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Restrictive zoning laws about affordable housing, transitional housing, and homeless shelters are bad
for the community and the city as a whole. Hold the city manager and council accountable for their
neglect of the CAC buildings and put money into repairing and updating the facilities to assist our

Darius Fiore |dfiore98@gmail.| 7756360340|homeless neighbors and the community. The benefits are clear, don't let greed and hate run this city.
| support removing restrictive language around homeless services from Title 18.03.303. We need to
support houseless people in transition.

Deborah In addition, allowing the CAC to deteriorate was wrong. We need to clarify Title 18 and stop letting

Achtenberg achten@unr.edu 775-225-4597 |developers' interests trump the need to provide support for all our citizens.

Karen Porter

vallektz@gmail.q

8313323593

Against ADU Proposals change to Title 18

Rob

rikkkst1@yahoo

7759720000

Are you kidding us right now? Parking is crazy the way it is and removing parking mandates will only
make things worse. We aren't a big city like those others you are referring to. We live in a small area
and are not spread out like LA and those big cities. You are asking us residents to make sacrifices so
developers can cash in on this ridiculous idea. We are Reno, the biggest little city in Nevada. Not Las
Vegas who has the flat ground and the areas to take on projects like this. Leave Reno alone, we just
want to get along with our neighbors. Changing the rules to accommodate these ridiculous ideas are
going to cause major anger issues that is going to cause other issues of their own. Take this approach
to a different city we are not set up for this. Think of the infrastructure issues it's going to cause that are
already present and we are already dealing with multiplied by thousand!. Common, think rationally not
with a bank account in mind. The freeways and roads already suck with what we have at the present

Andrew
Samuelsen

andrew.samuels

775-721-2242

Zoning in Midtown Commercial district from the last round of zoning code updates are overly specific,
counterproductive, and often conflicting with themselves.

These standards often get harder with denser structures (18.04.1005.d.3.e). This is an arbitrary penalty
on dense development, contrary to the stated goals of encouraging density and walkability
(18.04.1005.d.2).

| request that they are simplified to make development of housing easier, considering our regions
housing affordability/scarcity crisis.

The zoning code, for example, in this area requires "utilizing dormers." There are numerous small
architectural requirements that are difficult to include from a development standpoint and are vastly less
important than streamlining housing production. This collection of architectural requirements are
ineffective and produce ugly, expensive, random looking buildings with a smattering of styles.

Please remove section 18.04.1005.d.3.e entirely, or add an item like "alternative design element(s) as




Art Rangel
AICP

arangel@rangelf

213-300-5171

| have a document to submit but | don't see a way to attach the file. As a result | will email it to Grace
Mackedon at Mackedon@Reno.gov

Eric Lerude

ewlerude@gmai

775 336-8528

Please revise Article 18 to add noise standards that measure the C scale or C weighted decibels.

Also given that so many residents already live downtown and so many more residents will be living
downtown as a number of condo and apartments are being built, isn’t it time to revise the zoning code
to take into account that downtown has a large residential community and businesses should have to be
more respectful of that changing nature of the downtown? I'm aware of the term “residential
adjacency.” Does that term need to be adjusted? Dropped? Re-defined?

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Magali Rivera

Magalirivera11@gmail.com

| live in the Montage on Sierra St and would like to see noise level ordinances instituted. As the city
seeks to revitalize downtown, it is important to create an urban environment which welcomes residents.
| have lived in large cities which dealt with nuisance noise from bars in an effective manner. Ordinances
and procedures to address transgressions are essential to creating a stable residential population.

Bryan Harvey

harv57 @gmail.c

281-513-1144

Regarding section 18.04.903a3 - Thank you for removing sub-sections ¢ and d which limited the ability
for residents to install a secondary driveway if they meet the requirements of 28 feet between
driveways. Please make permanent the redline removals of ¢ and d. Thank you, Bryan Harvey - Reno

Gavin Fisher

gavinf@nevada.

7026307198

Section 18.04.904 pertaining to where RV's can be parked is an overreach. A homeowner should not be
restricted on their ability to buy and then store and RV based on how far their front building line extends.
This is an arbitrary requirement and does not improve public safety.

Sue Smith

Sue@argentnev

7757429509

Will you be going through all 581 pages of changes? There seems to be typographical errors; how will
those be corrected? Ex in the industrial building changes it appears you want to change to 45 feet from
55 feet. The first 5 is underlined and not crossed out (pg 52).

It appears that these are actual changes that are more than corrections.

Audrey De La
Cruz

audrey@cwxarc

775-287-2563

I am in support of the proposed incentives for affordable housing. Housing cost is negatively effecting
so many people in our community. Helping alleviate this should be one of our top priorities.

I am opposed to increased residential adjacency requirements and compatiblity requirements, as well
as additional setback requirements from residential uses. New infill projects should be encouraged, not
made less feasible by increased restrictions.

Further, | do not think that adding new restrictions in the code matches with the concept of "Zoning
Code Clean-up". Many entities who will be affected by these changes will not have this process on their
radar as the process is being presented by the City as being about fixing typos or providing clairty rather
than adding new restrictions on development.

Anna Farb

anna.r.farb@gmail.com

Regarding the Tree Protection section 18.04.105, and the Professional preparation (page 289), the
code clean-up adds civil engineers to the list of who can complete a plan. The American Society of
Landscape Architects Northern Nevada Chapter has heard complaints from city staff regarding the poor

quality of some of the plans that are being submitted. Please look into this issue.




Robert Lissner

rlissner@gmail.g

7757505537

Would it be possible to combine the density and affordable bonuses? Seems like too much.

Ron Bell

ronbellrealtor@h

775-750-5256

Similar to my thoughts on ADU's, any of these new types of units approved need to have a provision for
no short term rentals/air b n b et al. Otherwise just a hall pass for Californians to build more units for
short term rentals. Short term rentals are a huge part of the rental shortage.

Jake Coming

jakecoming@gm

9494123958

Jacobs Entertainment needs to get moving with their master plan, they are dragging their feet moving
forward and the people of this city continue to suffer for it.

Kristi Twyeffort

Ktwyeffort@gmdl

7757412956

| agree with the 4 changes proposed. Let’s grease the wheels for more affordable housing and missing
middle housing so local Reno folks can stay and thrive in our community. Thanks for the presentation
and clarification provided in the discussion!

Gary Cecil

garycecil621@m

9166079556

It's clear that Reno must try something new to deal with the lack of affordable housing. | am in support
of the efforts that the Development Department is making to attract more developers to build affordable
housing. | have absolutely no problem with more affordable housing being built in Downtown where |
ive.

| also recognize that some City residents in some neighborhoods will be upset by the prospect of
affordable housing units being built in their living areas. There will be the usual objections that the
nature of the neighborhood will be changed and that property values will go down. | also recognize that,
to Development staff and developers, these residents are likely seen as impediments to the
development process. Further that the current opportunities entitlement reviews afford such residents to
give their public input and to remain informed about potential developments in their neighborhoods are
too time-consuming, especially at a time when the Nevada Assembly mandates that the City of Reno
take new steps to address the need for affordable housing.

However, these same residents have a reasonable expectation that the City of Reno does keep them
informed and that they will have opportunities to publicly express their views, no matter that those views
may not be appreciated. The administrative code itself is a document that provides protections for
existing residents so that unreasonable development is not unbridled. | therefore respectfully ask the
Council to allow further public discussions about the proposal to remove ALL the elements of the
Entitlement Review process.

My opinion is that it would be to the benefit of all stakeholders to consider alternative ways to shorten
the time taken by the permitting process, but not remove all the equitable steps to both notify residents
of proposed affordable housing development and curtail their opportunity to discuss any concerns
publicly. Please don't throw the baby out with the bathwater and totally decimate the Entitlement
Review process. Let the City, Developers AND Residents work together to create more affordable

housing while retaining some reasonable protections for existing residents. | would freely give of my




Ron M. Aryel

ron@renocenter] 8167693583

It is important we change our attitude about how to use zoning to help the entire community. We need
to get rid of outdated, closed-minded thinking, often based on a misunderstanding of property values
and racist policy, which claims that single family home zoning "protects” the neighborhood, or that
constructing multifamily housing on a few floors must be disallowed to "protect the character" of the
neighborhood. These are false premises. Multifamily housing, even multi-floor housing, built properly,
can reflect a neighborhood that otherwise has single-family homes, can uphold property values and
does not stress local streets, especially if infrastructure needs are addressed and the city invests in
public transit integrated with biking infrastructure. There are many specific neighborhoods in many
cities that saw an increase in housing density without any loss of property values. There is also a basic
ethical consideration: Buying a home in a neighborhood because you like the view of the mountains
does not guarantee that the view will be there 20 years after you buy the home. Putting people in
housing outranks your desire for a view, and it is your responsibility to adapt. Without an increase in
density, Reno will continue to see more sprawl and more environmentally destructive practices.
Another consideration is parking: Cities like Austin TX have eliminated parking requirements entirely.
Parking requirements encourage more driving, which defeats the goal of livable, walkable

Justin
Haghighi

justin@haghighi{ 3109700000

| am supportive of all the changes and believe that they will bring Reno's zoning code in line with other
jurisdictions, offer flexibility to developers to increase supply, and provide options to renters and
homeowners alike.

For the City's sake, | hope that these minor changes have an impact in the next several years. The
gravity of the housing crisis requires swift and decisive action--leadership--as demonstrated by other
places all over the country. If the housing crisis continues to worsen, and the city fails to make a dent in
solving the problem, a higher level of government like the state legislature will make the decisions for it.
This may involve a loss of discretionary power for the Council.

