RESOLUTION NO. 2021-07

A RESOLUTION
ADOPTING A DESIGN MANUAL FOR SMALL WIRELESS FACILITIES IN
THE RIGHTS-OF-WAY
WHEREAS, the South Carolina General Assembly recently enacted the Small Wireless
Facilities Deployment Act governing the deployment of small wireless facilities within the rights-ofway (the “State Bill”); and
WHEREAS, to comply with federal law and the State Bill, City Council adopted amendments
to Chapters 19 and 36 of the City Code of Greenville in order to enact compliant provisions governing
the deployment of Small Wireless Facilities within the City’s rights-of-way; and
WHEREAS, both the State Bill and Section 39-93 of the City Code authorize the issuance of
design manuals to provide guidance concerning the design and placement of small wireless facilities
in the rights-of-way as well as the procedure for deployment of said facilities; and
WHEREAS, to that end, City staff has developed a design manual entitled “Greenville, South
Carolina Design and Development Standards for Small Wireless Facilities in the Rights-of-Way”, a
copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit A (the “Design Manual”); and
WHEREAS, City Council desires to adopt the Design Manual;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA, the Design Manual is hereby adopted.
RESOLVED THIS 8 DAY OF MARCH, 2021.

MAYOR PRO TEM

____
Attest:

CITY CLERK

RESOLUTION NO. 2021-07
Page 2
EXHIBIT A
GREENVILLE, SOUTH CAROLINA
DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR SMALL
WIRELESS FACILITIES IN THE RIGHTS-OF-WAY
PURPOSE. The purpose of these design standards (“Standards”) is to establish
technically feasible and technologically neutral aesthetic, design, concealment, and stealth standards
applicable to small wireless facilities, and associated support structures and poles deployed in the
rights-of-way of the City of Greenville (“City”).
Generally, the City will not approve placement of any wireless telecommunications facility, or
associated pole or support structure that is not a small wireless facility. Generally, the City will not
approve placement of any new support structure in the rights-of-way that is not a pole. The only
exceptions are stealth deployments approved by the City, and deployments where the City is required
to issue a permit by virtue of state or federal law. This will typically require a showing of effective
prohibition. Where effective prohibition is shown, the City expects the deployment to adhere as closely
as possible to the Standards in this manual.
The City intends to apply this manual so that wireless telecommunications facilities, and associated
poles and support structures, will be treated in the same manner as other infrastructure in the rights-ofway, recognizing that for different utilities, there may be limits on City authority established by state
law, or technical differences that require different treatment in different circumstances. For example,
in an area where all utilities are underground, the City understands that the antenna associated with a
wireless telecommunications facility will be aboveground.
Likewise, those who install wireless telecommunications facilities will be expected to comply with
processes and requirements that apply to other utilities in the rights-of-way. For example, under
Chapter 36, utilities participate in the City’s planning processes for particular corridors so that the City
can plan for the placement and design of utilities in advance.
Deployments shall be planned so that the small wireless facilities are as unobtrusive as possible, and
the small wireless facilities, supporting structures and poles are aesthetically compatible with the
surrounding area and structures (e.g., color, materials, size, and scale, and placement of equipment).
This manual can be amended by the City from time to time.
City recognizes that in some cases, or because of changes in technology, strict adherence to the
Standards could result in a deployment that is more intrusive in terms of design or location of facilities
than alternatives, and in some cases, adherence will not be technically feasible. In these situations, it
is the City’s anticipation that an applicant will work with City staff in order to discuss a mutuallyacceptable design.
The guiding principle underlying the standards is that deployments should be installed, and remain as
unobtrusive as possible, and should be consistent with the characteristics of the neighborhoods and
corridors in which the facilities are placed. Where an applicant can show that a proposed design and
location result in a deployment more consistent with goals of the design manual, the application may
be approved, assuming, of course, that the deployment is otherwise consistent with non-aesthetic
standards governing placements in the rights-of-way (safety standards, for example). Likewise, where
particular requirements are technically infeasible, an applicant should work with City staff in order to
discuss a mutually-acceptable design that adheres to the Standards as much as possible, serves the
goals of the design manual to the extent possible, and at all times remaining within the bounds of
applicable law.
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DEFINITIONS. The definitions set forth in Section 36, Article IV, Division 2 of the
City Code are incorporated by reference into these Standards.
SECTION 3. HOW DESIGNS CAN BE APPROVED. The design of a small wireless facility can
be approved through the City’s application process or a potential applicant may submit a design for
pre-approval, outside of the application process. A pre-approved design is placed into the City’s design
catalogue, and can be used at similar, appropriate locations. The pre-approval may specify where the
design can be used (central business district, innovation district, and so on). The advantage of preapproval is that once approved, the application process can be streamlined.
SECTION 4. STANDARDS FOR FACILITIES: APPEARANCE AND OTHER PHYSICAL
CHARACTERISTICS. The following design and development standards apply to all applications for
wireless telecommunications facilities and associated poles and support structures in the rights-of-way
except for eligible facilities requests, and are intended to define aesthetics, design, concealment, or
stealth requirements that are technically feasible and technologically neutral; and requirements for
decorative poles; underground districts; or historical districts. An applicant may ask for an exception
where the applicant shows that denial of an application would result in an effective prohibition. An
applicant for a small wireless facility may also ask for an exception where the applicant demonstrates
that compliance is not technically feasible; or where it shows that a particular denial would violate
state law.
As specified in City Code Chapter 36, applications will not be approved if the facilities do not comply
with applicable safety codes or unduly interfere with other uses, or users of the rights-of-way. In the
event of a conflict between this design manual and the ordinance, the ordinance prevails.
A.

