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re: Zoning Case #08-06-01

Dear Chairman Hood and Members,

I am writing 1o state that | am concerned that the propused guidelines could adversely
impact local religious institutions. given thie. potential impdct-.pon steeples, crucifixes. bell:
and/or’clock works that mlght be housed in steeples tising:aboie roof lines.

I note the statement of a 30" limit with regarda to-ornamental features. I believe there may
be nume¥otis houses of worship with steeples rising above roof lines that would exceed this
currently, hence the cxty has a history of these types of structures. I am not aware of a situation
where a currently existing steeple has been de emed obtrusive and overwhelming to its n¢ighbors
nor am | aware of such an instance during my almost 25 year tenure here at the Downtown.

Cluster of Congregations. Further, it is my firm beli€f that the variety of current stecples provides
significant character and fabric to the neighborhoods and skyline of the city. They are a very

positive element of the city’s architecture that should continue to be encouraged

Houses of Worship are allowed in all base zones as a matter of right. A potential steeple

rule would bring this use to the Board of Zoning Adjustment for relief of this new requirement
that would be the only element of zoning controls that would apply solely to Houses of Worship
that otherwise exist by right, subject oniy to overail limits on ail other uses as to yard and density
limits where Houses of Worship are treated equai to a range of other allowed uses. Moreover,
any ex1st1ng steeple that exceeds 30 feet would become nonconforming and it-should have full
restoration nghts in the event of damage or loss without any furthicr-review: Moreover. such an-
arbltrarv rule would likely run afoul of the Religious Freeédom Ristoration At and the Religious
Land Use and Insntutmnahzed. Persons Act, which require.a camipelling gdvernment interest

before a zoning rule may substaniially. burden:the religivus prastices:of:a:House 'of:-Worshif
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Hence I would request language that specifically exempts from these proposed guidelines
steeples, and similar structures, arising above roof lines of houses of worship. Should you
determine such a rule is needed, then you should proceed only after you can delineate specific
and compelling reasons to do so, thus meeting your obligations under RLUPA and RFR.

Tetrance Lynch
Executive Directo