Catherine

carlsoncroke@yahoo.com

| am opposed to proposed changes to residential zoning and incentives for developers to increase the
number of units (which | believe is called "infilling") in established neighborhoods in order to alleviate a
city housing issue. | feel this will negatively impact the character and feel of these neighborhoods and
undermine property values. Everywhere | drive in town there are multi story buildings in progress. More
cars on the road! More draw on our resources. How will we manage drought? Air quality? These are
already problems for Reno. New projects must be evaluated more stringently, not the opposite. For
example, | live within 2 blocks of a school. My street has issues with extreme congestion during school
drop off, pick up and sporting events. Increasing the population density surrounding the school will
exacerbate the traffic and change the nature of the community. Multi-family buildings should not be
approved for neighborhoods like mine. | chose my neighborhood for the modest, single-family homes
occupied by young families as well as seniors. The environment is settled where neighbors know each
other. | feel infilling my neighborhood will ultimately deflate my property values and negatively impact my




Gail Matyas

Gmmatyas@gm

7758462155

Yes people that work in Reno should be able to afford housing. Now many people work 60 or more
hours a week to pay for rent . With tent bring extremely high the same individual can not save for
buying a home. Not everyone wants to live in a small expensive crowded apartment building. Having a
place to raise a family, to enjoy and be proud of their accomplishments by having a home is very
important to many. The cost of building is high but developers and owners of rentals are making a huge
profit at the expense of the working poor. There needs to be a review of landlords as many people are
living in substandard conditions due to housing that is cheaply constructed just for the owner to bring in

George A
Graham

george@parkref]

9172929200

Parking, parking, parking....... You can't increase density in Reno's urban core (Wells District) so long
as overlay districts have parking requirements that limit unit count.

Tucker
monticelli

monticelli20@ya

7753383881

| really enjoyed the meeting held on the 19th, | watched it on YouTube. | had two questions that came
up in my mind as | watched. The first is about the missing middle, the graph shows that we have single
family zoned housing as well as larger apartment complexe high-rise and middle rise housing. But Reno
as a city has far less high-rise living space than most other cities around the United States. And |
wonder if maybe relooking at height requirements is something that we can look into for affordability? It
seems that all new apartment complex buildings are five-over-ones stick built and there's not a lot of
actual high-rise housing going up at all. The second thing | saw was about the duplexes which I love the
examples given and | thought they were very sleek and look like they could fit right into the Reno
aesthetic, but | don't understand how that helps Affordability? It seems to me like developers would sell
those units for just as much as a single family dwelling if not more because of the prime location of
midtown or downtown. It also seems like these units are usually bought out by people immigrating to
Reno from California or elsewhere with higher disposable incomes, then those that can be produced
locally. I'm not sure if there's any answers for that, but it seems like the rent or even mortgage prices of
housing in Reno doesn't match the ability for Reno residents to make up that kind of salary. | don't know
how this will be addressed other than some sort of rent control.




Cindi Chandler

cindicha@msn.q909-225-9278

Thank you Angela for your presentation. Your presentation was informative, However, density bonuses
and bypassing entitlements favor the developers but nothing supports the current homeowners in these
neighborhoods. Why have so many luxury apartments been approved yet the main issue is housing for
those that are not on government subsidies. Nothing being proposed helps those Reno residents. Also,
just because you have had a small number of projects in the past, once developers have the flexibility
you propose giving them, all vacant lots in all neighborhoods are in jeopardy of being bought up and
zoned where traffic is currently an issue. Market rate apartments are not subsidized and even though
there were 12 projects in the last 3 years that used density bonus created 60 additional units you
increase the population and additional vehicles/parking issues. Density bonus is not based on cost of
rent but size of unit but you did not mention whether there is a required increase in parking with the
smaller units. The City already reduced the parking criteria requirements so developers do not need to
have a parking spot per door, yet there are often 2 drivers with additional cars. Also, support services
such as fire department, police, and public transit are not accessible to these people. There needs to be
a strategic plan throughout the City of Reno so that we do not have mass city blocks of monster
apartment complexes such as on South Virginia Ave. | am completely AGAINST ANY rezoning criteria
for Zone SF 3 and SF 5. Invading established single family home areas with duplexes, triplexes or
fourplexes does NOT address the housing costs for those that are not on government subsidies and
can't pay the rent for luxury apartments that have popped up all across the city. It DOES impact the
value of the single family homes and increase parking issues in established neighborhoods. | support
Workforce housing near commercial and industrial areas and near public transit where people walk to
work or have an option of public transit. Reno is a unique city, which | am thankful for. Just because
other cities in Nevada is doing it one way doesn't mean it is right for Reno. Las Vegas is living proof of a
disaster and another California. Many people | know are NOT happy with what has happened to the
city regarding development. Thank you again for the presentation and all of your attempts to get public

Victor Torres

victor.torres@liv{ 7757722070

Great public meetings. I'd like to see the future of Reno with the core urban areas to have higher
density bonus incentives for smaller units up to 300, 400, 500, 600, 700, 800,900sq in downtown,
midtown, or wells with no parking restrictions.Loosen up the Landscape requirements and building code
requirements. Students at the University need affordable housing. Prioritize Infill infrastructure to
expedite the process. | believe expanding the rezoning of mixed used and multifamily areas near the
downtown, midtown, and wells ave. Remove a lot of the Single family zoning near the core urban areas.
There is plenty of Single family homes zoning in the suburb for people whom disagree. We need to also
think about walkability, biking, and transportation. Work force housing is a great idea. Please allow
ADUS and remove Airbnb or short term rentals. Higher taxes for short term rentals and long term
rentals. A vacancy tax should be implemented. A lot of land/housing/commercial is not in use and
should be taxed if not in use near the urban core areas. Multiple home ownership should have a higher
tax. Non resident tax increase for not living in their Reno property. We need to develop or urban areas
more walkable with less car access and limited to emergency vehicles. We can develop similar to




For the record: Public Comment for City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-up
Submitted by Art Rangel, AICP
255 N. Sierra St. Reno Nevada
November 6, 2023

The notice for the “City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-up” read as follows:

Dear Community Stakeholder,

You are receiving this e-mail as a community stakeholder who might be interested in learning about the
proposed changes to the Title 18 Zoning Code. In terms of background information, the City of Reno
adopted a new Title 18 Zoning Code in 2021. Since the adoption, City staff has kept a list of items that
need to be updated or modified. This clean-up listis limited to portions of the zoning code thatinclude
the following:

e Regulations that are difficult to administer because they are unclear
¢ Regulations that are inconsistent or conflict with one another

e Grammatical errors

e Typographical errors

We will be hosting six separate meetings over the next few weeks to learn about the proposed
changes. All six meetings will provide the same information and have been provided to give the public
the most flexibility to attend whichever meeting best fits with their schedule.

Residents living in Downtown reno are here to speak primarily to:

¢ Regulations that are difficult to administer because they are unclear

¢ Regulations that are inconsistent or conflict with one another

o Regulations that are outdated and no longer adequately meet their original intent or best
practices, and now need modification.

Commentary: Portions of the Land Development code as currently written do not meet the
goals, policies, objectives, and programs of the Reno Master Plan as required by NRS
278.0284 which provides for consistency between the master plan and local ordinances. The
Land Use Code as written treats high density residential uses in different zoning districts
differently which adds to the likelihood of confusion and inconsistent application.

As an example:

Reno Master Plan policy 3.1B: HOUSING OPTIONS in GP 3: Thriving Downtown and University
District

“Encourage a variety of housing options at diverse price points to support a more diversified
workforce and composition of residents in Downtown—including professionals, service workers,
entrepreneurs, students, and retirees among others.”



Commentary: The Montage, Arlington Towers, Riverwalk, Palladio and Belvedere are high-rise
condos which are predominantly residential uses. Many new apartments have been built in
downtown Reno and many more are in the pipeline. All of these residential units are currently
in Downtown Mixed-use Districts and are consistent with Reno Master Plan polity 3.1B, yet
these residential units are not offered the same protection as residential units in the MF-14,
MF-21 or MF-30 zones.

Residential Adjacency is applied to other residential zones but not to residential uses in the Mixed-
Use Districts.

Article 14 Residential Adjacency
18.04.1401 Purpose

The purpose of this article is to promote compatible transitions between land use areas of differing
intensities and to reduce potential negative impacts that may occur when mixed-use and
nonresidential development is located near residential zoning districts.

Commentary: The purpose of this article is clearly to encourage and help protect residential
uses. High-rise condos and new apartment buildings allowed and encouraged to be built in
the downtown area are clearly residential uses. As aresult, residential adjacency standards
meet the purpose and intent of this Article.

We draw your attention to the following within the City’s Development Code:
18.01.304 Relationship to Master Plan

The adoption of this Title is consistent with, compatible with, and furthers the goals, policies,
objectives, and programs of the Master Plan. No regulatory decision by an appointed or elected
official or any city employee shall be made with respect to any zoning action or use of property under
this Title that is not in substantial compliance with the Master Plan as officially adopted or amended.

Commentary: Residents in downtown Reno are suffering from excessive noise throughout the
night and into the early morning hours. This noise is emanating from out-of-control bars in
the downtown area. Under the existing Reno zoning code bars, lounges or taverns are
allowed by right in the mixed use districts.

For the above-mentioned reasons we respectfully request that the “ City of Reno Zoning Code
Clean-up” include properties within the Mixed Use Districts that are predominately residential
be considered under Article 14 Residential Adjacency as it relates to noise and that Table 3.1
“Table of Allowed Uses” be amended to require a CUP for bar, lounge or tavern in the mixed
use districts when adjacent to predominately residential properties.




EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS

This document contains excerpts of administrative code language from sixteen U.S. cities regarding noise
standards on what is termed the “C” scale. While some cities measure both “A” and “C” scale noise there
are several cities that, recognizing its greater negative impact on residents, choose to use only “C” scale
standards (e.g. Minneapolis, MN and Greensboro, NC).

The “C” scale can be defined as:

“The “C” scale weighting system allows the sound meter to pick up low frequencies. These are the
intrusive sub-woofer type of bass sounds that can penetrate structures and result in physical sensation.
This type of base is not readable using the “A” scale. Most quality sound meters are already equipped
with “C” scale weighting, and can be changed from “A” to “C” with a simple switch. When properly
applied the “C” scale is a valuable tool in sound enforcement.”

(Zwerling, E.M.. ( 2000, April) Local Government in the 21st Century: Exploring the Legal Issues.
Presented to the International Municipal Lawyers Association, Washington D.C.)

While the excerpts in this document primarily focus on administrative code surrounding the excesses of
heavily bass forward sub-woofer amplified sound and music on the “C” scale, there are surrounding
sections in the original documents that address the “C” scale excesses on vehicles, motor cycles,
industrial equipment, etc.

The excerpts provided are not the complete “C” scale code available. They are provided here as
examples of the code language that could be used as the basis for similar code to be incorporated into
the Reno Municipal Code.

It is the intent of this document to show that Reno would hardly be alone in recognizing the negative
effects of intense “C” scale noise on its residents. Indeed, Reno would join the increasing ranks of U.S.
cities that choose to regulate and set standards on such noise to protect its residents.

| hope this compilation of excerpts is of help, and | am happy to answer any questions to promote the
value of setting standards in Reno for “C” scale noise.

Kind regards,
Gary Cecil
Cell: 916-607-9556

Email: garycecil21@msn.com

NOTE: While most excerpts are copied and pasted from the originals, in order to fit extended (and
sometimes color-highlighted) sections onto a single page, | have used the “print screen” function.


mailto:garycecil21@msn.com

EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

The following pages include excerpts of the administrative code for “C” scale noise for the U.S. Cities
listed in the order presented.

The code excerpts include definitions, measurements, limits, what’s prohibited, and why it is prohibited.

San Francisco, CA
Roseville, CA
Anchorage, AK
Atlanta, GA
Greensboro, NC
Knoxville, TN
Lafayette, LA
Minneapolis, MN
Pittsburgh, PA

. Murfreesboro, TN

. Tacoma, WA

. Chattanooga, TN

. Kileen, TX

. Orlando, FL

. Roswell, GA

. Tampa, FL
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EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

SAN FRANCISCO, CA

SECTION 2901 DEFINITIONS

(f) "Low frequency ambient" means the lowest sound level repeating itself during a ten-minute period as
measured with a sound level meter, using slow response and "C" weighting. The minimum sound level
shall be determined with the music or entertainment noise source at issue silent, and in the same
location as the measurement of the noise level of the source or sources at issue.

However, for purposes of this chapter, in no case shall the local ambient be considered or determined to
be less than:

(1) Forty-five dBC for interior residential noise, and
(2) Fifty-five dBC in all other locations.

If a significant portion of the ambient is produced by one or more individual identifiable sources that
would otherwise be operating continuously during the minimum ten-minute measurement period,
determination of the low-frequency ambient shall be accomplished with these separate identifiable
noise sources silent or otherwise removed or subtracted from the measured ambient sound.

SECTION 2909 NOISE LIMITS

(b) Commercial And Industrial Property Noise Limits. No person shall produce or allow to be produced by
any machine, or device, music or entertainment or any combination of same, on commercial or
industrial property over which the person has ownership or control, a noise level more than eight dBA
above the local ambient at any point outside of the property plane. With respect to noise generated
from a licensed Place of Entertainment, licensed Limited Live Performance Locale, or other location
subject to regulation by the Entertainment Commission or its Director, in addition to the above dBA
criteria a secondary low frequency dBC criteria shall apply to the definition above. No noise or music
associated with a licensed Place of Entertainment, licensed Limited Live Performance Locale, or other
location subject to regulation by the Entertainment Commission or its Director, shall exceed the low
frequency ambient noise level defined in Section 2901(f) by more than 8 dBC.



EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

ROSEVILLE, CA
SECTION 9.24.020 DEFINITIONS

E. “C-weighting” means the standard C-weighted frequency response of a sound level meter, which de-
emphasizes high frequencies of sound in a manner similar to the human ear for relatively loud sounds.

SECTION 9.24.110 AMPLIFIED SOUND LIMITS FOR SENSITIVE RECEPTORS




EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

ANCHORAGE, AK

15.70.030 Definitions

"C" weighted sound level is the sound level as measured using the "C" weighting network with a sound
level meter meeting the standards set forth in ANSI S1.4-1983 or its successors. The unit of reporting is
dB(C). The "C" weighting network is more sensitive to low frequencies than is the "A" weighting network

15.70.00 Prohibited acts and conditions

19. Vibration. No person shall operate or cause the operation of any device that produces low-frequency,
inaudible sound that creates vibration above the vibration perception threshold of any individual within
a residential real property boundary or within a noise-sensitive zone between the hours of 10:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m. the following day.

15.70.080 Property line noise emission standards

Maximum Permissible Sound Level Limits (Indoors across a real property line)
Weeknights 10:00 p.m.--7:00 a.m. 3 dB(C) above ambient sound levels

Friday, Saturday and Holidays 11:00 p.m.--7:00 a.m. 3 dB(C) above ambient sound

All Other Times 5 dB(C) above ambient sound (GAAB 16.85; AO No. 78-48; AO No. 2001-97, § 3, 5-22-01)
Cross references: Supplementary zoning district regulations, Ch. 21.4



EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

ATLANTA, GA
Sec 74-131 Definitions

C-weighting means the electronic filtering in sound level meters that models a flat response (output
equals input) over the range of maximum human hearing frequency sensitivity.

Sec. 74-135. - Sound measurement procedures.

(e) When measuring continuous sound, or sound that is sustained for more than one second at a time,
the SLM shall be set for the appropriate A or C weighting, slow meter response speed, and the range (if
the SLM is designed to read levels over different ranges of (SPLs) shall be set to that range in which the
meter reads closest to the maximum end of the scale). When the measured sound level is variable or
fluctuating over a range greater than three DBA, using the slow meter response speed, the fast meter
response speed shall be used. In either case, both the minimum and maximum readings shall be
recorded to indicate the range of monitored values

Sec. 74-136. - Sound level limitations

(2) At no time shall noise levels be produced that exceed 65 dB(C) Leq (one min.) at a receiving real
property line.

(3) If the noise source, measured at a receiving property line, is a pure tone, then the sound level
limitations set forth in Table 2 shall be reduced by five dB.

(4) Impulsive sound sources shall not exceed 100 dB(C) Leq. measured at a receiving property line, using
the fast meter response speed.

(5) Inside multifamily dwelling unit buildings, if the background sound level cannot be determined, the
limit during daytime hours is 45 dB(C) Leq (one min.) and the limit during nighttime hours is 35 dB(C)
Leg. for sounds originating in another dwelling within the same building.



EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

GREENSBORO, NC

Sec. 18-50.1. - Same—Outside sound-producing activities.

(a) Except as otherwise permitted under this article, it shall be unlawful between the hours of 11:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m. of the following day for any person, business or entity to play, operate, use or cause to be
played, operated or used, any sound amplification device, amplified musical instrument or sound
reproduction device which creates or reproduces audible sound outside any building or structure.

Sec. 18-51. - Sounds impacting residential life.

It is unlawful for anyone within the city limits to cause, or allow, the emission of sound from any source
or sources which impact dwellings and other residential property. A noise disturbance shall be presumed
to exist where the sound or noise caused by any activity exceeds the maximum lawful decibel limits
specified in the residential decibel limits table herein at a property boundary of the structure within the
zoning districts shown below which is used, wholly or in part, as a residential dwelling. To the extent the
decibel limits in this section may conflict with any other section of this article, the decibel limits in this
section shall supersede such other limits.

Residential Decibel Limits Table

Sec. 18-52. - Measurement of sound.

(a) Measurement of sound. For the purpose of determining dB(C) as referred to in this Code, the noise
shall be measured on the C-weighting scale on a sound level meter of standard design and quality
having characteristics established by the American National Standards Institute (ANSI).

(b) Measurement techniques. Measurement of sound shall be made according to these standards:

(1) Sound measurements shall be conducted at that time of day or night when the suspect noise
source is emitting sound.

(2) The sound level measurement shall be determined as follows:

b. Where possible the measurement should be made with clear view to the source of the
sound.

c. All measurements shall be taken at or within the nearest residential property line occupied
by the complainant, unless otherwise stated in the Code. For multifamily structures,
including apartments, condominiums, or other residential arrangements where boundary
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lines cannot readily be determined or do not exist, measurements shall be taken from any
point abutting the exterior of the complainant's residential unit.

(3) Measurements recorded shall be taken so as to provide a proper representative of the noise
being measured. The microphone shall be positioned facing the noise source and so as not to
create any unnatural enhancement or diminution of the measured noise. A windscreen for the
microphone shall be used. Using the C-weighting and slow response switch settings, the
operator takes four (4) consecutive readings of thirty (30) seconds each. Any decibel reading
which exceeds the allowed decibel limits is a violation of this article.

(c) Training of personnel. The operator of a sound level meter, but not persons assisting the operator
with non-technical aspects of sound level measurement, must have received special training in
sound measurement from an expert, or experts, in sound measurement and must have received
training in the use of the sound level meter used. The chief of police of the city shall prescribe
minimum training standards for such operators.

