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CASE NO. 92067 

STAFF'S 

Please indicate recommendation for each action, (ie: Resolution / Ordinance) 

Deny CUP No. 296127 and PDP No. 453612 

PLANNING COMMISSION (List names of Commissioners voting yea or nay) 

YEAS: Schultz, Garcia, Naslund, Ontai, Otsuji 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTAINING: 0 

TO: (List recommendation or action) 

Deny CUP No. 296127 and PDP No. 453612. 

COMMUNITY PLANNING GROUP (choose one) 

LIST NAME OF GROUP: 

No officially recognized community planning group for this area. 

X Community Planning Group has been notified of this project and has not submitted a recommendation. 

Community Planning Group has been notified of this project and has not laken a position. 

Community Planning Group has recommended approval of this project. 

Community Planning Group has recommended denial of this project. 

This is a matter of City-wide effect. The following community group(s) have taken a position on the item: 

In favor: 

Opposed: 

By Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 

Project Manager 
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T H E C I T Y O F S A N D I E G O 

REPORT TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION 

DATE ISSUED: 

ATTENTION: 

SUBJECT: 

June 21, 2007 REPORT NO. PC-07-079 

OWNERS: 

APPLICANT: 

SUMMARY 

Issue(s): 

Planning Commission, Agenda of June 28, 2007 

AMERICAN TOWER CUP'S - PROJECT NO.'S 90455, 90475, 90486, 
91175, 107501 - PROCESS: 3 (ON APPEAL) AND 
PROJECT NO.'S 92067, 92076 - PROCESS: 4 AND PROJECT NO. 91178 
- PROCESS 5 (RECOMMENDATION) 

Various (See Ownership Disclosures in Attachments A-H. Updated versions 
will be distributed at the Planning Commission Hearing) 
American Tower Corporation 

1. Should the Planning Commission approve or deny an appeal of five Conditional Use 
Permits for expired major telecommunication facilities (four different monopoles and 
one shelter with rooftop antennas in addition to associated ground equipment)? 

2. Should the Planning Commission approve or deny two additional Conditional Use 
Permits that have accompanying Planned Development Permits (for height 
deviations) for existing expired major telecommunication facilities (two different 
monopoles with associated ground equipment)? 

3. Should the Planning Commission recommend denial to the City Council of a 
Conditional Use Permit and a Site Development Permit (for Ciairemont Mesa Height 
Limitation Overlay deviation) for an existing, expired 136 foot high monopole located 
at 6426 Mt. Ada Drive within the Ciairemont Mesa Community Planning area? 

DIVERSITY 

-1 -



000^40 

Staff Recommendation: 

1. Deny the appeal and Uphold the Hearing Officer's decision to Deny Conditional Use 
Permit No. 289921 (Verus Street - PTS No. 90455). 

2. Deny the appeal andUphoId the Hearing Officer's decision to Deny Conditional Use 
Permit No. 289973 (Yolanda Avenue - PTS No. 90475). 

3. Deny the appeal and Uphold the Hearing Officer's decision to Deny Conditional Use 
Pennit No. 290030 (Keamy Villa - PTS No. 90486). 

4. Deny the appeal and Uphold the Hearing Officer's decision to Deny Conditional Use 
Pennit No. 292612 (Federal Boulevard - PTS No. 91175). 

5. Deny the appeal and Uphold the Hearing Officer's decision to Deny Conditional Use 
Permit No. 357727 (Mini Storage-PTS No. 107501). 

6. Deny Conditional Use Pennit No. 296127 and Site Development Permit No. 452327 
(30th Place - PTS No. 92067). 

7. Deny Conditional Use Pennit No. 296155 and Planned Development Permit No. 
296156 (Aviation - PTS No. 92076). 

8. Recommend that the City Council Deny Conditional Use Permit No. 292627 and 
Site Development Permit No. 450714 (Mt. Ada - PTS No. 91178). 

Community Planning Group Recommendation: 

1. On March 8, 2006, the Otay Mesa-Nestor Community Planning Committee voted 14-
0-0 to recommend approval of Project No. 90455 for Verus (Attachment A-7). 

2. On Febmary 15, 2006, the Keamy Mesa Community Planning Group voted 10-0-1 to 
recommend approval of Project No. 90475 for Yolanda (Attachment B-7). 
Additionally, due to the location ofthe project site on the border of Sena Mesa, the 
Serra Mesa Planning Group submitted a letter recommending approval ofthe project 
if the facility is redesigned to comply with the Land Development Code (Attachment 
B-8). 

3. On April 19, 2006, the Keamy Mesa Community Planning Group voted 10-0-0 to 
recommend approval of Project No. 90486 for Kearny Villa (Attachment C-7). 
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4. On March 6, 2006, the City Heights Area Planning Committee voted 10-2-0 to 
recommend approval of Project No. 91175 for Federal. Their vote included a 
recommendation to improve the landscape on site and also to provide suitably located 
street trees (Attachment D-7). 

5. The applicant has not yet presented Mini Storage to the City Heights Area Planning 
Committee for a recommendation. 

6. On March 27, 2006, American Tower met with the Technical Subcommittee of the 
Southeastern San Diego Planning Committee on 30th Place. They requested additional 
information on landscape and replacement ofthe existing chain link fence with wrought 
iron. American Tower has not been able to present to the Southeastern San Diego 
Planning Committee to date. 

7. American Tower has not yet presented Aviation to the Skyline Paradise Hills 
Community Planning Committee for a recommendation. 

8. On March 21, 2006, the Ciairemont Mesa Planning Committee voted 14-0-0 to 
recommend denial of Project No. 91178 for Mt. Ada (Attachment X). 

Environmental Review: 

1. Project No. 90455 (Verus Street) was determined to be categorically exempt from the 
Califomia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 
on January 13, 2006. 

2. Project No. 90475 (Yolanda Avenue) was determined to be categorically exempt from 
CEQA pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 on Febmary 13, 2007. 

3. Project No. 90486 (Keamy Villa Road) was determined to be categorically exempt 
from CEQA pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 on March 1, 2007. 

4. Project No. 91175 (Federal Boulevard) was determined to be categorically exempt 
from CEQA pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 on February 22, 2007. 

5. Project No. 107501 (Mini Storage) was determined to be categorically exempt from 
CEQA pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 on August 15, 2006. 

6. Project No. 92067 (30th Place) was determined to be categorically exempt from 
CEQA pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 on Febmary 8, 2006. 

7. Project No. 92076 (Aviation) was determined to be categorically exempt from CEQA 
pursuant to Article 19 Section 15301 on March 1, 2007. 
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8. Project No. 91178 (Mt. Ada) was determined to be categorically exempt from CEQA 
pursuantto Article 19 Section 15301 on January23, 2006. 

Fiscal Impact Statement: All costs associated with the processing of this project are 
paid from deposit accounts maintained by the applicant. 

Code Enforcement Impact: Neighborhood Code Compliance was notified ofthe expired 
permits and has been monitoring their progress through the discretionary process over the 
past couple of years. 

Housing Impact Statement: None associated with this project. 

BACKGROUND 

These wireless communication facilities are all existing and were approved more than ten years ago 
by either the Planning Commission or the City Council. The permits were issued to a specific 
wireless carrier for a period often years, but during that time frame the facilities were sold to a pole 
manager. American Tower Corporation (ATC) is now the owner and is attempting to obtain approval 
of new permits for each of these sites. 

The original CUP's for these projects approved some ofthe last monopoles in the City. These . 
projects include five Process 3 's that were denied by the Hearing Officer and have been appealed by 
American Tower, two Process 4's and one Process 5, requiring a recommendation from Planning 
Commission. The eight projects are described in more detail as follows: 

Process 3 - Appealed Projects 

Verus Street - CUP No. 289921. The 90 foot high pole and 200 square-foot equipment 
shelter is located at 2222 Verus Street (Attachments A-1,2). The property is zoned IL-2-1 
and it is designated for industrial use in the Otay Mesa-Nestor Community Plan (Attachment 
A-3). The pole currently has one tenant, Sprint Nextel, whose nine panel antennas are 
situated at 67 feet, leaving the upper 23 feet unused (Attachment A-6). The original 
CUP/CDP (94-0471) permitted up to three omni antennas and 12 panel antennas when it was 
approved on July 27, 1995 by the Planning Commission (Attachment A-9). The facility, as it 
exists, complies with the development regulations for the IL-2-1 zone. The existing tower 
would not require a Coastal Development Permit, however, if the project is redesigned, it will 
be subject to the coastal development regulations. Surrounding uses include industrial to the 
north, east and south. Interstate-5 is to the west with the San Diego Swiss Club beyond 
(Attachment A-l). This project, as proposed, is classified as a major telecommunication 
facility and requires a Conditional Use Permit due to the fact that it does not comply with the 
Communication Antenna regulations (Section 141.0405 ofthe LDC-Attachment I). On April 
4, 2007, the Hearing Officer denied this project based on the inability to make the appropriate 
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findings in the affirmative. 

Yolanda Avenue - CUP No. 289973. This project includes a 200 square-foot equipment 
shelter straddled with seven antennas mounted above the shelter on poles at approximately 15 
feet in height located at the terminus of Yolanda Avenue above Interstate-15 in the Keamy 
Mesa Community Plan area (Attachments B-1,2). The property is zoned RS-1-1 and IL-2-1 
and it contains steep slopes, sensitive vegetation and a portion is mapped MHPA. The 
Keamy Mesa Community Plan designates the site for Open Space (Attachment B-3). The 
original CUP (94-0527) permitted up to three omni antennas and 12 panel antennas when it 
was approved July 27, 1995 by the Planning Commission (Attachment B-10). The facility, as 
it exists, complies with the development regulations for the RS-1-1 zone, where the actual 
facility is located. Sunounding uses include single unit residential to the west, vacant 
residentially and industrially zoned properties to the north, south and east with the Southern 
Pacific Pipeline oil tanks at the bottom ofthe slope adjacent to Interstate-15 (Attachment B-
1). This project poses a significant visual impact on the horizon when viewed from below or 
from across the canyon, therefore, it is classified as a major telecommunication facility and 
requires a Conditional Use Permit (Section 141.0405 ofthe LDC-Attachment I). The site 
also contains steep slopes and sensitive vegetation. The existing facility would not require an 
SDP, however if the project is redesigned, it would be subject to the Environmentally 
Sensitive Lands regulations and an SDP would be required. Additionally, the Communication 
Antenna regulations also prohibit major telecommunication facilities within one-half mile of 
another major telecommunication facility. There are two other major telecommunication 
facilities adjacent to this one. On April 4, 2007, the Hearing Officer denied this project based 
on the inability to make the appropriate findings in the affirmative. 

Keamy Villa Road - CUP No. 290030. The 120 foot high monopole and 200 square-foot 
equipment shelter is located at 5571 Keamy Villa Road (Attachment C-l,2). The property is 
zoned IL-2-1 and is designated for industrial use in the Keamy Mesa Community Plan' 
(Attachment C-3). The pole currently supports nine panel antennas at approximately 75 feet. 
What appears to be another tenant with three panel antennas exists at approximately 62 feet. 
The upper (approximate) 41 feet ofthe pole is not being used, although there are two empty 
antenna racks currently situated on the pole (Attachment C-6). The facility was built under 
the M-1B zone (previous Code), which had different setback requirements from those ofthe 
IL-2-1 zone. As a result, the pole encroaches into the side yard setback approximately three 
and a half feet and the equipment enclosure encroaches six feet (Attachment C-5). If this 
project were approved, a Planned Development Permit would be required. The original CUP 
(94-0479) permitted up to three omni antennas and 12 panel antennas for Nextel and the 
same number of antennas for another carrier as a way to encourage collocation. The CUP 
was approved on January 26, 1995 by the Planning Commission (Attachment C-9). 
Surrounding uses are completely industrial and heavy commercial (Attachment C-3). This 
project poses a significant visual impact in the community and can be viewed from Highway-
163, therefore, it is classified as a major telecommunication facility and requires a 
Conditional Use Permit (Section 141.0405-Attachment I). Several other towers dot the 
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Keamy Mesa community, but most are government communication towers and broadcast f 
towers, both of which are regulated differently and a couple of major switch stations for two 
different wireless companies. On April 4, 2007, the Hearing Officer denied this project based 
on the inability to make the appropriate findings in the affirmative. 

