ARTICLE ZC.2 WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES
{Two-thirds vote) AMENDMENTS

To see if the Town will vote to amend the Zoning Bylaw, section 3.10 — Wireless Communication
Facilities, as follows:

A. In section 3.10.6, add the following sentences to the end of sub-section 3.10.6.1:

“The height of a Wireless Communication Facility shall be the higher of:

a) The elevation of the top of the pole structure above the mean gr :

d elevation directly at the
base of the pole; or

b) The elevation of the top of the pole structure above the
feet of the base of the pole.

d elevation within 500

B. In section 3.10.6, insert new sub-sections 3.10.6.2 an 0.6.3 as follow:

3.10.6,2 Wireless Communication Facilities sh;
mounted antennae, also known as sie
Planning Board may allow monopoles w
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ments, leases, licenses, or other enforceable
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[Note: The nce in section 3.10.6.7 currently states: The application shall also include
maps showing here the proposed top of the Wireless Communication Facility will be visible
when there is vegetation and when there is not.]

E. Insection 3.10.6.9 {renumbered 10 3.10.6.11 in A. above), delete sub-section a), and renumber
current subsections b) through 1) to become sub-sections a) through 1) respectively.

[Note: Section 3.10.6.9 sets forth mandatory findings that the Planning Board as the Special Permit
Gramting Authority for Wireless Telecommumication Facilities musi make in the affirmative when
granting special permits. In the current sub-section a) the required finding is that the facility “is
designed to minimize arny adverse visual or economic impacis on abufters and other parties in
interest, as defined in MG.L. c. 404, 5,117 ]



, or take any other action relative thereto.

SUMMARY
This article would make several amendments to the existing regulations in the zoning bylaw for
wireless communication facilities, which includes cell towers. The amendments reflect lessons
learned since the adoption of special permit standards for cell towers in the late 1990°s. The original
adoption of these standards came in response to the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996,
which, in summary, requires that Towns allow seamless mobile communications in a competitive
market place. Towns may regulate cell towers to minimize their aesthetié effects, but cannot
prohibit them or thwart the Federal law’s intent for achieving seaml bile communication.
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ARTICLE ZD REMOVAL OF OWNER OCCUPNACY REQUIREMENT
{Two-thirds vote) FOR MULTI-FAMILY USES

To see if the Town will vote to amend the Zoning Bylaw, section 3, by deleting the second and third
sentence in footnote 3 of the Table of Principal Uses.

[Note: The sentences that are proposed for deletion read as follows:

" At least one of the DWELLING UNITS shall be occupied by the owner of the properiy. For purposes
of this footnote, the owner shall be defined as one or more individuals residing in a DWELLING
UNIT who hold legal or beneficial title and for whom the DWELLING 1T is the primary residence
Jfor voting and tax purposes. "]

, or take any other action relative thereto.

SUMMARY ;
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