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Dear Chairman Hood and Members, 

I am writing ,tu _sta~e that J ~ con~erneo that the prnpt,sed guiddines could adversdy 
i~pact local rcligip~'institt.~:tiot,:tS. givt:n ~e_.pote,p.tial imMct·: .. pon steepleS~' crucifixes.- ·bd!, 
and/or:' clock \v0rks that rnight-be.ho.used in ste~ple~ r_lsingfabc;v~ ·fO•)f.Jin:es; 
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I note the statement of a 30'.limit with regards to·ornamcnial features.· I believ(f ·there may 
be nutn~t~fis houses. of worship with steeples rising above roof lines that would exceed this 
currently, hep.cethe City has a history of these ·types of structures~ I am not aware of a situation 
where a currently existing steeple has been deem~d obtrusive and overwhelming to its neighbors, 
nor am I ~Ware of such an instance during my alm.ost 25 year tenure here at the Downtown 
Cluster of Congregations. Further, it is my firm belief that the variety of current st~ples 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. 

Ifouses of Worship are allowed in all base zones as a matter of right. A potentii:ll steeple 
tule would bring this use to the Board of Zoning Adjustment for relief of this new requirement 
that would be the only dement of zoning controls that would apply solely to Houses of Worship 
that otherWise exist by right, subject only to over~illimit~ on all other uses ~s to yard and density 
limits where Houses of Worship are treated equal to a range of other allowed us~s. Moreover, 
any exis~_,steeple that exceeds 30 fee_t would become.nonconf~rming and jt,shouldhave full 
resto!ation nght~ in the event of damage .or l0SS witho~t .any ·fui"thc.r. r((view f, Moreover: such an:.: . 
arbitrary. rule w'Ould ~likely run ~fdul of'the Reijgious .Frc:edom 'I{t!storation Act and the Religious 
Land U~e-and Institu1i<)nali·zedP.ersonsA~~ v.;hich.req.uire,a ~p,1petlii1g:gdvemment intere$1 
befC>ie'a ·zoning nil~ tiiaf:s_ubstanii~lly. bur~en:~.he rcligious.p~c!fces,of.i;B:o:use :of:W(,)rsliip'; .. 
in.<!J.udlng the archit~ctural: expression ofthe~edifice. 
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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 RLUP A and RF 

~ettartce Lynch 
Executive Directo 