City Design Catalogue: A wireless telecommunications facility and associated
poles or support structure shall utilize a design that has been pre-approved for
the location proposed, or should satisfy the design and development standards
in this manual.

B.

Small Wireless Facilities. Only small wireless facilities are permitted in the
rights-of-way, except stealth facilities, the design of which is approved by the
City.

C.

Poles Should Be Utilized. Consistent with other above-ground infrastructure,
wireless telecommunications facilities should be supported by or within poles,
and not support structures, unless the support structures are stealth facilities.
Where support structures must be authorized, the support structures should
comply as closely as possible to the standards applicable to poles.

D.

New Poles. To prevent clutter in the rights-of-way, and to avoid creation of
additional hazards in the rights-of-way, existing poles should be used. New
poles are permitted in a corridor as provided under the City Code.

1.

If existing poles are present in the corridor, then the new pole shall be
designed to resemble the existing poles in appearance, height, color,
materials, and distribution pattern/spacing in that corridor, provided
further however, that if a new pole must be placed in a “stand-alone”
fashion in a residential area (for example, in a location where there are
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existing utility poles across the residential street from the proposed new
pole location, but none on the side of the street where the new pole
location is proposed), a pole similar to decorative poles acceptable for
the area, or an appropriate stealth design, should be used. A design that
mimics utility pole designs may be an appropriate stealth design in a
particular corridor where the design and placement would better match
the aesthetics of the area.
E.

Height Standards – Consistency With Corridor.
1.

Except in design districts or historic districts (addressed below) To
maintain consistency with the height of other infrastructure in the rightof-way, a replacement pole, or an extension to an existing pole should
generally not extend more than ten feet above the height of the existing
pole, and should be as short as technically feasible. The height limits
of a replacement pole or an extension to an existing pole are measured
based on the height of a pole at the time it is first modified to support a
wireless telecommunications facility. When comparing the heights of
existing poles, heights should be compared of poles that have not been
installed, modified or replaced to support wireless telecommunications
facilities. For example, if the City authorizes replacement of a forty
(40)-foot pole with a pole that is fifty (50) feet high, neighboring poles
cannot thereafter be increased to sixty (60) feet high. An exception to
this rule may be granted if the applicant shows that the pole to which it
seeks to attach is smaller than other poles in the same corridor, and a
modification would make the pole more consistent with other, similar
infrastructure.

2.

New poles or extensions to existing poles are subject to the height
limits allowed by applicable law. Generally speaking, except in design
or historic districts (addressed below), heights limits are 10 feet above
the tallest existing pole in the right-of-way within 500 feet or 50 feet
above ground level, whichever is greater.
The wireless
telecommunications facility is included in those measurements. Colocation is not permitted on decorative poles that are less than 20 feet
in height. If a new decorative pole would be permitted in such areas
under applicable law, the new pole shall be no greater in height than is
necessary to make the deployment technically feasible and the design
of the new decorative pole shall match as closely as possible the design
of the existing decorative poles in the corridor as provided for in the
City Code and this design manual.

3.

As permitted by applicable law (e.g., residential areas, design districts,
historic districts and underground districts), and without limiting its
other rights to deny a particular application, City may propose an
alternative location within 150 feet of a proposed location which such
location shall be used unless it Is not technically feasible for imposes
significant additional costs.
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4.