Federal Boulevard - CUP No. 292612. The 100 foot high monopole and 450 square-foot 
equipment shelter is located at 4586 Federal Boulevard (Attachments D-l,2). The property is 
zoned IL-3-1 and is designated for industrial use in the Mid-Cities Community Plan 
(Attachment D-3). The monopole cunently has one tenant, Verizon, which has 
approximately 15 panel antennas (Attachment D-6). The original CUP (94-0627) permitted 
up to four dish antennas, six omni antennas and 30 panel antennas. The CUP was approved 
Febmary 2, 1995 by the Planning Commission (Attachment D-9). The facility, as it exists, 
complies with the development regulations for the IL-3-1 zone. The project site is 
sunounded by industrial and heavy commercial uses (Attachment D-l). This project poses a 
significant visual impact in the community and can be viewed from Federal Boulevard and 
Highway-94, therefore, it is classified as a major telecommunication facility and requires a 
Conditional Use Permit due to the fact that it does not comply with the Communication 
Antenna regulations (Section 141.0405 ofthe LDC-Attachment I). On April 4, 2007, the 
Hearing Officer denied this project based on the inability to make the appropriate findings in 
the affirmative. 

Mini Storage - CUP No. 357727. The 60 foot high monopole and 150 square-foot ,-
equipment room is located at 1529 38th Street (Attachment E-1,2). The property is zoned IL- ^ 
2-1 and is designated for industrial use in the Mid-Cities Community Plan (Attachment E-3). 
The monopole cunently has one tenant, Sprint Nextel, with Nextel at the top ofthe pole with 

nine panel antennas and Sprint at about the 35 foot height with six panel antennas 
(Attachment E-6). This site is a little different from the others in that there are multiple 
permits issued for various components and to different carriers. The original CUP (94-0330-
12) for the monopole was issued to Nextel and permitted up to three omni antennas and 12 
panel antennas and a 150 square-foot equipment room and was approved Febmary 1, 1996 by 
the Planning Commission (Attachment E-8). Sprint, later was approved for nine panel 
antennas at approximately the 48 foot height and a 94 square-foot area for the equipment 
cabinets. This approval was issued administratively to Sprint on Febmary 1, 2000. Now that 
Sprint Nextel has merged, this facility could be evaluated by the company for consolidation. 
The facility, as it exists, complies with the development regulations for the IL-2-1 zone. 
South ofthe property are industrial uses, to the west is industrial and single unit residential, 
to the north is an elementary school and single unit residential and to the east it is vacant with 
industrial uses below (Attachment E-l). This project, as proposed, is classified as a major 
telecommunication facility and requires a Conditional Use Permit due to the fact that it does 
not comply with the Communication Antenna regulations (Section 141.0405 ofthe LDC-
Attachment I). On April 4, 2007, the Hearing Officer denied this project based on the 
inability to make the appropriate findings in the affirmative. 
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American Tower Corporation Appeal 

ATC appealed the decision ofthe Hearing Officer on April 11, 2007 based on factual enor and 
findings not supported (Attachment K). ATC claims that the CUP findings made in the negative 
were based on the unsupported assertion that the City imposed ten year time limits in order to require 
replacement of existing facilities. The claim goes on to cite that the City was assuming that carriers 
should have designed their networks to accommodate the removal or replacement of these towers. 
ATC believes they had a reasonable expectation that their CUP's would be renewed subject to 
compliance with conditions. Furthermore, ATC believes their tenants relied on the expectation that 
the permits would be renewed when they originally constructed their networks. 

StaffResponse 

Please review attachment K to read the four different expiration conditions found in the permits that 
are the subject of this report. It is difficult to understand how these conditions could be 
misinterpreted to mean or imply that any ofthe applicants had reasonable expectations that a permit 
could be extended or that a facility could remain without legally obtaining the appropriate permits in 
compliance with current regulations. The whole point ofthe expiration was to allow a facility to 
operate with the express intent that if the tower became obsolete, it would be removed and that if 
technology or legislative changes were made, then these facilities would be modified to 
accommodate these changes. Each ofthe carriers signed the CUP's acknowledging that they agreed 
with the conditions ofthe permits. The Planning Commission imposed the expiration date in order 
to have the ability to reassess the facility according to any changes that would occur in the future that 
could reduce existing impacts to the communities where these facilities are located. 

Since these towers were constructed between 10 and 20 years ago, the technology has evolved so that 
monopoles are no longer necessary as support stmctures. Due to the demand by many Califomia 
jurisdictions, design companies have responded by developing many different stealth support 
stmctures that blend in to landscapes and environments to ensure that these facilities do not detract 
from communities. Some design options include clock towers, community identification signs, and 
water tanks. See Kramer.Firm's Wireless Site Gallery at http://www.kramerfirm.com/cells/ for 
additional examples of how far the design industry has come in the last 10 years. 

The towers in question were built as network backbones for either Pac Tel Mobile or Nextel. 
Slightly more than 20 years ago, Pac Tel Mobile (now Verizon) was one of two carriers in San Diego 
and they had only a handful of sites. The technology was still new and decision makers were unsure 
of what the future held for this technology. Today, Verizon has approximately 230 sites within the 
City. Technicians are continuously making adjustments to networks to accommodate new on-air 
sites, as well as changes in technology and consumer demands. Height reductions at these sites may 
require additional sites in order to avoid reduced coverage, but a carrier is not going to spend the 
money on new sites if adjustments to existing facilities can be made. 
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'Nextel entered the San Diego market in 1994. They too, began with a handful of "high" sites and 
over the years, they have built approximately 235 sites in San Diego. In 2005, Sprint (who has 
approximately 230 sites) and Nextel merged, and although they each have different technologies 
(CDMA-Sprint, IDEN-Nextel) with different size needs, they do have opportunities to consolidate 
and make adjustments to compensate for height reductions. 

ATC, on the other hand, is not a carrier, but rather a pole or site manager. Their business model is to 
acquire or permit facilities and market them as collocation sites. Out of all the towers that are the 
subject of this report, only two support more than one tenant. 

When purchasing these portfolios from the previous tower owners, part of ATC s due diligence 
would have uncovered the CUP's and the expiration dates. None ofthe applications for these 
expired CUP's were submitted to the City until after the expiration date when they were notified by 
the City. .ATC submitted the applications requesting that they be treated as an extension to the 
original permit. The Land Development Code does not contain provisions for extending permits and 
these permits all had specific expiration dates expressly included for the reasons stated above. 

It is important to note that the City is not requesting that the facilities be removed, but instead that 
they be redesigned to address the cunent regulations requiring architectural integration. If these 
facilities are redesigned to architecturally blend with the landscape, the applicant would be able to 
utilize the facilities as a collocation site that would provide siting opportunities for other carriers and 
additional revenue stream for ATC. Reasonable height increases could be considered as part ofthe 
review for the new facilities. However, the upper portions of some of these poles are already not 
being utilized, which substantiates that they can be reduced in height. 

Finally, staff has worked very closely with the industry over the past 17 years and more particularly 
over the past seven years with industry representatives on the Telecommunication Issues Committees 
(TIC) 1 and 2. Those participating representatives were selected by the industry and although not all 
carriers were represented at the table, the TIC representatives conducted periodic informational 
meetings to discuss and update the non-participating carriers on the dialogue between the public, 
staff and the industry. It is well known that San Diego has not permitted monopoles in at least 10 
years. Staff has been very clear with all ofthe carriers that monopoles were being phased out. Sprint 
Nextel and Verizon are both experienced with the City policies and regulations pertaining to wireless 
communication facilities and neither company has proposed a monopole in the past 10 years. The 
previous Communication Antenna regulations (141.0405-Attachment I) were in effect for more than 
seven years and architectural integration was the basis upon which they were developed. 

Process 4 - Planning Commission Decision 

30 t h Place - CUP No. 296127/PPD No. 452327. The 130 foot high monopole and 500 
> square foot equipment shelter is located at 797 1/3 30th Place (Attachments F-1,2). The 

property is zoned MF-3000 and is within the Southeastern San Diego Community Plan 
(Attachment F-3). The monopole cunently has one tenant, Verizon, which has 15 panel 
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antennas, an omni antenna and eight microwave dishes (Attachment X). The original CUP 
(84-0469) was approved November 20, 1984 by the City Council and did not specify the 
number of allowed antennas (Attachment F-8). The facility, as it exists, complies with the 
development regulations for the MF-3000 zone with the exception ofthe 30 foot height limit, 
thus the requirement for the SDP. To the south, east and west, there are single unit 
residential uses and Highway-94 is immediately to the north (Attachment F-1). This project 
poses a significant visual impact to the heavily traveled Highway-94 and to the sunounding 
communities of Southeastern San Diego and Golden Hill as it is the highest feature on the 
horizon. As such, the project is classified as a major telecommunication facility and requires 
a CUP. 

Aviation - CUP No. 296155/PDP No. 296156. The 130 foot high monopole and 550 square 
foot equipment shelter is located at 6770 Aviation Drive (Attachments G-l ,2). The property 
is zoned RS-1-7 and is designated for Low-Density Residential in the Skyline Paradise Hills 
Community Plan (Attachment G-3). The monopole cunently has one tenant, Verzion, which 
has 28 antennas and seven microwave dishes. The CUP (84-0472) was approved on 
November 20, 1984 by the City Council (Attachment G-8). The facility, as it exists, complies 
with the development regulations for the RS-1-7 zone with the exception ofthe 30 foot 
height limit, thus the requirement for the PDP. The site is situated prominently on a hilltop 
sunounded by single unit residential homes (Attachment G-l). The site supported a City 
water tank at one time, but now is home to three monopoles, including the American Tower 

. facility (Attachment G-6). The City currently has a 105 foot high monopole supporting city 
communication equipment and also, T-Mobile as a tenant. The third monopole belongs to 
Nextel and it is 90 feet high. It expired on June 1, 2005. Nextel is cunently in the review 
process with a proposal to replace the tower with a 50 foot high faux tree, which will be used 
as a collocation facility with Sprint. 

During the review of this project, staff requested ATC to collaborate with the other carriers, 
as well as the City to develop a collocation facility that complied with cunent regulations. 
The solution American Tower devised consisted of a 180 foot high steel lattice tower, which 
would support all ofthe existing carriers as well as any new carriers. After reviewing the 
design, staff decided separate facilities at a lower scale would be more appropriately sited and 
better able to integrate into this hilltop site. All three existing monopoles are visible to the 
sunounding community. This project, like the other two towers, is classified as a major 
telecommunication facility and does not conform to the Communication Antenna regulations 
due to the lack of integration into the environment and the proximity to the other two major 
telecommunication facilities. 

The intent of a PDP is to encourage imaginative and innovative planning and to assure that the 
development achieves the purpose and intent ofthe applicable land use plan and that it would be 
preferable to what would be achieved by strict conformance with the regulations. These two 
monopoles do not meet the purpose or the intent ofthe PDP regulations. Similar to the other five 
appealed monopoles, these monopoles do not comply with the Communication Antenna regulations. 
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Process 5 - Planning Commission Recommendation to Citv Council 

AMt . Ada - CUP No.292627/SDP No. 450714. The 145 foot high monopole and 572 square 
foot equipment shelter is located at 6426 Mt. Ada Road (Attachments H-l ,2). The property is 
zoned CC-1-3 and is designated for Commercial Community Core in the Ciairemont Mesa 
Community Plan (Attachment H-3). The monopole cunently has one tenant, Verizon, and 
supports two separate racks of antennas totaling 30 panel antennas and three microwave 
dishes (Attachment H-6). The site also contains a generator. The original CUP (83-0629), 
issued to Pac Tel Mobile, permitted a 145 foot high pole and a 572 square foot equipment 
shelter, but did not specify the number of antennas. It was approved by the City Council on 
November 20, 1984 (Attachment H-9). Sunounding uses include multi-unit residential units 
to the south and commercial uses to the east, west and north. Large residential subdivisions 
exist beyond the multi-unit residential to the south and there is an elementary school 
approximately 500 feet to the east ofthe project site (Attachment H-l). The tower poses a 
significant visual impact to travelers along Balboa Avenue and to the residential areas 
sunounding the facility. Because of the flat topography, it can be viewed from great distances 
around the comraunity and is therefore classified as a major telecommunication facility. 

The Ciairemont Height Limitation Overlay zone does not permit stmctures over 30 feet in 
height without City Council approval of an SDP. This overlay zone was originally applied to 
the bay view areas in Ciairemont, but in 1997, it was extended to cover all ofthe Ciairemont 
Mesa community. An SDP is a special permit used when a proposed development would 
have a significant impact on the sunounding area. The intent is to ensure that the 
development would not adversely affect the community plan and to ensure that all 
development regulations are met. Neither the SDP findings nor the supplemental findings 
that pertain specifically to Ciairemont Mesa can be made in the affirmative. 

