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APPLICANT:    Municipal Communications, LLC PETITION NO:                      SLUP-16      

    PHONE#:  (404) 995-1890  EMAIL:  pcorry@municipalcom.com                HEARING DATE (PC):          12-06-16      

REPRESENTATIVE: Garvis L. Sams, Jr.  HEARING DATE (BOC):       12-20-16        

    PHONE#:  (770) 422-7016  EMAIL:  gsams@slhb-law.com                                        PRESENT ZONING:            NS, O&I 

TITLEHOLDER:   Robert J. McCamy, Jr.; McCamy Properties, LLC       

                                               PROPOSED ZONING:      Special Land    

PROPERTY LOCATION:      South side of Chastain Road, west of                                                Use Permit    

Chastain Meadow Parkway PROPOSED USE:Wireless Telecommunications 

       Facility and related Antenna and Equipment                                

ACCESS TO PROPERTY:    Chastain Road SIZE OF TRACT:      0.2296 acres                      

      DISTRICT:                         16                                

PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS TO SITE:   Wooded,  LAND LOT(S):                    365,428               

undeveloped PARCEL(S):                          22,1                     

      TAXES:  PAID   X        DUE      

 

CONTIGUOUS ZONING/DEVELOPMENT 
COMMISSION DISTRICT:    3   

                                                                                        

        

NORTH: NS/ Community Bible Church of Kennesaw 

SOUTH: OS/ Wooded, Undeveloped     

EAST:  NS, O&I, RA-4/ Wooded, Undeveloped 

WEST:  GC, O&I, R-20/ Single business, Cell Tower, Wooded     

 

 

OPPOSITION:  NO. OPPOSED____PETITION NO:_____SPOKESMAN 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION 

APPROVED______MOTION BY__________ 

REJECTED_______SECONDED__________ 

HELD____________CARRIED___________ 

 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS DECISION 

APPROVED_______MOTION BY________ 

REJECTED________SECONDED_________ 

HELD____________CARRIED___________ 

 

STIPULATIONS: 

 

Adjacent Future Land Use: 
North:  Public Institution (PI) and Low 
Density Residential (LDR) 
East:  Community Activity Center (CAC) 
South:  Community Activity Center (CAC) 
West:  Community Activity Center (CAC) 
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APPLICANT:    Municipal Communications, LLC  PETITION NO.:     SLUP-16  

PRESENT ZONING:     NS, O&I     PETITION FOR:    SLUP   

* * * * * * * * * * * *  * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

ZONING COMMENTS:  Staff Member Responsible: Terry Martin, MPA     

 
The applicant is requesting a Special Land Use Permit (SLUP) for the purpose of installation of a wireless 

communication tower and antennae as well as accompanying ground equipment.  The tower is a proposed 

145 foot tall “monopine” situated on a 60 foot by 60 foot lease area within the approximately (16) acre 

wooded site.  The tower will accommodate at least three (3) service providers and will be enclosed by a six 

(6) foot high chain link fence with three (3) strands of barbed wire.  Access to the site is from Chastain Road.   

 
The applicant’s proposal adheres to many aspects of the Code Section 134-273 including providing for at 

least three (3) users, utilizing a “stealth” type facility, six (6) foot fence plus barbed wire, setback more than 

one-half of the tower’s height to any public right-of-way, FAA and FCC compliance, etc.  Also, other 

aspects of the request follow Code requirements such as the requirement that the tower’s distance from 

adjacent residentially-zoned parcels be required to be the distance of equal to the tower height plus a “safety 

factor” of ten percent (Sec. 134-273(3)a(2)).  In this regard, the applicant is proposing the tower be setback 

distances from bordering residential parcels of more than 300 ft. adjacent to the eastern property line and 

more than 800 ft. adjacent to the southern property line.  Though, the Code requires a 15 ft. landscape 

screening buffer around the tower compound that the applicant currently does not propose installing.  

However, given the tower’s proposed location deep within the heavily wooded lot, the intended screening of 

this requirement may still be considered to be met. 

 

One particular aspect of the applicant’s request that has been modified to better conform to the Code is the 

tower’s height above the tree line.  Section 134-273(3) I encourages towers “to be located at a height above 

the tree line no greater than necessary to reasonably accommodate the facilities.”  The County’s 

telecommunications consultant, CityScape, has addressed this issue and recommends a ‘monopine” tower 

designed for the requested number of carriers with the lower being approximately 20 feet above tree top.  

After discussions between the consultant, applicant and carrier it was agreed to reduce the antenna elevation 

to the currently requested 145 feet which would provide for an overall 145 ft. structure height (140 ft. tower 

and 5 ft. lightning rod).   

 

Therefore, with the aforementioned considerations, and the fact that the County’s contracted consultant has 

provided an analysis that confirms the applicant’s demonstrated need for the proposed tower, staff has 

proposed appropriate stipulations that reflect the requirements of the County Code as well as the consultant’s 

suggestions.  These stipulations are contained at the end of this analysis under “Staff Recommendations.” 

   
Historic Preservation:  No comment.  

 

Cemetery Preservation:  There is no significant impact on the cemetery site listed in the Cobb County 

Cemetery Preservation Commission's Inventory List which is located in this, or adjacent land lot.  

  

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

WATER & SEWER COMMENTS:  

 

No comments.  No water or sewer proposed/required. 

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 



APPLICANT:    Municipal Communications, LLC  PETITION NO.:     SLUP-16  

PRESENT ZONING:     NS, O&I     PETITION FOR:    SLUP   

* * * * * * * * * * * *  * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

 

WATER & SEWER COMMENTS:  

 

No comments.  No water or sewer proposed/required. 

