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REQUEST: 

The applicant is requesting a Certificate of Appropriateness for approval to a new 33-foot wood pole to feature network 

node equipment at the right-of-way at 133 Roy Smith.  

APPLICABLE CITATIONS: 

 

UDC Sec. 37 - Appendix A. - Right-of-way Network Node Design Manual 

b.  Design District Aesthetic Requirements.  

In addition to the design requirements in Division III of this Manual, the following aesthetic requirements shall apply 

in Design Districts:  

1.  New node support poles in districts designated as Design Districts in this Manual shall be placed within ten feet 

of interior lot lines.  

2.  In no event shall new node support poles be placed in front of the front façade of primary structures on any 

property designated as Historic or within fifteen hundred (1500) feet of the brass monument viewshed marker in 

front of a structure designated by the United Nations as a UNESCO World Heritage site.  

3.  Network nodes, node support poles, and related equipment shall require camouflage or concealment measures to 

mitigate the impact or improve the aesthetics of the installation, as determined by the Historic Preservation 

Officer based on the unique circumstances of the design district or impacted property.  

A.  New network nodes mounted to existing poles shall be low profile and flush mounted to the greatest extent 

feasible. Network nodes must be painted to match the support pole or structure on which they are mounted.  

B.  The installation of new node support poles is discouraged in Historic Districts, Downtown "D", River 

Improvement Overlay Districts, Viewshed Protection and Mission Protection Overlay Districts. The 

Historic Preservation Officer may require concealment of the support pole in the form of aesthetically 

appropriate street lamps, site elements, district signage, or other stealth methods. The color of any new 

support pole or concealment solution shall be determined by the Historic Preservation Officer based on site 

specific conditions.  

i.  New node support poles must generally be located at commercial corners and intersections.  

ii.  New node support poles must be separated from other node support poles or existing poles by a 

distance of 250 feet.  

iii.  Where a separation requirement cannot be met, network nodes are preferred to be mounted to existing 

poles or installed with a stealth method.  

iv.  The height of new node support poles should not exceed the established predominant height of other 

poles and historic site elements located within 500 feet of the proposed installation.  

v.  New node support poles must be painted and not exceed 8" in diameter at the widest portion of the 

pole.  

C.  Ground-mounted equipment must be integrated into the overall design of an installation, camouflaged or 



concealed based on site specific conditions, and positioned to mitigate visual or physical obstructions to 

nearby historic features as recommended by the Historic Preservation Officer.  

c.  Decorative Poles.  

In accordance with Chapter 284, installation or attachment of wireless communications equipment, including 

antennas, network nodes, transport facilities, and related equipment is prohibited on all decorative streetlight poles in 

Design Districts.  

(Ord. No. 2017-08-31-0609 , § 1, 8-31-17) 

FINDINGS: 

a. The applicant has proposed to install a new wood pole featuring network node equipment at the right-of-way at 

133 Roy Smith, on the northeast corner at Roy Smith and Avenue A. The proposed pole is located in River 

Improvement Overlay (RIO-2), abuts a vacant  lot,  and is surrounded by single and multi-residential structures. 

Per the Unified Development Code Sec. 37, the network node must be in compliance with Appendix A. Right-of-

way network node design manual: Division IV. General Aesthetic Requirements and Division V. Additional 

Aesthetic Requirements in Design Districts – in addition to UDC Sec 35. Division 6. – RIO Districts. 

b. LOCATION - T The applicant has proposed to install a new wood pole featuring network node equipment at the 

right-of-way at 133 Roy Smith, on the northeast corner at Roy Smith and Avenue A, at the approximate 

coordinates [29.438455, -98.480581]. The proposed location is off-set to the north of street corner where the 

sidewalk ends, . Per the Design Manual 3.B.i., new poles must be generally located at commercial corners and 

intersections. Staff finds that proposed location near the intersection is generally appropriate. 

c. SEPARATION – The applicant has proposed to install the new pole within the immediate block as multiple 

existing utility poles. Per the Design Manual 3.B.ii., new poles must be separated from existing poles by 250 feet. 

Staff finds that the proposed location is not separated by more than 250 feet. 

d. COLLOCATION – Per the Design Manual 3.B.iii, where a separation requirement cannot be met, new nodes are 

preferred to be mounted to existing poles or installed with a stealth method. Staff finds that a collocation  on 

existing poles should be explored prior to consideration of a new stealth pole. A letter from the owner-operator of 

the existing nearby poles and/or an engineer’s letter noting the feasibility of collocation will suffice as a 

supporting document for this finding. 

e. HEIGHT – The applicant has proposed to install a wood pole with a height of 28 feet (28’) with equipment 

extending a total of 33 feet (33’) from grade. Per the Design Manual 3.B.iv., the height of new node support poles 

should not exceed the established predominant height of other poles and historic site elements located within 500 

feet of the proposed installation. Staff finds that the proposed height is subordinate to existing poles within 

proximity. 

f. DIAMETER – The applicant has proposed to install a pole that is 32 inch (32”)  in diameter excluding the meter 

boxes at the pedestrian level and the antenna cabinets at the top. Per the Design Manual 3.B.v., new poles should 

not exceed 8 inches (8”) in diameter at the widest portion of the pole. Staff finds that the proposed pole diameter 

is four times wider allowed by the design manual.  

g. DESIGN – The applicant has proposed to install a wood pole with a meter socket (box), service disconnect (box)  

and linear conduit up to six feet (6’),  three (3) au/rap units (grey cabinets) that are 11.4 inch wide, 14.6 inch tall, 

and extend no more than one feet (1’) from the wood pole, a dual RRH unit (box), and an eight-inch wide (8”) 

cylindrical antenna at the top. The applicant referenced existing wood utility poles in selecting the pole type in 

this location. Per the Design Manual 3.B.: The Historic Preservation Officer may require concealment of the 

support pole in the form of aesthetically appropriate street lamps, site elements, district signage, or other stealth 

methods. The color of any new support pole or concealment solution shall be determined by the Historic 

Preservation Officer based on site specific conditions. Staff finds that no effort have been made to conceal or 

relate the proposed new pole to the existing context or site elements at N Mesquite – except the use of a wood 

pole. Staff that the applicant explore options to match the existing street lamp located at the southeast corner of 

the intersection at Roy Smith and Avenue A, if collocation is not feasible.  

h. DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE – The applicant met with staff and the Design Review Committee on February 

12, 2019 to review potential designs for new network poles in areas within the HDRC’s purview. Both the 

applicant and committee members emphasized and understood that each new request would be treated on a case 

by case basis specific to the immediate context of the proposed location of the new pole. General comments from 

the committee members included: 1) poles at street corners or in-between historic structures are preferred over 

locations that would  bisect the view of any structure’s front façade, 2) materials and forms of new poles should 

http://newords.municode.com/readordinance.aspx?ordinanceid=848427&datasource=ordbank


relate to the immediate context of the proposed location and not so obviously be visually read as wireless 

communication equipment, 3) pedestrian level meter boxes and related equipment should be concealed rather than 

mounted if not altogether avoided, 4) options to collocation should be thoroughly explored and documented prior 

to consideration of a new pole. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Staff does not recommend approval of the new network pole based on findings b through g. While approval may still be 

issued at the commission’s discretion, the following requirements have not been met per the Right-of-way Network Node 

Design Manual: 

i. COLLOCATION - Documented efforts to explore a nearby collocation have not been submitted. 

ii. SEPARATION – The proposed pole is not separated from existing poles by more than 250 feet. 

iii. DIAMETER – The proposed pole is not less than 8 inches at its widest portion. 
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