DISCUSSION 

Ten years ago, the City imposed expirations with most CUP's including telecom CUP's in order to 
reassess the technology and other changing circumstances that would occur over the ensuing years. 
Since the original approvals of these CUP's, many changes have taken place with regard to wireless 
facilities within the City of San Diego. In 1994, the City adopted Council Policy 600-43, which 
identified the general policies relevant to the aesthetics of this new emerging technology. In 2000, 
the language in Council Policy 600-43 regarding aesthetics, was codified when the Land 
Development Code was adopted. During that time, the City Council appointed a task force, the 
Telecommunication Issues Committee (TIC) comprised of three industry representatives and three 
community members to analyze issues associated with wireless facilities and report back with 
recommendations to address concerns over location and aesthetics. No sooner did the report come 
out and the City Council requested TIC2 to reconvene to analyze existing nationwide wireless 
policies to address specific controversial issues identified by a local activist group. Altogether, TIC 
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1 and 2 met over a period of five years. During that time, they rewrote Council Policy and the City's 
wireless ordinance to address the major controversial issues associated with these types of facilities. 
They reported to Land Use and Housing four times, twice to Planning Commission and altogether, 
four reports were made to City Council. The new regulations recently received Coastal Commission 
certification and became effective for new projects submitted after April 11, 2007. 

These projects fall under the previous regulations, Section 141.0405, Communication Antennas, 
which also require architectural and visual integration of wireless facilities (Attachment I). 
Assessment letters were provided to the applicant explaining that the project sites needed to be 
redesigned in order to comply with these regulations. Revisions were not submitted and the 
applicant has agreed to go forward to a public hearing to present technical evidence demonstrating 
why the facility could not be modified. 

These monopoles were established as the foundation for the development ofthe carriers' networks. 
Subsequent sites were developed based on these locations and the technological contributions these 
sites provided to the network. The decision makers were concerned about the unsightly visual 
impacts these facilities had on the landscape ofthe city, but at the time the technology was too new 
and neither the decision makers, staff, nor the industry were aware of design opportunities that could 
be employed to mitigate the appearance. As a consequence, the decision makers inserted a ten or 
twenty-year expiration into the permits to coincide with the anticipated changes in technology so that 
the facilities could be redesigned to comply with the cunent regulations in effect. Those CUP 
contracts were signed by each ofthe permittees and although the permittees have changed, the CUP 
mns with the land and ATC is subject to the original CUP contract. The permits contained 
conditions regarding removal ofthe facilities upon expiration unless a new application in compliance 
with cunent regulations 

Since submitting these applications, ATC, along with other representatives ofthe wireless industry, 
met with the Mayor's Office to address several significant issues, including developing design 
guidelines, ensuring consistent processing and developing a renewal process for towers as well as 
building collocations. The industry was told that the Code does not have provisions for extensions 
and that was not something that could be pursued at this point since the new wireless ordinance was 
still not in effect. Consideration of such a measure would be analyzed one year after the effective 
date ofthe ordinance at which time staffis scheduled to report back to the City Council, therefore, it 
would not have a bearing on the outcome of these permits. Additionally, staff along with industry 
input did develop design guidelines that are now posted to the City's website at 
http://www.sandiego.gov/development-services/industrv/pdf/telecomguide.pdf. 

ATC has indicated that in order to accommodate any reductions in height to their facilities, they 
would be forced to install additional sites in residential areas. The reality is that Council Policy 600-
43 requires an applicant to demonstrate that a facility could not be located in one of three prefened 
land use categories that are more favorable for these types of uses. Residentially used properties are 
the least prefened and as such it would be difficult to establish that there are not any non-
residentially used sites available for their use. The uses of non-residentially used property as well as 
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the public right-of-way are both options that would have to be explored before residential property ( 
would be considered. Additionally, Keamy Villa and Vems Street do not utilize the upper portions of 
their poles, demonstrating that those facilities, in particular, could be reduced in height. 

Communitv Plan Analysis: 

With the exception ofthe Mid-City Communities Plan, which recommends using all available means 
to conceal communication antennas from view, neither the City of San Diego Progress Guide and 
General Plan nor any ofthe other effected community plans contain goals, objectives, or 
recommendations that specifically address wireless telecommunications facilities and their 
placement within the respective communities. Many ofthe Plans do, however, contain other 
elements such as Urban Design that address the enhancement ofthe physical environment, visual 
appearance and identity through aesthetic improvements. Monopoles and other non-integrated 
structures do not comply with these policies and would therefore adversely affect the goals, 
objectives and recommendations contained within the specific plans. 

Conclusion: 

Staff has reviewed each ofthe requests for these expired facilities and has determined that none of 
them comply with the Communication Antenna regulations, the SDP or PDP regulations or with 
Council Policy 600-43. Each of these facilities contributes to a significant visual impact in the 
community in which it is located. American Tower has declined to modify any of the projects to > 
comply with the regulations to minimize visibility by integrating the facilities into the landscape and 
as such, the findings to support the projects cannot be made and staffis unable to recommend 
approval ofthe projects. Therefore staff recommends that the Planning Commission uphold the 
decision ofthe Hearing Officer and deny the five Process 3 CUP's; deny the two Process 4 
CUP/PDP's; and recommend denial to the City Council ofthe one Process 5 CUP/SDP. 

- 1 2 -
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ALTERNATIVE 

Continue these projects for a period of four weeks in order to allow staff time to prepare draft 
permits to Approve CUP No.'s 289921 (Vems Street), 289973 (Yolanda Avenue), 290030 (Keamy 
Villa), 292612 (Federal Boulevard), and 357727 (Mini Storage), and CUP No. 296127/PDP No. 
453612 QO*1 Place), and CUP No. 296155/PDP No. 296156 (Aviation), and CUP No. 292627/SDP 
No. 450714 (Mt. Ada), with or without modifications. 

Respectfully submitted, 

V &A£A.L~a^'ft/faA^ 
Mike Westlake Karen Lynch-Asberaft [J 
Program Manager Project Manager 
Development Services Department Development Services Department 

ESCOBAR-ECK/KLA 

Attachments: 

A. Vems Street, PTS No. 90455 

1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
3. Community Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Otay Mesa Nestor Community Planning Committee Recommendation 
8. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
9. CUP 94-0471 
10. Notice of Public Hearing 
11. Appeal Application 
12. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

B. Yolanda Avenue, PTS No. 90475 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
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3. Community Plan Land Use Map f 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Keamy Mesa Community Planning Group Recommendation 
8. Sena Mesa Planning Group Recommendation 
9. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
10. CUP 94-0527 
11. Notice of Public Hearing 
12. Appeal Application 
13. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

C. Keamy Villa, PTS No. 90486 . . 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
3. Community Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Keamy Mesa Community Planning Group Recommendation 
8. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
9. CUP 94-0479 , 
10. Notice of Public Hearing ^ 
11. Appeal Application 
12. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

D. Federal Boulevard, PTS No. 91175 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
3. Community Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. City Heights Area Planning Committee Recommendation 
8. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
9. CUP 94-0627 
10. Notice of Public Hearing 
11. Appeal Application 
12. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

E. Mini Storage, PTS No. 107501 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 

1 
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1 

3. Community Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
8. CUP 94-0330-12 
9. Notice of Public Hearing 
10. Appeal Application 
11. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

F. 30* Place, PTS No. 92067 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
3. Community Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
8. CUP 84-0469 
9. Notice of Public Hearing 
10. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

G. Aviation, PTS No. 92076 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
3. Comraunity Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
8. CUP 84-0472 
9. Notice of Public Hearing 
10. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

-^H. Mt. Ada, PTS No. 91178 
1. Aerial Photo 
2. Project Location Map 
3. Community Plan Land Use Map 
4. Project Data Sheet 
5. Project Plans 
6. Photos 
7. Ciairemont Mesa Planning Committee Recommendation 
8. Draft Resolution (CUP Denial) 
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9. CUP 83-0629 
10. Notice of Public Hearing 
11. Ownership Disclosure Statement 

I. SDMC Section 101.0405 
J. SDMC Section 101.0510 
K. Expiration Conditions 
L. ATC/Verizon/Sprint Nextel Corporate Listing 
M. Quick Glance Project Description > 

Rev01-04-07/rh 
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American Tower 
Corporation - Verus 

(Nextel) 
CUP 

Project No. 90455 



Aerial Photo 
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Project Location Map 
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ATTACHMENT A-4 

PFLOJECT DATA SHEET 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

COMMUNITY PLAN 
AREA: 

DISCRETIONARY 
ACTIONS: 

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND 
USE DESIGNATION: 

American Tower Corporation - Verus Street 

A wireless communication facility consisting of an existing 
90 foot high monopole and 200 square foot equipment 
shelter. 

Otay Mesa Nestor 

Conditional Use Pennit 

Industrial 

ZONING INFORMATION: 

ZONE: IL-2-1 

HEIGHT LIMIT: None 

FRONT SETBACK: 15 feet. 

SIDE SETBACK: 10 feet. 

REAR SETBACK: 0 feet. 

ADJACENT PROPERTIES: 

NORTH: 

SOUTH: 

EAST: 

WEST: 

DEVIATIONS OR 
VARIANCES REQUESTED: 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
GROUP 
RECOMMENDATION: 

LAND USE 
DESIGNATION & 
ZONE 

Industrial; IL-2-1. 

Industrial; IL-2-1. 

Industrial; IL-2-1. 

Open Space/Special 
Study Area; AR-1-2. 

EXISTING LAND USE 

Industrial 

Industrial 

Industrial 

Vacant/ San Diego Swiss Club 

None 

On March 8, 2006, the Otay Mesa Nestor Community 
Planning Committee voted 14-0-0 to recommend approval 
of CUP No. 289921. 
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CUP & PDP APPLICATION 

DRAWING INDEX REV. 

Bueao gmrun 

nmcr KHHuPBia 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
IKE LWO BEfEBFEn TD KRBH IS 5mi*IED H IHE r « i e W CJUFOWA 

ccuwn DF S M moo. ar r OF SW OFOO / J B a KSCHIBH) AS FCuurts 
LOT J3 OF BO arT tNDUSTRHJ. P4fr^ ACCCAfVtt ID kW TVefECF hK R m 
fH£D V TH( CCUMTf JUCCnOtH CFFICE 

DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY 

IfCPR^JtCT RfOURES T4REHFWAI. OF EXPIRED CUP Ho, W-D47I, ttSjm BYlHECITTOP ft*H DCDOFtH A 
AKCLEU TEl£CljMMUhlCAnON9 FACILUV. THIS ATTVlCATIDN R£ClUt3l£ T>e CD*mNlffD WCV110N JVC 
MAfNUNfcNCF DFHtFACIUTy LDf^TEO W ! n j VERl* BmEET, THE FtfUTY A3 IT PPOErntV FJmS 
CDtlSESTA OFABDFOQT TAU. MONOnXE VfllH NIT* *~" BPten HEJCTB, «VIQ AhnB*4*J PHOUHTED AT IS Fl£f. 
D»* 10 FOOT * » fOOf EQUIPfatEttr SI^LTtfl B LOCAlfTl NORTH OF THE POG M m N T>C UfASt A tA . 
•WEWCW TOWEB OHEOLSaTIMQ THE CUP KTlKSlOW * M ) R ] P H 0 m a i TO ̂ iOW I « Vf f lBFa mCMtS' 
WO ITS CUSIOMEflS LMMTOttUPTlD VrtPfL£33 TOfnOJC CEHVCC 

A: 
AviHRICAN.TCIWHH 

BasDta Asrocbws, Inc 

DIRECTIONS 

VICINITY MAP N.T.S. 

PROJECT INFORMATION 

0 

SITE: 302254 
ID:CA514]PALMCITY 

1222 VERUS STREEET 
SAN DieQO. CA 91311 

a n «c«Ba 

PHC<ERIVOWdL 

AWUCANT eCWTUCT: 

ICHGIIllDE 

EDfrtil-

JUHISWCTiaK 

ccarKKr. 

" f H ROROJUUKX) 
AROPARTNtM 
1D1S CHESTNUT AVE., DUUE A.3 
CMLSBAD, CJCCM 

•wnun Witn anpaunn , M : 
2X1 DUPTHI & f KO 

IDKlUa SPEOAUSI 
nL|HiMV44[» 

MUFOHO USC i *»w» tD l a inMA iMMTioMi r t a u n 

PROJECT TEAM 

ZfWIQ 

KM 
jonot 8«uo. i u 

OOKIKEWIEY 

B * a j o AStociArEi, n c 

M1EHICAN TOWER CmPOHAIKW 

MJ>IBCH 

TITTLE SHEET 

T-1 
"BTiTTfE 



ATTACHMENTS 

o 
o 
o 
cn 
to 

SITE: 302254 
ID:CA5141 PALM CITY 

2222 VERUS ETREEET 
SANDIEGO, CA91911 
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ENLARGED SITE PLAN 
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City of San Diego 
Development Services 
1222 First Ave-, MS-302 
San Diego, CA 92101 
(619) 446-5210 

Community Planning 
Committee 

Distribution Form Part 2 
Project Name : 
SPRINT VERSUS S T R E E T 

Project Number 

90455 

Distribution Date 

12-02-05 

Project Scope : OTAY MESA - NESTOR.. J O # 42-5667.. CUP / P D P to renew existing CUP # 94-0471. 

