting due to an absence. Ms. Hensley went on to say the building, constructed in
1997, is set back 500 feet from the roadway and sits 30 feet below eye level of the road. In







Vice Chair Jones followed up by saying that the goal for this property would be to meet the 
minimum parking standards of the ordinance, avoiding the unstructured parking situations 
presented earlier. 

Applicant Presentation 
Gary O'Brien, the applicant, introduced himself to the board. He stated he Is the engineer of the 
project and the person who created the drawings that will be submitted to the city for approval 
at the site plan stage. Mr. O'Brien confim1ed that the goal of the prefect is to create a parking 
area that meets the minimum requirements of the zoning ordinance making the property 
compliant with the City of Franklin. Mr. O'Brien stated that the site plan Includes a landscaping 
component, based on the City of Franklin guidelines, around the parking area to buffer head 
lights from the? surrounding properties and neighborhoods. 

Vice Chair Jones asked If anyone would like to make a motion. 

Mr. Tomlin made a motion to approve the variance request because it meets the criteria, 
seconded by Jcf f Flclshour. 

Vote: 3 ayes by Jeff Flcishour, Frank Jones, and Joel Tomlin 

As previously noted, Jonathan Langley recused himself from the discussion and vote on this 
Item. Frank Jones, Vice-Chair, presided as chair for this Item. 

Chair Langley resumed his duties presiding over the next item on the agenda. 

2) Variance Request To Reduce the Minimum Garage Setback For A Side Loading Garage From 3
Feet to O Feet Behind the Front Facade and Front Door For the Property Located At 137 Stream
Valley Blvd. (F.Z.O. 6.3- House, Side-Loading Garages Facing Interior Lot Lines, Garage Setback).

Staff Presentation: Ms. Hensley stated the applicant is requesting the variance because the
proposed 3•d garage, part of a larger remodeling project, would be even with the front door of
the house with a 0-foot setback. The home on Stream Valley Blvd ls zoned planned district or
PD. Ms. Hensley stated the staff evaluated the request based on the 3 criteria established by
state law.
1) Most lots in this area are 100 feet long and 100 feet plus wide. The property under

consideration for the variance request is 110 by 90 feet which would accommodate
development. The staff determined that this property does not have a uniqueness In size or
shape and does not meet the requirement for the first criteria.

2) Ms. Hensley stated that the applicant suggested that the setback requirement would create
a need for a 7-foot garage door. The property site has an existing 2 car garage that meets
the zoning requirements of the 3-foot setback. Ms. Hensley suggested that an area at the
back of the property, at the end of the driveway would provide space for a detached one car
garage that would meet the zoning ordinance requirement of a 3-foot setback. Ms. Hensley
went on to say that the property does not meet the criteria number two, of undue hardship
on the owner.

3) The applic.ant provided the staff with photos of adjacent homes and homes in the
neighborhood. Ms. Hensley presented examples of neighboring homes that have side
loading garages that are even (O set back) with the front door or In front of the front door.












