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SUMMARY
Issue(s): Should the Planning Commission approve or deny an appeal of the Hearing
Officer's decision to deny a modification to an existing Wireless Communication Facility
(WCF) located on the 16000 block of Avenida Venusto public right-of-way in the
RS- 1-14 zone of the Rancho Bernardo Corrimunity Plan?
Staff Recommendation(s): DENY the appeal and UPHOLD the Hearing Officer's
decision to DENY Conditional Use Permit (CUP) No. 1268019.
Community Planning Group Recommendation: The Rancho Bernardo Planning Board
(RBPB) voted unanimously to deny the proposed modification on February 20, 2014. The
RBPB and the surrounding sub-area Homeowner Associations are opposed to the
modification due to concerns with the negative visual impacts to the surrounding
neighborhood. The RBPB discussed potential issues with the City of San Diego General
Plan and the Municipal Code requirements for Wireless Communication Facilities in
their vote to oppose the T-Mobile modification (Attachment 12).
Environmental Review: This project was determined to be exempt pursuant to
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines sections 15301 (Existing
Facility), 15302 (Replacement/Reconstruction), and 15303 (New Construction). This project
is not pending an appeal of the environmental determination. The environmental
exemption determination for this project was made on April 17, 2014, and the
opportunity to appeal that determination ended May 2,2014 (Attachment 7).

Fiscal Impact Statement: None associated with this proj ect.
Code Enforcement Impact: None associated with this proj ect.
Housing Impact Statement: None associated with this proj ect.
BACKGROUND :
T-Mobile's original WCF at this location was approved December 10,2008 by the Hearing
Officer with CUP No. 490498. The previous CUP allowed for one cylindrical antenna, located at
the top of a new light standard, along with above-ground equipment cabinets. On July 26,2013,
T-Mobile applied for a permit to remove the single cylindrical antenna, install three exposed
panel antennas, and replace the above-ground equipment cabinet. The Hearing Officer reviewed
this project, considered public testimony and denied the proj ect on May 28, 2014. T-Mobile
filed an appeal on June 9, 2014.
DISCUSSION
Project Description: T -Mobile is proposing to replace the existing cylindrical antenna design
with three exposed panel antennas on the uppermost portion of the light standard. The existing
three antennas are concealed inside a raydome measuring 6-feet 2-inches in length with an 8-inch
diameter; the replacement antennas are each 56-inches in length and 12-inches in width. The
proposed antennas will not be concealed or screened. Instead, the antennas and the associated
mounting brackets and conduits will be exposed (Attachment 9). A Conditional Use Permit,
process 3 is required because the equipment associated with the WCF is located above-ground
within the public-right-of-way (PROW) (Land Development Code [LDC] Section
141.0420(e)(3)). This is a more stringent level of review than when WCFs are proposed adjacent
to a non-residential use, such as commercial or industrial, in which case the decision is made
with a staff level, process 1. LDC Section 141.0420, Wireless Communication Facilities, was
designed to encourage process 1 level proj ects, which is reflected in the preference levels
outlined in Council Policy 600-43 (Attachment 14).
Community Plan Analysis: The following City rules and regulations guide staff analysis of
WCF applications: General Plan; San Diego Municipal Code/ Land Development Code; and
Council Policies. All of these rules and regulations, along with City practices, comply with state
and federal law.
The City' s General Plan addresses Wireless Facilities in Section UD-A.15. "The visual impact
of WCF should be minimized by concealing WCF in existing structures, or utilizing camouflage
and screening techniques to hide or blend them into the surrounding area. Facilities should be
designed to be aesthetically pleasing and respectful of the neighborhood context. Equipment
associated with the WCF should be located in underground vaults or unobtrusive structures."
This project does not comply with the General Plan recommendations because the proposed
modification to replace a cylindrical antenna design with three exposed panel antennas is neither
aesthetically pleasing, nor respectful of the neighborhood context based on the size, added bulk,
and the sensitive nature of the adjacent residential uses (Attachment 10).
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LDC Section 141.0420 requires all WCF to utilize the smallest, least visually intrusive antennas,
components and other necessary equipment. The proposed modifications would in fact result in
the conversion of a fully stealth site into a visual impact by installing three exposed fayade
mounted antennas on top of a light pole. Additionally, the regulations require the applicant to use
all reasonable means to conceal or minimize the visual impacts of the wireless communication
facilities through integration. Integration with existing structures or among other existing uses
shall be accomplished through the use of architecture, landscape and siting solutions. The
proposed modification would replace an existing integrated design to a larger light standard
supporting three exposed panel antennas above the light source. This will result in a significant
change to the overall silhouette and would create a more institutional appearance that does not
integrate well into the residential neighborhood.
Council Policy 600-43 (Attachment 14), like the General Plan and LDC, requires WCF proposals
to be analyzed based on a number of factors, including the nature of adj acent uses, integration
with the existing structure or environment, visual impacts, and availability of other facilities. The
Policy also requires applicants for Process 3/Preference 3 locations to demonstrate that sites
within the Preference 1 and 2 locations were explored in good faith and found unacceptable. As
discussed above, the project has negative visual impacts on the street and neighboring
residences, and is not integrated with the existing lightpole or surrounding landscape. T-Mobile
also failed to include a site justification as part of their project submittal or when requested by
staff. T-Mobile's justification letter simply stated that "this is an existing on-air faci lity in the
Right-of-way. Alternative sites were not evaluated" (Attachment 13).
City practice also prefers (though it does not require) community support for WCF proj ects. As
noted above, the Rancho Bernardo Planning Board voted unanimously against the proj ect
because of its visual impacts.
The City previously supported a WCF at this location, and the proposed project could perhaps be
supported if the proj ect was similar to the existing facility, with antennas concealed inside a
raydome measuring 8-inches in diameter and no taller than 6-feet 2-inches in height, or if the
project was located further away and set back from the residential uses to help reduce the visual
impacts. Similar PROW WCF projects immediately adjacent to residential uses have been
relocated or redesigned during the project review in order to address visual impact concerns by
the community and staff. An alternative design that addresses both the General Plan and the
Municipal Code's integration requirement for this location would include concepts similar to a
Distributed Antenna System (DAS) which consists of one 24-inch omni antenna. Alternative
designs may also include but not be limited to a smaller antenna model, a different antenna
design, and/or a reduced antenna count. Since T-Mobile is seeking approval of three antennas, an
alternative location that may be able to accommodate an integrated design such as the City water
tank (Attachment 10) located east of the current project location should be analyzed.
Unfortunately, it was not addressed by T-Mobile nor was a site justification submitted indicating
that the water tank site was evaluated.
Project-Related Issues: The City has consistently required all WCFs to consider the overall
neighborhood visual impacts in relation to the proposed modification especially when the site is
next to an existing sensitive use. This WCF is located on a street defined as a two-lane collector
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street within the Rancho Bernardo Community Plan. The visual impact here is more noticeable
compared to locating this project in a PROW with wider streets and additional lanes, adjacent to
a non-residential use.
Replacing the current integrated cylindrical antenna design with three visible larger antennas
would create an undesirable visual impact that negatively impacts the aesthetics of the right-ofway, as well as the aesthetics of the surrounding neighborhood (Attachment 9). The cylindrical
antenna within the current configuration is a completely integrated design that replicates the
existing light standards (in the area) size and dimension. The antenna is in scale with the rest of
the pole and does not change the overall silhouette. More importantly, this PROW design results
in little to no visual impacts since it is designed similarly to other surrounding light standards.
The proposed replacement design would include three exposed panel antennas resulting in
increased bulk at the top of the pole which would create a significant visual impact along the
street. The larger profile pole compared to the other street light standards in the neighborhood
would create a significant visual impact. Denial of the proj ect falls in line with other decisions on
similar WCF proposals, and makes it clear that similar proposals are unlikely to be approved in
the future.

APPEAL
Pursuant to Section 112.0506 of the San Diego Municipal Code, Process 3 decision may be
appealed for only four reasons: factual error; new information; findings not supported; and
conflicts. T-Mobile appealed the Hearing Officer's decision on the grounds of "new
information" and "findings not supported" (Attachment 11). The Commission must therefore
determine whether T-Mobile provided new information that was not available through TMobile's reasonable efforts or due diligence at the time of the decision, and whether the Hearing
Officer' s findings of approval were not supported by the information provided to him.
Staff does not believe that T-Mobile has shown "new information" or "findings not supported."
T-Mobile's appeal does not include any new information that was not before the Hearing Officer
at the time of his decision. And the Hearing Officer's findings were supported by information
presented at the time ofthe hearing. The proj ect would adversely affect the General Plan by
failing to be aesthetically pleasing or respectful of the neighborhood context. The project would
also violate the LDC by not using all reasonable means to conceal or minimize the intrusive
visual impacts through integration. These problems were identified during the completeness
check process and remained outstanding throughout the process. Staff worked with T-Mobile
cooperatively to try to find a design solution that would satisfy both T-Mobile and the WCF
regulations, but T-Mobile' s objected to exploring alternative designs and sites.
T-Mobile's appeal also alleges that the City'S CUP process and regulations of small
modifications for existing wireless telecommunications facilities is preempted by federal law and
violates provisions of state and federal law. While both the City's general process for WCFs, and
the specific process provided to T-Mobile at Avenida Venusto, complied with state and federal
law, these issues are not before the Planning Commission. As noted above, the Commission need
only determine whether T-Mobile presented new information or whether the Hearing Officer' s
findings were not supported
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CONCLUSION

The combination of the visual impacts and lack of integration would contradict the purpose and
intent of the General Plan' s objectives for WCF, as well as the Land Development Code and
Council Policy 600-43. Additionally, staff was not provided with any evidence throughout the
review process that any alternative designs or locations were considered, despite repeated
requests. As a result, on May 28,2014, the Hearing Officer was unable to make the findings for
Conditional Use Permit No. 1268019 that the proj ect complied with the regulations of the
General Plan and the Land Development Code.
ALTERNATIVE
1. UPHOLD the appeal and APPROVE Conditional Use Permit No. 1268019, with
modifications.

Respectfully submitted,

\.~--

..

Mike Westlake
Assistant Deputy Director
Development Services Department

Project Manager
Development Services Department

Attachments:
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Aerial Photograph
Community Plan Land Use Map
Project Location Map
Project Data Sheet
Draft Permit Resolution of Denial with Findings
Draft Permit with Conditions
Environmental Exemption
Project Plans
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Photo Survey
Copy of Appeal
Community Planning Group Recommendation
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Council Policy 600-43
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Aerial Photo
T-Mobile Avenida Venusto - Project No. 333439
Public Right-of-Way (Southwest corn er of Caminito Ryone & Avenida Venusto)
San Diego, CA 92128
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ATTACHMENT 4

PROJECT DATA SHEET
PROJECT NAME :

T-Mobile Avenida Venusto

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Conditional Use Permit to modify an existing Wireless
communication facility that consists of three replacement antennas
and one replacement ground mounted equipment.

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA:

Rancho Bernardo

DISCRETIONARY
ACTIONS:

Conditional Use Permit

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND
USE DESIGNATION:

Residential

Zone:
Height Limit:
Front Setback:
Side Setback:
Streetside Setback:
Rear Setback:
ADJACENT
PROPERTIES:

ZONING INFORMATION:
RS-I-14
35 feet
15 feet
4 feet
10 feet
10 feet

LAND USE DESIGNATION
& ZONE

EXISTING LAND USE

NORTH:

Residential RS -1-14

Residential

SOUTH:

Residential RS-1-14

Residential

EAST:

Residential RS -1-14

Open Space

WEST:

Residential RS -1-14

Residential

DEVIATIONS OR
VARIANCES
REQUESTED:
COMMUNITY
PLANNING GROUP
RECOMMENDATION:

None

The Rancho Bernardo Planning Board (RBPB) voted unanimously to deny
the proposed modification on February 20,2014.
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PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. PC-XXXX
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 1268019
T -MOBILE - AVENIDA VENUSTO ROW
PROJECT NO. 333439

WHEREAS , THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO, Owner, and T-MOBILE, Permittee, filed an application with
the City of San Diego for a permit to construct a Wireless Communication Facility consisting of three
panel antennas mounted on a light standard with associated above-ground equipment located adjacent to
the pole (as described in and by reference to the approved Exhibits "A" and corresponding conditions of
approval for the associated Permit No. 1268019);
WHEREAS, the proj ect site is located in the public right-of-way, on the south side of the 16000 block of
Avenida Venusto near the intersection of Caminito Ryone and Avenida Venusto in the RS- I -14 zone of
Rancho Bernardo Community Plan area;
WHEREAS, on April 17, 2014, the City of San Diego, as Lead Agency, through the Development
Services Department, made and issued an Environmental Determination that the project is exempt from
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code section 21000 et. seq.) under
CEQA Guideline Sections 15301 (Existing Facility), 15302 (Replacement or Reconstruction) and 15303
(New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures) of the State CEQA Guidelines and there was no
appeal of the Environmental Determination filed within the time period provided by San Diego
Municipal Code Section 112.0520;
WHEREAS , on May 28, 201 4, the Hearing Officer of the City of San Diego considered Conditional Use
Permit No. 1268019 pursuant to the Land Development Code of the City of San Diego;
WHEREAS, on June 9, 2014, an appeal of the Hearing Officer's decision to deny Conditional Use Permit
No. 1268019 was filed by T-Mobile;
WHEREAS, on October 2,2014, the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego considered
Conditional Use Permit No. 1268019 pursuant to the Land Development Code; NOW THEREFORE,
BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego as follows :
That the Planning Commission adopts the following written Findings, dated May 28,2014.
FINDINGS:

Conditional Use Permit - Section 126.0305
1.

The proposed development will not adversely affect the applicable land use plan;

The City of San Diego General Plan states that the visual impact of wireless facilities should be
minimized. Wireless facilities should be concealed in existing structures when possible, or utilize
camouflage and screening techniques to hide or blend them into the surrounding area. Facilities
should be designed to be aesthetically pleasing and respectful of the neighborhood context..
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Mechanical and other equipment and devices should be concealed in underground vaults or other
unobtrusive structures.
In some cases, wireless carriers propose to locate their equipment associated with the antennas in
underground, climate controlled vaults. With this particular proj ect, T-Mobile is proposing to
locate the equipment in two above-ground cabinets.
The City encourages carriers to locate their equipment underground by allowing such a facility
adjacent to a residential use with the processing of a Neighborhood Use Permit (NUP), Process 2.
In this case, the equipment is proposed above-ground, and a Conditional Use Permit, Process 3 is
required.
The Telecommunication Act of 1996 limits the authority of local jurisdictions to manage the
public rights-of-way. Management of the rights-of-ways is limited to preserving the physical
integrity, controlling the orderly flow of vehicles and pedestrians and managing utilities.
Similarly, the California Public Utilities Code provides municipalities with the right to exercise
reasonable control over the rights-of-ways with respect to time, place, and manner as it relates to
wireless communication facility installations. These statutes address the traditional management
of rights-of-ways, but do not provide for any type of aesthetic control.
For this project, T-Mobile's antennas have been incorporated into the design of a street light
standard similar to other approved facilities. However, the project is located immediately adjacent
to residential uses creating a greater visual impact as a result when comparing this site to other
similarly designed WCF. In other approved WCFs in the ROW with this design, they are typically
set back from residential uses. The combination of replacing the current integrated cylindrical
antenna design with three highly visible larger antennas at a location that is immediately adjacent
to residential uses would result in an undesirable visual impact and set a precedent for other
obtrusive ROW designs near sensitive uses . Additionally, staff was not provided with any
evidence throughout the review process that any alternative designs were considered despite
repeated requests. Alternative designs in this instance may include but not be limited to a smaller
antenna model, a different antenna design, andlor a reduced antenna count. As a result, staff
cannot make this finding since the project failed to meet the General Plan's UD-A.15 which
requires all WCFs to be aesthetically pleasing and respectful of the neighborhood context.