Project Location 
2222 Verus St (pending) 

Applicant Name: 

Doug Kearney 

Applicant Phone No. 
(949) 442-6406 

Related Projects 

Project Manager 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 

Phone Number 

(619) 446-5351 

Fax Number 
(619) 446-5499 

E-mail Address 

KLynchAshcraft@sandiego.gov 

Community Plan 

OTAY MESA - N E S T O R 

Council District 

Existing Zone Proposed Zone Building Height Number of Stories FAR 

Committee Recommendations (To be completed for Initial Review): 

Vote to Approve Members Yes Members No Members Abstain 

Uj Vote to Approve 
With Conditions Listed Below 

Members Yes 

A 
Members No 

O 
Members Abstain 

a 
• Vote lo Approve 

With Non-Binding Recommendations Listed Below 

Members Yes Members No Members Abstain 

D Vote to Deny Members Yes Members No Members Abstain 

D No Action (Please specify, e.g., Need further information, Split vote, Lack of quorum, etc.) D Continued 

CONDITIONS: j i 7~ /z. JSX. S7~s> ~r~&y>s?y 

NAME yyy zr3#//sn>sj TITLE ayys^^ses^sfsy 
SIGNATURE 

•p^n^c> / > > n 
DATE 

0 3 - ' 0 < ? ~ 0 f * 

Attach AddUional Pages I f Necessary. Please Return Within 30 Days of Distribution of Project Plans To: 
Project Management Division 

City Of San Diego 
Development Services Department 
1222 First Avenue, MS 302 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Printed on recycled paper. This information is avaiiabie in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 
To request this documenl in aUernative format, call (619) 446-5446 or (SOO) 735-2929 (TT). 

Be sure (o see us on the Worldwide Web at www.sandiego.gov/devcIopment-services 

mailto:KLynchAshcraft@sandiego.gov
http://www.sandiego.gov/devcIopment-services
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PLANNING COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION NO. 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 289921 
AMERICAN T OW E R - VERUS STREET 

PROJECT NO. 90455 

WHEREAS, ARO Partners, Owner and American Tower, Permittee, filed an application with the City of 
San Diego for a permit for a wireless communication facility (as described in and by reference to the 
approved Exhibits "A" and corresponding conditions of approval for the associated Permit No. 289921), 
on portions of a .98 acre site; 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 2222 Verus Street in the IL-2-1 zone ofthe Otay Mesa-Nestor 
Community Plan; 

WHEREAS, the project site is legally described as that portion of Lot 23 and 26 of Big Sky Industrial 
Park, Map No. 9993 filed in the Office ofthe Recorder of San Diego County, February 9, 1981; 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2007, the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego considered 
Conditional Use Permit No. 289921 pursuant to the Land Development Code ofthe City of San Diego; 
NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego as follows: 

That the Planning Commission adopts the following written Findings, dated June 28, 2007. 

FINDINGS: 

Conditional Use Permit - Section 126.0305 

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

This facility was originally approved by the Planning Commission on July 27, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Neither the City of San Diego General Plan nor the Otay Mesa Nestor Community Plan addresses 
wireless communication facilities as a specific land use. 

2. The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, 
safety, and welfare; 

The Telecommunication Act of 1996 preempts local governments from regulating the 
"placement, construction and modification of wireless communication facilities on the basis of 
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the environmental effects of Radio Frequency (RF) emissions to the extent that such facilities 
comply with the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) standards for such emissions." -
If the decision maker approves the existing facility, a condition will be included within the permit ( 
to require American Tower to perform a cumulative model RF test and submit the finding in a 
report to the City of San Diego within 90 days of approval ofthe CUP. 

3. The proposed development will comply to the maximum extent feasible with 
the regulations of the Land Development Code; and 

This facility was originally approved by the Planning Commission on February 27, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Since 2000, the City has had a Communication Antenna ordinance that requires architectural or 
environmental integration with the project site. Pursuant to the San Diego Land Development 
Code, wireless communication facilities are permitted in all zones citywide with the appropriate 
permits. Wireless communication facilities are separately regulated uses, which have limitations 
or require compliance with conditions in order to minimize potential impacts. The intent ofthe 
regulations is to camouflage facilities from public view. In this case, the monopole is the tallest 
stmcture in and around the area in which it is located and as such, it has an incongruous effect on 
the community's landscape. It is situated prominently along Interstate-5, which serves as a major { 
north south transportation corridor and it poses an unsightly visual impact for commuters that 
utilize this corridor. 

Section 141.0405 ofthe Land Development Code differentiates between minor and major 
telecommunication facilities. Minor telecommunication facilities include those that are concealed 
from public view or integrated into the architecture or surrounding environment through 
architectural enhancement (enhancements that complement the scale, texture, color and style) 
unique design solutions, or accessory use structures. Major telecommunication facilities are 
antenna facilities that do not meet the criteria for minor telecommunication facilities or they are 
located in residential zones containing residential uses. Similar to minor facilities, they also need 
to be designed to be minimally visible through the use of architecture, landscape architecture and 
siting solutions. The Verus Street project does not conform to this code requirement. As it exists, 
it is a significant visual impact along Interstate-5, which serves as a major transportation corridor 
through the city. Many commuters pass through this section ofthe city on a daily basis and are 
subjected to the unsightliness associated with the project. 

Additionally, the regulations limit the number of major telecommunication facilities so that no 
more than one facility can be within a half-mile of another major telecommunication facility. 
Another monopole exists in the City, of Chula Vista on Anita Street, less than half a mile away. 

Therefore, the project does not comply to the maximum extent feasible, with the regulations of 
the Land Development Code. i • 
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4. The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location. 

A wireless communication facility at this location is an appropriate use subject to compliance 
with the ordinances and policies that regulate these types of facilities. Due to the fact that the 
existing facility does not comply with current regulations and policies, this finding cannot be 
affirmed. A facility that better integrates into the property and takes into consideration the 
surroundings and the proximity to lnterstate-5 would be more appropriately located on this 
property. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Planning 
Commission, Conditional Use Pennit No. 289921 is hereby DENIED by the Planning Commission to the 
referenced Owner/Permittee. 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services 

Adopted on: June 28, 2007 

Job Order No. 42-5667 
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OFFICIAL RECORDS 
M DIEGO C O m RECORDER'S OFFICE . 
:GREGORY*SBITHi.XOUKTV RECORDER 

RF: 12.00 FEES-' 2B.00 
AF: 35.00 
RF: 1.00 -

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE 

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT/CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0471 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

This Coastal Development/Conditional Use Permit is granted by­
the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego to THE CITY OF 
SAN DIEGO, Owner, NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., Permittee, 
pursuant to Sections 105.0201 and 101.0510 of the Municipal Code 
of the City of San Diego. 

1. Permission is granted to Owner/Permittee to construct a 
cellular communications facility, located at 2222-2252 Verus 
Street, also described as Lot 23, Big-Sky Industrial Park, Map 
No. 9993, in the M-lB Industrial Zone. 

2. The facility shall consist of the following: 

a. A 90-foot-high monopole with three 12'-0" whip 
antennas and up to 12 vertical panel antennas mounted 
on the monopole; 

b. A 2 00-square-foot equipment building; 

c. One off-street parking space allocated to this 
facility on site; 

d. Accessory uses as may be determined incidental and 
approved by the Planning Commission. 

3. No fewer than 62 off-street parking spaces shall be 
maintained on the property in the approximate location shown on 
Exhibit "A," dated July 27, 1995, on file in the office of the 
Development Services Department, Development and Environmental 
Planning (DEP) Division. 

4. No permit for construction of any facility shall be granted 
nor shall any activity authorized by this permit be conducted on 
the premises until: 

a. The Permittee signs and returns the permit to the 
Development Services Department, DEP Division; 
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b. The Conditional Use Permit is recorded by 
Development Services Department in the office of the 
County Recorder. 

5. Before issuance of any building permits, building plans 
shall be submitted to the Development Services Director for 
approval. Plans shall be in substantial conformance to 
Exhibit "A,." dated July 27, 1995, on file in the office'of the 
Development Services Department, DEP Division. No change, 
modifications or alterations shall be made unless findings of 
substantial conformance review or amendment of this permit shall 
have been granted. 

6. Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the applicant 
shall ensure that building address numbers are visible and 
legible from the street (UFC 10.208). 

7. Before issuance of any building permits, complete landscape 
plans shall be submitted to the Development Services Director for 
approval. Plans- shall be in conformance with the Exhibit "A" 
dated July 27, 1995. 

8. All outdoor lighting shall be so shaded and adjusted that the 
light is directed to fall only on the same premises as light 
sources are located. 

9. This Conditional Use Permit must be used within 3 6 months 
after the date of City approval or the permit shall be void. 
An Extension of Time may be granted as set forth in 
Section 111.1122 of the Municipal Code. Any extension of time 
shall be subject to all standards and criteria in effect at the 
time the extension-is applied for. 

10. Construction and operation of the approved use shall 
comply at all times with the regulations of.this or any other 
governmental agencies. 

11. After establishment of the project, the property shall not 
be used for any other purposes unless: 

a. Authorized by the Planning Commission; or . 

b. The proposed use meets every requirement of the zone 
existing for the property at the time of conversion; or 

c. The permit has been revoked by-;-the City. 

12. This Conditional Use Permit will,expire ten years from the 
effective date of the approved permit, unless a new application 
for a Conditional Use Permit is submitted to the Development 
Services Department, DEP Division, 90 days in advance of the 
expiration date as stated herein: 

Page 2 of 8 
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a. 

b. 

c. 

Should the new permit application be denied by the 
Development Services Department Director/Planning 
Commission, this permit will automatically expire 
9 0 days from the date of action by the approving 
authority; and 

The permittee.shall cease and desist all activity on 
the site w;ithin 90 days from the.date of action by the 
approving authority. 

The permittee shall return the site.to it's original 
condition within 90 days from the date of action by the 
approving authority. 

13. This Conditional Use Permit may be revoked by the City if 
there is a material breach or default.in any of the conditions of 
this permit. 

14. This Conditional Use Permit is a covenant running with the 
subject property- and shall be binding.upon the Permittee and any 
successor or successors, and the interests of any successor shall 
be subject to, each and every condition set out in this permit and 
all referenced documents. 

15. All of the conditions contained in this Permit have been 
considered and have been determined to be necessary in order to 
make the findings required for this discretionary permit. It is 
the intent of the City that the holder of this permit be reguired 
to comply with each and every condition in order to be afforded 
special rights which the holder of the Permit is obtaining as a 
result of this permit. It is the intent of the City that the 
owner of the property which is the subject of this permit either 
utilize the property for any use allowed under the zoning and 
other restrictions which apply to the property or, in the 
alternative, that the owner of the property be allowed the 
special and extraordinary rights conveyed by this permit, 
but only if the owner complies with all the conditions of 
this permit. 

In the event that any condition of this permit, on a legal 
challenge by the Owner/Permittee 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 
event, the Owner/Permittee shall have the right, by paying 
applicable processing fees, to bring a reguest for a new permit 
without the "invalid" condition back to the discretionary body 
which approved the permit for a determination by that body as to 
whether all of the finding's necessary for the issuance of the 
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. 

864 
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16. The issuance of this permit by the City of San Diego does 
not* authorize the applicant for said permit to violate any 
Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies 
including, but not limited to, the Federal Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 and any amendments thereto (16 U.S.C. Section 1531 
et seq.). 

Passed and adopted by the Planning Commission on July 27, 1995. 

865 
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PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2203-PC 

GRANTING COASTAL DEVELOPMENT/CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0471 

WHEREAS, on July 27, 1995, CITY OF SAN DIEGO, Owner, 
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., Permittee, filed an application for 
a Conditional Use Permit to construct and operate a cellular 
communications facility located at 2222-2252 Verus Street also 
described as a portion of Lot 23, Big Sky Industrial Park, 
Map No. 9993, in the M-lB Industrial Zone; and 

WHEREAS, on July 27, 1995, the Planning Commission of the City of 
San Diego considered Conditional Use Permit No. 94-0471, pursuant 
to Section 101.0510 of the Municipal Code of the City of 
San Diego; and NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of 
San Diego as follows: 

1. That the Planning Commission adopted the following written 
Findings, dated July 27, 1995; 

COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FINDINGS: 

A. THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL NOT ENCROACH UPON ANY 
EXISTING PHYSICAL ACCESSWAY LEGALLY UTILIZED BY THE 
PUBLIC OR ANY PROPOSED PUBLIC ACCESSWAY IDENTIFIED IN 
AN ADOPTED LCP LAND USE PLAN; NOR WILL IT OBSTRUCT 
VIEWS TO AN ALONG THE OCEAN AND OTHER SCENIC COASTAL 
AREAS FROM PUBLIC VANTAGE POINTS. 