Within a historic district, or a design district, the height should be
consistent with other right-of-way infrastructure. In any case, if a
facility is proposed to be placed within a historic or design district, the
total height of the pole and the facility cannot exceed 40 feet from
ground level to the highest point on the pole.

F.

Base Dimensions of Poles. The diameter of replacement or new wooden poles
(where new wooden poles are permitted) should be same diameter, or as close
to the same as is technically feasible, to the diameter of the pole being replaced
or for new poles, the diameter of the poles in the same corridor. New straight
or tapered poles should not generally exceed 14” diameter at the widest point,
and, with integrated poles (where all equipment associated with the wireless
telecommunications facility is hidden in a base), the base should not generally
exceed 26” per side for a rectangular base, or, if a different shape is used
(octagonal or circular) occupy a similar footprint. The particular design used
should be consistent with the corridor in any event.

G.

Placement of Equipment
1.

The City generally prefers stealth facilities (placement within a street
light would be an example) or poles where all equipment is inside the
pole to exterior mounts for new poles; and where undergrounding is
not required, prefers pole-mounted to ground-mounted cabinets for
new, existing or replacement poles.

2.

Because the City generally does not have large boxes mounted on
poles, pole-mounted equipment other than antennas should be mounted
high on a pole; concealed in an integrated base; or contained within a
pole, as appropriate for the corridor and the type of pole proposed.
Equipment mounted on the exterior of a pole, where preferred
placements are not possible, should be as close to the width of the pole
as technically feasible, of the smallest volume technically feasible,
mounted as close to the poles and possible, stacked vertically, and
mounted so that the longest dimension is vertical. Depth to the pole
should not exceed 12” not including offset required for safe operation.

3.

While a higher placement should be used except where technically
infeasible, the lowest point of any equipment installed on the exterior
of a pole should be 8 feet from ground level, and the equipment may
not be placed in a manner that would intrude upon a street, interfere
with parking or interfere with safe pedestrian/bicycle passage.

4.

Antennas may be placed either within the communications space on a
utility pole, or at the top of a pole. To maintain consistency with the
design of residential neighborhoods served by traditional aboveground
utilities, a cross-arm placement is preferred where it would mimic
existing utility installations. The City may designate which placement
is appropriate for particular neighborhoods, based upon the aesthetic
impacts of a proposed installation.
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5.

When placed in the communications space, antennas should be of a
single-canister type as small as technically feasible, but in no event
larger than 6 cubic feet in volume.

6.

When placed at the top of a pole, the antennas should be “shrouded”
where technically feasible. Where the antennas cannot be shrouded,
they should be painted or otherwise colored to match the pole. All
connectors to the pole should also be shrouded to provide a continuous,
tapered look as opposed to using a “lollipop” style design. A shroud
could be a metal enclosure, or an appropriate wrap. The size of the
antenna should be consistent with the height limits and the diameter
should be such that the antenna appears to be an extension of the pole
to which it is attached, but in no event may it exceed 6 cubic feet in
volume. The City recognizes that the antenna will be somewhat wider
than the pole, but the diameter should generally not exceed 14”. Where
it is not technically feasible to place the antennas atop the pole,
antennas should be mounted as close to the pole as possible to reduce
visibility of the entire structure and shrouded in a manner that will
reduce visibility at the location proposed. Generally shrouding should
be the same color as the pole, but for particular locations, the City may
direct use of a different shroud to mimic other structures on the pole or
take advantage of surrounding vegetation. On utility poles the antenna,
including connectors, and the allowable height and volume of the
antenna and utility pole will not exceed that permitted under the
ordinance for small wireless facilities. On decorative poles and street
light poles, the antenna and connectors shall not generally not exceed
five feet in height.

7.

Ground-mounted above-ground equipment, other than approved stealth
equipment, or equipment in an integrated base is not permitted in a
corridor where there is not already ground-mounted equipment nearby.
Where there is ground-mounted equipment, the facilities proposed
should be similar in size, and should be placed and shielded in a manner
other equipment is placed and shielded (see also location standards).
Any equipment not used in direct support of such operations shall not
be stored on site.

8.

Undergrounding. In an area where other utility equipment is
underground, a wireless provider will be expected to place equipment
below ground absent a showing of technical infeasibility. However, the
City recognizes that antennas and the structures that support them
cannot be placed underground. In order to use the rights-of-way absent
a showing of effective prohibition, a design consistent with the corridor
in which the facility will be placed should be utilized, and where
possible, wireless telecommunications facilities should utilize existing
or replacement structures in the underground district, unless it is
demonstrated that, because of design and placement, a new pole will
be less intrusive. Should the City create undergrounding district and
adopt regulations thereunder, the applicant shall comply with those
requirements as applicable and to the extent permitted by state and
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federal law. Undergrounding shall be performed in accordance with
the ordinances and regulations of the City.
9.