(d) [Enforcement.] In the enforcement of this article, an enforcement officer may be required to exercise
judgment in determining if a particular noise is sufficiently loud or otherwise so offensive that it would
substantially interfere with persons occupying nearby public or private property. When making such
determinations, the enforcement officer may consider the following and other relevant factors:

(1) The volume of the noise.

(2) The intensity of the noise.

(3) Whether the nature of the noise is usual or unusual.
(4) Whether the origin of the noise is natural or unnatural.
(5) The type and intensity of ambient noise, if any.

(6) The nature and zoning of the area in which the noise is heard.

(Ord. No. 07-253, § 3, 11-5-07; Ord. No. 12-31, § 4, 4-16-12; Ord. No. 13-105, § 3, 7-16-13)
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KNOXVILLE, TN
Sec. 18-2. - Definitions.

C-weighted sound pressure level means the sound pressure level in decibels as measured on a sound
level meter using the C-weighting network, as defined in American National Standard $11.4-1983 (R
2006). The level so read is designated dB(C).

Sec. 18-3. - Standards.
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LAFAYETTE, LA
Sec. 34-362. — Definitions.

"C" weighted sound level is the sound level as measured using the "C" weighting network with a sound
level meter meeting the standards set forth in ANSI $1.4-1983 or its successors. The unit of reporting is
dB(C). The "C" weighting network is more sensitive to low frequencies than is the "A" weighting network.

Sec. 34-366. - Maximum permissible sound levels
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MINNEAPOLIS, MN

389.30. - Definitions.

dB(C): Composite abbreviation for decibel and C-weighted sound level.

389.60. - What constitutes violation

(a) Activities generating sound that is ten (10) dB(C) Leq or more above the ambient noise level during the
daytime or five (5) dB(C) Leq or more above the ambient noise level during the nighttime when measured
within a building occupied by the complainant. All measurements pursuant to this subsection shall be
made using the C-weighted network, and taken indoors with the doors and windows closed, and within
the unit occupied by the complainant. If separation of low frequency noise cannot be determined with the
meter using dB(C) and low frequency tones are clearly audible, a sound level measurement in terms of
one-third (1/3) octave band frequencies shall be utilized. If this approach is required, a ten (10) dB(C)
increase over ambient levels in any one-third (1/3) octave band due to the amplified music shall be
considered a violation of this chapter.
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Pittsburgh, PA

§ 601.04 - NOISE CONTROL (b) Definitions

dB(C). The symbol designation of a noise level, reported in decibels, measured using the C-Weighting
network of a sound level meter, as defined in ANSI S1.4.—Specification For Sound Level Meters. For
example, noise will be reported as twelve (12) dB(C) over the background noise level. For purposes of
this ordinance, the noise shall be measured using the slow exponential time weighting characteristic of
the sound level meter.
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MURFREESBORO, TN

SECTION 21-103 DEFINITIONS.

(11) C-weighted sound level (dBC): The sound level in decibels measured on a sound level meter using
the C-weighting network as specified in the latest version of ANSI $1.4-2014 for sound level meter.

(D) Equipment Settings.

(3) Measurement of sounds with significant low-frequency components. The sound level of a sound with
significant low-frequency components, e.g., certain sound amplification devices and heavy equipment or
machinery, in addition to being measured in accordance with subsection (1), may also be measured
using the Cweighting scale and the fast response setting on the sound level meter for purposes of
establishing compliance with the applicable sound level limits.

SECTION 21-106 SOUND LEVEL LIMITATIONS. (A) Unlawful Sound Levels

(3) Except as otherwise provided in this Section, whenever a violation of this section may be established
using the equivalent A-weighted sound level (LegA) or equivalent C-weighted sound level (LeqC)
associated with a sound, the minimum period for taking such measurements shall be at least one (1)
minute for steady sounds and fifteen (15) minutes for a non-steady sound (including quasi-steady,
intermittent, and fluctuating sounds)

(D) Sound Amplification Devices; Maximum Permissible Increase in Background Sound Level within a
Residential Property. (1) No person shall cause, suffer, allow, or permit the operation of a sound
amplification device in such a manner that the sound emanating therefrom intrudes upon the interior of
a residence or dwelling unit and raises the background sound level by more than the permissible sound
level limits set forth in Table 4 when measured within the residential property.

All other times

~ 3dB(C) 6dB(C)

(G)Vibration. No person may operate or permit the operation of any device that creates vibration that is
above the vibration perception threshold of two or more reasonable individuals of normal sensitivity
situated beyond the property of the source if the source is on private property or 150 feet from the
source if such source is in a public space or public right-of-way. For purposes of this section, "vibration
perception threshold" means the minimum ground or structure-borne vibratory motion necessary to
cause a reasonable person of normal sensitivity to be aware of the vibration by such direct means as, but
not limited to, sensation or the observation of moving objects. This subsection does not apply to
vibration created by railroad vehicles used in interstate commerce.
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TACOMA, WA

8.122.010 General definitions.

J. “dB(C)” level means the sound level as measured with a sound level meter using the “C” weighting
network. This frequency-weighting network for the measurement of sound levels shall comply with
standards established by the American National Standards Institute specifications for sound level meters
$1.4-1971, as amended or S1.4-1983, as amended.

Y. “Plainly audible sound” means any sound for which any of the content of that sound, such as, but not
limited to, comprehensible musical rhythms, is communicated to a person using his or her unaided
hearing faculties. For the purposes of the enforcement of this code, the detection of any component of
sound, including, but not limited to, the rhythmic bass by a person using his or her unaided hearing
faculties is sufficient to verify plainly audible sound. It is not necessary for such person to determine the
title, specific words or artist of music, or the content of any speech.

8.122.060 General provisions. A. No person shall make, continue, or cause or permit to be made or
continued any continuous sound attributable to any source that increases the total sound level above
the ambient sound level by the limits in Table 1 when measured at or within a receiving property: Table
1. Maximum permissible sound level in excess of the ambient sound level:

8.122.080 Music. A. No person shall make or cause or permit to be made or caused any music originating
from or in connection with the operation of any commercial establishment, enterprise or activities
approved through any City permit or license when the level of sound attributable to such music, as
measured inside any receiving property dwelling unit: 1. causes a 6 dB(A) or more increase in the total
sound level above the ambient sound level as measured in decibels in the “A” weighting network; or 2.
causes a 6 dB(C) or more increase in the total sound level above the ambient sound level as measured in
decibels in the “C” weighting network. B. No person shall make or cause or permit to be made or caused
any music originating from or in connection with the operation of any commercial establishment or
enterprise when the level of sound attributable to such music is plainly audible from a distance of at
least 100 feet in any direction from the property line of the commercial establishment.
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Chattanooga, TN

Sec. 25-66. - Generally. The creation of any unreasonably loud, disturbing or unnecessary noise in the
city or noise of such kind, intensity or duration as to be detrimental to the life or health of any individual
or disturb the public peace or welfare of the city shall be unlawful

Sec. 25-67. - Definitions and noise measurement procedures

"C' Weighted Sound Level" is the electronic filtering in sound level meters that minimally attenuates very
low frequencies and shall mean the sound pressure level as measured with the sound level meter using
the "C" weighing network. The standard unit notation is dB(C)

(b) For the purpose of determining dB(A)'s and dB(C)'s as referred to in this article, the noise shall be
measured on the A-weighting scale and C-weighting scale set to slow meter response on a sound level
meter of standard design and quality having characteristics established by the American National
Standards Institute.

(b) (1) For entities possessing a Downtown Amplified Music District Permit in the designated Downtown
Amplified Music District, it shall be unlawful to emit sound in excess of the following limits as measured
at the property line of the business producing the sound averaged over one (1) minute:
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Killeen, TX
Sec. 16-76. - Purpose; definitions.

C-weighted sound level shall mean the sound pressure level in decibels as measured on a sound level
meter using the C-weighted network, fast response.

Noise nuisance means any loud, irritating, vexing, disturbing, or unreasonable sound which causes
distress, annoyance, discomfort or injury to or which interferes with the comfort or repose of any able
person of ordinary nervous sensibilities in the vicinity or hearing thereof;

Sec. 16-77. - General restrictions. A person may not:

(d) create, generate, produce, or emanate an unreasonable noise or noise nuisance which, by its manner,
volume, intensity, or duration, is such as to annoy, distress or disturb the comfort or repose of any
reasonable person of ordinary nervous sensibilities within the vicinity or hearing thereof;

Sec. 16-79. - Restriction on decibel level

(a) It shall be unlawful to create, generate, produce or emanate an unreasonable noise or noise nuisance
when, using the A-weighted scale, fast response, it exceeds 3 decibels over the ambient noise, or a
maximum of 50 decibels, whichever is higher, or using the C-weighted scale, fast response, it exceeds 5
decibels over the ambient noise, or a maximum of 60 decibels, whichever is higher. Measurement shall
be taken at the property line of the noise-producing property, or beyond, in accordance with sec. 16-
81(e).

(b) Regardless of the measurable decibels level established above and measured as provided in section
16-81(e), it shall be unlawful to generate, produce or emanate an unreasonable noise or noise nuisance
which, by its manner, volume, intensity, or duration is such as to annoy, distress or disturb the comfort or
repose of any reasonable person of ordinary nervous sensibilities within the vicinity or hearing thereof;
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Orlando, FL
Sec. 42.03. - Noises to Which the Standards Apply.

(1) The requirements of Chart 1 shall apply to all noises (except those specifically exempted in Section
42.06), including but not limited to, continuous and intermittent noise, tones, impact noise, and noise
emitted by speaker boxes, sound amplification devices, pick-up and delivery trucks and any other
commercial or industrial activities.