2.
The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, and
welfare;
The project consists of three panel antennas mounted on a street light standard, along with aboveground equipment cabinets, located adjacent to the light standard. The project is located in the
public right-of-way on the south side of the 16000 block of Avenida Venusto near the intersection of
Caminito Ryone and Avenida Venusto in the Rancho Bernardo community plan area.
The project was determined to be exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
pursuant to 15301 (Existing Facility), 15302 (Replacement or Reconstruction) and 15303 (New
Construction or Conversion of Small Structures). The conditions of approval for the proj ect will
require compliance with several operational constraints and development controls intended to
assure the continued public health, safety and welfare. All proposed improvement plans
associated with the proj ect will be reviewed prior to issuance of construction permits and ,
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inspected during construction to assure the proj ect will meet or exceed all relevant and applicable
building, electrical, mechanical, plumbing and fire codes.
Additionally, the Telecommunication Act of 1996 preempts local governments from regulating
the "placement, construction and modification of wireless communication facilities on the basis
of the environmental effects of Radio Frequency (RF) emission to the extent that such facilities
comply with the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) standards for such emissions." A
condition has been added to the permit to require a Radio Frequency Electromagnetic Fields
Exposure Report demonstrating that the proposed project would be consistent with the FCC's
regulations for wireless facilities . Therefore, the project would not result in any significant health
or safety risks to the surrounding area within matters of the City's jurisdiction.
In conclusion, the proposed project will not be detrimental to the public health, safety and
welfare.

3.
The proposed development will comply with the regulations of the Land Development
Code including any allowable deviations pursuant to the Land Development Code; and
The Land Development Code (LDC) permits Wireless Communication Facilities (WCF) in the
public right-of-way, with above-ground equipment, with the processing of a Conditional Use
Permit (CUP), Process 3. WCFs are required to be minimally visible, through the use of
architecture, landscape architecture, and siting solutions. In this case, T-Mobile proposes to
locate the antennas on an existing light standard, at the top of the light standard. (In 2008, TMobile received approval for a WCF consisting of a single cylindrical antenna, mounted to the
top of the light standard. This approval will remove the cylindrical antenna and replace it with
three panel antennas.) Typically, the City's preference is for antennas to be located below the
light source. However, in this case, T-Mobile has indicated that they need the additional height in
order to meet their coverage obj ective. Other approved WCFs in the ROW with this design are
typically set back from residential uses. Due to the project' s design and the adjacent residential
use staff cannot support T-Mobile' s modification as requested: Pursuant to Land Development
Code Section 141.0420(g)(1) and 141.0420(g)(2), staff was not provided with any evidence
throughout the review process that any alternative designs were considered despite repeated
requests. Alternative designs in this instance may include but not be limited to a smaller antenna
model, a different antenna design, andlor a reduce antenna count. At a certain point, T-Mobile' s
coverage, capacity and technology needs may require a different location able to accommodate the
antennas and equipment. One location to consider would be the City Water Tank facility located
north east of the current WCF location. This City Water Tank property is located at a higher
elevation and should be properly evaluated as an alternative location. This project does not
comply with the applicable regulations of the Land Development Code (LDC), specifically the
Wireless Communication Facility regulations, LDC section 141.0420 which requires the applicant
to utilize the smallest, least visually intrusive antennas, components and other necessary
equipment. The LDC also requires all WCF to use all reasonable means to conceal or minimize
the visual impacts of the wireless communication facilities through integration. The proposed
modification application has failed to address the LDC Regulations for WCFs, and therefore, staff
cannot make this finding that the proposed development will comply with the regulations of the
Land Development Code.
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4.

The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location.

WCF are permitted in the public right-of-way with a Conditional Use Permit, Process 3, when
above-ground equipment is proposed. In this case, T-Mobile is proposing to mount three (3) panel
antennas on a street light standard. The street light is located on Avenida Venusto, which is
classified as a two-lane collector street designed to provide direct access to abutting properties.
In this instance, the direct properties are residential uses. Other approved WCFs in the ROWs
with this design are typically set back from residential uses. For this design, the visual impacts
can only be reduced by relocating the pole back further away from residential uses. However, if
the applicant would like to pursue the current location, the design must then be modified to
address the General Plan's requirement and the LDC Regulations for these types of installations.
Staff approved the original cylindrical antenna design for a WCF at this location after evaluating
the existing coverage combined with a design that is appropriate for the neighborhood context.
The visual impacts as a result of this modification adjacent to a residential use would set a
precedent for other obtrusive ROW designs and therefore, staff cannot make this finding that the
proposed use with the requested modification is appropriate at the proposed location.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Planning
Commission, Conditional Use Permit No. 1268019 is hereby NOT GRANTED by the Planning
Commission to the referenced Owner/Permittee, in the form, exhibits, terms and conditions as set forth in
Permit Nos. 1268019, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof.

Simon Tse
Development Proj ect Manager
Development Services
Adopted on: October 2, 2014
Internal Order No. 24003977
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY
CITY OF SAN DIEGO
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
PERMIT INTAKE, MAIL STATION 501

WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
CITY CLERK
PROJECT MANAGEMENT
PERMIT CLERK
MAIL STATION 501
SPACE ABOVE TH IS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

INTERNAL ORDER NUMBER: 24003977
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP) NO. 1268019
RESCIND CUP NO. 490498
T -MOBILE AVENIDA VENUSTO
PROJECT NO. 333439
PLANNING COMMISSION
This CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 1268019 is granted by the PLANNING
COMMISSION of the City of San Diego to the CITY OF SAN DIEGO, Owner, and TMOBILE, Permittee, pursuant to San Diego Municipal Code [SDMC] sections 126.0305,
131.0401 and 14 1.0420. The site is located in the public right-of-way on the 16000 block of
Avenida Venusto Right-of-Way on the south side of Avenida Venusto, near Caminito Ryone in
the RS-1-14 zone of the Rancho Bernardo Community Plan area.
Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit, permission is granted to
Owner/Pelmittee to construct, operate, and maintain a Wireless Communication Facility (WCF)
described and identified by size, dimension, quantity, type, and location on the approved exhibits
[Exhibit "A"] dated October 2,2014, on file in the Development Services Department.
The project shall include:
a. Three (3) panel antennas, with the following dimensions: 56.0" by 12.0" by 7.9",
mounted to a street light standard, with two above-ground equipment cabinets located
adjacent to the light standard;
b. This light standard is for the primary purpose of street illumination, but may have the
secondary purpose of accommodating Permittee' s Operations on the Premises.
c. Public and private accessory improvements determined by the Development Services
Department to be consistent with the land use and development standards for this site in
accordance with the adopted community plan, the California Environmental Quality
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Act [CEQA] and the CEQA Guidelines, the City Engineer' s requirements, zoning
regulations, conditions of this Permit, and any other applicable regulations of the
SDMC.
STANDARD REQUIREMENTS:
1. This permit must be utilized within thirty-six (36) months after the date on which all rights of
appeal have expired. If this permit is not utilized in accordance with Chapter 12, Article 6,
Division 1 of the SDMC within the 36 month period, this permit shall be void unless an Extension
of Time has been granted. Any such Extension of Time must meet all SDMC requirements and
applicable guidelines in effect at the time the extension is considered by the appropriate decision
maker. This permit must be utilized by October 2, 20 I 7.
2. This CUP and corresponding use of this site shall expire on October 2,2024. Upon expiration of
this Permit, the facilities and improvements described herein shall be removed from this site and the
property shall be restored to its original condition preceding approval of this Permit.
3. No later than ninety (90) days prior to the expiration of this permit, the Owner/Permittee may
submit a new application to the City Manager for consideration with review and a decision by the
appropriate decision maker at that time. Failure to submit prior to the deadline will be cause for
enforcement for noncompliance, which may include penalties and fines.
4. Under no circumstances, does approval of this permit authorize the Owner/Permittee to utilize
this site for wireless communication purposes beyond the permit expiration date. Use of this permit
beyond the expiration date of this permit is prohibited.
5. No permit for the construction, occupancy, or operation of any facility or improvement described
herein shall be granted, nor shall any activity authorized by this Permit be conducted on the
premises until:
a. The Owner/Permittee signs and returns the Permit to the Development Services
Department; and
b. The Permit is recorded in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder.
6. While this Permit is in effect, the subject property shall be used only for the purposes and under
the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit unless otherwise authorized by the appropriate City
decision maker.
7. This Permit is a covenant running with the subject property and all of the requirements and
conditions of this Permit and related documents shall be binding upon the Owner/Permittee and any
successor( s) in interest.
8. The continued use of this Permit shall be subject to the regulations ofthis and any other
applicable governmental agency.
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9. Issuance of this Permit by the City of San Diego does not authorize the OwnerlPermittee for this
Permit to violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies including, but
not limited to, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [ESA] and any amendments thereto (16 U. S.C.
§ 1531 et seq.).
10.
The OwnerlPermittee shall secure all necessary buildinglright-of-way permits. The
Owner/Permittee is informed that to secure these permits, substantial building modifications and
site improvements may be required to comply with applicable building, fire, mechanical, and
plumbing codes, and State and Federal disability access laws.
11.
Construction plans shall be in substantial conformity to Exhibit "A." Changes,
modifications, or alterations to the construction plans are prohibited unless appropriate
application(s) or amendment(s) to this Permit have been granted.
12.
All ofthe conditions contained in this Permit have been considered and were determined
necessary to make the findings required for approval of this Permit. The Permit holder is required
to comply with each and every condition in order to maintain the entitlements that are granted by
this Permit.
If any condition of this Permit, on a legal challenge by the OwnerlPermittee of this Permit, is
found or held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, unenforceable, or unreasonable,
this Permit shall be void. However, in such an event, the Owner/Permittee shall have the right,
by paying applicable processing fees, to bring a request for a new permit without the "invalid"
conditions(s) back to the discretionary body which approved the Permit for a determination by
that body as to whether all of the findings necessary for the issuance of the proposed permit can
still be made in the absence of the "invalid" condition(s). Such hearing shall be a hearing de
novo, and the discretionary body shall have the absolute right to approve, disapprove, or modify
the proposed permit and the condition(s) contained therein.
13.
The Permittee shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the City, its agents, officers, and
employees from any and all claims, actions, proceedings, damages, judgments, or costs, including
attorney' s fees, against the City or its agents, officers, or employees, relating to,the issuance of this
permit including, but not limited to, any action to attack, set aside, void, challenge, or annul this
development approval and any environmental document or decision. The City will promptly notify
Permittee of any claim, action, or proceeding and, if the City should fail to cooperate fully in the
defense, the Permittee shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless
the City or its agents, officers, and employees. The City may elect to conduct its own defense,
participate in its own defense, or obtain independent legal counsel in defense of any claim related to
this indemnification. In the event of such election, Permittee shall pay all of the costs related
thereto, including without limitation reasonable attorney's fees and costs. In the event of a
disagreement between the City and Permittee regarding litigation issues, the City shall have the
authority to control the litigation and make litigation related decisions, including, but not limited to,
settlement or other disposition of the matter. However, the Permittee shall not be required to payor
perform any settlement unless such settlement is approved by Permittee.
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ENGINEERING REQUIREMENTS:

14.
Prior to the issuance of any construction permit, the Permittee shall obtain a Nonexclusive
Right-of-Way Use Agreement from the City of San Diego for the proposed work in the Avenida
Venusto Right-of-Way .
15.
Prior to the issuance of any construction permit, the Permittee shall obtain a Public Rightof-Way permit for the proposed work in the Avenida Venusto Right-of-Way.
16.
The project proposes to export no material from the project site. Any excavated material
that is exported, shall be exported to a legal disposal site in accordance with the Standard
Specifications for Public Works Construction (the "Green Book"), 2003 edition and Regional
Supplement Amendments adopted by Regional Standards Committee.
17.
Prior to the issuance of any construction permit, the Permittee shall enter into a
Maintenance Agreement for the ongoing permanent BMP maintenance, satisfactory to the City
Engineer.
18.
Prior to the issuance of any construction permit, the Permittee shall incorporate any
construction Best Management Practices necessary to comply with Chapter 14, Article 2, Division
1 (Grading Regulations) of the San Diego Municipal Code, into the construction plans or
specifications.
19.
Prior to the issuance of any construction permit the Permittee shall submit a Water
Pollution Control Plan (WPCP). The WPCP shall be prepared in accordance with the guidelines in
Appendix E of the City's Storm Water Standards.
GEOLOGY REQUIREMENTS:

20.
The Owner/Permittee shall submit a geotechnical investigation report or update letter that
specifically addresses the proposed construction plans. The geotechnical investigation report or
update letter shall be reviewed for adequacy by the Geology Section of the Development Services
Department prior to issuance of any construction permits.
TRANSPORTATION REQUIREMENTS:

21.
The applicant shall obtain an "Encroachment Maintenance and Removal Agreement,"
satisfactory to the City Engineer.
22.
The applicant shall obtain a "Public Right-of-Way Permit for Traffic Control" permit prior
to any work within the public right-of-way, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
23.
The applicant shall protect any City property removed as part of the project and return said
property, satisfactory to the City Engineer.

Page 4 of 8

ATTACHM ENT 6

24.
The applicant shall provide a Public Improvement Plan including a Traffic Control Plan,
satisfactory to the City Engineer.
25.
The applicant shall provide and maintain a telephone contact number available 24 hours17
days a week clearly posted on the pole at eye level to allow City staff to immediately contact the
system provider, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
26.
The applicant shall provide a switch to allow City staff to immediately turn offthe system,
satisfactory to the City Engineer.
27.
City staff should contact the applicant as soon as possible with notification of the
emergency shut-off of the system, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
28.
The applicant shall install and maintain a separate power meter for the project, satisfactory
to the City Engineer.
29.
The applicant shall inform the City and the City agrees to infonn the applicant in the event
of a knock over, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
30.
The applicant shall hold the City of San Diego hannless for interrupted signal transmission
due to a signal pole knock over in the event of an accident, due to an electrical power failure, an
emergency shut-off or as a result of any maintenance activity, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
Upon written request by the City of San Diego, the applicant shall remove or relocate the
31.
system, or any part of the system, within 45 days at the applicant's cost, satisfactory to the City
Engineer.
32.
The applicant shall shut down the system upon request of the City, and the City will notify
the applicant in advance whenever possible of such request, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
33 .
Prior to any routine maintenance activity, the applicant shall notify the City a minimum of
one work day in advance, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
34.
A foundation analysis shall be required during the Public Improvement Plan Process,
satisfactory to the City Engineer.
The material of the proposed street light standard shall match the appropriate material
35.
shown in City of San Diego Standard Drawing SDE-10 1 or the existing street light standard that is
to be replaced, satisfactory to the City Engineer.
If the luminaire mounting height or length of mast ann of the proposed street light standard
36.
does not match City of San Diego Standard Drawing SDE-10 1 or the existing street light standard
that is to be replaced, a lighting study and a Deviation From Standards Form shall be provided
during the Public Improvement Plan Process. If a lighting study is not required, the lamp type and
wattage shall comply with The City of San Diego Street Design Manual, satisfactory to the City
Engineer.
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PLANNINGIDESIGN REQUIREMENTS:

37.
A topographical survey conforming to the provisions of the SDMC may be required ifit is
determined, during construction, that there may be a conflict between the building(s) under
construction and a condition of this Permit or a regulation of the underlying zone. The cost of any
such survey shall be borne by the Owner/Permittee.
38.
All facilities and related equipment shall be: maintained in good working order; free from
trash, debris, graffiti; and designed to discourage vandalism. Any damaged equipment shall be
repaired or replaced within thirty (30) calendar days of notification by the City of San Diego.
39.
The OwnerlPermittee shall notify the City within 30 days of the sale or transfer of this site
to any other provider or if the site is no longer operational requiring the removal and the restoration
of this site to its original condition.
40.
The photosimulation(s) for the proposed proj ect shall be printed (not stapled) on the
building plans. This is to ensure the construction team building the project is in compliance with
approved the Exhibit "A."
41.

No overhead cabling is allowed for this project.

42.
Exposed mounting apparatus shall be removed and shall not remain on the light standard
absent antennas. The mast shall be removed if no antennas are present.
43.
The OwnerlPermittee shall not cause or allow the antennas located on the light standard to
be different sizes (length, width, or height) than as shown on the stamped approved plans and
identified in this permit.
Prior to the issuance of a construction permit, the telecommunication provider shall provide
44.
a certified cumulative radio frequency model study demonstrating compliance with the Federal
Communications Commission's Radio Frequency Guidelines. All significant contributors to the
ambient RF environment should be considered in the radio frequency model study.
45.
All equipment, including transformers, emergency generators and air conditioners
belonging to the Permittee shall be designed and operated consistent with the City noise ordinance.
Ventilation openings shall be baffled and directed away from residential areas. Vibration resonance
of operating equipment in the equipment enclosures shall be eliminated.
46.
The Permittee shall place appropriate signage on the WCF as required by CALOSHA/FCC to the satisfaction of the Development Services Department.
47.