The project is not located adjacent to any public or 
proposed public accessway or view corridor identified 
in any adopted LCP Land Use Plan. 

B. THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT 
MARINE RESOURCES, ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE AREAS, OR 
ARCHAEOLOGICAL OR PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES. 

The project will be constructed on a developed site 
that 'is not adjacent to marine resources, 
environmentally sensitive areas, archaeological or 
paleontological resources. 

C . THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT W I L L COMPLY WITH THE 
REQUIREMENTS RELATED TO BIOLOGICALLY S E N S I T I V E LANDS 
AND S I G N I F I C A N T P R E H I S T O R I C AND H I S T O R I C RESOURCES AS 
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SET FORTH IN THE RESOURCE PROTECTION ORDINANCE, /' 
CHAPTER X, SECTION 1010.0462 OF THE SAN DIEGO MUNICIPAL ' 
CODE, UNLESS BY THE TERMS OF THE RESOURCE PROTECTION 
ORDINANCE, IT IS EXEMPTED THEREFROM. 

The project site is not adjacent to biological 
sensitive lands or prehistoric and historic resources. 

D. THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT 
RECREATIONAL OR VISITOR-SERVING FACILITIES OR COASTAL 
SCENIC RESOURCES. 

The project site is not located adjacent to 
recreational or visitor-serving facilities or coastal 
scenic resources. 

E. THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL BE VISUALLY COMPATIBLE 
WITH THE CHARACTER OF SURROUNDING AREAS, AND WHERE 
FEASIBLE, WILL RESTORE AND ENHANCE VISUAL QUALITY IN 
VISUALLY DEGRADED AREAS. 

The project site is designated for an industrial 
zone development by the General Plan and the 
Otay Mesa-Nestor Community Plan. Existing perimeter 
landscaping and neutral colors on exterior surfaces 
will allow the fence, equipment building and monopole 
to blend with surrounding vistas. ( 

F . THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT WILL CONFORM WITH THE GENERAL 
PLAN, THE LOCAL COASTAL PROGRAM, AND ANY OTHER 
APPLICABLE ADOPTED PLANS AND PROGRAMS. 

The proposed development which fulfills community needs 
are permitted in industrial and other zones by 
conditional use permit. The project, as designed, will 
not adversely impact the General Plan nor the Otay 
Mesa-Nestor Community Plan. 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FINDINGS: 

A. THE PkOPOSED USE WILL FULFILL AN INDIVIDUAL AND 
COMMUNITY, NEED AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT THE 
GENERAL PLAN OR THE COMMUNITY PLAN. 

The project site is designated for an industrial 
zone development by the General Plan and the Otay 
Mesa-Nestor Community Plan. Nevertheless, particular 
uses which fulfill individual and community needs are 
permitted in industrial and other zones by conditional 
use permit. This facility will be a part of a 
communication network that is being established by 
Nextel to serve the City. This project will not 
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adversely impact the General Plan nor the Otay 
Mesa-Nestor Community Plan. Existing perimeter 
landscaping and neutral colors on exterior surfaces 
will allow the fence, equipment building and monopole 
to blend with surrounding vistas. 

B. THE PROPOSED USE, BECAUSE OF CONDITIONS TEAT HAVE BEEN 
APPLIED TO IT, WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE HEALTH, . 
SAFETY AND GENERAL WELFARE OF PERSONS RESIDING OR 
WORKING IN THE AREA AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT OTHER 
PROPERTY IN THE VICINITY. 

Radio frequency energy transmission from the proposed 
whip antennas and panels would not result in 
significant health and safety risks to the surrounding 
area. The transmissions would have a maximum of 
6.50 microwatts per square centimeter, well below the 
accepted safety standard of 567 microwatts per square 
centimeter established by the American National 
Standards Institute and the National Council oh 
Radiation Protection. 

868 

C. THE PROPOSED USE WILL COMPLY WITH THE RELEVANT 
REGULATIONS IN THE MUNICIPAL-CODE. 

The project complies with all relevant Municipal Code 
^regulations. All outdoor lighting will be shaded and 
adjusted so that adjacent residences are not impacted. 
One parking space will be provided for Nextel's use and 
will meet the parking requirement for this project. 

2. That said Findings are supported by maps and exhibits, all 
of which are herein.incorporated by reference. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the Findings hereinbefore 
adopted by the Planning Commission, Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0471 is hereby GRANTED to Owner/Permittee in the form and 
with the terms and conditions set forth in Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0471, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a 
part hereof. 

yjafiyy 
Ron Buckley 
Senior Planner 

Linda Lugano 
Planning Commis n Secretary 

PERMITS [LCW] 640 

Page 7 of 8 

ORIGINA 



OOQQSQ c ALL-PURPOSE CERTIFICATE 
ATTACHMENT A-9 

A1 V W 

BARBARA J. HUBBARD L 
COMM. #1056585 Z 

Notary Public — Califomia > 
SAN DIEGO COUNTY 

My Comm. Expires MAY 16,19991 
V ^ " 

Type/Number of document CUP 94-0471 

Date of Approval Julv 27, 1995 
S69 

r 

TATE OF CALIFORNIA 

DUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 
Ron Buckley, Senior Planner 

a n UU^fiLuyf' "SfO. /9<?.5' before me, BARBARA J. HUBBARD (Notary Public), personally 
ppear^dRON BUtKLEY, Senior Planner of the Development Services Department of 
ie City of San Diego, personally known to me to be the person (s) whose name(s) 
s/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that 
^/she/they executed the same in his/her/their capacity(ies) , and that by 
Ls/her/their signature(s)" on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon 
;half of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

:TNESS my hand and -'of f ioial seal/ 

.gnature" 
Barbara J.yHubbard 

11, i '^iJ]I!3i','B>pw,l ' '*F 

(Seal) 

RMITTEE(S) SIGNATURE/NOTARI2ATION: 

" UNDERSIGNED PERMITTEE(S) , BY EXECUTION THEREOF, AGREES TO EACH AND EVERY ( 
JITION OF THIS PERMIT AND PROMISES TO PERFORM EACH AND EVERY OBLIGATION OF 
RMITTEE(S) THEREUNDER. 

• NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

s 
^ - •&2L gned 

3ed Name ^ a r y B a r . t o n NEXTEL, COMM. 
S i g n e d 
Typed Name 

)yLyv. { j yJUL^sy 

^ — v ^ . ^ y i / A s ^ y feef ore me, VfaSi/iKe t Zttf-Qs 
;son6llv appeared ( jp^cj {Do^fyaS^ 

> u y 

(Name of Notary Public! 

sonally known^jboj^ (03̂  proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) 
be the person(s) whose name(s) .^s^afe subscribed to the within instrument 
acknowledged to me that /fie^she/they executed the same in .(fijSyher/their 

horized capacity (ies) , and that by .hdj/'her/their signature{i) on the 
trument the personfs), or the entity upon behalf of which the personfs) 
ed, executed the instrument. 

KRISTINE K.ZERFAS 
COMM. #1030008 | 

Notory Public - California > 
SAN DIEGO COUNTY » 

(V iyComm.ExDi resJUNlS. I^ I 

(Seal) 
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000081 
T H E C I T Y O F S A M O I E G O 

Date ofNotice: June 14, 2007 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
APPEAL TO PLANNING COMMISSION 

Job Order Number: 42-5667 

As a property owner, tenant, or person who has requested notice, you should know that a public hearing will 
be held by the Planning Commission to consider an appeal on an appiication for a wireless communication 
facility consisting of an existing 90 foot high monopole and a 200 square foot equipment shelter, originally 
approved by CUP/CDP No. 94-0471, which expired on July 27, 2005. The facility is located at 2222 Verus 
Street. 

DATE OF HEARING: 
T IME OF HEARING: 
LOCATION OF HEARING: 

P R O J E C T TYPE/PROJECT NUMBER: 
P R O J E C T NAME: 

APPLICANT NAME: 
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 
CITY PROJECT MANAGER: 
PHONE NUMBER: 

June 28, 2007 
9:00 a.m. 
Council Chambers, 12 floor, City Administration 
Building, 202 C Street, San Diego, CA 92101 

Conditional Use Permit/ PTS No. 90455 
AMERICAN T OW E R CORPORATION - VERUS 
STREET 
J im Kelly, American Tower Corporation 
Otay Mesa Nestor 

8 
Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, Development Project Manager 
(619) 446-5351 

The decision made by the Planning Commission is the final decision by the City. 

Ifyou wish to challenge the City's action on the above proceedings in court, you may be limited to addressing 
only those issues you or someone else have raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or written in 
correspondence to the City at or before the public hearing. 

This project was determined to be categorically exempt from the Califomia Environmental Quality Act on 
January 13, 2006 and the opportunity to appeal that determination ended January 27, 2006. 

Ifyou have any questions about this matter, you can contact the City Project Manager listed above. 
This information will be made available in aitemative formats upon request. To request an agenda in 
aitemative format or to request a sign language or oral interpreter for the meeting, call the Disability Services 
Program Coordinator at 236-5979, at least five working days prior to the meeting to insure availability. 
Assistive Listening Devices (ALD's) are available for the meeting upon request. 

Rev 6/1/04 dcj 
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••̂ •tj City of San Diego 
Deveiopment Services 
1222 First Ave. 3rd Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101 

.. ME C m - op S A M D I E G O 
{619)446-5210 

Development Permit/ 
Environmental Determination 

Appeal Application 

FORM 

DS-3031 
MARCH 2007 

See In fo rmat ion Bul let in 505, "Development Permits Appeal Procedure," for in format ion on the appeal procedure. 

1 . Type of Appea l : 
• Process Two Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
EJ Process Three Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
Q Process Four Decision - Appeal to City Council 

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

2. Appel lant Please check one l^J Applicant L l Officially recognized Planning Committee L l "Interested Person" fPer M.C. Sftc. 
113.Q1D31 

Name 
Robert Jystad, Channel Law Group, LLP on behalf of applicant American Tower Corporation 

Address 
100 Oceanaate. Suite 1400 

City 
Long Beach 

State 
CA 

Zip Code 
90802 

Telephone 
f310^209-8515 

3. App l icant Name (As shown on ihe Permit/Approval being appealed). Complete if different from appellant 

Doug Kearney. American Tower Corporation 
4. Project In fo rmat ion 
Permit/Environmental Determination & Permit/Document No. 

CUP/CDP No. 94-0471 

Date of Decision/Determination; 

April 4.- 2007 

City Project Manager: r 

Karen Lynch Ashcraft 
Decision (describe the permit/approval decision): 

Deny Conditional Use Permit No. 289921 (Verus Street - PTS No. 90455) 

5. G rounds for Appeal (Please check a l l that apply) 
Q Factual Error (Process Three and Four decisions only) Q New Information (Process Three and Four decisions only) 
Q Conflict with other matters (Process Three and Four decisions only) • City-wide Significance (Process Four decisions only) 

, Q Findings Not Supported (Process Three and Four decisions only) 

Descr ip t ion of Grounds for Appea l {Please relate your description to the allowable reasons for appeal as more fully described in 
Chapter 11, Artiple, 2, Division 5 of the San Dieag t/luniQipal Code. Attach additional sheets if necessary.) 

Hearing Officer made findings 1 and 2 in the affirmative but denied permit on grounds that he could not make findings 3 and 

4 because the project does not comply to maximum extent feasible with Land Development Code. 

This determination is based on the unsupported assertion that the City imposed 10 year time limits in order to require 

replacement of existing facilities and that carriers should have designed their networks to accommodate the removal or 

replacement of these facilities. Evidence in the record contradicts staffs assertion and the hearing officer did not properly 

take such evidence into account. Applicant had reasonable expectation of renewal of its permits subject to compliance with 

conditions and applicants' tenant relied on those expectations in the construction of their networks. 

Applicant reserves right to supplement these grounds for appeal. 

6. Appeilant's_Si,gnature) jT^ertify underpenalty of perjury that the foregoing, including all names and addresses, is true and correct. 

Signature: 

i /Vote; Faxei 

Date: 

a r e n o t accepted. A p p e a l fees are non-refundable. 

ludinq all names and addresse 

Printed on recycled paper. Visit our web site at www.sandieQO.QOv/development-services. 

