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Staff Analysis
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Sec. 130.40.130 - Telecommunication Facilities.

F. 2. Setbacks. Compliance with the applicable zone 
setbacks is required. Setbacks shall be measured from the 
part of the facility closest to the applicable lot line or 
structure.

For towers (including monopoles), when the 
proposed facility is on a site that is adjacent to a site 
with an existing residential use or a site that is zoned 
for residential uses, a minimum setback shall be 
equal to 1.5 times the overall height of the 
telecommunications tower.

Setback waivers may be considered by the 
discretionary permit authority, as needed, to allow 
flexibility in landscaping and siting the facility in a 
location that best reduces the visual impact on the 
surrounding area and roads.
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Topography 
may result in 
a shorter 
tower if 
located in a 
different area 
of the project 
parcel.
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Visual impact 
considerations 
for residents of 
this single 
ingress/egress 
neighborhood.
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1) An alternative location appears to exist within the 
site that meets all setback requirements; and

2) The Staff-Analyzed Alternative Siting Area location 
includes the following considerations:

a. The location similarly does not have tree 
canopy.

b. The location is potentially 60’ to 100’ higher in 
elevation.

c. The location has ample space capable of 
hosting the proposed leasing area 
dimensions in multiple variations.

d. The location would minimize visual impact 
for those residents of this single 
ingress/egress neighborhood.

e. Tree canopy at the Applicant Proposed 
location is not meaningfully more than 
canopy at the Staff Analyzed Alternative 
Siting Area.

3) The applicant did not include a rationale for not 
considering this alternative location.

-
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Environmental Review
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Staff Recommendation
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RECOMMENDATION:   Staff recommends the Planning Commission 
 take the following action:

1. Deny Conditional Use Permit CUP24-0013 based on the Findings. 
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