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

 

TRAFFIC COMMENTS:  

 
This request will not have an adverse impact on the transportation network. 

 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

PLANNING COMMENTS:

No comment.



APPLICANT:  Municipal Communications     PETITION NO.:  SLUP-16 

* * * * * * * * * * * *  * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

FIRE COMMENTS:  

 

NO COMMENTS: After analyzing the information presented for a Preliminary Review, the Cobb County 

Fire Marshal’s Office is confident that all other items can be addressed during the Plan Review Stage. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPLICANT: Municipal Communications, LLC PETITION NO.:  SLUP-16 

 

PRESENT ZONING: NS, O&I, RA-4 PETITION FOR:   SLUP 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *  

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT COMMENTS 

 

No comments. 

                                                                                                 

 



 

STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

SLUP- 16 MUNICIPAL COMMUNICATIONS, LLC 

There are fifteen criteria that must be considered for a Special Land Use Permit. The criteria are below in 

italics, with the Staff analysis following in bold. 

 

(1) Whether or not there will be a significant adverse effect on the neighborhood or area in which the     

proposed use will be located.  The applicant’s proposal meets most of the County Code’s 

requirements to mitigate potential adverse effects upon neighbors.  These measures include 

utilization of a stealth “monopine” tower, appropriate setbacks and proposed tower height not 

higher than treetops than is functionally necessary.  This, coupled with the tower’s location 

deep within a heavily wooded parcel, makes unlikely the potential that it will have an adverse 

effect upon adjacent neighbors or area. 
 

(2) Whether or not the use is otherwise compatible with the neighborhood.  The County’s consultant 

has reviewed and agrees with the demonstrated need for the proposed tower in this area to 

provide adequate service to area users. 
 

(3) Whether or not the use proposed will result in a nuisance as defined under state law.  The proposed 

tower will not result in a nuisance as defined under state law. 
 

(4) Whether or not quiet enjoyment of surrounding property will be adversely affected.  The proposed 

monopine tower will not adversely affect quiet enjoyment of surrounding property. 
 

(5) Whether or not property values of surrounding property will be adversely affected.  The proposed 

tower will not adversely affect surrounding property values. 
 

(6) Whether or not adequate provisions are made for parking and traffic considerations.  Parking and 

traffic considerations are not applicable to this proposal. 
 

(7) Whether or not the site or intensity of the use is appropriate.  The area of the property in which the 

tower will be constructed is zoned O&I.  The proposed use is appropriate. 
 

(8) Whether or not special or unique conditions overcome the board of commissioners' general 

presumption that residential neighborhoods should not allow noncompatible business uses.  The 

County’s consultant has reviewed and agrees with the demonstrated need for the proposed 

tower in this area to provide adequate service to area users. 
 

(9) Whether or not adequate provisions are made regarding hours of operation.  The site will be in 

continuous operation with only infrequent visits from technicians and other maintenance crew. 
 

(10) Whether or not adequate controls and limits are placed on commercial and business deliveries. 

There will be only infrequent visits from technicians and maintenance crew. 
 

(11) Whether or not adequate landscape plans are incorporated to ensure appropriate transition.  The 

proposal does not include additional landscaping of the tower site, taking advantage of existing 

surrounding vegetation only.   



 

 

SLUP- 16 MUNICIPAL COMMUNICATIONS, LLC (Continued) 

 

(12) Whether or not the public health, safety, welfare or moral concerns of the surrounding 

neighborhood will be adversely affected.  The County’s consultant has reviewed and agrees with 

the demonstrated need for the proposed tower in this area to provide adequate service to area 

users. 
 

(13) Whether the application complies with any applicable specific requirements set forth in this chapter 

for special land use permits for particular types of uses.  The applicant’s proposal meets the Code 

requirements for providing for a stealth tower, fencing, and FAA and FCC requirements as 

well as setbacks to adjacent properties but requires a waiver of landscape screening of the site 

in order to take advantage of existing vegetation. 
 

(14) Whether the applicant has provided sufficient information to allow a full consideration of all 

relevant factors.  The applicant has provided all necessary documents to allow for a full 

consideration of all relevant factors. 
 

(15) In all applications for a special land use permit the burden shall be on the applicant both to produce 

sufficient information to allow the county fully to consider all relevant factors and to demonstrate 

that the proposal complies with all applicable requirements and is otherwise consistent with the 

policies reflected in the factors enumerated in this chapter for consideration by the county.  Based 

upon the above analysis as well as the Site Review provided by the County consultant, 

CityScape, the applicant’s proposed 145 foot stealth monopine meets certain Code 

requirements and, in order to serve the recognized need for coverage in the area, staff 

recommends APPROVAL subject to the following conditions: 

 

1. Tower height to be a maximum 145 feet; 

2. Tower to be of monopine type; 

3. Tower to be constructed for a minimum of three (3) users; 

4. Final site plan and landscape plan to be approved by District Commissioner with 

consideration to location and screening of compound site; 

5. Provide the exact representation of the proposed monopine structure for approval by District 

Commissioner (all feed lines shall be within the structure and not visible and sealed to prevent 

access by birds and other wildlife); 

6. Provide a certified structure design; 

7. Provide satisfactory SHPO and NEPA documentation; and 

provide FAA study.  

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

The recommendations made by the Planning and Zoning Staff are only the opinions of the Planning 

and Zoning Staff and are by no means the final decision.  The Cobb County Board of Commissioners 

makes the final decisions on all Rezoning and Land Use Permits at an advertised public hearing. 
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