Cabling. To maintain a neat appearance, all cables and wiring must be
within the structure, or if not feasible, vertical runs should be within
the conduit risers on the exterior of the structure, on a single side of the
structure, unless it would cause the conduit to exceed 3” in diameter.
The conduit risers must be a color that matches the pole and of the
smallest size technically feasible. Cabling associated with antennas or
other pole-mounted equipment must be concealed within shrouds.

10.

Facilities should employ stealth and concealment elements as much as
possible to maintain consistency with the appearance of a particular
corridor. For example, a replacement street light should be of the same
color and overall design as the street lights that the facility is attempting
to mimic (see item 11 below).
a.

11.

For decorative poles, the design used should be as close as
possible in all dimensions to the facility being replaced, and
should support a luminaire of the same design. The base
diameter should generally not increase by more than 2 inches
from the original replaced pole unless doing so is not
technically feasible in which case the smallest base diameter
that is technically feasible should be employed The height
should not increase by more than six feet measuring from
ground level to the highest point on the modified or
replacement pole, as compared to the pole that was originally
replaced. Co-locations on decorative poles that are less than 20
feet is not permitted absent a showing that alternatives are not
technically feasible.

Replacement poles
a.

Where a replacement pole is proposed the base of the
replacement pole shall be a minimum of 24 inches away from
the face of the curb unless doing so is not technically feasible
in which case the replacement pole should be located as far
away from the curb face as is technically feasible . Further, a
replacement pole must be in the same location as the pole that
it is replacing or as close to the original location as possible,
taking into account pole owner safety-related requirements and
all applicable location and placement standards herein. In the
case of any street light pole or decorative pole, the replacement
must be in the same, location unless the City directs otherwise.

b.

Replacement poles should match the design (e.g., color,
dimensions, height, style, and materials) of the existing pole
that is being replaced to the greatest extent technically feasible.
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H.

General Standards. In addition to the standards enumerated in the City’s Code
of Ordinances, wireless telecommunications facilities in the right-of-way shall
comply with the following general standards.
1.

Prohibition of Generators/Toxic Materials. Generators, and equipment
containing toxic materials are prohibited in any right-of-way without
the express permission of the City.

2.

Electric Service. The City strongly encourages site operators to use flatrate electric service when it would eliminate the need for a meter.
Where meters are required, use the narrowest electric meter and
disconnect available. Applicants should avoid using a separate meter
cabinet whenever possible.

3.

Security. All equipment and facilities shall be installed in a manner to
avoid being an attractive nuisance and to prevent unauthorized access,
climbing, and graffiti.

4.

Noise. Wireless facilities and all accessory equipment and transmission
equipment must comply with all City noise regulations.

5.

Lighting. No facility shall be illuminated unless specially required by
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) or other government
agency, or where part of the stealth design (as in the case of street
lights). Any required lighting that is not part of the stealth design shall
be shielded to eliminate, to the maximum extent feasible, impacts on
the surrounding area. Any lighting that is permitted shall satisfy City
standards, including as to type of lighting, properties, and directional
limitations,

6.

Signs. No facility may display any signage or advertisement unless it
is expressly allowed by the City in a written approval, recommended
under FCC regulations, or required by law or permit condition. Signage
does not include traffic signage or directional information, or approved
banners used to conceal a facility. Every facility shall at all times
display signage that accurately identifies the facility owner and
provides the owner’s unique site number and a local or toll-free
telephone number to contact the facility owner’s operations center.

7.

Landscaping. In addition to any landscaping used for concealment or
screening purposes, the applicant shall propose and install additional
landscaping to replace any existing landscaping displaced during
construction or installation of the applicant’s facility in the rights-ofway. The applicant’s landscaping plan shall be subject to the City’s
review and approval but shall, at a minimum, match the existing
landscaping and foliage surrounding the installation site.

8.

Strand-Mounted Facilities. Except for micro small wireless facilities
permitted by law, strand-mounted facilities are otherwise prohibited.
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SECTION 5. LOCATION STANDARDS FOR SMALL WIRELESS FACILITIES. Location is
also important to maintaining the design of a corridor, preventing clutter and maintaining consistent
neighborhood aesthetics:
A.