CHART 1. MAXIMUM NOISE LEVELS IN A AND C-WEIGHTED DECIBEL

This chart establishes the maximum permissible noise level, measured in A-weighted and Cweighted
decibels, which may be generated in the defined locations at the described time periods. As used below,
dBA and dBC shall be the symbol designations of a noise level, using the A-weighting and Cweighting
network of sound level meters. For purposes of this Chapter, noise shall be measured using the slow
exponential time weighting characteristic of the sound level meter.

Sec. 42.05. - Additional Prohibited Acts
(3) In the Downtown Entertainment Area

a. It shall be unlawful to play any radio, phonograph, television, electronic device, or any musical
instrument or operate a sound-amplification device in such a manner as to unreasonably disturb the
peace, quiet, comfort, and repose of neighboring inhabitants of ordinary sensibilities, or at any time
louder than is necessary for convenient hearing for the person or persons who are in the room, vehicle,
or chamber in which such machine, instrument, or device is operated.
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ROSWELL, GA
Section 8.8.3 - Types of Nuisances.
(s) Noise: creating unnecessary noise.

Excessive and disturbing sound is a serious hazard to the public health and welfare, safety, and the
quality of life. A substantial body of science and technology exists by which excessive and disturbing
sound may be substantially abated. People have a right to and should be ensured an environment free
from excessive and disturbing sound that may jeopardize their health, safety, or welfare or degrade the
quality of life. In order to ensure attractive residential and commercial areas, it is necessary that an
audibly satisfying environment be maintained. The City of Roswell is more likely to attract permanent
residents and commercial enterprises if it controls and maintains appropriate noise quality and the
residents will ultimately gain financial improvements and protection in their quality of life as a result of
these regulations.

C-weighing sound level is the sound pressure level in sound level meters using the Cweighting network
as specified in ANSI or its successor body documents for sound level meters. This level is postscripted
dB(C) or dBC and captures a lower frequency sound.

Noise nuisance is the making, continuing or causing to be made or continued acts which are done or
accomplished or carried on in such a manner, or with such volume, intensity, or with continued duration
so as to annoy, to distress, or to disturb the quiet, comfort, or repose of any person of reasonable
nervous sensibilities within the vicinity or hearing thereof;

(2) Sound level limitations

TABLE 1 Sound Level Limits by Receiving Property




EXCERPTS FROM CITIES WITH CODE THAT INCLUDES “C” SCALE STANDARDS

TAMPA, FL

Sec. 14-151. - Excessive noise prohibited.
(b) Noise limitations.

(1) Within the Central Business District, the Ybor City Historic District and the Channel District as each is
delineated in chapter 27, City of Tampa Code, the maximum dBA and dBC sound levels permitted on any
property shall be as follows:

The average measurement taken between ten (10) and twenty (20) seconds shall be no greater than the
maximum levels set out below. The measurement shall be taken from the property line, or individual
lease boundary in the case of property which has been subdivided by the execution of individual leases,
of the noise generating property:

a. Eighty-five (85) dBA or eight-seven (87) dBC between the hours of 6:00 p.m. and 3:00 a.m.
b. Sixty-five (65) dBA or seventy-five (75) dBC between the hours of 3:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.
(2) In all areas of the City of Tampa other than those areas listed in subsection (b)(1) above:

a. The average measurement taken between (10) and twenty (20) seconds shall be no greater than the
maximum levels set out below. The measurement shall be taken from a receiving property at the
property line closest to the noise generating property.

1. Sixty (60) dBA or sixty-five (65) dBC between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m.
2. Fifty-five (55) dBA or sixty-five (65) dBC between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.; or

b. In addition to subsection (b)(2) a., unreasonably excessive noise is also noise that is unreasonably loud
and raucous. Noise which is plainly audible at a distance of one hundred (100) feet or more in any
direction shall create a rebuttable presumption of a violation of this subsection.
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Sticky Note
Recommend allowing multifamily, specifically affordable housing in PF. WCSD is exploring partnering with developers or local agencies to add affordable housing stock, specifically for WCSD teachers and staff where needs are. Maybe this could be allowed under Article XV "Housing" with a CUP.


ba. When the facility is located adjacent to a collector or arterial, Pprimary access to the facility shall
be by means of a collector or arterial street.

(b) Educational Facilities
(1)  Adult Education
1. MA District Enrollment is limited to a maximum of 286-300 students per school.

(2) Childcare Center All childcare centers and facilities, including accessory in-home childcare uses, shall
comply with the following standards, as applicable:

a. All Districts

1.  The ssite shall be designed so that all discharging or loading of passengers from a vehicle is
accomplished on the site. The Administrator shall approve layout of driveways, circulation
patterns, and parking s-prior to the issuance of any building permits.

2. Where structures or play areas are adjacent to residentially zoned property:

[a]  Asix-foot high fence-bleek-walt shall be installed along the common property
line, with an additional buffer of plant materials along the play area.

[b] The building entrance and access shall be oriented away from residential uses
on local streets.

[c] Outdoor play shall be limited to daylight hours.

[d] Outdoor lighting shall be designed to not shine directly onto any abutting
residential property.

(3) School, Primary
a. Pick-up and drop-off areas for vehicles shall be provided on site.
b.  Building heights are nen-restrictednonrestricted.

c. In all yards located adjacent to residentially zoned property, buildings shall be setback one foot
for every foot in building height. Each elevation will determine the amount of setback, for
example, a 25-foot front facing elevation will require a 25-foot setback in the front, a 30-foot side
elevation will require a 30-foot setback on that side, and that same building that has a rear facing
elevation adjacent to a zoning other than residential will have no setback requirement.

d. Upto 20 percent of the site shall be landscaped, as determined by the Administrator, based on
community character and site specifics such as slope and soil quality.

e. The site shall be designed so that all discharging or loading of passengers from a vehicle
accomplished on the site. The Administrator shall approve layout of driveways, circulation
patterns, queuing plan, crosswalk, traffic safety flashers, and parking prior to the issuance of any

building permits.

Created: 2022-02-23 11:43:42 [EST]
(Supp. No. 1)
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WCSD is opposed to this code addition as written.  The first line should be struck completely as it is not feasible to have "ALL" discharging or loading of passengers accomplished on-site.  There are already queuing standards that WCSD has to demonstrate prior to permit issuance.  Also, the second line leaves too much discretion on WCSD site design to the Administrator and specific standards such as MUTCD, Public Work Design Manual, and any required traffic study should be referenced.  Also, the language that the Administrator can make a determination prior to "building permit" is not acceptable as any off-site or on-site improvement standards need to be known well before permit submittal.  
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Sticky Note
WCSD agrees with removing these standards for mobile units, which are a necessary component for WCSD's ability to accommodative growth and enrollments in the region.


(4) School, Secondary
a. Generally
1. Building heights are nontrestricted.

2. —lInall yards located adjacent to residentially zoned property, buildings shall be setback
one foot for every foot in building height. Each elevation will determine the amount of
setback, for example, a 25-foot front facing elevation will require a 25-foot setback in the
front, a 30-foot side elevation will require a 30-foot setback on that side, and that same
building that has a rear facing elevation adjacent to a zoning other than residential will
have no setback requirement.

3. Upto 20 percent of the site shall be landscaped as determined by the Administrator, based
on community character and site specifics such as slope and soil quality.

4.  Shall be located on a collector street or greater.

5. The site shall be designed so that all discharging or loading of passengers from a vehicle if =
accomplished on the site. The Administrator shall approve layout of driveways, circulation
patterns, queuing plan, and parking prior to the issuance of any building permits.

b.  MA District
1. Enrollment is limited to a maximum of 286-300 students per school.
(5) School, Vocational or Trade
1. MA District Enrollment is limited to a maximum of 286-300 students per school.
(c) Healthcare Facilities

(1) Blood Plasma Donor Center An enclosed waiting room that is screened from the street shall be
provided. May be indoor or obscured in an outdoor courtyard.

18.03.304 Commercial Uses

(a)  Agriculture, Animals, and Farming
(1) Animal Clinic, Shelter, Hospital, Boarding Kennel, or Training Facility
a.  LLR-2.5, LLR-1, LLR-.5, UT-5, UT-10, and UT-40 Districts
1.  Shall have a minimum lot size of two and one-half acres.

2.

facilities and activities, including outdoor runs, shall require approval of a conditional use
permit.

3. A four-foot tall, 25-foot wide landscaped berm shall be provided on any property line in
common with a residentially zoned property.

Created: 2022-02-23 11:43:42 [EST]
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WCSD is opposed to this code addition as written.  The first line should be struck completely as it is not feasible to have "ALL" discharging or loading of passengers accomplished on-site.  There are already queuing standards that WCSD has to demonstrate prior to permit issuance.  Also, the second line leaves too much discretion on WCSD site design to the Administrator and specific standards such as MUTCD, Public Work Design Manual, and any required traffic study should be referenced.  Also, the language that the Administrator can make a determination prior to "building permit" is not acceptable as any off-site or on-site improvement standards need to be well known before permit submittal.  


18.04.14123 Loading Activities

(a)

(b)

(c)

Off-street loading areas shall not be located within 30 feet of an adjacent residential district unless no other
feasible options are available, and the project is designed to mitigate impacts on adjacent properties.

Service and loading areas shall be screened from residential districts pursuant to subsection 18.04.808(c),
Screening of Outdoor Service Areas, Utilities, and Equipment.

Loading facilities for large tractor trailers (not including package delivery services such as Federal Express or
UPS) shall be designed to not directly face residentially zoned property. In the event that tractor trailer
loading facilities are located adjacent to residentially zoned property, the loading bay(s) and truck loading
space(s) shall be fully screened from adjacent residentially zoned property with a building or a solid wall not
less than 14 feet in height matching the primary building materials and colors.