All cables shall be routed internally within proposed light standard.

48.
The antennas shall be painted and textured to match the light standard to the satisfaction of
the Development Services Department.

I
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INFORMATION ONLY:
The issuance of this discretionary use permit alone does not allow the immediate commencement
or continued operation of the proposed use on site. The operation allowed by this discretionary
use permit may only begin or recommence after all conditions listed on this permit are fully
completed and all required ministerial permits have been issued and received final inspection.
•

A "Telecom Planning Inspection" will be required prior to Final Clearance from the City's
Building Inspector to ensure compliance with the approved plans, exhibits, and associated
conditions. Prior to calling for your Final Inspection from your building inspection official,
please contact the Project Manager listed below at (619) 687-5984 to schedule an
inspection of the completed WCF. Please request the telecom inspection at least five
working days ahead of the requested Final inspection .
•• Any party on whom fees, dedications, reservations, or other exactions have been imposed
as conditions of approval of this Permit, may protest the imposition within ninety days of
the approval of this development permit by filing a written protest with the City Clerk
pursuant to California Government Code-section 66020 .
• This development may be subject to impact fees at the time of construction permit
Issuance.

APPROVED by the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego on October 2,2014 and
[Approved Resolution Number].
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Permit TypelPTS Approval No.: CUP No. 1268019
Date of Approval:
10/2/2014

AUTHENTICATED BY THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
DEPARTMENT

Simon Tse
Development Project Manager

NOTE: Notary acknowledgment
must be attached per Civil Code
section 1189 et seq.

The undersigned OwnerlPermittee, by execution hereof, agrees to each and every condition of
this Permit and promises to perform each and every obligation of OwnerlPermittee hereunder.

THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO REAL ESTATE ASSETS DEPT.
Owner

By ______~__________________
KRISTIN GEITZ
INTERIM DIRECTOR

T-MOBILE
Permittee

By __________________________
MICHAEL FULTON
NETWORK MANAGER
NOTE: Notary acknowledgments
must be attached per Civil Code
section 1189 et seq.
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NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
TO :

_ -'-'
X'----_RECORDERICO UNTY CLERK
P.O . Box 1750 , MS A-33
1600 PAC IFIC HWY, ROOM 260
SA NDI EGO, CA 92 101 -2422

FROM:

CITY OF SAN DIEGO
DEVE LOPM ENT SERVICES DEPARTlvlENT
1222 FIRST AVENU E, MS 501
SAN DIEGO, CA 92 101

_ _ _ OFFICE OF PLANN ING AND RESEARCH
1400 TENTH STREET, ROOM 121
SAC RM,IENTO, CA 958 14
PROJECT No. : 333439

PROJECT T ITL E: T-Mobile Ave nida Venusto

PROJECT LOCATION-SPEC IFIC: 15990 Avenida Venusto, San Diego, CA 92 128
PROJECT LOCATION-C ITy/COUNTY: San Diego/San Diego
DESCRIPT ION OF NATURE AN D PURPOSE OF TH E PROJ ECT: CONDITIONA L USE PERJv!IT (CUP) for modifications to an existing
wire less communica tion fac ility (WCF) located within the public right-o f- way. The proj ec t consists of a replacement, 30-foot-tall
light standard to which three panel antennas wo uld be mounted, and one replacement ground-mounted equipment cabinet. The
new light standard wo uld be located several feet south/southeast of the existing standard. All of the ex isting coax cable will
remain. The proj ect site is zo ned RS- I-14 and is within the Rancho Bernardo Community P lan area of Council District 5.

NAl'l,.IE OF PUB LIC AGENCY ApPROV ING PROJECT: City of San Diego
NAlvlE OF PERSON OR AGENCY CARRY ING OUT PROJECT: Debra DePratti, DePratti, Inc., 13948 Ca lle Bueno Ganar, Jamul, CA
92 11 6; 6 19-222-3869.
EXEMPT STATUS: (CHECK ONE)
()
MlN 1STERJAL (SEC. 21080(b)( I); 15268);
()
DECLARED EMERGENCY (SEC. 2 1080(b)(3); 15269(a));
()
EMERGENCYPROJECT(S EC. 2 1080(b)(4) ; 152 69 (b)(c))
( ./) CATEGORJCAL EXEiVIPTlON: 1530 1 (Existing Fa cilities); 15302 (R eplacement/Reconstruction); and 15303 (New
Construction)
REASONS WHY PROJECT IS EXEMPT: Section 15301 allows for the operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing, licensing or
minor alterations of existing public or private structures or facilities involving negligible or no expansion of use . Section 15302
allows for the replacement of existing faciliti es where the new facility will be located on the same site as the structure replaced and
will ha ve substantially the same capacity as the facility replaced. Section 15303 allows for the construction and location of limited
numbers of new, small faciliti es. None of the exceptions listed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15003.2 apply, therefore these
exemptions are applicable to the proposed project. None of the exceptions listed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15003 .2 apply,
therefore these exemptions are applicable to the proposed proj ect.
LEAD AGENCY CONTACT PERSON: M. Blake

TELEPHONE: (619) 446-5375

IF FILED BY APPLICANT:
I.
ATTACH CERTIFIED DOCUMENT OF EXEMPTION FINDING.
2.
HAS A NOTICE OF EXEMPTION BEEN FILED BY THE PUBLIC AGENCY APPROVING THE PROJECT?
( ) YES
( ) No
IT
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CITY OF SAN DIEGO HAS DETERMI NED THE ABOVE ACTI VITYTO BE EXEMPT FROM CEQA

t#6;Y~
MARTH ABLA KEISENIOR PLANN ER
CHECK ONE:
eX) SIGN ED By LE AD AG ENC Y
( ) S IGNE D BY ApPLICANT

MAY8.2014
DATE

DATE RECEIVED FO R FILI NG WITH COUNTY CLERKOR OPR:
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IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:
GENERAL NOTES
4Prt(Y~L

if T!-!Si I1.A'I$ 8, n£
y::D "14$ 8.££101 l:;S:jro

[liG '.E.[P 0::; ,..or .l.lJil1(RIlf. "''II' ~ TO

Q'(

e[

C~R(O'1J[~

:I'jOt ' A

~/M "

'.I

,,(,~.':f ~C ~

V:;IfAI ;5S{:.!,\' . or A
;.'lJllr£?n-:; t::f;; ~P.-'J :··I-

!

C~".

':0 ,, ",;j/(

wu

?~':;-YI'!r:

Ef

C'I 1.fz7<i/.o:;

,*'

.~'

LEA f:i M ;"Ct! ~ 0i?v.~Ov ;:;I_ V ;-~.:

r..£ ; j: C;C',IA L Cf Dl/;; ?.. :,', ~ 1~1.\.'. (f (f ... F!ri~I!; 8f ~ OTt (}' St'l D-£(i1
'G \'.:l ·IiT ~.';( r£.:'jpAl SiAl'[ ~ Oil Ua~ ~L'.'I mCZS. ;rW!.A.rl..l:s. M FCt.!f)£S

J

Y;i~

"',i:

) 'J " 'R'o,,!

r..r

·nll;!' t;:-; V,;)J" (

T-MOBILE
A VENIDA VENUSTO
TEL ECOMM. & LIGHT POLE

j
~£ ((;ItiPIC,'CP S'o'04U E£ F.i.SPCMI'!';"'{ F{.JI SlQ,!,! V(I.'!.V["IIS ,I}.r/CR ~~;X:).~ C..', "RfJ.,. ea-:ow~.vS ll'-l't:r J.~f CI-n.. oEtJ
l? G(;i;;?C"U Sf ;Zh5imJfrliti ,I UM,; ~;.;'Irro? ANSi (.(..!'J lC-:..tIT. RtT(it/ICt :.... ,"JI'/f Fnr5ifl~f ALL ,.;s rCROL ~Ii
;O,'rRo..U';':, \I ,~~IJ\lr:m p.~Cf? :0 /Ji ( r,t.~n-: " c~"" tr C!S8,) ~O. Sl.Q. UU:f,!t!}rs 9'''U E! ~[;vm> M:;..1 JP::.~(PF'J.T[
at ~ UI.1 ,;rm r fCR. " C(P.'.[!i IirCCRO CP. ~CC';.D Cf SH1~('(, AS ,lPi'!:8A~, 94J..U
fti.!.iJ ;is i[:'),';[D 8r
;Ht F~;w.ll l Lt."7 5tlP~f't'~S ..4:;1 If A'IY !,.£ltTC)L co.-r?GL fi 10 er l)'SM.3fD CR C;f5iRO <f~, rrl£ (f'f
~/, ~r:1)
ilU) 5LR',n srCr.C'1 IJ!)sr rt 1I0;;~rv, ""• •tRt ilffC, Ai t[4l' J 041":; Fr?,C.~ 10 rr:£ C";-I:; .'RtXiiCtl "\..Ii " I;'R.K:'~1i 14'/.! 3~
;.cPCN~;U iQ,' 1'ff ce·ST cr i£F!.~ Oh-; A'l! ',!V"IC,U cct:iTia e£t:~I,lA~I:S Q£..S::i].-£!: By Ttt( CCl~ STiffJCJO,'

«

Lif.MrJ{; cr ,l..!1. ! f)PNG uiilJ"tS lHH ercs; 7H!
Tfi!U,:'"1 1I.'t£ ~It£ M UrJ.""/~ A 1'-0' W'I vL V ~nr.CAL c..£.uWl:[

S[

!?[~9S:.£ r~

D1f Fl)f'IoI':U

r;.,:: 1v--,:c:,(vI'n

C~,9)r (.~

.Jj:V rt-f YfUl(tr;tlj

~.JI{j

-,.,c rcuO ""t{j 04t;;F"... ro Ei 0':;.[ J(CCHW!;;1 ~-! :i
~ .. ,f) j 'J, d;' J p) ~P. 4,l'hG; rr IFE: 0'" '. r 5", 'T:·';

I. ji (,i~ IFO Y£~r:c ]" n;tJj f? ::>.'=1'C ": ~'S ,:o,S !?loC:1oJ, }[".9 :~4 ·{fI ~ii.',!L<;',
G[t;~" JWf 11(" Ff!;~) ,,;gj, i."..:D VII' { l·XI}. WJ..W,,,'(, fh~ P [~UI )l t'l!J r:-;(·Y j:'f

:1-:-.;[

REFERENCE DRAWINGS

s;;p~: ;-.v~Ii, f:'.":t;v~'r

I.jJ

p":rSC~CIlJ!? ~Ii. :r.

S TJ),!)A~J

~:"J

J. rouP)C".R 9',lU UNi(Y orr!Y 911 £..'CC) Fr['..o OI~ISI'l1 ,n (C-d) an-XX!) AIIN'J',» CF .f3 tf.X1i5 ? :jtCR
CClJv:'.DlIG Mif'I(.

I 5"~ rr cr C~i ';-l"' ,\4. CU'NI 'lJ£)( r ()' I'm.S.-Qrr,l., f!C"
ac<?,.\I[.'J'I,C. 4tCC'JJ5{j2, '-:WJ S(,ljtv £f:i1 75.

,a6

SHEET INDEX
nnr

FF?r.:..Dob.:~

.j

(Q

71[tT

SlTPU;;
!)[Ttiill )1[

rt~.oJ

s..;.:rr

1- 11[601£ 'Inc
[!.f;An~....'iS
C[i,lL$
!..HI050?[ Ft.l.'l

l

~~I""';·FO cr.t.~"'GS.

DCa·V[lIT ' ft)

S~~Tf (£

~[~flJkfjJ,

:JIClt.'OI),'C Jt[ ?[ 9f;,.:.J.!. STJ·,1.',.: ...]
~ ((~16!'? JI, lC1'.-6

5.t=;[v:.:~

2S

;.")(15

LEGEND

g--O

jT;;(!ll/{l17i\G )tIrrlfr",XJ.lF..

II 1I)i,P()I..!5

on FUU

tVa

;...·liCl·I ~ ;

/;fir

C'V W . E

.v~J[

rno E.'IC".\-£FR'~YC 11·.I ~1I (I~J 611-J2fY1

201. C7,rQS 9HU Ef !)B!U!} ~1-~£"

IJ C(IJ iR.A C ~R,9Illi 11!Pt[V!.'IT AN Ui09DI !XJUl'ilQ Pr;.·Y;:VIJ. [""~lIu

:HALL liEn

CCIli1?It:WR Y'AU

M' )PPU08!..! RW.I!=i['i[lIT;S CF

T';'[

SiJ.i[ IIAT.,"

me ?iw..r:r

qt;l't.'P~[

CCI:5~cr.CtI A .~TlIfT{5

CGY'Rt< B-J)C£j

Eft

P:-"::':"1

rw.: F;r.(.R ~V
.XISTING IMPROV.MENTS

COirf';.CTCl? 9{.tU HA 'j( [V.[RG[IICY AI .(rt"P LS )!lC !o.n?\fOJT WHAM ;;r l ,'lf;)?:SLf}1 $IiU·I,jI~JS. -;:;t;H .IS CJ /J).Gi
'J U:.E :2C.~a.)II:J \t;·H!ft'. Sio¥.:N, ,ISO Si-;P,~ 00:".'1 r ,leV ln I,,"v!'a \' HOw.; .II':~ G!t.[;Aif [Ra)!').·, ,4'10 5S'~['lr ~~!l1)CJI

15

"':!':i

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

IU,D~j V[\tE1I1 SJ?,(CT TO C!5lJf1LU CR DJ \I,IG(' If R:.PNI? OR F(FUt;::vr;/T fF!VCh PJ8:JC IU:R;)\f'J£\'rs ,5
rr'; !J1il'rr CCllr).'lf SH4U r8T.1'!1 rrl[ /i£'}J.R[O F[FuJr; FCR ot{#K III /hE PI"a../':'; i'f-;Jt t- o;- U r, EAlIY"A(iC;"( Ir
F5vH IS5l.mc AUn<CFITY
~'i? -.r rJ1G. ~!'

5r!u:.:).':;·,:.,

F"t aJ

C,lL·rCfi·:'A., D-:i')l{.lI['lr cr ~"\''1~(iu).rClI. S''!~JA.:;D

Dca 'F....., N(· J£C'J915!-5 I. ""...iJ

5......[[T I
:J'ET 1
iH: r J
~ 'If£ T I
Si!:tTS .i-S
EJ-.££1 7
!1-£ET B

'·Fl.i9!.Jc

12 PP.oP. fO).lit ffl SrtlFBANC!: 10 lh!: 9", U CLUOt.G ~ll./ iY wA~-C~JT5 Alt)
~~J .YGlv£l.'1) F(JIi .t P.;[-C(11ST1iUCf!" / !/tTTWC IMTrl ftV' orf C£ i-\..Y O[ C"()

5T)'IJ~!i'O

""'GS.

SWl2~:n 00
, 0[1' Gf SAlI J.-!GO
:P.:.""~s.

~

,1j£W~?tiJ,

I'H(

~1-r; v5 ,~~

•·..U::';O.\H 1I',t ', t.:A~ u, t:'IJ';:''<:\I T?)'''C ::"/<;:':f.. c:,,;:[~ ('!I/, ~3I11FC: . • ~:J
:O ~~.'I. Aj 1')[';,:[0 ~J? J$; I." o,urCPI;'~) C<XJ'f:IJ'MJ .:.:cr.?J1C'fJ, reD !,i:[Vff!l
J I z,)C(,

SITE LOCA TION

1, C!.~":r?A crCR sr:)!! ';[FlA ~ (p r;;:PAJR ALL rRAF;~ Sl~'(.u. W·;P5, Ct;IClIT. ))!>.., lol'/( Sitt?~'lv j))lIAU!) O'...-q''o~
CO'tSIRI,.ICTQ.1

jj

W.t ( lCr:?