Upon request, this information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 

DS-3031 (03-07) 

http://www.sandieQO.QOv/development-services
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ATTACHMENT A-l: 

T H E C I T V O F SAW D I C O O 

City of San Diego 
Development Services 
1222 First Ave., MS-302 
SanDiego, CA 92101 
(619)446-5000 

Ownership Disclosure 
Statement 

Approva l Type: Check appropriate box for type of approval (s) requested: • Neighborhood Use Permit Q Coastal Development Permit 
Q Neighborhood Development Permit • Site Development Permit Q Planned Development Permit Q Conditional Use Permit 
Q Variance Q Tentative Map Q Vesting Tentative Map Q Map Waiver O Land Use Plan Amendment • Q Other 

Project Title Project No. For City Use Only 

wij^-et-e'e^ r&-eroyM ffr^umf Ce/i^nsi^) 
Project Address: 

y&^Kf? ^ r r ^ 

P a r t I - T o b e c o m p l e t e d w h e n p r o p e l l ^ 

By signing the Ownership Disclosure Statements the ovyDpf(§).9ctoO>vledqe that an application for a permit, map or other matter, as identified 
above, will be filed with lhe City of San Diego on the subject property, with the intent to record an encumbrance against the property. Please 
list below the owner(s) and tenanl(s) (if applicable) o f the above referenced property. The list must include the names and addresses of all 
persons who have an interest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who will benefit from 
the permit, all individuals who own the property). A signatijrg.is required of at least one of the prooerlv owners. Attach additional pages if 
needed. A signature from the Assistant Executive Direclor of the San Diego Redevelopment Agency shall be required for all project parcels for 
which a Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) has been approved / executed by the City Council. Note: The applicant is responsibie 
for notifying the Project Manager of any changes in ownership during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in 
ownership are to be given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide ac­
curate and current ownership information could result in a delay in the hearing process. 

Additional pages attached Q Yes • No 

Name ot individual (type or pnnt): 

Q Owner U Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot Individual (type or print): 

Q Owner U Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot individual (type or pnntj: 

• Owner • Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot Individual (type or print); 

Q Owner • Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency • 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No; 

Date: 

This information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 
Be sure to see us on the World Wide Web at www.sandiego.gov/development-services 

D 3-316(5-05) 

http://www.sandiego.gov/development-services


ATTACHMENT A-12 
Pro jec fTme : Project No. (For City Use Only) 

Pa r t I I , - T o Ke c o m p l e t e d • w f i e h ? | f r 6 p ^ ^ 

L e g a l S t a t u s ( p l e a s e c h e c k ) : 

• Corpora t ion (Q L imi ted Liabil i ty -or- Q Genera l ) Wha t State? 
• P a r t n e r s h i p 

Corpora te Ident i f icat ion No. 

Bv s ign ing the Ownersh ip D isc losure S ta temen t , the owner fs ) acknowledge that an appl icat ion for a permit, map or o ther matter , 
gs ident i f ied above , wi l l be f i led wi th the Ci ty of S a n Diego on the subject property wi th the in tent to record an encumbrance 
against the proper ty . . P lease l ist be low the n a m e s , t i t les and addresses of a l l persons w h o have an interest in the proper iy , re­
co rded or o the rw ise , and state the type of p roper ty interest (e.g. , tenants who wi l l benef i t f r om the permi t , all corporate of f icers, 
a n d al l pa r tners in a par tnersh ip w h o o w n the proper ty ) . A s ignature is required o f at least o n e of t he corpora te of f icers or part­
ners w h o o w n the property. A t tach add i t iona l pages if needed . No te : The appl icant is respons ib le for noti fying the Project M a n ­
ager of any c h a n g e s in ownersh ip dur ing the t ime the appl icat ion is being processed or cons ide red . Changes in ownersh ip are to 
be g i ven to the Project M a n a g e r at least th i r ty d a y s pr ior to any public hear ing on the sub ject proper ty . Fai lure to prov ide accu­
rate and cur rent owne rsh ip in format ion cou ld resul t in a de lay in the hear ing process. A d d i t i o n a l p a g e s a t t a c h e d Q Y e s • No 

Uoroarate/HartTlBrf ihip N a m e (type or pr int) : 

? Owner • Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

\ 0 \3 CH^bTlsiUr M t , A-=5 
City/State/Zip: 

£A^L^?9A<D 
Phone No: 

. c ^ ^-zaoep 

Name of Corporate Onlce 
-Wi6E/d7 

Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

M i n i f y t A * K d K i C X ~ £ j = k ] & 9 i 4 i 
TiUg (type or print): z w± Signature : 

facnt&eJt&JoU 

^aa> Date; 

Uorpora te /Har tnersh ip N a m e (type or p i w t > ^ 

~Q Owner X ] Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

Cily/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 

Corpora te /Par tne rs hip N a m e (type or pr int) : 

" Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Tide (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 

(Jorporate/Partnership N a m e ( type or pnnt) : 

1 3 Owner 0 Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 

Corporate/Par tnership N a m e ( type or print); 

~Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 

Uorpora ie /Par tnersn ip N a m e ( type or print); 

" Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

Signature ; Date: 
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American Tower 
Corporation - Yolanda 

(Nextel) 
CUP 

Droject No. 90475 



Aerial Photo 
AMERICAN TOWER - YOLANDA AVENUE - PROJECT NUMBER 90475 

9606 YOLANDA AVENUE 



Project Location Map 
AMERICAN TOWER - YOLANDA AVENUE - PROJECT NUMBER 90475 
9606 YOLANDA AVENUE 
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Kearny Mesa Land Use Map 
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, ATTACHMENT B-4 

PROJECT DATA SHEET 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

COMMUNITY PLAN 
AREA: 

DISCRETIONARY 
ACTIONS: 

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND 
USE DESIGNATION: 

American Tower - Yolanda Avenue 

A wireless communication facility consisting of an existing. 
200 square-foot shelter with antennas located on the roof. 

Keamy Mesa 

Conditional Use Permit 

Open Space 

ZONING INFORMATION: 

ZONE: RS-1-1 (A multi-unit residential zone that permits 1 dwelling 
unit for each 40,000 square-feet of lot area) and IL-2-1 

HEIGHT LIMIT: 30-Foot maximum height limit. 

FRONT SETBACK: 25 feet. 

SIDE SETBACK: 10 feet. 

REAR SETBACK: 25 feet. 

ADJACENT PROPERTIES: 

NORTH: 

SOUTH: 

EAST: 

WEST: 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
GROUP 
RECOMMENDATION: 

LAND USE 
DESIGNATION & 
ZONE 

Open space; RS-1-1. 

Open Space; MVPD-
MV-I. 

Industrial and Business 
Park; IL-2-1. 

Single-Family 
Residential; RS-1-7. 

EXISTING LAND USE 

Vacant 

Vacant 

Oil Tanks 

Single Unit Residential 

On February 15, 2006, the Keamy Mesa Community 
Planning Group voted 10-0-1 to recommend approval of 
CUP No. 289973. 

Due to the location ofthe project site on the border of Serra 
Mesa, the Serra Mesa Planning Group submitted a letter 
recommending approval ofthe project if the facility is 
redesigned to comply with the Land Development Code. 
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SITE NAME: CA 5125 MISSION SAN DIEGO - 302251 
CUP APPLICATION 

DRAWING INDEX REV. DIRECTIONS PROJECT INFORMATION 

m u s e i 
mi PIM 

DnrnoR unAT ica 

CCTCTKH DFVmjta 

m a i > ic R V M Dmcr, T M E nv r i x u m TOWMS U H M O D , 
I t I K o m HOt - VI I I wi. T « • m l BIB M.BCU AV^U27^ • p IJ nl 
t m B ^ M K J W C T S I - J J « W , O l * U . B l L H H VtSHBD-»)"<11o< 
Turn t d « KRO M - go 111 M b H H#> n HWnSCfl HO p B l i l l 
Tun I * in GBAHERCr [ M - | a a i ntauMERCr DHbtcam iX&BH v t L f i a m - ^ O J n 

VICINITY MAP N.T.S. 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
THAT POBTICW c r l o r n i r M j innon o t m w n o W B S K H » 9W DCGO. N ixe a p . o t » ™ » a o , c a t n r 
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Â  
*M£BICANJOWER 

Bos Ufa Assodalos. Inc. 

SITE: 302251 
ID: CA 5125 MISSION SAN DIEGO 

9606 YOLANDA AVE, 
SAN DIEGO, CA XXXX 

=5 1 

ENLARGED SITE PLAN 

A-2 
~m~-$w 



ATTACHMENT B-. 

EHHWa EOmCHT 

SOUTH ELEVATION 

A 
A(W1£BICAN.TOW=R 

SITE:302251 
ID: CA 5125 MISSION SAN DIEGO 

9606 VOLANDA AVE. 
BAH DIEGO, CA XXXX 

o 
o 
CO 
CD 

EAST ELEVATION 

EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS 

A-3 



^ v,: 

MISSION SAN DIEGO/ CA-5125 

O 
ATTACHMENTS o o 

I I I , 

yyi ^ M mmm 

m^mm 

COMPOUND DETAIL 

i'h •, ' ' ', 
, ! ( : • ! : ' 1 :1 J r - r 

TOWER ELEVATION VIEW 

UVS*'*?! 

S-l SURVEY 

/ / 

SURVEY PLAN i . 

i-SiRMMWMg ^mmm^m m 
teMMMM 

mmm 

AA '̂.m i'i';ill-M w 
iMU:^ M M P M i 

• •'''.'''': '''iHBBMPMI 

i "IT ii n n ii a 



000098 
ATTACHMENT B-6 



•000C99 ATTACHMENT B-6 

!,-*t-7 ^ -

\ 



ATTACHMENT B-7 
. j , i o o f . i q : i 2 658277^854 GIBBS FLYING SERVICE PAGE 02/02 

Kearny Mesa Planning Group 

oooio 

C/O Gibbs Flying Service, Inc. 
8906 Aero Drive, San Diego, CA 92123 
858-277-0162 FAX 858-277-0854 
wwy.qeocities.CQm/kaamymesaplanninaaroup 

March 18,2006 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, Project Manager 
Development Services 
City of San Diego 
1222 First Avenue, MS 302 
San Diego, CA 92101 

Re: American Tower CUP - 9606 Yolanda Ave 
Project No 90475, JO #42-5668 . 

Dear Karen, 

At the regular February meeting of the Kearny Mesa Planning Group Mr Doug 
Kearney and Mr. Jim Kelly presented the CUP request for the Yolanda Ave cell site to 
the full group. He distributed photo and drawings of the facility. This site is just below 
the top ofthe hill above the Murphy Canyon fuel farm site. It is somewhat visible from I-
15 and very visible from the houses on the canyon on Yolanda Ave in Serra Mesa. The 
site was a previously approved via CUP but that CUP has expired so this application is 
being processed like a new development. 

During the presentation numerous members asked questions of the applicants, 
t h e main issues were visibility ofthe concrete accessory building, the antenna array 
and fence and the general site condition. The group generally felt that the suggested 
conditions by development services fo replace this facility or to meet all new codes 
were overly burdensome. The plans provide for native landscaping that would take a 
few years to mature. Upon a motion made and seconded, the group voted 10-0-1 to 
recommend approval of this CUP with the conditions that the applicant do whatever he 
can to make this site less visible to the general public and fhat a more aggressive 
landscaping plan be implemented as a part of that process, including more mature 
landscaping for an immediate benefit. 

Ifyou have any questions on this matter, please give me a call. 

Sincerely, 

Buzz Gibbs 
Chair 





oooio5 
ATTACHMENT B-9 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION NO. 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 289973 
AMERICAN TOWER - YOLANDA AVENUE 

PROJECT NO. 90475 

WHEREAS, Santa Fe Pacific Pipelines LP, Owner and American Tower, Permittee, filed an application 
with the City of San Diego for a permit for a wireless communication facility (as described in and by 
reference to the approved Exhibits "A" and corresponding conditions of approval for the associated 
Pennit No. 289973), on portions of a 49.11 acre site; 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 9606 Yolanda Avenue in the RS-1-1 and IL-2-1 zone ofthe 
Keamy Mesa Community Plan; 

WHEREAS, the project site is legally described as that portion of Lot 42 of partition of Rancho Mission 
of San Diego, in the City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of Califomia, according to map on 
file in the County Clerk office, lying northerly of the centerline of toad survey No. 2189 (Friars Road) as 
described in Doc recorded in Book 594, page 238 of deeds, in the Office ofthe Recorder; 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2007, the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego considered 
Conditional Use Permit No. 289973 pursuant to the Land Development Code ofthe City of San Diego; 
NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED bythe Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego as follows: 

That the Planning Commission adopts the following written Findings, dated June 28, 2007. 

FINDINGS: 

Conditional Use Permit - Section 126.0305 

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

This facility was originally approved by the Planning Commission on July 27, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Neither the City of San Diego General Plan nor the Keamy Mesa Community Plan addresses 
wireless communication facilities as a specific land use. 