Article 15 Housing

18.04.1501 Purpose

The purpose of this this article is to promote the development and maintenance of affordable housing.

18.04.1502 Applicability

All new residential and mixed-use development shall be constructed in conformance with this article and other
applicable City codes._This section also applies to existing development that adds new units.

18.04.1503 Incentives for Affordable Housing

(a)

(b)

Minimum Affordability Guidelines The minimum requirements for rental and homeowner units to qualify as
"affordable" are defined by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development.

Exemption from Entitlement Review Projects providing affordable housing with an average total gros

(c)

income not exceeding 60 percent of the AMI shall be exempt from all minor conditional use permit,
conditional use permit, site plan review, and major site plan review application requirements. Requests for
entitlements listed under Article 8 “Flexibility and Relief” are not exempted.

Expedited Building Permit Processing For any project providing affordable housing with an average total

gross income not exceeding 60 percent of the AMI, the Development Services Department shall prioritize the
review permits and related plans.

(cb) Density Bonus Incentives
(1) Density Bonus for Units Meeting Affordability Guidelines Projects may earn bonus density for
including affordable housing if they comply with the following standards:
a. Projects can receive a density bonus if the development includes affordable units meeting the
standards in subsection b., below, and if the development complies with the following:
1.  Affordable and bonus units have to be comparable and representative of the overall
complex; and
2. Public transportation, including flex ride or other RTC transit programs, -must be located
within one-quarter mile of the project boundaries.
Created: 2022-02-23 11:43:45 [EST]
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Restaurant

A retail business licensed to serve food and beverages for-en-premises consumption and which uses a kitchen on
the premises for food preparation with a minimum gross floor area of 200 square feet. Includes cafes, coffee
shops, sandwich shops, ice cream parlors, fast food take-out (i.e., pizza), and similar uses.

Restaurant with Alcohol Service
A retail business licensed to serve food and alcoholic beverages for on-premises consumption. May include a
lounge area where customers wait to be seated for a meal.

Retail

Uses involving the sale, lease, or rent of new or used products directly to the final consumer for whatever purpose
but not specifically or exclusively for the purpose of resale. Accessory uses may include offices, parking, storage of
goods, assembly, repackaging, or repair of goods for on-site sale.

Salvage or Reclamation of Products, Indoors

Reclamation of products means a facility or area for storing, keeping, selling, dismantling, or salvaging scrap or
discarded material or equipment not listed elsewhere in this chapter. Scrap or discarded materials includes, but is
not limited to, metal, paper, rags, tires, bottles, or inoperable or wrecked motor vehicles, motor vehicle parts,
machinery, structural steel, equipment, and appliances. This definition includes facilities for recycling recoverable
resources, such as newspapers, magazines, books, and other paper products; glass, metal cans, and other
products, to return the products to a condition in which they may again be used for production.

School, Primary
An educational institution at which attendance satisfies the compulsory education laws of the State of Nevada. E

facility or area for kindergarten and elementary education supported by a public, church, or parish organization.

School, Secondary
An educational institution at which attendance satisfies the compulsory education laws of the State of Nevada. A
facility or area for secondary education supported by a public, church, or parish organization.

School, Vocational or Trade

A business operating for profit and offering instruction and training in a service or art, such as a secretarial school,
barber college, commercial art school; or offering instruction and training in a trade such as welding, brick laying,
machinery operation, and other similar manual trades. For purposes of this Title, this use differs from business
schools in that large equipment and outdoor activities are associated with vocational/trade schools.

Septic Tank Services
A facility which provides installation, maintenance, and cleaning services for septic tanks.

Single-Room-Occupancy

A commercial residential hotel providing sleeping and living facilities that may rent on a weekly or monthly basis as
a primary residence. Cooking and sanitary facilities shall be provided within the unit. Does not include any building,
structure, or property in which persons are housed or detained under legal restraint or hospitalized or otherwise
under medical, nursing, or psychiatric care.

Sports Arena, Stadium, or Track
A facility where sports such as football, baseball, soccer, or track are played.

Stable, Commercial
Barns and equestrian facilities to house horses and provide riding classes or equestrian activities to the public.

Stable, Private
A stable to house horses for the private use of the owner.

Storage, Distribution, and Warehousing
Uses in this category are engaged in the storage or movement of goods for themselves or other businesses. Goods

Created: 2022-82-23 11:43:48 [EST]
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Sticky Note
The three school definitions don't allign with NRS 394.045.  Please consider combining primary and secondary schools to include all Public K-12, vocational/trade and pre-K schools.  There is high probability that WCSD will consider options future K-8 or other combinations with the ongoing Facility Modernization Plan (FMP).  The current definitions are vague in regards to K-8, Middle, and Public vs Private.  Private schools are separately defined in NRS 394.103.  Also, vocational/trade schools can be Public whereas the current definition lists them as for-profit.  Consider modified language as follows:

School, Primary, Secondary, Vocational/Trade:

"An educational institution at which attendance satisfies the compulsory requirements of the State of Nevada.  A facility or area for kindergarten, elementary, middle,  high school, vocational/trade, or any  combination thereof."
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City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up - public comments

Gary Cecil <garycecil621@msn.com>
Sun 11/5/2023 1:55 PM

To:Grace Mackedon <MackedonG@reno.gov>
Cc:Lance Ferrato <FerratoL@reno.gov>

[I]J 3 attachments (2 MB)

C Scale Admin Code Excerpts from other US Cities.pdf; Public Comments - Request to Clean-Up Section 18.04.1408 Noise.pdf;
RATIONALE TO AMEND RMC TITLE 18 -NOISE Sections.pdf;

Hi Grace:

As Lance recommended, | am attaching three files for your (Development Services) attention regarding
our request to amend section 18.04.1408 Noise to include "C" scale noise standards.

® Public Comments - Request to Clean-Up Section 18.04.1408 Noise
* Rationale to Amend Title 18 "Noise" Section
¢ (C Scale Admin Code Excerpts from other US Cities.

In short, the current RMC regulations surrounding "noise", are outdated; they no longer adequately
meet their original intent to control excessive noise such that it is not objectionable to residents, and so
needs modification.

| will be in attendance at the November 8 meeting at JWood Raw Elementary School to add in-person
comments to these documents.

Kind Regards,
Gary Cecil
916-607-9556

From: Lance Ferrato <FerratoL@reno.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2023 3:58 PM

To: Gary Cecil <garycecil621@msn.com>
Subject: Re: City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up

Hi Gary,

| don't think it would hurt to share your comments with Grace/Planning. Since it's a bit of a new
concept, it's probably best heard in multiple settings.

Lance

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQKAGQ1NzMOOWUyYLWY 1MGEtNGE1Z2S04ZTJKLWQ4NGEyYZDN;jYjg2NwAQAM2n73TnLdRDhFeK%2...  1/3
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Lance Ferrato
E 3 (He/Him/His)

Director

Business Licensing
" 775-399-3337 (c)

FerratoL @Reno.Gov

1 E. First St., Reno, NV 89501

Reno.Gov | Connect with us: L D R Kin] 0_0_@

From: Gary Cecil <garycecil621@msn.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2023 12:20 PM

To: Lance Ferrato <FerratoL@reno.gov>
Subject: Fw: City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up

| know you must be incredibly busy, Lance, but may | please ask one question about Grace's email
below?

Regarding our request to incorporate "C" Scale noise standards into the RMC, should | also make public
comment at one of the Zoning Code Clean-up stakeholder meetings?

From a prior conversation with you, | gleaned that there are elements of "noise control" in both titles 5
and 18. However, | wanted to check if it would be appropriate (or necessary) to make a separate set of
public comments; | certainly don't want to make anything more complicated than it needs to be.

Kind Regards,
Gary

From: Grace Mackedon <MackedonG@reno.gov>
Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2023 9:21 AM
Subject: City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up

Dear Community Stakeholder,

You are receiving this e-mail as a community stakeholder who might be interested in learning about the
proposed changes to the Title 18 Zoning Code. In terms of background information, the City of Reno
adopted a new Title 18 Zoning Code in 2021. Since the adoption, City staff has kept a list of items that
need to be updated or modified. This clean-up list is limited to portions of the zoning code that include
the following:

¢ Regulations that are difficult to administer because they are unclear
e Regulations that are inconsistent or conflict with one another

e Grammatical errors

e Typographical errors
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We will be hosting six separate meetings over the next few weeks to learn about the proposed changes.
All six meetings will provide the same information and have been provided to give the public the most
flexibility to attend whichever meeting best fits with their schedule.

o Stakeholder Meeting #1: October 23rd 6:00 p.m. - 7:30 p.m. at City Hall 1 E 1st St Reno,
NV 89501

o Stakeholder Meeting #2: October 30th 8:30 a.m. — 10:00 a.m. at McKinley Arts and
Culture Conference Room 925 Riverside Dr. Reno, NV 89503

o Stakeholder Meeting #3: October 30th 6:00 p.m. — 7:30 p.m. at O’Brien Middle School
5000 Silver Lake Blvd Reno, NV 89506

o Stakeholder Meeting #4: November 2nd 11:45 a.m. — 1:15 p.m. Virtual (be sure to pre-
register in advance)

o Stakeholder Meeting #5: November 6th 12:00 p.m. — 1:30 p.m. Virtual (be sure to pre-
register in advance)

o Stakeholder Meeting #6: November 8th 5:30 p.m. — 7: 00 p.m. at JWood Raw Elementary
School 10600 Green Pasture Dr. Reno, NV 89521

You can also view the proposed changes and provide your feedback here: Public Comment Form
Link to the proposed redline changes: Zoning Code Clean-Up (version 10 17 2023)