5i=!Q.J,: fXll),/I'XJJ; ,rp S",~I ! L). LOfT/,e h ,') «!c,':);
Tl.i~ (3'1-0- :;).:n,,! t;(i, OCC,lr::v; so . . ~ }3 J2. F'""U!1 CCJ!i:c""""V lTI''11

1 '9n

cr

S l '5liP.TA'If Ill)n[f stCP{!:1 4]16 Ci ~E G'J',fR111,lf.VT cZ'! '~')A"!5 A (jIo:; AiL1: ',:;[.'J-;r-:':.1lOl'(.AJS:,~ Sf 'Sit'fa E:f,,[
ooo:?Yi1 fO D'~A ''''''' i[,, ;+Itt Hi VjU?, FCR (WR C;~ ..~r I D I.!.. IJE~. CAJ..1 ";'I(}[Rr;.:>".,.I.).'I) S:;;OUC! ",~[?T, I.JJ. ~ ~E
1- !VC- .J2l-.f ' J.i i;+O DAYS 2:rc~[ Klt' 9'C.
cc.~ ~rH(;r;;R 9'J.~t

WORK TO BE DONE:

"JC ((./{ 5v-.Jif or l- v~~!~J
con·J. Cf~Ft vr:: q ,:. r; (;;. i) n~·-~; I,}

J

uOru ~~Nr~

;

OWNER / APPLICANT
,~ .( m

f,,[

11llI

S.~I O'iGO 'J~','I O~)t t))(:[ ~CilW I4U601 R[P4:R ,4,.';0 R[tiU,CiJJ£'H Cf H.5LC fJ,c.:v1i!:S RE{1..JR: 3 1\.'-':.1: '1/ N ""'t:.;;S£
IjF Df'.-'E~Qr"'VDJ! or F.l1JVJ..Tt p.~(P[':?Tr. .°t.:6'.l~ F} i)lrr:rs "p[ t,lJ/.I,~:D C!' .~i"ll!H:!) ~! r?cr'['~;f C.... ·E,;'.'PE~II.-r:-.:: !...q~~ ~:
'I() ceST TV flo[ Oft. r.!fAJ~ Ql =[F'{,.l,,[ n-! PV2L1C fAC,LTY rO T!-( ~lS;-t::1)'O: if h..f or'l' t.\i t;J'/~~

16

TRAFFIC CONTROL NOTE

VICINITY MAP

or[ :=t17.: :;!CR $H~a :l.ell: r . . TRJf7':C CC,·,:P.Cl ?;t: ::1'xl l "l ,r;!? ..\r'~~ •.t!. PR:Cl! . ? sr,JJ/::J::; r.,P';(
r. .:[ F! ~ II 9-!Ct.i. ..' Sf
5V?'/!iT"0 Ttl irE i?.t:;;C C<j.,·OR.). P£SIt r CC'i/I-JrtR• .!i.D ilC0?, ECOTrf 12, £oi~:'U::&:lJ{1tr 9:1~IC:5 ';CUi!;?, !.1l2 FRS · ~ )..:'(I".t
$(,'1 ~,:G-:!, (~Ii] l~j-5 1 :.J. CCN~.tt;i(R :-r'.J~l (BlAII A 'iU,j~.f (~;~{ " £?jJJr A VJ\l.':"V ;f
(2 . 'Ir'Y\(;J.,; £\' '-5 cR'CP T,)
Si)P h'IC '::-~Ji. ;\!,{ ) ~ 411, !Ito !.! if
(j; D~'5 'r I+(P." !til!. .4.:;er . . Sus Si2P (1' ).'1 !);13~,'C TPJ.fl/C ~("/Jt. CR ;t' "";:~I(
!~....!.. R(·;!,\ P.[ A qOI!' CR )..L ~ ( CL05tJFf

r..o

,/'or

STREET DATA TABLE
S5",

F£R~/ 1lU

5rEtrJ (JJ?ffj

,J

CONSTRUCTION CHANGE TABLE

i~:~~) , ~::\i~

.

.:r ;

.

to.:.. (:u.! ~) ~ Il

.J"!;;.:' J' ~"'~'r

1- - - - - -

\oI )1'li~Li

( c-

I .l.R:; IfIl(CI \I ~~.
t U } b , I Qn C~·J rl. <;.;,. II

~-:n

I

T-MOB ILE
AVENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMM. & LIGHT POLE
nTU . . "

eln' OF SW DIEGO.

c;oJ-

C.WFOR~·!A

O!·.{lC'iV[.'l r xRI/.":-S !.'£~ ~;:OTIJ:'lr
~-:: T I 'Y , :rE 'S

' 0 ...,

"! ! {r .... I<f/ J

F"i·.' . .C1'otl. ~

IIj ~.

0., :;0), C1 n Il!

a!-A6~Sl!.O (~\)

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:

a!H~J l 0 (' e , )

C":!II~ J:;:P

::-.. 7

) ;A~:!.]

I',:;;:[".:-:@

VJT

., vFll~

SHEET 1 OF 8

ATTACHM ENT 8

PRO.£CT /lOTeS:

r,.,s IS,I

~[K:

0;.0\ ;:?III' ~I O'Y'~ V,', '"E.,<J i~;j ltoJ"

r;;",~·,o

"~_~31', E:";:

1'..!.....J".,'~ s;;r ,·•. SC...... 3r

f, S-'i. ~'.i~ rp~"j' ;.'J:~ 1i.!':!'5.'1..'..'
',t.t' ·VO:i.~[ "':'~•." )' L.-'.f --------~
m)

FP,f'.H'

'1

J

rf"f

p,r

<.;8'''11 I .\O.!,A:,"S'.! t:V'J't·cr_ It'1 '-7
\.{\t6'O WJ- '· J(-A)(

~P:,:.,:,tNr !)4J(.!
. "[~,,,

~'-'"<!'£!\I!'.' ;-:;-':lU ').~

c

fl.{ ~P;VOM 9'..J.u CiflJ( ~ ;f.Q'C ':?'')-!'·{F-kV ;1[""11 '-~R ;IT. R'~JS[j G".,A.

;

S(", r,::'J:, \I.',

t'!:.~J"Q
Ir ' '"' "" ,,·,:;,r

~

'<:1\,:- T ' A":.};(

~ , ,.IU

u::n ),;""

\i,.l>.1"'~'.~!: J':.R'!'~["; f;;P

l

If(

F,'!Jl

ro f'fE s...q,.Av71J1 ,.IN" ;orsr-l·;-;n./i F!-"II'i, TW ;x:i="1,rrr $oAt.!,

~[ -4P?Vc.. t:/T

4o! r.,~!"

ShA..L P':OItC! A:I' ClIY

Gl'!i!"U.(S 'Ji

F.~~P' :(V!)\!!'

.u P'!!'I1

;J~-"J'

t -:,,- f1.r:

A~"~,f;·(

':J rrl'f

~~·c..a-l",;",ro

i:J;~~~:~-ir~cv ~

ru

\lr.o.'.v

I
'\\,

; .1')

Rf",;:nrr 51 n7~ :rr-R'" t.,

~[~PJ:A'11 ~w. PP7. "[;( 4:1D IIA llr~":I ).
M PfU AI etf tilU f[l ,1U~"
:;;~fT

or'

12-

no( AP?Ji,.)..'tT 91J..!.L

IJ

TJ-[ AA(')~"Ir

.fo\oit..lt!. J.',n lJ,41lFm A

kLtl' UilY C'l.TIC' Pt[ )'rSEV

$:.~ ••;A;r

POIlCR

~1"1lJl

r"'!

F:J5oT1J)

rr.i ".;RIC(·;r II

GRAD~IG

,,;:l:irvD.~J,;r

rr;.r;s rc

114.'r..;'..tL 9-'01't, II

::J((

a i t'!

~·(G?

5[ F.£;tACG. .iA;jy~ c;..r('G Tn[ C~([S';"Iu..~

VENUSTD

DATA TABl[

5r.f r)WtFa.~.af
(Wi:C 'O ff':}';)

W!II~

!JI,:C: C'::;I1.J1i
(rort/.)
11.'1'-0' tC'lGTH • ;'-0' 1PL:'H I J '_~- (lfpm

I

J6113

,

...........

SJ,ng,aC1.:;>'l' ro

fJ« WA:rt!,1t Cf

{Y.;)oI r SiA.'.!J)..iJ SHU V) rCH r'1(

\

~\

,·",,'c'..£

:":1. ;;IID/T
;r :fP;..r:[f;,iPI;)---.......

jr[ CITY t.'I!,J.[!:f

I'¥.[ (IF)tT (j( P'iCO:. O~

IF rr! HIU/!,Ff " ';'tIlU';; fiUJH ')ill!lrGj){ fT uA:ir ,1Fu !X" fJo! ;~;p~ 5ir£'[i fJOlf SU.,D"a...-o orE hCr UA ?'T'J! OfY or S~'I
O-CG~ 'j1J'if.)).,t':J a-;.s;tl'i:; Slt!-IDI CR rio! C: l'ISi~ STFr: : lO'f sr.v,oJ."(I TNAf rs ;U ft P.iVLEO. A Lljhf.',G ;1',1;)' ,1,'0 A Cf'I'WK"'1
ffiG!J 5U.k()/.GW r(J;.u 5J~ll :J! n-j-;fOt""9 CtF. '.'U j)I[ Pl-R.<" \G~O.{JI['II >t-4,'/ ;:qcass ,r II t,Qi:tv:; 5 11;0"- IS 'nl R[:\J.S[i), r [
lIl!? rrr: "uti ItAm:;f $«...L :PJD!.Y fl rol J'f aIr i f ,;)H ()Ii(j1) SREr tf:j~ v:"';(!,1l s..;;;r~ cr.y'" 10 r).o£ CsrY i!Pif:~

CR rp.[ [tl'VJIV S:n.ITUJ-ii Si)\':;'''-'l?

~"':~'':~l

\

'5

PR('F';'£9 S~!7

"!

[t.';'/'{' r-IJTLf rr~,=(J
....~"i.(JI' ~!·,c,. (~U)

0../

16

F.4,·;';.:jj~ i;.',.IX!,;; >;C-;~1

J.:1..;r.0"'./fi· ____ .....

~:\'Ct~

ral WE" PFt;'£';i, iJn:n.cfLP.( rc

.5hJL1 'tflF,u ThE 0"" A1IO Tl-',£ Of) A~S T(I ""(P.IJ
f1'fCTY:t,C.\S

~;;,gE"g ~~(~-~T~'~'

":,1'

G

Tn......r.>rK",: . H..&Ci :(JV:[i! ,I.I,.IIi.l:'..I. If 'f')ES/1 DA.'S A t.E< ClIW",

ro

~

~"
,

r:~

c ry fAt;.'l[!l

'I

' ~.

J l·'.!",I(-:t;.','!)

J. .f,q~ H tt."rv.11 C~M«(L P!.~ 'I j.W;;P,1 /;.[ I<PIJI
Sic."" K,l.i[Y )r".',f)J~5

,to,c fi:-"':'.'i

~

t :"11 it; 3f :r:tJ1 t'J

;:'~"'j

~~.c;1

-.

,,-----'~

:; 'P."!)" ,(',tiT:;' !'''}-if··;r-IfA''

p?::P T( r~: 1S3:J;I-;[ Cf .J'lf ;C'iSCIi'lJ:l:-/, ~!.lV-r, r,--l =:='I.""'!~ ;;;o.t!.... 11r;(~;':.PJI: ~'I' :'0,j7' C:-:,'I :iSr !.U"I~':;:~::i;
NA":rC[5 ~r:![Jv.'l1 fa CC"::P' li tH r.:--)?T;;R f., o\FOC..! -; !AI;'·" I I~J.P'/G ..C .... lJ;-.f.l.5):7 flit :i~., -"!.j::' V- NC:P,4~ r Ci
1M!) T'"'[ ~S~.O::i':,·. pt,t ...,i C~ /!'O:-'C4r.....",s

S.I,A...;.L al ;,~),."!i) ~ AC!C;'').JIICl

J

C!C' r:p I"'-!

C.:.H 5(-;i'.,..1/ · 4 1.~;,'1 p'!P,l.;;' A'~J ':-1.)..!.\I£',1 y i'!.!L.i. ;u rei -?:·~v~~) .... :.~£ _'f 1-[ I.:..l,'?;{ (f
C: ~HC';'lIil,f v ;::-J/M: Fli(»[;ry, F--~ rA>.Ji£i J?! tJJVJ Q."'J cYr Fi~;)',fD :-~ ;i?V'£p.Tr c.Y.!~ .~::'Wl:t i,';J<L 10 1 ~O C!l'if
n.< O'!"( JiS'i:> fF, A-qJ,;( ir! rta~ rJ<;,$Jr.' TI] jr[ SJr:r.,j,rrl; T i1-! 'J', r:.-;'.![;>

to;; n-[ ,'j"l} I ~i:t r;r l<.'1f ";C~,,;,',q.'."::-~:_' PC'i1l r. n~ .=-::r.,.:-rr
r-;!?'JM£'" SA,4l 1J: ,~ t['iJ'I'..L Sol ~V.inC.q, ro ro(i;" 0"" (:.'';',i;"!'l

C!.

~'"

:;:.P~~

r~~

1

.J

"

;, , '1.[. ;-1):05'1.£ " .. ,~,;;t
-~','. 'i' ,-[.',t:4 (1i:['"' - -

I

'I

~---'G-<-r-?c-,,-,-ro-,-~-~-,-,~--r-,,-u-,)---1---------iI--------- f--------~
J'-)' tiv.v£1P.1 • 0'-0 ' (l!r-t

!

' 55')

SOIl DlSTVRBANCf NOTeS:
!).;;rN!j !"ilL UI I Zf '.JrtllfJ ir.P. """::-'01 e1u,;l.l ~I\-:.a J1 ~ ",IT Y -:f'G.·.·_ ",;~.!'.!.. "....) ~cJ(s ~.f.? j ' 'i
OI'1[..C(tI
~'I/..

1; /C fi :" ..'fr,:='l/i ~ c~v;Jo[1[r
Wi-{ ~:;i'J J-I551

m I'

l[Asr

~t ,(!::..~'M C(W~::tu, 5~Eti)

C'I IlU"W CfJl;J1Y

FP:T;> V~"1

'.

j (""j~r)J:,rf

ri!) " "'"U\'Al. US B
:0 ~ !J:.p,~rUJ. S"oI'U E[ ;'-=":;--8 fr ..t ~C..l. l,s;:t;;Jl. .9'! :'. "~C[~.. :.C! rI'~H jr'f
:;H,~".OU :?,'::r-,;g~tS feR P~'3'J( y.F.~ CCtUiifl.'Cf':71 (jI.[ 'lJ?EJ,' 5J--;.··A 20'1J £,:'ljl~"'" ,1.',r ~,;rMl :.../rP..iVt,, :
AI.I(>.~I,I£\' AC'.c':/T!)';"' F.faCMl ) T,I',D~ C:'IP.IJn:£

k.! :(0 0

~v

r
,:

-/I

---- ,- ---- - ---'-t<

-'D:.,

"-

u.:;rv.:;~·'101

lJ' .'.J.... I.'I(

rr·,r..[
;.

-

~

---

l-!.I "e:~: Ft ,~;jo J..:o

' " , - - - £115"1','(;
i t:1I C·),:-i~IT

R[I;c..~ (_d~O'J

-IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:

£~ fS -!'. C:
r r y,.-f·/ :'I lI.

!~~;;·.G
~--;O'; ['I "h

t)!~" \~

(f!"'Z['.Tit:

T-MOBILE
AVENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMM, & LIGHT POLE
CITY Of S.lS DIEGO. CWFOP.lliA
E[·,n.:fl.8;'
;,.'"-Zt!

~::,("i{()

2:r .

Pl ",J , '!:"A.: :i
[f:-:l,:r-'~j

!.o~

a"

!J-l!:

_-""=-'-

:.

t1 J f:."

o,~

i:" " J.

C(r..t:>iJ./2-'1
':1-::'"5"

S").~"U

n.\I:.1

_ _ _ __

'vc,,",,_ _ _

SHEET 2 OF 8

ATTACHMENT 8

A VENIDA VENUSTO

AVENIDA VENUSTO

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:
T-MOBILE
AVENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMM. 8. LIGHT POLE

SHEET 3 OF 8

ATTACHM ENT 8

S D

A

E

•

SOUTHEAST

o

s

6593
E
O M

E

C ORNER OF C AMI NITO

&

•

LIG

p

LE

RVONE AND AVENIDA VENUSTO

'15990 AVENIDA VE N USTO, SAN DIEGO CA 92128

n-u s,

" r=.II~.r t;; .7'ECI"lll'.v;cn
'I'E:r.A'!£I.!EhT~ :Fc.EC \Ee " C ',,"

-:I.'! oS SlnU ril n

N ;'tA.1'l.,,-wE!'. f CF "'- £

SI ~ N'!W~

Q£lIil

R(IJ<,'£ uc;. iF ~

O 'Y(f

'iC>-a'J\...E"I'S~ I· L,.~JJt.~'I O: :J '~ ~Pf'\..C.I.al.Cron.rs.~o..E::' T

QI', .'iEJi cC.'nACT

51 1f .tVPRESS

(I. ~ a.