Pagel of 3 
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2. The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, 
safety, and welfare; 

I 
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) emissions to the extent that such facilities 
comply with the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) standards for such emissions." 
If the decision maker approves the existing facility, a condition will be included within the permit 
to require American Tower to perform a cumulative model RF test and submit the finding in a 
report to the City of San Diego within 90 days of approval ofthe CUP. 

3. The proposed development will comply to the maximum extent feasible with 
the regulations of the Land Development Code; and 

This facility was originally approved by the Planning Commission on July 27, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Since 2000, the City has had a Communication Antenna ordinance that requires architectural or 
environmental integration with the project site. Pursuant to the San Diego Land Development 
Code, wireless communication facilities are permitted in all zones citywide with the appropriate ( 
permits. Wireless communication facilities are separately regulated uses, which have limitations 
or require compliance with conditions in order to minimize potential impacts. The intent ofthe 
regulations is to camouflage facilities from public view. In this case, the facility is situated at the 
terminus of a single unit residential neighborhood street. It consists of a 200 square-foot 
equipment enclosure with several antennas above the rooftop. The facility sits conspicuously at 
the top of the hillside just below the direct view of the homes on Yolanda Avenue. Viewed from 
below, along Friars Road or Interstate-15 or from across the canyon, the facility distinctly stands 
out on the horizon. Many commuters pass through this section ofthe city on a daily basis and are 
subjected to the unsightliness associated with the project. 

Section 141.0405 ofthe Land Development Code differentiates between minor and major 
telecommunication facilities. Minor telecommunication facilities include those that are concealed 
from public view or integrated into the architecture or surrounding environment through 
architectural enhancement (enhancements that complement the scale, texture, color and style) 
unique design solutions, or accessory use structures. Major telecommunication facilities are 
antenna facilities that do not meet the criteria for minor telecommunication facilities or they are 
located in residential zones containing residential uses. Similar to minor facilities, they also need 
to be designed to be minimally visible through the use of architecture, landscape architecture and 
siting solutions. The Yolanda Avenue project does not conform to this code requirement. As it 
exists, the facility is situated near the top of a hillside devoid of any significant vegetation that 
could help to screen the facility. The shelter is painted a light tan color and the antennas are 
white, which contribute to the facility standing out from below the hillside and across the canyon, j 
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Additionally, the regulations limit the number of major telecommunication facilities so that no 
more than one facility can be within a half-mile of another major telecommunication facility. 
There are already two other wireless facilities existing on the same property. 

Therefore, the project does not comply to the maximum extent feasible, with the regulations.of 
the Land Development Code. 

4. The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location. 

A wireless communication facility at this location is an appropriate use subject to compliance 
with the ordinances and policies that regulate these types of facilities. Due to the fact that the 
existing facility does not comply with current regulations and policies, this finding cannot be 
affirmed. A facility that better integrates into the hillside and takes into consideration, the 
proximity to the adjacent residential homes and to Interstate-15 and Friars Road would be more 
appropriately located on this property. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Planning 
Commission, Conditional Use Permit No. 289973 is hereby DENIED by the Planning Commission to the 
referenced Owner/Permittee. 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services . 

Adopted on: June 28, 2007 

Job Order No. 42-5668 
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CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0527 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

This Conditional Use Permit is granted by the Planning Coiranission 
of the City of San Diego to SANTA FE PACIFIC PIPELINES, Owner, 
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., Permittee, pursuant to 
Section 101.0510 of the Municipal Code of the City of San Diego. 

1. Permission is granted tp Owner/Permittee to construct a 
200-sguare-foot unmanned dispatch mobile radio communication 
facility, located east of Yolanda Avenue between Larrabee Place 
and the Interstate 15 Freeway, also described as a portion of 
Pueblo Lot 42, Partition of Rancho Mission, Map No. 330 in the 
City of San Diego, County of San Diego, State of California, in 
the Rl-40000, Open Space and M-lB Zones. 

2. The facility shall consist of the following: 

a. A 200-square-foot-equipment building with a roof 
mounted antenna system consisting of three whip 
antennae and up to 12 vertical panel antennae. 

b. A six-foot-high chainlink fence topped with barbed wire 
around a 2,500-sguare-foot lease area, 

c. Off-street parking to be located outside the fence at 
the end of the unpaved aiccess to the site, 

d. Landscaping around the perimeter of the 
fenced enclosure. 

e. Accessory uses as may be determined incidental and 
approved by the Planning Commission. 

3. One parking space shall be provided at the entrance of 
the facility, 

4. No permit for .construction of any facility shall be granted 
nor shall any activity authorized by this permit be conducted on 
the premises until: 
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a. The Permittee signs and returns the permit to the f 
Development Services Department, Development and 
Environmental Planning (DEP) Division; 

b. The Conditional Use Permit is recorded by the 
Development Services Department in the office of the 
County Recorder. 

5. Before issuance of any building permits, complete grading 
and building plans shall be submitted to the Development Services 
Director for approval. Plans shall be in substantial conformance 
to Exhibit "A," dated July 27, 1995, oh file in the office of the 
Development Services Department, DEP Division. No change, 
modifications or alterations shall be made unless substantial 
conformance review or amendment of this permit shall have 
been granted. 

6. Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the 
applicant shall: 

a. Ensure that building address numbers are visible and 
legible from the street (UFC 10.208). 

b. Show the location of all fire hydrants on the plot plan 
(UFC 10.301). 

7. Before issuance of any grading or building permits, a ( 
complete landscape plan, including a temporary irrigation system, 
shall be submitted to the Development Services Director for 
approval. The plans shall be in substantial conformance to 
Exhibit "A," dated July 27, 1995, on file in the office of the 
Development Services Department, Approved planting shall be 
installed before issuance of any occupancy permit on any 
building. Such planting shall not be modified or altered unless 
this permit has been amended and is to be maintained in a 
disease, weed and litter free condition at all times. 

8. The trees shall be permanently irrigated.in accordance with 
the City of San Diego L a n d s c a p e T e c h n i c a l M a n u a l . 

9. If any work is proposed within the Caltrans right-of-way, 
an encroachment permit will be required from the Caltrans 
Permit Office. 

10. This Conditional Use Permit must be used within 36 months 
after the date of City approval or the permit shall be void. 
An Extension of Time may be granted as set forth in 
Section 111.1122 of the Municipal Code. Any extension of time 
shall be subject to all standards and criteria in effect at the 
time the extension is applied for. 

Page 2 of ^C 

ORIGINAL 



ATTACHMENT B-10 

ooom 84i 

11. Construction and operation of the approved use shall comply 
at all times with the regulations of this or any other 
governmental agencies. 

12. After establishment of the project, the property shall not 
be used for any other purposes unless: 

a. Authorized by the Planning Commission; or 

b. The proposed use meets every requirement of the zone 
existing for the property at the time of conversion; or 

c. The permit has been revoked by the City. 

13. This Conditional Use Permit shall expire ten years from the 
effective date of the approved permit, unless a new application 
for a Conditional Use Permit is submitted to the Development 
Services Department, DEP Division 90 days in advance of the 
expiration date as stated herein: 

a'. Should the new permit application be denied by the 
Development Services Department Director/Planning 
Commission, this permit will.; automatically expire 
9 0 days from the date of action by the approving 
authority; and 

b. The permittee shall cease and desist all activity on 
the site within that 90 days. 

c. The permittee shall return the site to it's original 
condition within 90 days from the date of action by the 
approving authority. 

14. This Conditional Use Permit may be revoked by the City if 
there is a material breach or default in any of the conditions of 
this permit. 

15. This Conditional Use Permit is a covenant running with the 
subject property and shall be binding upon the Permittee and any 
successor or successors, and the interests of any successor shall 
be subject to each and every condition set out in this permit and 
all referenced documents. 

16. All of the conditions contained in this Permit have been 
considered and have been determined to be necessary in order to 
make the findings reguired for this discretionary permit. It is 
the intent of the City that the holder of this permit be required 
to comply with each and every condition in order to be afforded / 

special rights which the holder of the Permit is obtaining as a 
result of this permit. It is the intent of the City that the 
owner of the property which is the subject of this permit either 
utilize the property for any use allowed under the zoning and 
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other restrictions which apply to the property or, in the ( 
alternative, that the owner of the property be allowed the 
special and extraordinary rights conveyed by this permit, 
but only if the owner complies with all the conditions of 
this permit. 

In the event that any condition of this permit, on a legal 
challenge by the Owner/Permittee 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 
event, the Owner/Permittee shall have the right, by paying 
applicable processing fees, to bring a request for a new permit 
without the "invalid" condition 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 
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, 

17 * The. issuance of this permit by the City of San Diego does 
not authorize the applicant for said permit to violate any 
Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies 
including, but not limited to, the Federal Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 and any amendments thereto (16 U.S.C. Section 1531 . 
et seq.). . ( 

Passed and adopted by the Planning Commission on July 27, 1995. 

PERMITS [LCW] 835 
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PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2202-PC 
GRANTING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0527 

WHEREAS, on July 27, 1995, SANTA FE PACIFIC PIPELINES, Owner, 
NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., Permittee, filed an application for 
a Conditional Use Permit to construct and operate a 
200-square-foot unmanned dispatch itiobile radio communication 
facility located east of Yolanda Avenue between Larrabee Place 
and the Interstate 15 Freeway in the Kearny Mesa Community, also 
described as a portion of Pueblo Lot 42, Partition of Rancho 
Mission, Map No. 330, in the City of San Diego, County of 
San Diego, State of California, in the Rl-40000, Open Space, and 
Ml-B Zones; and 

WHEREAS, on July 27, 1995, the planning Commission of the city of 
San Diego considered Conditional Use Permit No. 94-0527, pursuant 
to Section 101.0510 of the Municipal Code of the City of 
San Diego; and NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of 
San Diego as follows: 

1. That the Planning Commission adopted the following written 
Findings, dated July 27, 1995: 

A. THE PROPOSED USE WILL FULFILL AN INDIVIDUAL AND 
COMMUNITY NEED AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT THE 
GENERAL FLAN OR THE COMMUNITY PLAN. 

The project site is designated for open space by the 
General Plan and the Kearny Mesa Community Plan. 
Nevertheless, particular uses which fulfill individual 
and community needs are permitted in residential and 
other zones by conditional use permit. This facility 
will be a part of a communication network that is being 
established by Nextel to serve the City. This.project 
will not adversely impact the General Plan nor the 
Kearny Mesa Community Plan. Perimeter landscaping and 
neutral colors on exterior surfaces will effectively, 
screen the facility and allow the fence and equipment 
building to-blend with surrounding vistas. 

B. THE PROPOSED USE, BECAUSE OF CONDITIONS THAT HAVE BEEN 
APPLIED TO IT, WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE HEALTH, 
SAFETY AND GENERAL WELFARE OF PERSONS RESIDING OR 
WORKING IN THE AREA AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT OTHER 
PROPERTY IN THE VICINITY. 

Radio frequency energy transmission from the proposed 
whip antennas and panels would not result in 
significant health and safety risks to the surrounding 
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area. The transmissions would have a maximum of 
7.08 microwatts per square centimeter, well below the 
accepted safety standard of 567 microwatts per square 
centimeter established by the American National 
Standards Institute and the National Council on 
Radiation Protection. 

r 

C. THE PROPOSED USE WILL COMPLY WITH THE RELEVANT 
REGULATIONS IN THE MUNICIPAL CODE. 

The proposed facility complies with the relevant 
regulations in the Municipal Code. Landscape screening 
of the equipment building will be provided. One 
parking space will be designated for use by Nextel and 
will meet the parking requirement for this project. 

2. That said Findings are supported by maps and exhibits, all 
of which are herein incorporated by reference. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the Findings hereinbefore 
adopted by the Planning Commission, Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0527 is hereby GRANTED to SANTA FE PACIFIC PIPELINES, 
Owner, NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., Permittee, in the form and 
with the terms and conditions set forth in Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0527, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a 
part hereof. 

Ron Buckley 
Senior Planner 

//u^6us 
Linda Lugano 
Planning Commission Secretary 

PERMITS [LCW] 83 5 
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ALL-PURPOSE CERTIFICATE s^1 TTAUHMtiNTB-lO 

Type/Number of Document CUP 94-0.527 

D a t e of A p p r o v a l ^ J J J J L J ^ Q J I / < ? 9 S 

5TATE OF CALIFORNIA 

;OUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

\) Wv\ \himx* 

)n U,JSl,S*J'.5f)./<?4jDh*tOT* 

Ron Buckley, Senior^Planner 

me - T ^ * , ^ * * ^ ^ * t ^ , * T , ^ —,, BARBARA J. HUBBARD (Notary Public), personally 
ippeare^ RON BUCKLEY, Senior Planner of the Development Services Department of 
:he City of San Diego, personally known to me to be the person(s) whose name(s) 
.s/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that 
le/she/they executed the same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by 
.is/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon 
•ehalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

ITNESS my hand and offici 

i g n a t u r e tj&QLkijjL 
B a r b a r a J . 

