


Information Required: In addition to any information required for applications for
conditional use permits, pursuant to section 26 of this ordinance, applicants for a
conditional use permit for a tower shall submit the following information:

1. Ascaled site plan clearly indicating the location, type and height of the proposed
tower and antennas, on-site land uses and zoning classification, adjacent land uses
and zoning classification of the site and all properties within the applicable
separation distances set forth in Tables 1 and/or 2 of this section, adjacent
roadways, proposed means of access, setbacks from property lines, elevation
drawings of the proposed tower and any other structures, topography, parking, and
other information deemed by the Planning Officer to be necessary to assess
compliance with this section.

e Please see included drawing “L1.1 Landscape Plan”
2. Legal description of the parent tract and leased parcel (if applicable).
e Description: 20.999 Acres
Within TWP 27N RGE 14E Section 15, Quad 2
e Please see included drawings “Taos Ski Valley, Inc. Phoenix Tract”

3. The setback distance between the proposed tower and the nearest residential unit
and residentially zoned properties.

The proposed tower may require a variance from the VTSV zoning location standard: The
tower as currently proposed falls closer than twice its height (65’ x 2 =130") from the
setback line on the adjacent property (lot 1 of the Lake Fork Creek subdivision), although
the extreme topography on the lot precludes a building site within the area that is within
twice the height of the tower. As shown on the attached exhibit, the closest practical
building site is approximately 200 feet away from the proposed tower base location.

e Please see included drawing “s Celltower location exhibit”

Off Site Use/Designated Area Separation Distance

Single-family, modular or duplex residential units. 100 feet or 200 percent height
of tower whichever is greater

vacant unpianea resigenuaiy Zonea 1anas 1UU TEET OF 1UU percent neignt
of tower whichever is greater

Existing multi-family residential units greater than duplex 100 feet or 100 percent height

units of tower whichever is greater
Nonresidentially zoned lands or nonresidential uses None; only setbacks apply
Notes:

1.Separation measured from base of tower to closest building setback line.

2. Includes any unplatted residential use properties without a valid preliminary subdivision plan or
valid development plan approval and any multi-family residentially zoned land greater than
duplex.

4. The separation distance from other towers described in the inventory of existing
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sites submitted pursuant to subsection d.4. (GENERAL REQUIREMENTS) of this
section shall be shown on an updated site plan or map. The applicant shall also
identify the type of construction of the existing tower(s) and the owner/operator of
the existing tower(s), if known.

e TSV to provide information

5. Alandscape plan showing specific landscape materials and which demonstrates

compliance with all applicable landscaping requirements of this section.
e Please see included drawing “L.2.1 Landscape Plan”

6. Method of fencing, and finished color and, if applicable, the method of camouflage
and illumination.

e Fencing will be in compliance with VTSV requirements.
e 6’-0” green security fence

7. Anarrative description of compliance with sections d.5 through 15 (GENERAL
REQUIREMENTS) of this section and f.2.d. and f.2.e. (Set-backs and Separation) of
this subsection and all applicable federal, state or local laws.

e Please see previous project description

8. Anotarized statement by the applicant as to whether construction of the tower will
accommodate colocation of additional antennas for future users.

The height of the proposed tower wil allow for two tenants to
collocate on the tower. To date, both AT&A and Verizon have
committed to lease space on the tower. No further space is available
on this tower.

9. Identification of the entities providing the backhaul network for the tower(s)
described in the application and other cellular sites owned or operated by the
applicant in the Village.

e N/A

10. A description of the suitability of the use of existing towers, other structures or
alternative technology not requiring the use of towers or structures to provide the
services to be provided through the use of the proposed new tower.

e The only existing tower or suitable structure in the vicinity of the proposed
tower is the Celltower on Wheels (the COW) that this proposed tower is
designed to replace. The roof of the Phoenix was also investigated as a
potential candidate but it was determined that the roof’s structure would
not be adequate to support the proposed equipment
Other than the temporary COW, there are no suitable existing towers

11. A description of the feasible location(s) of future towers or antennas within the
Village based upon existing physical, engineering, technological or geographical
limitations in the event the proposed tower is erected.

This tower would not change the studies that have been done and included in the Village’s
Communications Master Plan and it would not change other preferred locations as
identified therein.

19-2.B
Factors Considered in Granting Conditional Use Permits For Towers: In addition to any
standards for consideration of conditional use permit applications the Commission shall
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consider the following factors in determining whether to issue a conditional use permit,
although the Commission may waive or reduce the burden on the applicant of one or more
of these criteria if the Commission concludes that the goals of this section are better served
thereby:

1. Height of the proposed tower;

e 65-0" (maximum 75’-0")
2. Proximity of the tower to residential structures and residential zones;
e Distance to closest residential zone building setback is less than the 200%
(130°-0")height requirement as stated in VTSV zoning regulations.
3. Nature of uses on adjacent and nearby properties;
e Commercial/Business (C/B)
o Bavarian Lodge
o The Phoenix Lodge
e Residential
o Bavarian Condominiums
o Residential Lots
e National Forest Land
e SkiResort
4. Surrounding topography;
o Please see included drawing “L1.1 Landscape Plan”
5. Surrounding tree coverage and foliage;
e Please seeincluded drawing “L2.1 Landscape Plan”

6. Design of the tower, with particular reference to design characteristics that have the
effect of reducing or eliminating visual obtrusiveness;

e Majority of the tower is visually blocked from the Ski area trails and the
Williams Lake trail by the renovated Phoenix Lodge building.

e All of the support equipment will be housed within the Phoenix lodge to
lessen visual impact.