B.

Alternative Location Procedure: Consistent with state law, the City may
propose or require alternative locations for facilities in certain situations.
Where the alternative is in the right-of-way, without limiting other alternatives
that may be required, the City may propose an alternative location within the
right-of-way within 150 feet of the location set forth in the application in
residential, historic and design districts. To the extent permitted by state and
federal law, the City may require Applicant to use the alternative location
unless applicant demonstrates that it may not be required to do so. Should the
applicant reject the City’s alternative location, the applicant must certify that
its rejection of the alternative location is in good faith, based on the assessment
of a South Carolina licensed engineer, and shall provide a written summary of
the basis for such determination. At a minimum, the certification must show
that use of the alternative proposed locations is either technically infeasible or
imposes significant additional costs. The requirement to provide the
certification and to use the alternative location applies to:
1.

New, existing or replacement poles in Residential Zones;

2.

Replacement decorative poles;

3.

Existing decorative poles, where the City may propose collocation on
a new pole or on an existing pole or structure in the right-of-way;

4.

New poles within an applicable undergrounding district when the
applicant is not able to provide wireless service by collocating on a
remaining pole or support structure; and

5.

New, replacement, or existing poles in historic or design districts.

Small Wireless Facilities in the Right-of-Way are permitted in all zones. Any
proposed placement shall comply with the provisions of the City Code,
including Code provisions governing buffer zones. Without limiting the
foregoing, placement on new, replacement or existing poles must avoid
interference with travel lanes, sight lines, other utilities, infrastructure or
landscaping. Placement should be similar to other utilities in the area. The
following constitute the City’s additional preferences for placement:
1.

New poles should be separated at least 250 feet from wireless facilities
along the corridor or corridors where the new pole is to be placed.

2.

In commercial corridors, new or relocated poles shall be placed in a
similar manner to any existing facilities in the corridor or planned
installations as part of an approved plan as of the application
submission date.

3.

Equipment placed above ground, whether pole-mounted or groundmounted, shall be placed so as to avoid, to the extent technically
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feasible, prominent visibility from the driveways, entryways and
windows associated with residential dwellings. Applicants are
encouraged to consult with City staff in advance to evaluate potential
visibility issues. As a general matter, but not as a rule, locations as close
to the side lot line as possible will likely comply with this requirement.
4.

New poles should generally be located at commercial corners and
intersections.

5.

New poles must be colored or painted and not exceed 12" in diameter at the
widest portion of the pole.

C.

Certificate of Appropriateness Required in Certain Design and Historic
Districts. The City has certain areas where a Certificate of Appropriateness is
required under Chapter 19 of the City Code. If the small wireless facility is
proposed within such areas, the design of the proposed small wireless facility
must receive a Certificate of Appropriateness from the Administrator. The
applicant must comply with the design standards contained within the design
guidelines for the specific district the small wireless facility is proposed to be
located to the extent permitted under federal and state law. All determinations
for the certificate shall be in accordance with any applicable time limits for
action that may apply.

D.

Historic and Design Districts. If the small wireless facility is proposed to be
located in a historic district (known as preservation overlay districts in
Greenville) or design district, the applicant must also comply with the design
standards applicable to the relevant historic or design district to the extent
permitted under federal and state law.

SECTION 6. DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS FOR SMALL WIRELESS
FACILITIES DEPLOYED ON CITY-OWNED OR CONTROLLED POLES.
A.
The following standards do not just apply to street light poles the City owns. It also
applies to those street light poles for which the City paid or pays an extra fee (decorative poles). As a
general matter, the City does not pay for the pole when a street light is attached to a standard utility
pole. But the City does pay for all, or virtually all free-standing street light poles (also called decorative
poles), and those cannot be replaced or modified without the City’s consent.
B.
Because of safety concerns, and because the presence of the wireless
telecommunications facility will complicate work on the structures, the City discourages the placement
of small wireless facilities on traffic signals, but the City prefers the placement of small wireless
facilities onto street light poles and pedestrian signal poles. An applicant who believes that other
structures should be useable should send a letter to the City Engineer explaining why the facility is
safe and appropriate for use and it will be promptly considered.
C.
In determining whether to agree to provide access to a City Pole or a City-owned or
controlled support structure, the City will generally consider the same factors that are used in
determining whether to permit placement of a small wireless facility or associated pole or support
structure in the rights of way under this manual and the City Code Generally, the City expects the
placements to be stealth facilities, and accordingly, any design must be consistent with the City Pole
or City-owned or controlled support structure to be used or replaced, mimicking the existing pole or