SJlfH(.IJ,

s---e:c.u....

SJ. 'I C,of~

.:zy.ri$ ~ JA

1 _;:;J( ¥'J,'--'j-'"'r J

w r.;r£...i. 1 JM'(oij:!U'.'=[

L yC\..,G
(61'1> 2:"tI !.;:' I

If\Hm

I39JO A ~ [lriJ..

~ i.~(W. ~ ."5~C:'.'!o~5Ecn:JI "'''''J'''·.ol11S
~~~:::T!: '~ = -;:.&o1"!!;$lt r. .~" ~ ;
'~ rt :rCt. S ~" ~·. I.D ~l !I.rr,.l,.(;E

D:S!"'E';l'J.

. ~ ! ~OI'XJI

.....

n' lI
T:'..... (J!J;S5:i--J: ;;

.J?Df 'C ~. !l T

[ ('S~, /ff; OP..ril[,~ 5

H/7!:ti

... ~~o'f

.( ~,

C'JI 1J:,'

fl' ,I'. If.-r]

.c.

,c .l ;:>riL

N·)I'?'-.~

' 1-'"

iq

r l-E ::C'.5,,..o;lI:" 1
' 0 , ' '''-=U;?:T ''''';$

=:;:r. .".u

r,:c

T- IJ :;O'1..[ P.""H ;i!>
C~ 'J',It,,\' C :.rO'I:;

• ....,

(.'P

C·;,\ ;i

jp.

I

XIJi! ('it:)

~}1 I I1~Vtr U f'f..,! r J

V\.', 0(·;1:.
~t.

ACCESSIBILITY
DISCLAIMER

"IT.",

)le:·"'.',J :CiC-·. ,1 55·.........
C~ -1ir~

.~

-,'If

1

(o:dj

5~ 1-}00)'

,~ ., ,~."d)

54/ - 201:'

Ie.

(C!'riA1 .....!I

J I!I I'£::T~ ""5 ~ E:.':.U:= '!!:i

,,:;

~ '(

\..I1:XCiJ'CCJ ".<>ic~:S i!'..£:'-V J.. \i.~..\ r,::/.';
r... '+';:) :0:'/ " , T~.?;;i:~ "/ t .. :'!"(V n-!
N ';;/,Iif lp:/.;I'r~:, :) r~ £. ~ i- ' I~. 'J

r~·t ' j ) ':;. ,.l ~';(?( ,,~

~Uh'

-v,

O ! ·::·i'l .l
,1.'/ U'.I!,.l',I.t"':

,\·"':.~.5~

}PA.~'lI:'If.::.r

CiI:"':lDJC':L~;':f.I.! f, £L/llli;

:-.4C:t'Tr AT ;<;3 S iF

[)·SWG HlLSt.£ £').. r'.J~11 CAS·,'.:-; '0 E:
i:1p;'n,;,:-g !7: .fv['tl C ~ 5T· ·[r.

c.ou-=:. : -:"'I ~ 1

1)o4' SUTHI 9 t:' C" SPE=I.\~It.'5n:.:: ~ r--, 1.
.;:>Eli£.... H .. ev mSOlt>!"..:ro, ~;; ::>c...q r-!. ~: j:.:lhll
S / r,..,;: ..o:'L 9..tIL1J4 C:C::E.

rrp:

'~. t··lj"'.'.-:'':.~:J

!1,·rJ·:.8!.:~

fN~ ';"I (~r

./1".

W~

OCC!.,P.JIISI

Pp')y":; r IJ£SC,:;,Qf.CfI:

f:.V ~ lm ~= "i'!::" . E T!oE =v_. F,c.;r.... J :.1' Tl-E s.-''-:-:U L t ,s;.£::7Q'l:5 ,',,",,,
"':.. P'!1i r':'= 'Ui'-E If.-S"' ;;Ctlo:"'-S
-"00.17:.1' J I"ECI' I. J IS o.£ c:Y..: I ,l.C lrIfTIlOS .:lI;r,,!:.c..e U'l"En;, ....~ ~ r"'). ~ f'-!i

.... .., ~

7r:-'0;;
." ~

Irl! "'. ".. I'V" *~:c: . ~ ~Y.r.o. n-E!Jt.L~.5T"'.c • .-c, , ...... ; Tn':: !lL1:. ~.o
.,., ICIoOLJil'_

::.~ rc;:>

•h.'

\."

.

;; :;';::;: o:JJ.l. i:'.:' i"! ;ilC.' .s 11 ~"" TU _ ;~'.",:" ~ ~ ll' ::=- -;-1"' <:5£ :~;c...~~ ·,t l' -£ ".1I't'-=. 'f
"' U " ET' I" " I.oO<"t =r. ( :>1, r.;" II-( :;F::;C l1l.. t.:p c ::"Y:t;1 .~ ~;'Jo'_.p£o 11,' -:: 0:-::
H : U:" / \l'GI\

lIo1S:£ :: ; .;:1lS ..... E CO...:"'UfIf:l>: ,c , : ;;

!'.~j)

")I.D}P~ ', .:(

~)""" '~ '~ ' -S
a-'_~;Oi

Ct:':f {<:}"C

Ie:;

(t:..:;~ '~'\I';)

,--

~~-! . ' ~

ill

";l :::-" "::!)I:>£~II~"!: : ~ IC>;S

Ie

r .~[

{cOJ;).I ;f)n t.·I,j/"(':U v:' t:r","t;.!!,.

~n

T 7(,'1 :' ,'.'.,

':LR,~ :-,',

16.!>£:. n :.o~ T'H;}~ )ot.t:lCCIlt~£.:Tt:lf'I :': ~' .'" D.,;c 'lE"~' i.'EJ ·",r o!:>I . 'l"-£
~~;.o;:: !l :"<! H· ..
~ ~ ". 71ro ~1It.)f' rV!££\J ' t.l.: £' ~ A .:e.:l f i<Jo,'; I Ti:: ;:;' v.. £ ~.!)
[T~""" l.'C"'I ~ £ =r ):;., I;"J.\ I :: ) 11"'£ R'''L ;::::<>: ''! Ti.ll, ~C'.'" Itpr:

n-r:: .e:::- oj'I ! !)~"' ''1i CO'::...... ~'1T5 : ' 0

Ot·F"J;IJ

1<~ J C

Jllr t 'jJ. '~_~·/ t;. if~'!.:" Ji(. Cia

(·X :),I ; '};..J N..It('' ''''t n €:C~:A l C":"t.l£ {~ £:J

1J~'I ' ~ii1i

p() "

~ ...E 0'1.0.£'1 · E,:oc;t.,~ 1-I.!3 :>'1 ~'1.:a lG~1 t.:.,

~

[o.i(TVC';'

.~ J 9~ :21

" 'l~;;Co,,'¥"<;

:l":,.l12

' Q'r;:n

(cor

C ~ !Jr'c.~'liA

C\JIY:,!~ Y:(i''''~''JL (r'~!

~

.:,..t'. ('t';!]

" ~ ~ I."'L.'1~r c;: ~::!Al. 1t. 3i'!:':rl~':.s r;:o:::l. loI':. ,"l'~ "':> '::·~H~ ~U"-"'L

<:':M;;.:c; ~ j ~ ~CI;Ei".ur. E.3

2J.'!.:"'. :; ((U (':.8:1 / IX }

2 ;,)1('

J me

..F""JA r. 9.;! 1i: ;6

"";;: ~~:XH: 01' !=-=-...c"lll~':fY.:f/'s $:J uu "c.:££ i l-€ U'! C'''- I1$''!Cn.::' C J '. O
THTS P~Cl'f> " O . P:=-: I' l r.UrEc t ~S·{.I\.!....£~ ~c n-e l~" ~ '"I.Af,s J/.4:J
SI'-:C F' c-~r Cfl5 ~,':~ ::E1'.ll~ !;:-:;;t'l P.~"'!,="r::'l ~£';.vPE ,*;::·n~ :..I rt "(~ '';' I ,>..I.
t".Ji;.Io ) !,(;" $"£C;~., ~ECl.JllCJ ;" 7 .. e "' ''''''~(l'"..!1 ::1...4 : ,;5 ) J..t) 3;>iC FJ: AI I.: I.S I. U
l1.T.l ae. PE.~Cof' Io! :.tl rj~'" Ul"Ci'hi M:.!. 6E!U..<:I' ,m£iHO IkE ~.:,,:,,,:; 'jf""C' . 1,.
A">!;l l'r'!; "E·::J5 'L" D CE!~I;=O>C~SS ""j.I.'" f l ;>£'>FC' .!IIa..:: ~G£ I. J.CC:'F ~ )'.c",

!..=tc t'~

5!-H!: '(

$!'I ()!Cf) C/o

("J ~2 '; 8

1050)1 ~1)j.. J~:~ ;f)

CO"'~""r.,..

ca-:;, t.

1'\ 1 (t~~; fS-":·J' ~ !1

sPi:C l' !.I'$E<:TO,s ....,Q ,c.5111.aW·... l g,;: ~"'rCP "' E> ' j .o.::: CC"' :-:.o..·/':~ 'I,r:-" r..,E
' ~"c.'.~,..
.$ J ) ,c 5>"!":F ~.:: ' TIOt~ ThIS ;fAr:.ge· ,T "1" Cb; 5E.:l lO;$ I N J I7J;S
':J ' J l,;J l it'5

Mr.. o:: ac!~fJ? j

I

APPLICABLE CODES

t2C() T'I'.¥!1 h!: 9ft/ IICV
SAIl U ..:J;. C~ 911(1

S/lF Nt V3£t?

mu;.M) Ir.:ti

a

CONSUL TANT TEAM

PROJECT SUMMARY

REOUIRED SPECIAL
INSPECTIONS

R~"O ~n ~ ;;~~I Cf[ ~"h

~)J:;ij..,'G ' - \l[@, : ';ll i'tV d$ &: U(;·jf 5;.V.O"'!i'!)
~ -,-" .:;>;:': C5£'''J '-~ C:?ili' ;,"(t.~'/4:; l-

"P_)C!'!1

Tv ~ r

i"!v :)'.. E' .t

L'G" r

S TJ','C~;;)

rT HI

CooRDI'" A TG.
$

H;

!X:" J"II
O~

JD'

I(

II)~
A:q ~-:-I ".JtI.'S 1 1""'~ ~~f:: ~II ~::.:t ''''·'::~~'' ~'' mfO <-,.l. . !.

,s..-e<)_!. r~: 1'lO'tI IC s n Jl.:i ,..· ItI lT'",-<:: fI,; ' l·7.!:5=" ·,.\H"J-S \ ';,.$ T a s
C~"I.....~ avl ""£ ~c;:rgn· O,''''. ~ ~C:~~ ;" I(f.',' £Y. 5 '~.'Tc..f:

iI ?XP.O ~~c ' .. r~ ; :;r Rt:'C'IO CI> =I<O . :'E'I ,jf!'l-=:~~:;!)'..:~\l r;-oUl
To rrE tl ~ H: C"lICf ; ~£ "\. : ;; !oCt . 1.!iJ"."'1t

CAL -OSHA NOTES

SHOP WELDING NOTES
,
AIl ~-:--::TF. Mi{ f};~
r)jj~(;Art.'I9-cP

Sto u

5f

{j.';I:{ ;N ~

,:o n or

~:I

flE G .• ;;-,?)I£]
.

.~H ~J':;:lrC FI~"1 f':i< C-P.'7J ~ i~;:>-C,l.'1 :>1 LIt..·.il~: st'6'II'!D
~"7::~. v\! ~~l, Dl/J-t fO
C-- n:r-)( , ~ ~XI,['/ ~

}

J

A''V

(;;:cr.C'/

TO

r~[

I

",,=c.'.ll U CJV),{':15 5 iET OF l'}! :r"Ji'.n ","JO-. .I

=i: ~j,~)

TJ

~ E(;[. , O

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:

-I U'RtF'C'it Cf IXU:n.Jl';C! r eR (;i~ ~ rl';'\'Jc ~ n-~1 w. sr £'3 .-:t: ~!...:.-Z!J
~.':,vl rr0 iO /l,.:: r f 0 1I1s.:-: ,;W" j~ /. Y~tl ; F:ft? Tv :;;(~ .'1"'h Of
r,:tI~':"'~ '/r)

T-MOBILE
A VENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMM. & LIGHT POLE

r..f/t'CAt[J
4

~.'!:

p: "J5ru 15

""'D..:J

.J .::.a70iZ(f r4r,SI''''; '!.F( "L4rF!!' ~''~ crl,!'''''(.:;f..I :>;on r-_1.:J..
~E. (ClOP.frR ,1 '1I .s>:5!rirD iO r-[ ·,.!?c;r i ',
~? ,:'('£';

/', :;/";C'1I"', 'U !j"
(}~~_;CII

~::. :':; ".:f'I';'''£!) ,I ; ' ( O:.s;-.'.(; C7.,,'''C'J :- I)~ ;~'X.r; F.;;, ... i I,?(:"'i::"
\'fEl ,',' ;JT M t! !J'fCJ,!, ',\ :r!:.; i/'..' J '1\ ' [V n-c I'Q JJ.,' ;C -:; I; :; ( ;11"C:; :(-':':; S" ?
,I·;'P.:t;·,r J ,1.,'.0 :::£r;Sil"N',I) a y .... !' C,,". I, n ( ; :;,I:: ( £ ",? " C.I['. ( 2,
.~
" ;:;l ~j '.ro F.:2-'; :~TCI' II'Js r -"5 ~fIT ,.t C£~ jl"--':.l. l( {)( (.;" J:U" "' ~'£. ·U
(CCo:.,;y) ... ,,(£
IUrn r.s:; s.r': ,iC'/ ~ lOf.l
~:i.!:l",C IS C(l'.·£ '~ .\ 3J'~F ,~:()/ tS rof)'- ,l,II

,1.""'':>C 'r!)

;..e.;;; l;~

-·;r .

""£';'I

.yt::~ ,." i~f( :;('1, ,oj

fE':I. ,::£!)

F:.;,rt!iV (rr- 5J <£ ( JS fiC ' ;'(l1 I1 1-OS 1 :£ SL'~I../'~ '0

.1 '1.1

,1.,'/ ,1;.=.~ ;.,;- .t

:'v',

~/(~ .. x ; t:i·;~ fJ ~ j,... [

lj

l ·~rm ; Sl-flT

CITY Of SAN DIEGO, CA.L!FORSiri
Di'·•.q ~"\(;i. l

3!.-"I'~ j ~Fl\Ii ':;

SI£1 4 7r

,

:r:.:'!

V." .

f'i'.D <,,:;:C>I:':.

\lIIO:H[U

J
l.!!J ; o n i C"

SGa

(if~".

,~5~f;«\

l v. li ~r ! C: ·.iH ,

1fI(

(~ L r.. ':0\';' : N
Cl 9!1 11

H ' ,) (pO.) /

8.~:5· O .JIJ!'\

(1(;.)

SHEET 4 OF 8

ATTACHMENT 8

I I

(j)~£~~ST ELEVATlON

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:

T-MOBILE
AVENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMM. & LIGHT POLE

SHEET 5 OF 8

ATTACHMENT 8

SPECIFICA nON S

ERICSSON RBS 6101 OUTOOOR MACRO BASE SlATI01I
FEATURES AND CAPABILITIES

..

_'.I~

,

'. :!,!il
':);;- r I,l~

_ <.:.

~,.1

.'l·1\-

,II :

"

I··r I::.

I'T':'

'.1.

J.

;,

I

~

n·l'

'0

.

"_j~1

I

_. It'

':-T~n'"

j.HEr

PU~J:!i;

,I,
•

..,

(L~( OA~:.l11

ut:;l \.

~!

•.

M~

.,

If',

..',

'~

, :t~

J 'l':

-:rr;;1

. -':'j 'rr

:"r~.' -

•

j • .,:Cf. I
.':

I·~··t

I

I '- ~~.

:,'

.-,r·,', - -",j -, ,..,

.11 .

,,1,;'
,'.'JI

tn~:j

pl..

'.;..1t:rt;;

- r·,'.

-.c,1,',

'-1 .

'-: 1'
. ,-',

J . ;

.,

J,/,

:l)rr<:~~r:]r:-'1Hol

'. J:"

P.~CPOS!C JY-O' 1-JjH r-IJ(~k[ Ut;i4i sr~JiOA~D ,,'rrl i"iW;..t!D U;11T ,1!t.ll IdlJ F.'T'.JJO:£2 HI~lf )'ITf/fltS

( i,; ·,JL J) flUSH VO)'I iU) fj I:r.HT Si).'I)A.~J) ~ p..t '/fEi> lIj VA 7·:1'i ('CT)L Hu["-:r JOJ 1-11C&;'£ U&if 5 Tpw,",?i)
ro Rfft..,ta If l- IJ 'lJl.E ".'l!D,';~ i 5fP!:r UO'r P.~(:':~:S ""Sf J.r'J (!.'I';iH 12'-0'

m IS<: "PS

(f)

sora.

U')r( 5ilo,D'P') - - ' ,

'-

\'-- - - - - - -

nr',

'"

-,c~.

J"_~'

,.

,~

,

,.y

",~

I',
'0:,

[Y!j:'J,C '- \J ~3 l : W .yf'VD/i Cj~·.!.r iO-3[

E, 5,"'1'] .,{....... r

R['J~~fJ 1- I'£=l)c:!) ,)l1li ;-:;Cf'1]:f.D [':'ll1'tlEJI1
C4.!!HH.t !,IcvuruJ ~I UG-j,\'G C': ', (" PAD - _ .

:;;:..i:'~\,

:'Cfl

Sr~k),l;;::

i'<..::i~-J;i

\'cr

r CUPI ....

()'5illJ~ ~-Ul.-8~ .. E;(;PI,I~I.j· O~'ltr
RDI '~'lfG j: ~,;;LAC:iJ MfIt ;;~~P')!!O

tV5i'UC i -.u:e.t.E rtLC'/\tf}:,~
SiFC/,G8fj1

.)~Jrr

a

~~:", !,

V'4

'/r:r 01

f'I;"'t~

cOle

:0 fE

G:.;IH'£'I;
FlO--

,,

,'
I
I
I I
I

I
! ,
I
I
I

[1J:;r.,'I';

ur,t.:f)'

~::.~-~~;s 0

lJ

/,1

frJ/J~~-1t.. d "'~

~

~

-~ [}I$ ";,', ';

~-II!BLi

::4~,'JE ;n

5R'.'f,(,£(}1 - - -

TLP [(

~;;(j; ,: ~'v.(;

$ ;CVJ;tf~:'.:5 ~':~(_tt[t, J i.';G,·t ~1

I
I
I
I,

J

1' - 6'

0~~~~~~ST ELEVAnON

~:::::~o ~;~~~'O

.
~

i

J

.

,",,(;OH~ ;. to

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:

T-MOBILE
AVENIDA VENUS TO TELECOMM. & LIGHT POlE

J'~1'~~;:s~T

CITY OF SAN DIEGO. C.WroRNIA
C ~ \oft~i t/::'11

;.... [[1

Si.='1[':; ,"'E!,?nt[.·;f
5 'i , 9-E1;

C·:','=!':;VP

'J.. ,; ij ....>~J

I.·,y£ '". ·\;~

:;'J. 't

,;,:",; ~£!9

/,0 f,"

1 , '1'1'0:)1

=~~,\ir.t:"J ~

SHEET 6 OF 8

ATTACHMENT 8
/'-?

<:C'' V'1'

-Is
, ,

ATIACHMENT 13

-------------------------------------,----------------------------~~~--~
ANTENNA

.wm.i

(5) DJ5n'.G CO.AJ Ueti RtN:;

AND CABLE SCHEDULE

ro B! Fi'f-tlS(!! ,.~I(

7/ f MeR ""liS (I) Pf1t 5[CTCR. (J) faTAL 105£ ..ICCfD

'i.'l,-q,l ~ SP!·'F{. r.CNSI.'IY;:.'

UC'fll 3J§ i7 ( ,1~'1 r;;.;'-§M.t-\J

4'Y 8t/it :;;1{J),!::" ,l\:1i!r

..t'lr[",,~ I~i: O)-'i?!t ~_~cr."«

~~;c~~~C:.rJ,:t-:J.~s;;

I/..'/f) lO~O, Ll!J ·

!t'M ~nD. v .t(,

U'.' q£51jlAIT

~P(jr. •• ;)~l '

J~ O 11 0 150 ..<m;h
!a,S t::l 0 IjO ¥T./fl
2" 'J lr/h {1f75 J'Tl'il l

','11",\.");<; 1

l,n--r 5fJ'.::'Jil;"t fO ii !O£\I{i\-[:J

(I.lI5.I98'JOtT'AI(l8. J ;'rt.!'51

"

1J-; ' flri)./. T-!J(€oI!.[ LI{JHSO:,'J),P'J ('oPt J.)' Mc..y) ro
~~-=-~~~£
(/Of, $[,.1' O)'{i

I;[W

en

fl;1'

~

0~~!~~~A SECTOR DETAILS

NO'~
, ~ p"'{.p~.CD DJ?v~'/~ C'S/;[7'}

:r.Jti. FC pJJ, 'O

:0 v..Ho-t

(..IE-M.T .t.;:£5S"----CV~,

f~

"'{II

-(

0~,~~,I~. ~ENT AND ANTENNA LAYOUT

IMPROVEMENT PLANS f'{)R:
T-MOBILE
AVENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMM . & UGHT POLE
CHA.ts

em'

,
r'IS-",.... r'.iLFl<£;'fr
crt:(.~ T

J

:,. Sr.,'I:;

.{ Y ,

I

'eeJ

,

~I)"' I""c...

CoV'!,

C\.~o,

~5U~ . }I :'O

,~

',1

I f ...:··t';.l

PR-Ai~I"".l ~

/

..-v..:,~7. i',1J

>,J )

/ ~/I IWS?~~,~:.:~~Bli~ET Ras 6101
Hildu'll I 'io,

r'-t.'Fl~~'·f-/

Of SAN DIEGO. C.lUfOm:1.I

C['.fiCf'Jt:/T 5iJt,fCE5 ~U !x ;l,l; ,\ 1
g'f~l 1 CF , g,:!TfS

5\,'.

i:11I
( ~ ... ) /

"i

!~! S!1l. \ltJ (I~.)

~'?I!\ J ~'VJ
/.jf!crr~

L'JE

Sw~TJ

_ _ __

D",CC'''li''Jl___

SHEET 7 OF 8

ATTACHM~NT

I

14

IMPROVEMENT PLANS FOR:
T-MOBILE
A VENIDA VENUSTO TELECOMt,l... LIGHT POLE

8

8

ATTACHMENT 9

~

- -Mobile-

SD06S93A
AVENIDA VENUSTO

AEsims com
8779AE sims

1 5990 AVENIDA VENUSTO

SAN DIEGO

CA

PROPOSED REPLACEMENT

92128

ANTE ~ NAS \
~

~
o

o

I

Q)

) I

OJ
(1J

( 1
(I
I

I

.::t:

I

0..

()
(1J

I
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Looking South toward the WCF
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Looking North toward the WCF
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Looking East toward the WCF
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looking West toward the WCF

ATIACHMENT 10

Looking East from the WCF toward the City Water Tank

ATTACHMENT ;]. 1

City of San Diego
Development Services
1222 First Ave. 3rd Floor
San Diego, CA 92101

Development Permit! FORM
Environmental Determination OS-3031
Appeal Application
2012
OCTOBER

THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

See Information Bulletin 505, "Development Permits Appeal Procedure," for information on the appeal procedure.
1. Type of Appeal:
Process Two Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission
Process Three Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission
Process Four Decision - Appeal to City Council
.

o
o
o

2. Appellant Please check one

o
o

Environmental Determination - Appeal to City Council
Appeal of a Hearing Officer Decision to revoke a permit

o Applicant o Officially recogni zed Planning Committee o "Interested Person" (Per M.e. Sec.

11 3.0103)

Name:
E-mail Address:
T-Mobile
ioseoh .auver2{Q}t-mobile. com
Address:
City:
Zip Code:
Telephone:
State:
10509 Vi sta Sorrento Parkway #206
Sa n Di eqo
(858) 334-6153
CA
92121
3. Applicant Name (A s shown on the PermivApproval being appealed). c;omplete" different from appellant.
T-Mobile
4. Project Information
Permit/E nvironm ental Dete rmin ati on & Permit/D ocument No.:

Date of Deci sion/Determination:

City Proj ect Manager:

May 28 20 14

Pro ject # 333439 CUP#1 26801 9
Decision (describe th e permit/approval decision):

Simon Tse

Hea rinq Officer den ied CUP#12680 19 T-Mobile Venu sto
5. Gro unds for Appeal (Please check al/ that apply)
Factual Error
Conflict with other matters
Findings Not Supported

o
o
o

0
0

New Info rmation
City-wid e Sign ificance (Process Four decisions only)

Description of Grounds for Appeal (Please relate your description to the allowable reasons for appeal as more fully described in
Chal2ter 11 , Article 2, Division 5 of the San Diego Municil2al Code. Attach additional sheets if necessary)
The City's CUP process for small mod ifications of existinq wireless telecomm unications facil ities is preempted by federal law.
The orocedures and requlations th at th e City is altemotina to enforce on T-Mobile's efforts to do small cell site swao outs
outs of antennas violate numerous provisions of state and federal law includinq the California Permit Streamlininq Act CPUC 7901

c

and are ultra vires actions under California law. In addition the oroce dures and reaulations th at the City is altemotinq to enforce vi!rl
violate Sections 253 332 and 1455 of the Communications Act of 1934 as amended includinq but not limited to how the

Commun~

Act has been interoreted bv the Suoreme Court of the United States in City of Arlinaton v. Federal Communications Commission.
requests that approvals to allow T-Mobile to swap out antennas as these facilities be issued fQJjhwlih._

•

,

-

T~

1"'\

H c lJ l:. lV CU
--

JUN 09 PAID
..... r-, ,r-, ,.., n
V I_

6. Appellant's Signai
Signature:

p~

v '- '- v

, .,.- " ,.,.. "
' L.. "

on ' 11"1 "" ('\

VL.. '

I V '-""

: I certify under penalty of perjury that the foregoing , including all names and addresses, is true and correct.

~

1P'?

Date:

ff f1' ~4e ~(/
?

Note: Faxed appeals are not accepted. Appeal fees are non-refundable.
.

.

Printed on recycled paper. VISit our web site at www.sandlego.gov/development-servlces.
Upon requesl, this information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities.
DS-3031 (10-12)

ATTACHMENT 12

Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board
