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Fort Wood Zoning Study Survey Results
27% Response

1. As aresident or property owner in the Fort Wood area, are you satisfied with the character and
nature of development pattern?
219% (13) Yes 15% (9) No 64% (39) Unanswered

2. Please check the types of development you feel are appropriate in the Fort Wood area? You
can check more than one.

Overall:
98%b (60) Single-Family is Appropriate
2% (1) Single-Family is Not Appropriate

Specifically Addressing Single-Family:

72% (44) Single-Family & any of following: Two-Family, Multi-Family, Townhouse, Boarding
Houses, Office, Neighborhood Commercial

26%0 (16) Single-Family Only

2% (1) No Single-Family

Accepted Uses:

33% (20) Single-Family and any of following residential use: Two-Family, Multi-Family,
Townhouse, Boarding House

56%0 (34) Two-Family

36%0 (22) Multi-Family

349% (21) Townhomes

15%b (9) Boarding/Lodging

38% (23) Office

169206 (10) Neighborhood Commercial

3. As a stakeholder in your community, do you regularly attend a neighborhood association
meeting?
6190 (37) Yes 31% (19) No 8% (5) Unanswered

4. Are you affiliated with the University of Tennessee at Chattanooga in any way such as
employment, business, or student?
23% (14) Yes 77% (47) No

5. Are you a Fort Wood property owner?
97% (59) Yes 3% (2) No



Questions 6-10 were for respondents that do not own property in Fort Wood:
2 Respondents according to question 5 are not property owners.

6. Do you rent a home/apartment or business space in Fort Wood?
50% (1) Yes 50%0 (1) Unanswered

7. If renting, what type of residence?
50%b (1) Multi-family 50%0 (1) Unanswered

8. If renting space for business purposes, is the business faith-based? Unanswered
9. If so, is it affiliated with the University of Tennessee at Chattanooga? Unanswered

10. Would you consider purchasing your own living space in Fort Wood?
509%b (1) Yes 50%b (1) Unanswered

Questions 5a-5g were for Fort Wood property owners:
59 Respondents own property in Fort Word

5a. As a property owner in the Fort Wood Study area, is your property your residence, business,

and/or rental property?

7% (4) Business 5496 (32) Residence 7% (4) Residence & Business 2% (1) Residence,
Business, & Rental

22% (13) Residence & Rental 5% (3) Rental

5b. If your property is used as rental residential, is it multi-family, duplex, townhouse, or single-
family home?
17% (10) Multi-Family 12% (7) Single-Family 3% (2) Townhouse
2% (1) Single-Family and Multi-Family
3% (2) Single-Family, Multi-Family, and Duplex

5c. Is your property used for a faith-based or other community/social organization?
8% (5) Yes 819%b (48) No 10% (6) Unanswered

5d. If so, is it affiliated with the University of Tennessee at Chattanooga?
5% (3) Yes 5996 (35) No 36% (21) Unanswered

5e. If you use your property as a single-family residence, would you support the rezoning of your
property to R-1 Residential?
47% (28) Yes 319% (18) No 22% (13) Unanswered

5f. As the owner of a property zoned other than R-1 Residential, please check all of the uses that
you consider important to maintain.
32% (19) Duplex 27% (16) Multi-Family 19%0 (11) Duplex & Multi-Family
149 (8) Townhome 349% (20) Office 25%b (15) None

5g. Based on the question above, would you consider supporting a rezoning of your property that
would allow your current or desired use(s) to continue as a legal non-conforming use
(otherwise known as "Grandfathered" use), but may not allow all or some of those uses if the
current use were discontinued for more than 100 days?

37% (22) Yes 32% (19) 31% (18) Unanswered



Respondent Composition

3%, Not Property
Owners

97%, Property
Owners

61 Respondents Said:

These are Appropriate Development Types...

2%, Other than
26%, Single- Single-Family
Family Only

72%, Single-
Family & Some
Other Use



University Affiliation

23%. Yes

7%, No

Property Owners, Single-Family Use
Support Rezoning to R-1

(Does not include those owners using property
for a use other than Single-Family)

22%,

31%,

Did Not Answer
No

47%,
Yes



Appropriate Development Types
Supported by Respondents in Addition

to Single-Family Residential
(Category combinations not listed valued less than 15% of support)

16%, Neighborhood
15%, Boarding Commercial 3394 Some Other

or Lodging / Residential Use

72%, Some Other
Use

38%, Office—__

34%, Townhomes

36%, Multi-Family
56%, Two-Family

Property Owners Desire to Retain Uses

in Addition to Single-Family Residential
(Category combinations may include other suppported uses
and those not listed valued less than 10% of support)

14%,
Townhouses 32%, Duplex
34%,
Office

27%,
Multi-Family

25%, None

19%, Duplex
& Multi-
Family



Option #1
Leave Existing Zoning

This option provides opportunity for all the dominate categories survey respondents

expressed as important to them either as appropriate development type contributing to
neighborhood character or as a use property owners desire to maintain.
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Option #2
Limit Densities & Permitted Uses

This option would take the existing R-3 (blue) and R-4 (yellow) properties and either
recommend another zone or apply conditions to the existing zones. An alternate zone could be
R-3MD (see handout). Conditions applied to the existing zones would limit residential

density to a moderate standard (e.g. maximum of four family dwellings) and prohibit some of the
less compatible uses such as lodging and boarding homes and bed and breakfasts. This option is
not intended to limit the non-residential uses currently allowed in the R-4.

The map below depicts the areas that would be affected by such a recommendation. If this
option is supported by this public input session, more research will be conducted to determine
exact properties and the most appropriate zone/conditions.




Additional Option
Voluntary Request for Rezone of Property to R-1

A possible option could have been to recommend the rezoning of contiguous blocks or
groups of properties to R-1 in which all or most property owners support such a
rezoning. Upon plotting those properties, it was apparent that the properties were
scattered, not contiguous or grouped, throughout the neighborhood. Very few of the
properties abut another supporting property owner. Therefore, this option provides
opportunity for those who would prefer to have their properties rezoned to R-1 to do so
at no charge through this process.

The red circles on the map below depict locations of properties owned by survey
respondents who support the rezoning to R-1. Specific properties are not shown in an
effort to keep property owner anonymity.
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