7. Proposed ingress and egress; and

e Please see included drawing “L2.1 Landscape Plan”

8. Availability of suitable existing towers, other structures, or alternative technologies
not requiring the use of towers or structures, as discussed in subsection f.2.c.
(AVAILABILITY OF SUITABLE EXISTING TOWERS, OTHER STRUCTURES, OR
ALTERNATIVE TECHNOLOGY) of this section.

o This permanent structure is meant to replace and enhance the

existing temporary COW currently in use at Kachina Basin

19-2.C
Availability of Suitable Existing Towers, Other Structures, or Alternative Technology: No
new tower shall be permitted unless the applicant demonstrates to the reasonable
satisfaction of the Commission that no existing tower, structure or alternative technology
that does not require the use of towers or structures can accommodate the applicant's
proposed antenna. An applicant shall submit information requested by the Commission
related to the availability of suitable existing towers, other structures or alternative
technology. Evidence submitted to demonstrate that no existing tower, structure or
alternative technology can accommodate the applicant's proposed antenna may consist of
any of the following:
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e No existing towers or structures are located within the geographic area which meet
applicant's engineering requirements.
— There are no existing towers in the immediate vicinity

e Existing towers or structures are not of sufficient height to meet applicant's engineering
requirements.
— The Phoenix lodge has sufficient height but its structure was found to be inadequate

to support proposed equipment.

e Existing towers or structures do not have sufficient structural strength to support
applicant’s proposed antenna and related equipment.
— Seeresponse to #2

e The applicant's proposed antenna would cause electromagnetic interference with the
antenna on the existing towers or structures, or the antenna on the existing towers or
structures would cause interference with the applicant’s proposed antenna.
— The only existing tower will be removed upon completion of the proposed tower

e The fees, costs, or contractual provisions required by the owner in order to share an
existing tower or structure or to adapt an existing tower or structure for sharing are
unreasonable.
— There is no existing tower to share

e The applicant demonstrates that there are other limiting factors that render existing
towers and structures unsuitable.
— There are no existing towers

e The applicant demonstrates that an alternative technology that does not require the use
of towers or structures, such as a cable microcell network using multiple low powered
transmitters/receivers attached to a wireline system, is unsuitable. Costs of alternative
technology that exceed new tower or antenna development shall not be presumed to
render the technology unsuitable.
— There is no currently available technology that does not require the use of towers as

the primary means of transmission

19-2.D
Setbacks: Towers and accessory must be set back a distance equal to at least 10 feet from
any adjoining lot line, provided, however, that the Commission may reduce or increase the
standard setback requirements if the goals of this section would be better served thereby.

e For setbacks, please see attached drawing “L2.1 Landscape Plan”

19-2.E

Separation: The separation requirements identified in Table 1 shall apply to all towers and
antennas for which a conditional use permit is required; provided, however, that the
Commission may reduce or increase the standard separation requirements if the goals of
this section would be better served thereby.

1. Separation From Off Site Uses/Designated Areas: Tower separation shall be
measured from the base of the tower to the lot line of the off-site uses and/or
designated areas as specified in Table 1 of this section, except as otherwise provided
in Table 1 of this section.
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Off Site Use/Designated Area Separation Distance

Single-family. modular or duplex residential units. | 100 feet or 200 percent height
of tower whichever is greater

Vacant unplatted residentially zoned lands” 100 feet or 100 percent height
of tower whichever is greater

Existing multi-family residential units greater than duplex 100 feet or 100 percent height

units | of tower whichever is greater
Nonresidentially zoned lands or nonresidential uses Mone; only setbacks apply
Notes:

1.8eparation measured from base of tower {o closest building sethack line.

2. Includes any unplatted residential use properties without a valid preliminary subdivision plan or
valid development plan approval and any multi-family residentially zoned land greater than
duplex.

e Separation distance to off site uses is less than the 100’ or 200% (130’-0") guideline
set by Table 1 above. Applicant requests that the Commission consider a reduction
in the setback criteria based on the topography of the neighboring property and
support statements from the property owner.

19-2.F
Separation Distances Between Towers (Not applicable)
e There is no existing or proposed antenna within relative area. Proposed tower
replaces existing temporary COW

19-2.G
Security Fencing: Towers shall be enclosed by security fencing not less than six feet (6') in
height and shall also be equipped with an appropriate anti-climbing device; provided,
however, that the Commission may waive such requirements, as it deems appropriate.
Chain link fencing is prohibited.

e The proposed fencing conforms with fencing requirements pending direction on

elimination of anti climb fence

e Zehren to provide fencing details
Applicant proposes to locate all of the ground based equipment inside the Phoenix Lodge
and replace the requirement for fencing with a climb-proof gate around the base of the
ladder on the tower. An alternative (as shown as “optional” on the site plan would be the
installation of an 8’ tall coyote fence

19-2.H
Landscaping: The following requirements shall govern the landscaping surrounding towers;
provided, however, that the Commission may waive




1. Tower and tower facilities shall be landscaped with a buffer of plant materials that
effectively screens the view of the tower compound from property used for
residences. The standard buffer shall consist of a landscaped strip at least four feet
(4") wide outside the perimeter of the compound.

e Please see attached drawing “L2.1 Landscape Plan”

2. Existing mature tree growth and natural landforms on the site shall be preserved to
the maximum extent possible.

e Please see attached drawing “L2.1 Landscape Plan”
e Existing trees are not impacted

-End of Narrative-
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ELECTRICAL
NONE

Z E H R E N 3053000 s

48 East Beaver Creek Blvd.,, Suite 303
P.O. Box 1976 - Avon, Colorado 81620

(970) 949-0257 FAX (970) 949-1080

RUSSELL PLANNING AND ENG.  970-385-4546 NONE
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