P.O. Box 27083 1, San Diego, CA 92 198
www.rbplanningboard.com
May 15,201 4
Heari ng Officer
City of San Diego, Development Service Department
Entitlements - Telecom Project Management
1222 First Avenue, MS 501
San D iego, CA 92101
RE :

PTS 333439, T-Mobile Avenida Venusto Right-of-Way, San Diego 92128

Attention Hearing Offi cer:
On February 20, 2013, the Rancho Bernardo Community P lann ing Board cons idered a proposal by
T-Mobile to install a 30-foot-high light standard with attached antennas along Avendia Venusto
adjacent to a residential development in the Bernardo Heights neighborhood of Ranch o Bernardo .
The proposal included the installation of a bulky antenna mounted above the arm fixture of the light
standard. Representatives from the surrounding homeowners associations, including Woodcrest
Heights, Bernardo Village, and Vista de Bernardo, were present at the meeting and confirmed their
Boards were opposed to the project.
After reviewing the design of the proposed facility, which would be very visible from the public
right-of-way and from surrounding residences, and hearing from neighborhood representatives, the
Planning Board unanimously passed a motion to recommend that the City deny the proposal due to:
1) the adverse effects to the visual and aesthetic quality of the area, 2) the opposition to the project by
the three surrounding homeowners associations, and 3) the proj ect des ign's lack of conformance with
the Land Development Code and General P lan, which requirement that the design of cellular
faciliti es be aesthetically pleasing and respectful ofthe neighborhood context and when mounted on
light standards, the antenna be mounted below the arm fixture of the light.
At the Planning Board meeting of May 15, 201 4, the Board approved (10-0-1) a motion to send this
letter in advance of the project being presented for consideration by the City in order to reiterate our
concerns regarding T-Mobile's current design. The approval of this design, a design that is
inconsistent with the guidance provided by the Land Development Code and the General Plan, would
open the door for similarly intrusive desi gns to be installed throughout the community, resulting in
significant adverse visual and aesthetic impacts community wide.
We appreciate your consideration of our concerns.
Sincerely,

Original Letter Signed 051151201 4
Lou Dell ' Angela, Chairman
Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board

ATTACHMENT 12

Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Boa rd
PO Box 270831, San Diego, CA 921 98
www.rbplanningboard.com

February 20, 2014 Minutes
- 7:00 PM, @RBSwim &-TennisClub-Club21 -Room -16955 Bernardo Oal{S Drive
2013 RB PLANNING BOARD
P

=present

A

Fred Gahm

John Cochran

A

Wolfie Pores

P

Richard House

Lou Dell' Angela

P

Robin Kaufman P

Teri Denlinger

P

Mike Lutz

Joe Dirks

P

Roberta Mikles P

=absent

ARC

P Matt Stockton

P

P Vicki Touchstone

P

P

=arrived after roll call

Total Seated
Total in
Attendance

12

11

ITEM #1 CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL - REGULAR MEETING: The meeting was called to order by Richard House,
ch air, at 7:05 pm , A quorum was met with 11 out of 12 members present.
ITEM #2 NON-AGENDA PUBLIC COMMENT (3 minutes per speaker): None,
ITEM #3 MODIFICATIONS TO AGENDA I ADOPT DRAFTAGENDA: Richard House suggested addin g an item
referring to 'doin g business' with the election committee, commenting there was no advertisement of the
elections in the local paper th e previou s week, only this week, He comm ented, there is some confusion on
voting locations. He also commented a person submitted a declaration of candidacy to him, but the person
was not on the ballot. Richard House/Joe Dirks made the motion to place his election concerns on the
agenda, including adding Kathy Keehan to th e ballot. Adding an agenda item requires 2/3 approval of the
full board (eight people) . During discussion, Election Committee Chair Lou Dell Angela commented that he
never received Kathy Keehan's declaration of candidacy form from Richard House and that all this
information, along with other details, are going to be discussed under the election report later on in the
agenda and that it is the Election Committee which makes election process decisions. Roberta Mikles
commented she supports what Lou Dell Angela stated . Robin Kaufman commented she ran into Kathy
Keehan the week prior to this meeting, asking Kathy why she was at the January meeting. Robin informed
everyone that Kathy told her Richard House had approached her, encouraging her to run and that she gave
Richard her candidacy form . Robin commented she informed Kathy the ballots were already out, minus her
name and encouraged Kathy to contact Lou (giving Kathy Lou's telephone number) if she still wanted to be
on the ballot. Mot ion f ailed : 5-6-0 ... five in favor (Richard House, Mike Lutz, Vicki Touchstone, Matt
Stockton, Fred Gahm; 6 not in favor (Joe Dirks, Teri Denlinger, Lou Dell Angela, Roberta Mikles, Wolfie
Pores, Robin Kaufman) ,
-Motion made Vicki Touchstone/Mike Lutz to approve agenda - motion passed unanimous ly.
Assembly man Brian Maienschein's Repo rt: Th e Assemblyman comm ented on the following topics:
-deadline for bills is this Friday;
-background checks on all youth sports coaches passed;
- there's a bill that is heading towards th e Senate pertaining to sexual offences again st physically and
mentally challenged individuals;

I
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-homeless housing initiative;
-commented on th e passing of Myrna Reese and Mark Brenner.

--------------~--~--~------------------------------------------- .------

Councilmember Kersey's Repres entative - Lee Friedman : Lee comm ented on the following topics:

-aiSCU5sed-the-MayoraTele ctions andlntf3rTm Mayo r; - - --- ~
-- -- - -the pile of san d and utility box poles along West Bernardo Drive are being addressed;
-code enforcement is worki ng with the issue of advertising trucks parked in the community;
-route 880 (public transportation) in RB no longer exists . MTS will be workin g on an alternative route for on e
year;
-City counci l is wo rking on E-cigarette regu lations;
- AEDs have been placed in som e police patrol vehicles;
-th e regulation on RVs, etc., parking on the streets has passed but there has yet to be funding for it.
ITEM #4 CHAIR REMARKS: None.
ITEM #5 ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS:
**RBPB candidate Scott Hall left at 7:45 pm
-Review, and approve January 16, 2013 minutes: Richard House requested that the word 'Sharp Reese' be
removed from item #9 and replaced with 'a medical facil ity'. Motion made Vicki Touchstone/Robi n Ka ufman to accept
with mod ification. Motion passed 7-0-4. Those who approved minutes: Joe Dirks, Fred Gahm, Richard House,
Robin Kaufman, Mike Lutz, Roberta Mikles, Vicki Touchstone. Four abstained as they were not present in Jan uary:
.
Teri Denlinger, Lou Dell Ange la, Wolfie Pores, Matt Stockton .
-Approve to spend the remain ing $75 grant money towards election costs, the remain ing election costs will come
from the general fund : Motion made Joe DirksNicki Touchstone to approve the spend ing of the remaining grant
fu nds and to approve $120 for the elections th is year (with the $75 being part of the funds). Motion passed
unanimously.
-Review and approve February 2014 Treasurer's report: Fred reported we presently have $404.34 in the bank,
making $1 .36 interest. Motion made Joe DirksNicki Touchstone to approve treasu rer's report. Motion passed
unanimous ly.
ITEM #6 T-MOBILE APP LI CATION AT 15990 AVEN IDA VEN USTO 92128 TO REMOVE AND REP LACE LI GHT
STANDARDS: Install 30 foot high light standard with attached new antennas. The existing equipment cabinet is
also proposed to be removed and a new cabinet installed near the new light standard . Ann Regan representing the
project, presented the information . Ms. Regan commented that one resident in the extreme proximately of the
project has signed off on it, with two other neighbors still reviewing the information . Resident George Leitner
commented that surrounding sub-area HOAs are opposed of the project. Representatives from Wood crest Height,
Bernardo Village, and Vista de Bernardo HOAs were present and confirmed they were opposed to the project.
Opposition has to do with potential issues with the general plans and municipal codes and that it would have a
significant negative impact on neighboring properties. Motion made Lou Dell Angela/Fred Gahm to deny this project
due to adverse aesthetics to the surrounding neighborhood, potential issues with the general plan as well as
municipal codes, and that three surrounding sub-area HOAs oppose the project. Motion passed unanimously.
ITEM #7 T-MOBILE APPLI CATION TO RE PLACE 3 EXI STIN G ANT ENNAS WITH REPLACEMENTANT ENNAS: Will
also install 3 additional antennas (6 total) on a light pole located along the south side of RB High School
footb all/sports stadium. Property is located at 13010 Paseo Lucido. Lou Dell Angela reported the Development
Review Committee reviewed the project and is recommending to approve it. Ann Regan presented the project. Mike
Lutz commented there may be some excessive noise coming from th e box. Ann said she would look into th e matter.
Motion made Lou Dell Angela/wolfie Pores to approve the project. Motion passed unanimous ly.

ITEM #8 VERIZON APPLI CATION TO INSTA LL 12 PANEL A NTENNAS AND A 4 FOOT MICROWAVE DISH : Located
within an architectural tower elem ent on the roof of a Commerci al building in th e Bernardo Plaza Shopping Center,

!
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16771 Bernardo Center Drive. Application also includes construction of a 416 square foot enclosure containing a
generator and associated equipment. Lou Dell Angela commented the Development Review Committee reviewed
- - - - cfFle project ana-is recommen mg to approve it. Motion ma e Lou Dell Angela/Roberta Mikles to approvethe -project.
Motion passed unanimously.

**RBPB candidate Kathy Tuttle left at 8:27 pm
ITEM #9 SAN DIEGUITO RIVER PARK J PA A GREEMENT RENEWAL: The San Diego City Council is
likely to co nsider th is amended Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement late Febuary. This new document
amends and rep laces, in its entirety, the Joint Exercise of Powers Ag reement between the County of San
Diego and the cities of Del Mar, Escondido, Poway, San Diego and Solana Beach. Vicki Touchstone
presented the information and recommended a letter be sent (which she will draft) to include th e
fo llowing: Havi ng reviewed the Amended Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement for the San Dieguito River
Valley Reg ional Open Space Park Joint Powers Authority at our February meeting, th e Rancho Bernardo
Community Planning Board passed a motion unanimously to support the approval of the amended
Agreement with the assumption that the te rm of the agreement will be consistent with the City Charter.
Specifically, th e Planning Board voted to recommend to the Mayor and City Cou nci l that the JPA
Agreement be approved by the City of San Diego, and further that th e City Council reaffirm its support of
the San Diegu ito River Park JPA, recogn izing the great benefits the San Dieg uito River Park has and will
continue to provide to the citizens of San Diego.
**RB resident John Kowalski left at 8:31 pm.
**RBPB candidate Julie Prosin left at 8:35 pm.
ITEM #10 HATS OFF TO VOLUNTEER EVENT: Designate an honoree for this year's Hats off to Volunteer Event.
Richard HouseNick i Touchstone made a motion to have Mike Lutz be the Hats Off to Vo lunteers recip ient this year.
Motion passed unanimously. Vicki Touchstone suggested we also request a tab le/booth at the event. Richard
House said he wi ll call Jane Radatz tomorrow with the information and also that we wou ld like a table/booth at the
event.
ITEM #11 SPEED LIMIT CHANGES ON POMERADO RD : Richard House reported he met with Gary Pence and his
staff from the traffic departm ent three weeks ago. It was suggested the res idents in th at area be informed they
should sign a petition regarding the speed limit ch ange. Any changes back to original speed limits will not be
enforceable. Robin Kaufman, traffic committee chair commented she informed residents at the October, 2013 traffic
committee meeting of the state mandated 85 percentile rule and that speeds would not be enforceable if they were
lowered back to the original speeds. Robin Kaufman noted this information is in the October, 2013 traffic committee
minutes as well as the November, 2013 full board minutes . Richard House commented in his conversations with the
city he was informed they will not do another survey as requested in the letter sent by the planning board in
December, 2013. The planning board requested a response in writing instead of verbal communication relayed via
Richard House. Richard House commented the City will not accept the motion in our previous minutes as they want
clarification that the surrounding community is aware that the speed limits will not be enforceable if brought down to
the original speed limits. Motion made Richard HouselWolfie Pores that we as a board act on the community's
request to reduce the speed limit from 50 mph back down to 45 mph with the stipulation the residents understand it
will not be enforceable. In discussion, Robin Kaufman read the January, 2013 motion which included the request of
a new survey and the reduction of 40 mph to 35 mph by Pomerado Court and the church. Richard House said th e
. city needed minutes that only have information on the 45 mph to 50 mph, which did not include the speed survey
since they do not plan on doing another survey. Vicki Touchstone was concerned that the traffic department will only
accept what is in minutes as opposed to letters sent to them . She also voiced concerns that copies of all our letters
to anyone in the city should be sent to our council office. Robin commented that Tony Kempton, our City Planner,
has also requested copies of all letters . The minutes in January did stipulate copies to be sent to our Assemblyman
and Councilman . Vicki also asked for clarification of locations since the letters and minutes reflected two locations the 45 mph to 50 mph as well as the 35 mph to 40 mph by the church and Pomerado Court. Richard commented the
35 mph to 40 mph has nothing to do with the issue at hand . Motion failed 5-4-2. 5 in favor wer Wolfie Pores, Matt
Stockton, Fred Gahm, Richard House, Mike Lutz, 4 not in favor were Joe Dirks, Vicki Touchstone, Roberta Mikles ,
Robin Kaufman; 2 who abstained were Lou Dell Angela and Teri Denlinger abstained as they was not clear on th e
matter. Vicki Touchstone and oth ers commented afterwards that they wanted explanation in the records that th ey
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voted against the motion because Richard House did not make the motion that we originally voted on (which
included the speed change from 35 mph to 40 mph by Pomerado Court and the church).
-

- -- - - . - - -

ITEM #12 MARCH BOARD MEETING PROCEDURE : Richard House commented that in past years (excluding last
year) that we had two portions of the March meeting . First half to take care of any old business, then we would adjourn