RESOLUTION NO. 2021-07
Page 11
support structure in design, scale, coloring, and overall appearance as far as possible. Without
limitation, for example, the design for a wireless telecommunications facility to be attached to a street
light must be consistent with designs in use along the corridor or (if more consistent with plans for the
corridor) consistent with planned designs. Further, use will not be permitted if it requires the City to
incur uncompensated increased costs, or accept risks or liability it would not otherwise face, unless
required by state or federal law. The aforementioned increased costs are distinct from the costs of
considering applications for attachments to, or replacement of such poles or support structures, which
will be charged in accordance with State law. The City Manager or designee is authorized to negotiate
agreements for use of City Poles or City-owned or controlled support structures, and to bring those
agreements to the City for approval. The City Manager or designee may also issue a written denial of
access, stating reasons therefore. The City does not anticipate: (a) approving a use that results in a
height substantial increase (more than ten feet) in the height from ground level to the highest point on
pole or support structure that is being used or replaced; or (b) increase the number of ground cabinets
in an area. Equipment, wiring and the like should be inside the pole except where City requires use of
an existing pole that itself cannot accommodate internal wiring, or the City requires replacement with
a pole that cannot accommodate internal wiring. We except equipment (like electrical meters) to the
extent the placement on the outside of the pole, or on a freestanding pedestal is required by the electrical
company, but we may deny a request to use a particular light if the placement of such ancillary
equipment cannot be adequately controlled and concealed, and would be inconsistent with the street
light and the surrounding area, and their uses.
D.
Traffic Signals. Installations on traffic signal poles shall be placed towards the top of
the pole or in a location that does not block or obstruct the traffic signal light. Further, in addition to
the generally applicable design standards discussed above, such installations shall comply with the
following standards:
1.

Dimensions. Antennas on traffic signal poles shall be shrouded and
have a maximum height of four (4) feet and a maximum width of
eighteen (18) inches, including a shroud or enclosure.

2.

Equipment. Other equipment must be placed within the antenna
shroud; underground; or in a base enclosure (to create an integrated
pole design).

E.
Bus Stops. The installation of a wireless facility at a bus stop must be contained within
the existing structure. If the antenna cannot be placed inside the existing structure of the bus stop, then
it must be placed in a shroud or other container and sized as small as is technically feasible. The shroud
or container must be coated, painted, or otherwise made to match the color and visual appearance of
the existing bus stop structure. The shroud or container shall be mounted to the top or side of the bus
stop in a way that does not impede pedestrian or vehicular traffic or otherwise violate applicable safety
requirements.
F.
Requests for Use. A request for use of a City Pole or City-owned or controlled support
structure may be submitted to the City Engineer. The information provided should be the same
information that would be provided for placement of a new wireless facility in the rights of way
pursuant to City Code Section 36-124.
G.
If City receives multiple, conflicting requests for placement of wireless
telecommunications facilities for the same location from different entities, City, may require
consolidation of wireless telecommunications facilities or allocate sites on any basis consistent with
applicable law.
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H.
No permit and no agreement for use of a City Pole or City-owned or controlled support
, shall be issued or effective unless it is shown that the wireless telecommunications facility will not
interfere with the operation and functioning of the pole or support structure.
I.
As designs are approved for use, the City will publish those designs, and expects others
to use identical or virtually identical designs in the same corridor. The City encourages potential users
to meet with the City before applying, to work on designs that would be acceptable in particular
locations.
J.
Nondiscrimination. In establishing the rights, obligations and conditions set forth in
this Section, it is the intent of the City to treat each applicant or right-of-way user in a competitively
neutral and nondiscriminatory manner, to the extent required by law, and with considerations that may
be unique to the technologies, situation and legal status of each particular applicant or request for use
of the rights-of-way.
K.
Termination. Licenses, and authorizations to attach to particular a particular City Pole
or City-owned or controlled support structure may be terminated for failure to comply with this
Ordinance, or the terms of the license or authorization for an attachment.
SECTION 7. EXAMPLES OF PREFERENCES.
On utility poles: in an area where there are above-ground wooden utility poles, the City prefers a
placement that is consistent with the design of the pole itself. In an area where the poles have crossarms, for example, placement of the equipment and antenna on a cross-arm is preferred, as in this
picture (proposed wireless facility on left; existing pole on right). Note that with the placement in the
communications space, this design is more consistent with placement of equipment high on a pole:
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