Further information about the Zoning Code Clean-Up and other changes to the Zoning Code can be
found on the City webpage: https://www.reno.gov/government/departments/development-
services/zoning-code/zoning-code-clean-up

Grace Mackedon
(She/Her/Hers)

Senior Management Analyst
Development Services
" 775-657-4691 (0) or 775-741-3004(c)
MackedonG@Reno.Gov

RENO 1 E. First St., Reno, NV 89501
Reno.Gov | Connect with us: @O@DE®

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it may contain confidential
information that is also legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information
contained in or attached to this transmission is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately
notify the sender and immediately destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving in any
manner. Thank you.

https://outlook.office365.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQKAGQ1NzMOOWUyYLWY 1MGEtNGE1Z2S04ZTJKLWQ4NGEyYZDN;jYjg2NwAQAM2n73TnLdRDhFeK%2...  3/3


https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/YMZ3Cl8W2AH2251lCgbgRd?domain=us06web.zoom.us
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/QrQDCm7WYBhjjKpqT4p_VR?domain=us06web.zoom.us
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/Sx9NCnGWgDI77qXVTPAI8-?domain=docs.google.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/x2zpCoAWjECrrLDmTEkPWU?domain=reno.gov
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/Nb0QCp9WkGhnnN9ZH3qVbV?domain=reno.gov
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/Nb0QCp9WkGhnnN9ZH3qVbV?domain=reno.gov
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/UcxZCqAWlJC88P1vfWhr7q?domain=pronouns.org/
mailto:MackedonG@Reno.Gov
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/cMonCrgWmKh880rOf0GZiw?domain=reno.gov/
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/atteC93vDnIkkgzjc36t6W?domain=facebook.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/atteC93vDnIkkgzjc36t6W?domain=facebook.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/JSiJC0Aj04CGGDkzTWivzc?domain=twitter.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/JSiJC0Aj04CGGDkzTWivzc?domain=twitter.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/LWRHCg7WnvhAAxqJIE9RMS?domain=instagram.com/
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/LWRHCg7WnvhAAxqJIE9RMS?domain=instagram.com/
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/nffCCjAW0yCnnMY0Hn65wb?domain=linkedin.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/nffCCjAW0yCnnMY0Hn65wb?domain=linkedin.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/ogc3Cvm68OT77jEZTrfUCG?domain=tiktok.com
https://protect-usb.mimecast.com/s/ogc3Cvm68OT77jEZTrfUCG?domain=tiktok.com

10/25/23, 8:51 AM Mail - Grace Mackedon - Outlook

Re: City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up

Bob Lissner <rlissner@gmail.com>
Tue 10/24/2023 9:15 PM

To: Grace Mackedon <MackedonG@reno.gov>

Grace-
We have no issues with the update, and are happy to see it reflecting how times have changed.

I may show up at one more public meeting to watch, maybe a couple comments on points brought up
by others, but no issues.

You can count on our support at planning commission, and will testify if you want us to.

Bob

Robert Lissner

4790 Caughlin Parkway PMB 519
Reno NV 89519

775-750-5537 call or text

On Thu, Oct 19, 2023 at 9:21 AM Grace Mackedon <MackedonG@reno.gov> wrote:
Dear Community Stakeholder,

You are receiving this e-mail as a community stakeholder who might be interested in learning about
the proposed changes to the Title 18 Zoning Code. In terms of background information, the City of
Reno adopted a new Title 18 Zoning Code in 2021. Since the adoption, City staff has kept a list of
items that need to be updated or modified. This clean-up list is limited to portions of the zoning code
that include the following:

* Regulations that are difficult to administer because they are unclear
® Regulations that are inconsistent or conflict with one another

e Grammatical errors

e Typographical errors

We will be hosting six separate meetings over the next few weeks to learn about the proposed
changes. All six meetings will provide the same information and have been provided to give the public
the most flexibility to attend whichever meeting best fits with their schedule.

o Stakeholder Meeting #1: October 23rd 6:00 p.m. - 7:30 p.m. at City Hall 1 E 1st St
Reno, NV 89501

o Stakeholder Meeting #2: October 30th 8:30 a.m. — 10:00 a.m. at McKinley Arts and
Culture Conference Room 925 Riverside Dr. Reno, NV 89503

o Stakeholder Meeting #3: October 30th 6:00 p.m. — 7:30 p.m. at O’'Brien Middle School
5000 Silver Lake Blvd Reno, NV 89506

o Stakeholder Meeting #4: November 2nd 11:45 a.m. — 1:15 p.m. Virtual (be sure to pre-
register in advance)
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o Stakeholder Meeting #5: November 6th 12:00 p.m. — 1:30 p.m. Virtual (be sure to pre-
register in advance)
o Stakeholder Meeting #6: November 8th 5:30 p.m. — 7: 00 p.m. at JWood Raw
Elementary School 10600 Green Pasture Dr. Reno, NV 89521

You can also view the proposed changes and provide your feedback here: Public Comment Form
Link to the proposed redline changes: Zoning Code Clean-Up (version 10 17 2023)

Further information about the Zoning Code Clean-Up and other changes to the Zoning Code can be
found on the City webpage: https://www.reno.gov/government/departments/development-
services/zoning-code/zoning-code-clean-up

Grace Mackedon
’* (She/Her/Hers)

Senior Management Analyst
Development Services

——— 775-657-4691 (0) or 775-741-3004(c)
MackedonG@Reno.Gov
eLrr e 1 E. First St., Reno, NV 89501

RENO Reno.Gov | Connect with us: 00006
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This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it may contain confidential
information that is also legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information
contained in or attached to this transmission is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please
immediately notify the sender and immediately destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or
saving in any manner. Thank you.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS FOR CITY OF RENO ZONING CODE CLEAN-UP: NOVEMBER, 2023

NOISE STANDARDS: By the inclusion of section 18 04.1408, the City of Reno clearly has the
intent to control excessive noise such that it is not objectionable to residents. It also should,
therefore, set noise standards that are not inconsistent with this intent.

Current Code
18 04.1408 Noise

(a) Noise at Residential Property Lines
(1) Measurement

Measurement of noise shall be made at the residential property line with a sound level
meter and octave band analyzer meeting the standards prescribed by the American

Standards Association.

(2) Permissible Noise Level
a. Nighttime Noise Level
Noise levels shall not exceed 49 db leq or 49 db for a single event occurring on a reoccurring
basis at a residentially zoned property line between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.

As evidenced in emailed comments by a member of the Code Enforcement Division, however,
18 04.1408 is inconsistent with the intent to control excessive noise. It offers levels in decibels
(db) on what is known as the “A” scale; this omits sound frequencies in the range covered by
the “C” scale, most often associated with very loud, reverberative, heavy deep bass thumping
from Downtown nightclubs and from motorcycles and automobiles with noisy mufflers and
engines.

Moreover, section 18 04.1408 is outdated compared to multiple U.S. cities that have already
incorporated “C” scale standards into their administrative codes.! Also, the sound meters used
by Code Enforcement Officers have a simple switch from the “A” to the “C” scale.

Please also see more detailed information on “C” scale standards in two documents separately
submitted to a representative of Development Services.

e Rationale to Clean-up Section 18.04.1408 Noise

e C Scale Admin Code Excerpts from other US Cities

We therefore respectfully request that appropriate language be added to the RMC to ensure
that “C” scale noise standards are included, such that the City of Reno’s intent to control
excessive noise so it is not objectionable to residents, is fully met.?

1 San Francisco, CA; Roseville, CA; Anchorage AK; Atlanta, GA; Greensboro, NC; Knoxville, TN; Lafayette, LA; Minneapolis,
MN; Pittsburgh, PA; Murfreesboro, TN; Killeen, TX; Orlando, FL; Roswell, GA; Tampa, FL.

2 Further authority for this request is contained in code sections 18.08.604 and 18.08.605 regarding the findings that must
be made to ensure a MUP or CUP is not materially detrimental to the public health, safety, or welfare in which “noise” is
specifically stated as one of the evaluation factors.

In addition, authority for this request is also contained in code sections 18.08.602 and 18.08.603 for both levels of site
review, in which General Finding e.1. includes “noise” as a factor applicable to whether a site plan review permit is granted.
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PUBLIC COMMENT ON THE RATIONALE TO AMEND RMC TITLE 18 — “NOISE” SECTION
November 5, 2023

Please accept these public comments as part of the official records for the Zoning Code Clean-up project.

Kind regards, Gary Cecil: garycecil621@msn.com; 916-607-9556

1. WHAT ARE WE ASKING FOR?

That RMC be amended to include noise standards and enforcement procedures that measure
such noise using a “C” weighted decibel scale.

2. WHAT IS “C” SCALE NOISE?

“The “C” scale weighting system allows the sound meter to pick up low frequencies. These are
the intrusive sub-woofer type of bass sounds that can penetrate structures and result in physical
sensation. This type of base is not readable using the “A” scale. Most quality sound meters are
already equipped with “C” scale weighting, and can be changed from “A” to “C” with a simple
switch. When properly applied the “C” scale is a valuable tool in sound enforcement.”

(Zwerling, E.M.. ( 2000, April) Local Government in the 21st Century: Exploring the Legal Issues.
Presented to the International Municipal Lawyers Association, Washington D.C.)

NOTE: Sound meters used by Reno’s Code Enforcement Officers include a switch from the “A” to
the “C” scale.

3. WHY ARE WE ASKING FOR THIS AMENDMENT TO RMC?

Despite numerous complaints filed historically by multiple Downtown residents with Reno
Direct, and efforts by Code Enforcement Officers to monitor excessive Big Booming Bass noise,
those residents are still awoken and kept awake by this “C” scale noise emanating from
bars/nightclubs into the early hours of dawn.