and bring forward the new board. Lou elfAngelo, Election/Nominating CommitteeChair, commenfed those procedures
are incorrect as according to Council Policy and the bylaws, new members are seated during the April meeting as well as
the election of new officers. Lou then proposed Richard House run the March meeting and that the Election/Nominating
Committee Chair run the April meeting until such time as the new Chair is elected . Robin Kaufman quoted the bylaws,
Article 5, Section 4 stating the members are announced at the end of the March meeting, with the board voting on it and
then new members are seated at the April meeting . A motion was made Rob in Kaufman/Joe Dirks that we have Richard
run the March meeting, with the Election/Nominating Chair, Lou Dell Ange la, running the April meeting, seating the new
members at that time. Once the new Chair is elected, that person will then take charge of the April meeting. Motion
passed unanimous ly .

o

ITEM #13 MARCH BOARD OFFICER PROCEDURE : Richard House announced it was already agreed upon in the
previous item that the Election/N ominating Chair, Lou Dell Angela, will call the April meeting to order, seat the new
members and conduct the election of the new board chair. At that time, the new board cha ir will preside over the meeting.
ITEM #14 COMMITTEE REPORTS:
Bylaws: Richard House reported he's writing up the new bylaws from comm ittee notes and prefers to wait until th e
Apri l meeting when new members are seated and CPC may be done making their recommendations on any updates.
Lou Dell Angela addressed concerns that he was not aware the election procedures had been add ressed by the byl aws
adhoc committee.
Development Review: Noth ing more as the items from the last subcomm ittee meeting were addressed this eveni ng.
Regional Issues: No meeting in March . Draft minutes were sent to comm ittee members .
Traffic and Transportation : No meeting.
**Fred Gahm left meeting at 9:33 pm
Publicity and Elections: Committee Chair Lou Dell Angela reported the following :
-Lou passed out a copy of the ballot
- the ballot addressed all candidates
-announced there are two contested races (districts A & B)
-Casa de las Campanas has one ballot box, Westwood has one ballot box, Eastview has one ballot box.
Those are the areas which have contested races .
-Lou spoke to Tony Kempton, city planner, regarding all the procedures.
-four seats are still vacant.
-all candidates require one vote.
-all candidates received election procedures, including rules on electioneering.
-the election committee chose not to use the 2 envelopes, just one.
-a yellow sign in sheet is being used.
-issues have been that bylaws are inconsistent: ie: can submit 10 days prior, but then says deadline is
January 31.
·
.
-suggested election procedures start much earlier next year, as opposed to waiting until January. He
commented the committee was handed the task under a short time period due to the previous committee
chair, Eugenia Contralto, stepping down from the planning board. New people had to be appointed to the
committee and that they were doing the best they could under the circumstance.
-Meeting clarification is needed on whether a candidate attends partial or full board meeting. The
board unanimously approved on January 23, 2013 to require candidates to attend a full board meeting. Lou
commented Tony Kempton was made aware of this and reported Tony commenting if the board voted on
that procedure, then the board needs to follow it, whether or not it is presently in the bylaws.
-Richard House asked who was in attendance at the last election committee meeting. Lou
mentioned all people in attendance. Richard asked if Lou could send a copy of the minutes
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out.
-Roberta Mikles commented that th ree separate people at the Oaks North club commented to
- - -flef1I1afRicnara-Rouse was anneifClTIotaRing photos ana-telling o aksf\J0 j'fFfCT01)- -. -members that the election committee was out of compliance with th e rules and the procedures .
_Robertg '!Jas u p-~et QY th~co ml1lenls made to her.
~ _
-Lou asked Richard why he didn't approach Lou about any concerns with the election procedures.
-Teri Denlinger commented her clu b (Eastview) contacted her with sim ilar concern s.
-Richard House commented he was told by the city we were to notice all the commun ity centers
about the elections because accord ing to Richard , it was not in the paper last week, only th is week .
-Roberta Mikles asked Richard if he let the election committee know this. Richard gave no response.
-Lou Dell Angela asked Richard if he was trying to underm in e the whole election procedures.
Rich ard said no.
-Lou Dell Angela commented Richard was not playi ng fa ir and that he was undermining the
entire board w ith his actions.
-Richard House changed the subj ect by asking what we should do about Kathy Keehan. Richard
House said he gave Lou Dell Ang ela Kathy's Oeclaration of Candidacy. Lou insisted he never
received her form .
Robin Ka ufman explain ed she attended a meeting in the community on Feb. 13 and asked Kathy
about her attendance at the January board meetin g. She said she was there at the request of
Richard as he wanted her to run for a position on the board . Robin inform ed Kathy th at th e ball ot
had been out for a week and she was not on the ballot. Robin explained she informed Kathy to
contact Lou about it as he is the committee chair. Kathy commented it was okay, but Robin gave
Kathy Lou's telephone number. Robi n asked Lo u a few days later if Kathy ever contacted Lou.
Lo u said he did not hear from her. Robin explain ed she emailed Kathy about it. Kathy informed
th
Rob in that she contacted Richard about it right after the meeting the evening of Feb. 13 . Rich ard
wa ited a fu ll week after being notified by Kathy (tonight's meeting) to brin g th e inform ation to the
attention of the election comm ittee.

ITEM #15 LIAISON REPORTS:
-Industrial: None.
-Commercial: None.
-Com munity Council: see attached document.
-CPC: Richard House reported there were amendments to t he food truck ord inance and other codes. It will
th en go to City Cou ncil for fin al approval.
.

ITEM #16 Old Business: None.
ITEM #1 7 New Business : Richard House comm ented he has a document from the city in regard to the issue of 2/3
majority vs a simple majority present. He commented he would send that out to everyone so we can all
be on the same page on the subject.
ADJOU RNM ENT: Motion made Richard House/Lou Dell Angela to adjourn at 9:45 pm . Motion passed unanimously.
Respectfully submitted by Robin Kaufman
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RB Community Council Report

- -- -- - -- - -- - --.-F ebruary,2-(f1"'4r----'-- - - -- - ---- - - - - - - The County reached out to the RB Community Council to host 'Love Your Heart' day in the community.
_ The Couoty_wide event was a olLe:.day evenLtaking.place on V.alentLne's Day JhroughQlli San Diego _
County by activating residents to take charge of their own heart health and 'know their numbers' by
providing f ree blood pressure sc reenings throughout the county. The RB Community Council gave all
participants a reusable cloth shopping bag with various items in it. Over 100 attended the event.
- The Government Relations Committee in conjunction with the Public Safety committee drafted a letter to
all our local, state and federa l representatives, requesting that AEDs become mandatory in all public
schools in our state. At this time, only 19 states require some of their schools to have AEDs and only
Hawaii and Oregon mandate it in every public school. The letter has been well received.
- The Public Safety Committee dealt and resolved an issue in 7 Oaks.
- Th e Public Safety Committee had the city re-slurry parts of West Bernardo Drive due to safety issues.
- Th e Community Council was able to have a pil e of debris along West Bernardo Drive removed after
being there for more than a month .
- The Community Council is in the process of planning the fourth annual community wide sidewalk chalk
event taki ng place the first Saturday in March. Over 800 people have partiCipated in the event in the past
three years.
- The Community Coun cil beg in s its election process in March in conj unction with the Recreation Council.
- The Government Relations Committee is work ing in conj unction with variou s service dog organizations
to enforce stricter ru les/gu idelines on what are real service dogs. The RB Community Council reached out
to our Supervisor after discovering County animal control was giving people 10 tags statin g their dogs
were service an imals if people gave them certain documentation . The Cou nty has now stopped doing this
since just about anyone can obtain the tags .

------
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S006593
TELEC OM SITE JUSTIFICATION LETTE R

1.

Description of t he locat ion, t ype, capaci ty, f ield strength or pow er density, and
ca lcu lated geographi c service ar ea of t he pr opo sed ante nn a or ante nn a array.
LOCATION AND TYPE

T-Mob il e is requ est ing to mod ify t he permi t for t he existin g com munica ti ons facilit y in
in t he Ri ght of Way at 15990 Av eni da Venusto. The existin g permi t number is
140686/ 490498 approved on Decembe r 10, 2008. The proj ect consists of 3 ante nnas
mo unted to a 29' 8" po le, one gro und mo unted 4' 10" cab in et, and on e ut ility stron g
bo x. T-Mob il e propo ses t o replace t he exist ing 3 anten nas w it h 3 new Air anten nas, and
t o swap t he exist ing 4'10" cabinet w it h a 5' re pl acement ca bin et. Thi s propo sed
m odificat ion will upgrade th e facili ty to 4G ca pabili ty. This existing facili ty is unm ann ed,
opera t ing 24 hours a day. Th e only vi sits to th e site wi ll cons ist of any emerge ncy ca lls
as we ll as reg ular maintenance visits once every fou r to six w eeks.
FREQUENCY AND POWER SPECIFICATIONS

The trans mitting frequency for the T-Mobi le system is 1950-1965 Mega hertz .
rece iving freq uency is 1870-1885 Megahertz.

The

COVERAGE AND CAPACITY

Th is on -a ir site provides T-Mob il e cov erag e wit hi n th e res idential area to th e sou th,
east, no rt h and west . Pleas e refer to t he coverage map t hat illu strat es t he coverage
tha t thi s site provid es and t he co verage ga p th at w ould be cr eat ed if th e site went offair. In addition, th e coverage maps are provid ed if th e an te nna s were located below th e
mast arm. Th e reduction in RAD cente r with th e an te nn as located below th e mast arm
cre ates a signifi ca nt lo ss in cov erage. Thi s site modifi ca tion is required to provide 4G
coverage in thi s area . In addi t ion, the new antennas/cabinet will enhance the existin g
coverage area .
2.

Location of all existing, proposed and anticipated wireless communications facilities in
the Applicant/Permitee's network located within a 1 mile radius from proposed site.
Pl eas e see refer to justification map and to covera ge maps.

3.

A description of how the proposed facility fits into, and is a necessary part of, the
App li cant/Permitee's network.
Thi s on- air site provid es T-Mobil e cove rage within th e res id entia l area to th e south ,
eas t, north and wes t. Pl ease refer to th e cove rage map th at illustrates th e cove rage
th at thi s site prov ides and th e cove rage gap th at wo uld be crea t ed if th e site we nt offair. In add iti on, th e coverage maps are provid ed if th e antenn as we re located belo w th e
mast arm . Th e reducti on in RA D ce nter w ith t he ante nna s locat ed be low t he mast arm
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T-M obi le is proposing to replace th e existing anten na s with
Air at the same RAD ce nter to m aintain the exi' stin g covera ge
area. In additio n, the Air antenn as w ill expand and improve
the st rength of cove rage, as well as provid e LTE servi ce to this
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ATIACHMENT 14
CITY OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

COUNCIL POLICY

CURRENT

CITY OF SAN DIEGO WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITIES
POLICY
600-43
POLICY NO.:
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 1, 2005
SUBJECT:

BACKGROUND
The City of San Diego has received numerous requests for Wireless Communication Facilities over
the past seventeen years both on public and private property. The application process needs more
coordination and consistency among City Departments. In light of this, a policy is desirable to
establish the criteria by which applications are evaluated, processed, approved and denied.

PURPOSE AND INTENT
The purpose of this policy is to provide comprehensive guidelines for the review and processing of
applications for the placement and design of Wireless Communication Facilities in accordance with
the City of San Diego land use regulations. These guidelines are intended to prescribe clear,
reasonable, and predictable criteria to assess and process applications in a consistent and expeditious
manner, while reducing visual and land use impacts associated with Wireless Communication
Facilities. The guidelines presented in this policy promote the use of camouflage design techniques
and preferred locations to minimize the visual impacts to the surrounding community and preserve
land uses within the City of San Diego. At the same time, the guidelines allow for the orderly and
efficient development of wireless networks consistent with the ru les and regu lations promulgated by
the Federal Communications Commission [FCC] pursuant to the Telecommunication Act of 1996
[TCA].

APPLICATION OF THIS POLICY
This policy contains the development guidelines that the City applies to all applications for Wireless
Communication Facilities within the City of San Diego, including new proposals and amendments to
existing Wireless Communication Facilities in all zones, overlays, planned districts and community
plans. These guidelines ensure minimal land use impacts on the surrounding community by
encouraging preferred locations, providing design guidelines, and monitoring health and safety issues
within the limits of the TCA.
For applicants seeking placement of a Wireless Communication Facility on city-owned land, this
policy should be used in conjunction with applicable Council Policies and Land Development Code
section 141.0420. To the extent Council Policies conflict, this Policy supersedes any existing Council
Policy as it relates to Wireless Communication Facilities.

CP-600-43
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CURRENT

DEFINITIONS
1.

Antenna means a device or system used for the transmission and/or reception of radio
frequency signals for wireless communications. It may include an omni-directional (whip),
directional (panel), dish, or GPS antenna. It does not include the support structure.

2.

Cellular means analog, digital signal, personal communications services (PCS) technology,
and similar systems which exist now or may be developed in the future and exhibit similar
technological characteristics.

3.

City Parks means land dedicated for park or recreation purposes under Charter section 55 ;
land set aside fo r park or recreation purposes in accordance with Charter section 55 ; or land
conveyed by grant deed for park or recreation purposes.

4.

Collocation means the sharing of a single Wireless Communication Facility, site, or location
by more than one provider or by the same p provider for more than one wireless technology;
also referred to as "site sharing."

5.

Controlling Department means the City Department primarily responsible for using and
managing a specific city owned parcel ofland or facility .

6.

Wireless Communication Facility [WCF] means the apparatus that includes the Antennas,
support structures, and associated equipment for personal wireless serv ices and information
services.

POLICY

A.

General
The City is the regulatory agency responsible for issuing permits for the development of
Wireless Communication Facilities in the City of San Diego. For projects on private property
the City acts only in its regulatory role; for City-owned property; the City has dual roles as
property owner and government regulator. The City's Development Services Department
[DSD] is responsible for design review, regulatory compliance, zoning administration, and
permit processing of applications for Wireless Communication Facilities. For Wireless
Communication Facilities proposed on property owned by the City, the City ' s Real Estate
Assets Department [READ] is responsible for the negotiation and administration of sales and
leases, including property used and managed by the City's Park and Recreation Department
[P&R], Water Department, or other Controlling Departments of the City.

·1
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In considering applications to lease City-owned property, it is the policy of the City Council to
maintain control over the des ign and siting process and to generate revenues for park and
recreational uses, Water Department uses, and the General Fund.
B.

Development Review Process
1.

In general, DSD is the lead department responsible for processing applications fo r
Wireless Communication Facilities on non-city owned sites. DSD is the primary point
of contact and wi ll also coordinate with the applicant and the public processing of
projects through the development review process in an orderly and efficient manner.
READ is responsible for processing proposed proj ects involving city owned land or
facilities from application to fina l City Council lease approval. This includes
coordinating review by the Controlling Department and shepherding the proj ect
through the development review process. As part of the development review process:

f.

a.

All departments involved in the review and approval of a Wireless
Communication Facility should be included on the distribution list for the
project.

b.

A copy of any' discretionary application for a proposed Wireless Communication
Facility in that council district should be sent to the City Council office
representing the area within which the subject property is located.

c.

As part of the initial routing, the recognized community planning group should
be provided a copy of all applicable ministerial applications for a proposed
Wireless Communication Faci lity within its community plan area, for
information purposes only. The community planning group should also be
provided any pending discretionary applications for its community consistent
with Council Policy 600-24. The recognized community planning group adjacent
to a regional park should also receive a copy of any application for the siting of a
Wireless Communication Facility within the regional park where the Park
Advisory Body is not the planning group.

d.

Environmental review in accordance with the California Environmental Quality
Act should occur for all Wireless Communication Facility applications
qualifying for discretionary review.

e.

The DSD Project Manager or the Controlling Department's Project Manager
should perform a final inspection of all Wireless Communication Facilities prior
to receiving final approval clearance from the Building Inspector to ensure
conformance with any discretionary permits.
Each approved application for a Wireless Communication Facility should be
entered into a City database to track the location of Wireless Communication
Facilities in the City. The information may be displayed on the City's Web site.
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2.

The Information Technology and Communications [IT&C] Department is responsible
for adv ising the City Manager and the City Council on issues related to technical
oversight and evaluation of proposed and developed Wireless Communication Facilities
in the City of San Diego, including the following:
a.

C.

CURRENT

Radio frequency [RF] radiation studies, propagation studies, tower loading
studies, inter-modulation studies, RF interference studies, and licensing and
frequency issues.

b.

Review of equipment to be used at a proposed Wireless Communication
Facility, including transmitters, receivers, antennas, cabling, power sources, etc.

c.

Evaluation of compliance with FCC rules and regulations as it relates to
interference with City of San Diego communication facilities for Wireless
Communication Facilities.

d.

Review and verify applicant's proposed Wireless Communication Facility for
compliance with FCC regulations related to RF emissions;

e.

Coordination of the technical aspects of installation and maintenance activities
on City Property.

f.

The applicant shall be charged for all reasonable costs associated with review
by IT&C, the Controlling Department and DSD.

Processing of Applications for Wireless Communication Facilities on Non-City Property.
DSD is the central processing authority and primary point of contact for all Wireless
Communication Facility applications on non-city owned sites. All applications for Wireless
Communication Facilities on non-city owned sites should be submitted to DSD for processing
and tracking throughout the review process.

D.

Processing of Applications for Wireless Communication Facilities on City Property.
All applications for Wireless Communication Facilities on City Property should be submitted
to the Real Estate Assets Department to be processed and tracked throughout the entire
application process. The Property Agent assigned to the project should forward an advance
copy of the application to DSD prior to submittal for development review processing. READ
is the primary point of contact and is responsible for negotiating and executing an agreement
with the applicant for lease of City-owned property for a Wireless Communication Facility.
The Controlling Department for the proposed site is responsible for review of the application
to ensure current and future operational compatibility and compliance with design standards.
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1.

CURRENT

Prior to execution of any lease for a Wireless Communication Facility on City-owned
property, READ should obtain the rev iew and approval of the Controlling Department
and DSD. In addition, the lease agreement should contain all of the followin g:
a.

Provisions addressing maintenance of the Wireless Communication Facility,
adequate security, adequate insurance coverage, abandonment or
decommissioning of the Wireless Communication Faci lity.

b.

A term limiting duration of the agreement to the shortest practical term, with an
option to extend the term only by mutual consent.

c.

Market-rate rent based on a current independent fee appraisal of comparable
market rents for similar facilities in Southern California or other comparable
market area.

d.

One-time Site Access Fees should be charged for the installation of wireless
facilities on all City-owned property. The amount of these fees should be
consistent and regularly updated.

e.

Reasonable compensation for the use of city utility poles to mount Antennas.

f.

Where the lease authorizes subleasing, the city should receive 100% of the Site
Access Fee and 50% of the lease revenue generated from the site.

g.

A processing fee adequate to cover the costs of processing and rev iewing
applications for Wireless Communication Facilities.

h.

Assurance that the proposed Wireless C ommunication Facility will not interfere
with City operations or public use of City-owned property.

2.

Site Access Fees should be deposited into a special fund to be used primarily to benefit
the property or adjacent community where the wireless facility is located. The
appropriate stakeholder groups may make recommendations for the expenditure of the
special fund. The appropriate Controlling Department should work with the
.
stakeholder groups to prioritize these requests.

3.

Rental Revenue. One half of the ongoing rental revenue should be deposited into the
general fund and one half deposited into a special fund for the appropriate department.
All expenditures will require prior written approval by the City Manager or designee.

4.

Processing of Applications for Wireless Communication Facilities in City Parks. The
City may grant authorization on dedicated or designated parkland and open space if it
is first determined by the Park and Recreation Department that the requested action
would not only meet the criteria of this Policy, but would also be consistent with City
Charter Section 55 .
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CURRENT

a.

Design. Proposed wire less communication facilities must be disguised such
that they do not detract from the recreational or natural character of the
parkland or open space. Further, proposed wireless communication facilities
must be integrated with existing park facilities, and must not disturb the
environmental integrity of the parkland or open space.

b.

Site Visit. For applications seeking placement of a Wireless Communication
Facility in a City Park, READ should, early in the review process, schedule a
meeting at the proposed site to identify and view the requested location. READ
should provide notice of this initial site visit to the following groups:

c.

•

a representative from the officially recognized Community Planning Group
under Council Policy 600-24 for that area;

•

the Park and Recreation Department's Project Manager;

•

the Park and Recreation Department's Area Manager;

•

the Development Services Department's Project Manager;

•

the Information, Technology and Communications Department; and

•

the Planning Department's Community Planner.

P&R's Project Manager should present the project for review and
recommendation to the appropriate Park and Recreation advisory boards and
committees.
For any Wireless Communication Facility proposed within an area in a City
Park that is covered by an existing lease, the project will also be presented to
the existing lessee for review and, where necessary, consent.
For any Wireless Communication Facility proposed within an area in a City
Park that contains an existing encroachment managed by another city
department, that department should also have the opportunity to review the
project as a Controlling Department.

d.

Following action on the proposed project by the required boards and councils,
the P&R' s Project Manager will notify the applicant, READ, and DSD of the
final action by the Director of P&R.
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e.

5.

E.

CURRENT

The Director of the Park and Recreation Department may limit the number of
Wire less Communication Facilities allowed in any City Park and should not
allow any applicant to site more than one Wire less Communication Facility in
any City Park. Further, each applicant should be allowed only one equipment
enclosure per City Park. Exceptions may be made fo r Wireless Communication
Facilities in large regional parks on a case-by-case basis.

All applicants proposing Wireless Communication Facilities on City-owned property
including City Parks and public rights-of-way are required to obtain City authorization
for use of the property which should also be reviewed by applicable Controlling
Departments.

Guidelines fo r Placement of Wire less Communication Facilities
The following guidelines set forth four locational categories that correspond to the Process
levels contained within the Wireless Communication Facilities regu lations, Chapter 14,
Division 1, Article 4 of the San Diego Municipal Code. These guidelines establish a hierarchy
from most preferred location to least preferred location. Applications for sites in either
Preference 2, 3 or 4 Locations should include additional information from the applicant
substantiating why a Preference 1 Location was not utilized.
1.

Preference 1 Locations. This category includes the most preferred locations for siting
Wireless Communication Facilities . Applicants are strongly encouraged to site a
facility in one of these zones or in the public right-of-way before pursuing a Preference
2 Location. These locations correspond to uses allowed as Limited Uses under the
Wireless Communication Facilities regulations.

2.

Preference 2 Locations. This category includes areas that may be considered for siting
Wireless Communication Facilities as long as the applicant submits adequate
information demonstrating that a Preference 1 Location could not be used to meet the
technical requirements for the facility thereby supporting a Preference 2 Location.
These locations correspond to uses allowed with a Neighborhood Use Permit under the
Wireless Communication Facilities regulations. Applicants are encouraged to locate in
these areas before pursuing a Preference 3 Location.

3.

Preference 3 Locations. This category includes sensitive land uses and are less
preferred for siting Wireless Communication Facilities. These locations correspond to
uses allowed with a Conditional Use Permit, Process 3, under the Wireless
Communication Facilities regulations. The applicant should demonstrate that sites
within the Preference 1 and 2 Locations were explored in good faith and found
unacceptable.
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4.

F.

CURRENT

Preference 4 Locations. This category includes highly sensitive land uses and is the
least preferred for siting Wireless Communication Facilities. Applicants are
discouraged from seeking placement of a Wireless Communication Facility in these
areas. These locations correspond to uses allowed with a Conditional Use Permit,
Process 4, under the Wireless Communication Facilities regulations. The applicant
should demonstrate that sites within the Preference 1, 2, and 3 Locations were explored
in good faith and found unacceptable.

Application Review By City Staff
The Development Services Department publishes an Information Bulletin which contains
specific information on the submittal requirements for applicants proposing Wireless
Communication Facilities. In reviewing and making recommendations on discretionary
applications for Wireless Communication Facilities, staff should consider the following
factors:
1.

The nature of uses on adjacent and nearby premises;

2.

Integration of the proposal with the existing building or environment;

3.

Surrounding topography;

4.

Existing landscaping;

5.

Quality and compatibility of design and screening;

6.

Impacts on public views and the visual quality of the surrounding area; and

7.

Availability of other facilities and buildings for Collocation.

ATTACHMENTS:
1.

Federal Communication Commission: A Local Government Official 's Guide to
Transmitting Antenna RF Emission Safety : Rules, Procedures, and Practical Guidance
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