After meeting with representatives of Code Enforcement, | was informed that they currently use
their sound meters to measure noise only on the “A” scale. However, the Big Booming Bass noise
is only measurable on the “C” scale. As standards and enforcement procedures for “C” scale
noise is not in the RMC, Code Enforcement, essentially, have been measuring the wrong scale of
noise because it’s not in the RMC.

4. WHAT ARE RESIDENTS’ CONCERNS?

Regarding the Downtown area around 2™ Street, Arlington, and West there are currently five
nightclubs with cabaret licenses. They play “C” scale music through the night every week. There
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are, arguably, 500 dwellings in Arlington Tower, Riverwalk Tower, and the Montage that are
negatively affected by this every week.

We are currently reaching out to these Condo residents and will be separately compiling their
concerns. In the meantime, here are a few excerpts from emails that have been circulating, some
of which have already been entered into the public record:

I ended up getting up at 2:30 in the morning Friday because I just couldn't fight
the noise anymore. By the end of the day, I was defeated and very angry. I am just so
exhausted because I am not getting enough sleep.

My spouse and | are in 12K overlooking the entire scene. We have a fan that we run in
our bedroom because of the noise. But yes, every weekend, it's a zoo with people in the
parking lot, in the street, yelling, drinking, making a racket, etc...and it typically does
not end until sunup.

In recent months | have been regularly reporting to Reno Direct the thumping of the base beat
from [name of nightclub]. It is particularly bad between 2 am and 5 am on Saturday and Sunday
mornings. That base beat wakes me up and keeps me up.

Every weekend, "music" so loud that even with my windows closed, | can hear the boom, boom,
boom up until after the sun comes up.

5. WHAT DO WE WANT FROM BARS/NIGHTCLUBS PRODUCING EXCESSIVE “C” SCALE NOISE?

Whenever Downtown residents speak about this topic, we feel it’s necessary to start with this
disclaimer: we don’t expect Downtown to be like a monastery. We moved Downtown partly to
enjoy its many entertainment amenities. All we ask is that bars and nightclubs be considerate of
resident neighbors and, when they are not, that the City intervenes.

We wish bars/nightclubs success and, that if it’s necessary to play amplified Big Bass Booming
music at high volumes likely dangerous to the ears, to attract customers, then we understand
that. However, as one of the other constituents of our mixed-use district, residents expect that
they do everything to ensure that the “C” scale noise stays inside their building.

This said, because the players change over time, it’s not enough to trust bar/nightclub owners to
voluntarily control their “C” scale noise. Moreover, without standards applied consistently, how
can these owners know if they are keeping the noise inside their building? Therefore, there is
now a clearly demonstrated need to amend the RNC to include standards and enforcement
procedures for “C” scale noise.
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6. WOULD RENO BE THE FIRST U.S. CITY TO INCORPORATE STANDARDS AND ENFORCEMENT
METHODS FOR “C” SCALE NOISE INTO ITS ADMINISTRATIVE CODE?

NO. Resoundingly, NO.

There are 16 other U.S. Cities that include “C” scale standards and enforcement methods in their
administrative code:

San Francisco, CA
Roseville, CA
Anchorage, AK
Atlanta, GA
Greensboro, NC
Knoxville, TN
Lafayette, LA
Minneapolis, MN
Pittsburgh, PA
Murfreesboro, TN
Tacoma, WA
Chattanooga, TN
. Killeen, TX
Orlando, FL
Roswell, GA
Tampa, FL

e

T o3>3

I have attached to this email a file titled “C Scale Admin Code Excerpts from other US Cities”.
Inside | have compiled excerpts from the relevant sections of each of the 16 cities. There are
tight definitions of related terms, decibel limits on the “C” scale, procedures necessary to
ensure equitable and consistent application of the “C” scale noise standards, and other
valuable language from which you can cull the best and most relevant parts as a basis of
adding to Reno’s municipal code.

7. 1S ADDING “C” SCALE STANDARDS AND ENFORCEMENT PROCEDURES TO THE RMC CONTRARY
TO THE CITY OF RENO’S GOALS FOR DOWNTOWN?

In no way is adding new “C” scale sections to the RNC going to negatively affect Downtown’s
growth and development. Through existing code, the City of Reno already shows it wants to
control excessive noise; adding “C” scale sections will only make the City’s intent more
effectively carried out.

Downtown is a mixed-use district, and all interested components must learn to exist together.
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Residential growth is a major part of the City of Reno’s plans for Downtown and, as of writing,
there are at least three, major apartment complexes under construction Downtown, and still the
expectation there will be hundreds of new residents when the City Center project gets back on
track.

In asking for adding “C” scale standards and enforcement procedures to be added to the RNC,
residents are asking for an assist from the City to better balance the needs of entertainment
businesses and residents, such that both thrive.

The following quotation from the administrative code of Roswell, Georgia makes this point
crystal clearly:

Excessive and disturbing sound is a serious hazard to the public health and welfare, safety, and
the quality of life. A substantial body of science and technology exists by which excessive and
disturbing sound may be substantially abated. People have a right to and should be ensured an
environment free from excessive and disturbing sound that may jeopardize their health, safety, or
welfare or degrade the quality of life. In order to ensure attractive residential and commercial
areas, it is necessary that an audibly satisfying environment be maintained. The City of Roswell is
more likely to attract permanent residents and commercial enterprises if it controls and
maintains appropriate noise quality and the residents will ultimately gain financial improvements
and protection in their quality of life as a result of these regulations.
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RE: City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up

Robert Gelu <robert@summitnv.com>
Wed 11/22/2023 9:44 AM

To:Grace Mackedon <MackedonG@reno.gov>;Angela Fuss <FussA@reno.gov>
Cc:Mike Railey <RaileyM@reno.gov>

Hi Angela and Grace,

I have a comment on the redlines for the “Lot and Building Setback Standards” regarding the elimination
of the line item for the 20’ min. for Street Facing Garage.

I discussed it with Mike Railey this morning and he agrees.

If the front setback is 20’ or more (30’) there is no need for this line item in the table.

If the front setback is 10°, 12’ or 15° (and even 18’ where a car or small SUV will fit but a full size 4 door
pickup truck will not) for Single Family or Multifamily Residential (w/ individual garages) the line item
for the 20° min setback to the street facing garage is needed because otherwise we create a driveway that
is too short to fit a car on it but will be used for parking and will create problems. I see this every day in
my neighborhood.

Please also take a look at how you want to address the planning intent for the Downtown Districts and
MU/MS/PO/C ? where a 20’ driveway may not be needed at the entrance of a the multi car garage of a
high rise building/hotel (queuing in front of the gate/barrier could happen inside the garage building) but
may be a good idea to include where there may be smaller buildings/homes with individual garages,
whether residential or commercial.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Thank you and have a Happy Thanksgiving!

Robert Gelu, P.E.

Engineering Project Manager
Direct Line: (775) 787-4331
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5405 Mae Anne Avenue | Reno, Nevada

From: Grace Mackedon <MackedonG@reno.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, November 22, 2023 06:22
Subject: City of Reno Zoning Code Clean-Up

Dear City of Reno Stakeholder,

The City of Reno is currently in the process of updating the Title 18 - Zoning Code. This update
is limited to clean-up items that include the following:

o Regulations that are difficult to administer because they are unclear
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e Regulations that are inconsistent or conflict with one another

o Grammatical errors

o Typographical errors

o Updates based on the 2023 Legislative Session
We held six stakeholder meetings in October/November and are offering an additional three
meetings, for anyone that missed the earlier meetings. This will be the same information
previously provided.

You are encouraged to review the proposed redline changes here: Reno Zoning Code Redline
Edits (ver. 10-17-2023)

Provide your feedback and comments here: Reno Zoning Code Public Comment Form

You will need to pre-register for these virtual meetings:

Monday December 4 at 12:00 pm:

https://usO6web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN 5AHO0BbnpT9CMEONUF-6zUQ

Monday December 4 at 5:30 pm:

https://usO6web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_7s0lYuoOQmOziuV_wpsmQg

Monday December 11 at 12:00 pm:

https://usO6web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_O-
EdsKdSTSGo32nwR4djFg

Separate from the Zoning Code Clean-Up, City Council will also be giving direction to staff at

a City Council meeting on Wednesday, December 6" on a number of different housing
initiatives that could impact the Zoning Code. If you are interesting in learning more, be sure to
tune in for that meeting.
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Grace Mackedon

(She/Her/Hers)

Senior Management Analyst
Development Services
775-657-4691 (0) or 775-741-3004(c)

MackedonG@Reno.Gov

1 E. First St., Reno, NV 89501

Reno.Gov | Connect with us: 0000
()

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it may contain confidential
information that is also legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information
contained in or attached to this transmission is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately
notify the sender and immediately destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving in any

manner. Thank you.
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3/19/2024 8:59

Martin Murray

leemurrayaia@yahoo.com

775-843-8773

Regarding Zoning Code Cleanup - Residential
Districts. I'm wondering of there should be a simple
notice for the applicant to also check with the subject
property's CC&R's. In some instances the Subdivision
CC&R's are more restrictive than the City of Reno
codes (ref: Greenfield). I'm not suggesting the City
police this, but often a builder doesn't bother to look at
the CC&R's assuming if it's in the City, the City
setbacks apply.

3/19/2024 16:44

Andrew Samuelsen

andrew.samuelsen@gmail.com

775-721-2242

Waiver of maximum density for duplex, triplex,
fourplex (18.03.302.a.1.b in "redlines" document)
should apply in MF districts as well.
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