+*********** 
\ 

^ ^ * * 

BARBARA J. HUBBARD 
COMM. * 10S6585 

Notary Piisllc — Caflfocrta £ 
SAN DiEGO COUNTY 

M/Comm. Expirw MAY 16,1999 

(Sea l ) 

a 
ERMITTEE(S) SIGNATURE/NOTARIZATION: 

SE UNDERSIGNED PERMITTEE(S), BY EXECUTION THEREOF, AGREES TO EACH AND EVERY 
^"niTION OF THIS PERMIT AND PROMISES TO PERFORM'EACH AND EVERY OBLIGATION OF 
( ITTEE(S) THEREUNDER. 

t ^ V ^ Lgned_ 
^ped Nair# SAHTA FE~ PACIFIC PIPKEJKES 

'ATE OF CCLMjoyt-yi'CL; 

S i g n e d 
T y p e d Name^HEXTEL COMMDHICAITOKS, "OTC" 

lUNTY OF U^\ 

i ^UCrfOYr^/ 1^ I^STaef ore me, K W l U M ^ ^ - H ^ U ^ X A . ( N a m e of Notary Public) 
rsorially appeared 0. Cj . ^oy j j j^ I , 
rsonally known to me (or proved to ifte on the basis of satisfactory evidence) 
be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument 

d acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their 
thorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the 
strument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) 
ted, executed the instrument. 

TNESS my hand and official seal 

jnature \ M H J J / A J ^ Ob̂ WZOA 

ORIGfNAI 

n .• * H 
KATHLYN S. fflARAW I 
COMM.#1045845 | 

Notary Public — Caiifornia £ 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

My Comm. Explras DEC 9.1998^ 

(Sea l ) 

, t r 

file:///himx*
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o . r ^ ^ y ^ , ^ ^ n / 9 f S ~ before me. A ^ / s A ^ ^ A- ^ - ^ g - ^ - g 
5 
)• personally appeared 

NAMg. TIRE OPOFFICEH . E.G.. "JANE DOE. NOTAflY PUOLIC" 

MAME(S)OFSIGNEn(S) 

^TpersonaMy known lo nie - OR - D proved lo me on the basis of satisfactory evidence 
lo be the person(s) whose name(s) (fs^are 
subscribed lo the within instrument and ac­
knowledged to me thaC^she/lhey executed 
the same in ^mJVher/their aulhorized 
capacily(ies)$ and that byCjYiS/her/lheir 
signature(s) on the instrument (he personfs), 
or lhe entity upon behalf of which the 
person(s) acted, execuied the instrument. KRISTINE K.ZERFAS 

COMM. #103(3008 
Notary Public — California 

SAN DIEGO COUNIY 
My Comm-Expires JUN 16.1993 WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

OPTIONAL 

Thouyh the dnln below is nol required by law. i( may prove valuable lo persons relying on the documenl and could preveni 
traudulenl rnnllachmenl of Ihis lorm. 

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY SIGNER 

• INDIVIDUAL 

L J COnPORATE OFFICER 

TITLEISJ 

D PARTNERfS) D LIMITED 

D GENERAL 
D ATTOnNEY-IN-FACT 
D TnUSTEE(S) 

• GUAnDIAN/CONSERVATOR 
D OTHER: 

SIGNER IS REPRESENTING: 
NAME OF PenSONf."?) OH ENTITY(IES1 

DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHED DOCUIVIENT 

TITLE OR TYPE OF DOCUMENT 

NUMBER OF PAGES 

DATE OF DOCUMENT 

SIGNER(S) OTHER THAM NAMED ABOVE 

V 

I 

\ 

e3£333a3S3aS3SSSSSSSa33Saa3SSSS3S2S3SS3S3= 

01f l93 NATIONAL NOTARY ASSOCIATION • 023G nemmel Ave.. P.O. Box7) f i -1 • Canooa Pork. CA 91309-7 Ifl-l 
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ATTACHMENT B-11 

T H E C I T V O F 3 A M D I E S O 

Date ofNotice: June 14, 2007 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
APPEAL TO PLANNING COMMISSION 

Job Order Number: 42-5668 

As a property owner, tenant, or person who has requested notice, you should know that a public hearing will 
be held by the Planning Commission to consider an appeal on an application for a wireless communication 
facility consisting of an existing 200 square foot equipment shelter with panel antennas above the rooftop, 
originally approved by CUP No. 94-0527, which expired on July 27, 2005. The facility is located at 9606 
Yolanda Avenue. 

DATE OF HEARING: 
TIME OF HEARING: 
LOCATION OF HEARING: 

PROJECT TYPE/PROJECT NUMBER: 
PROJECT NAME: 
APPLICANT NAME: 
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 
CITY PROJECT MANAGER: 
PHONE NUMBER: 

June 28, 2007 
9:00 a.m. 
Council Chambers, 12th floor, City Administration 
Building, 202 C Street, San Diego, CA 92101 

Conditional Use Permit/ PTS No. 90475 
AMERICAN TOWER - YOLANDA AVENUE 
Jim Kelly, American Tower Corporation 
Kearny Mesa 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, Development Project Manager 
(619)446-5351 

The decision made by the Planning Commission is the final decision by the City. 

Ifyou wish to challenge the City's action on the above proceedings in court, you may be limited to addressing 
only those issues you or someone else have raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or written in 
correspondence to the City at or before the public hearing. 

This project was determined to be categorically exempt from the Califomia Environmental Quality Act on 
February 13, 2007 and the opportunity to appeal that determination ended February 28, 2007. 

Ifyou have any questions about this matter, you can contact the City Project Manager listed above. 
This information will be made available in aitemative formats upon request. To request an agenda in 
aitemative format or to request a sign language or oral interpreter for the meeting, call the Disability Services 
Program Coordinator at 236-5979, at least five working days prior to the meeting to insure availability. 
Assistive Listening Devices (ALD's) are available for the meeting upon request. 

Rev 6/1/04 dcj 
documents 



ATTACHMENT B-12 

? " ^ ^ # f | # | i City of San Diego 
' V * " " ^ 2 S 3 ? l i ^ ^ a Development Services 
- -̂̂ /f «3Fft^^j3 ^ 2 F i r s t Ave_ 3 r d F | 0 0 r 

X X g k n Diego, CA 92101 
(619)446-5210 

E Ctr-t O F S A N D I E Q O 
- ^ - - • " " • 

Development Permit/ 
Environmental Determination 

Appeal Application 

FORM 

DS-3031 
MARCH 2007 

See Information Bulletin 505, "Development Permits Appeal Procedure," for information on the appeal procedure. 

1. Type of Appeal:, 
Q Process Two Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
Q Process Three Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
• Process Four Decision - Appeal to City Council 

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

2. Appellant Please check one L l Applicant U Officially recognized Planning Committee L l "Interested Person" (EeLkLC-Se^ 
113-01031 

Name 
Robert Jystad, Channel Law Group, LLP on behalf of applicant American Tower Corporation 

Address 
100 Oceanqate. Suite 1400 

City 
Long Beach 

State 
CA 

Zip Code'/ 
90802 ' 

3. Applicant Name (As shown on the Permit/Approval being appealed). Complete if different from appellant. 

Doug Kearney, American Tower Corporation 

Telephone 
f310)2Q9-8515 

4. Project Information 
Permit/Environmental Determination & Permit/Document No. 

CUP No. 94-0527 

Date of Decision/Determination: 

April 4. 2007 

City Project Manager: 

Karen Lynch Ashcraft 
Decision (describe the permit/approval decision): 

Deny Conditional Use Permit No. 289973 (Yolanda Avenue - PTS No. 90475) 

5. Grounds for Appeal (Please check aU that apply) 
Q Factual Error (Process Three and Four decisions only) Q New Information (Process Three and Four decisions only) 
Q Conflict with other matters (Process Three and Four decisions only) • City-wide Significance (Process Four decisions only) 
Q Findings Not Supported (Process Three and Four decisions oniy) 

sscription of Grounds for Appeal {Please relate your description to the allowable reasons for appeal as more fully described in 
chapter 11. Article 2. Division 5 of the San Diego Municipal Code. Attach additional sheets if necessary.) 

Hearing Officer made findings 1 and 2 in the affirmative but denied permit on grounds that he could not make findings 3 and 

4 because the project does not comply to maximum extent feasible with Land Development Code. 

This determination is based on the unsupported assertion that the City imposed 10 year time limits in order to reguire 

replacement of existing facilities and that carriers should have designed their networks to accommodate the removal or 

replacement of these facilities. Evidence in the record contradicts staffs assertion and the hearing officer did not properly 

take such evidence into account. Applicant had reasonable expectation of renewal of its permits subject to compliance with 

conditions and applicants' tenant-relied on those expectations in the construction of their networks. 

Applicant reserves right to supplement these grounds for appeal. 

6. Appellant's^Signafufl 

Signature: 

te; Faxe 

under Finally of perjury that the foregoing, including all names and addresses, is true and correct. 

Date: 

of accepted. Appeal fees are non-refundable. 

Printed on recycled paper. Visit our web site at www.sanijieQO.gov/development-services, 
Upon request, this information is avaiiabie in alternaiive formats for persons wilh disabilities. 

DS-3031 (03-07) 

http://www.sanijieQO.gov/development-services
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ATTACHMENT B-l3 

r Clly of San Diego 
Deve lopment Serv ices 
1222 First Ave.. MS-302 
San Diago, CA 92101 
(619)446-5000 

Ownership Disclosure 
Statement 

Approval Type: Check appropriate box for type of approval (s) requested: Q Neighborhood Use Permii Q Coastal Developmeni Permii 
Q Neighborhood Development Pennll Q Sile Developmeni Permii Q Planned Development Permit jCCondittonal Uss Permit 
Q Variance D Tentative Map D Vesting Tentative Map O Map Waiver D Land Use Plan Amendmenl ' Q Other 

Projoct Tllle " Project'No. For City Use Only 

'A 
Project Address; 

^fyor* )r)LANn^ A^g 

Part I - To be completed when 'property is^held'-fay lndlyjcluar(s) 

py slgnlnp lhe py/nerghlp Disclosure Statflment. the owner/si anknowledoe that RP apptlcatinn lor a permit, map or other matler. as IdHnllfied 
above, will be filed with the Citv ot San Digno on lhe sublgcl properly, with the Intent lo record an encumbrance aaainsl the property. Please 
list below the ownerfs) and lenan[(s) (If applicable) ol the above referenced proparty. The list must include the names and addresses of all 
persons who have an Interest In the property, recorded or otherwise, and siale Ihe type of properly interest (e.g., tenants who will benefit from 
the permit, all individuals who own the properly). A signature is reauireij nt p] jeasl one ot Ihe prooBrtv owners. Attach additionai pages If 
needed. A signature from the Assistant Executive Director of the San Diego Redevelopment Agancy shall be required for alt project parcels for 
which a Disposllion and Development Agreemeni (DDA) has been approved / executed by the City Counclt. Wote: The applicant Is responsible 
for notifying the Projecl Manager of any changes In ownership during the time lhe applicalion is being processed or considered. Changes in 
ownership are to be given lo the Projecl Manager al leasl thirty days prior to any pubiic hearing on the subject property. Failure lo provide ac- . 
curate and current ownership information could resull in a delay in the hearing process. 

A d d i t i o n a l pages a t t a c h e d D Yes Q No 

Name oi Indiviaual (type or print): 

Streot Address: 

Clly/Stale/Zip: 

Phone No; Fax No: 

Signature : Date; 

Name ot individual ( lype or pnnt j : 

" Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee O Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

Cily/S tale/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No; 

Sipnalure : Date: 

Name oi moiviauai (type or print); 

U Owner Q Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopmenl Agency 

Slreel Address; 

Clly/Stale/Zip; 

Phone No; 

Signature ; 

Fax No: ' 

Dale: 

Name ot Inaividual (type or pnnt); 

U Owner U Tenant/Lessee Q Redeveiopmenl Agency 

Slreet Address: 

City/Stale/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

This information is avaiiabie in alternative (ormals for persons with disabilities. 
Be sure lo see us on the World Wide Web at www.sandiego.gov/developmenl-services 

DS-318 (5-05) 

http://www.sandiego.gov/developmenl-services
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ATTACHMENT B-13 

Project Title: Project No. (For City Use Oniy) 

( 
Par t II - To be c o m p l e t e d w h e n p r o p e r t y Is h e l d by a co rpo ra t i on or pa r tne rsh ip 

* 

Corporate Identification No . 

Lega l Status (p lease check) : 

Q Corporation p Limiled Liability -or- • General) Whal S l a l e ? . 
' ^ P a r t n e r s h i p 

Bv sianinp the Ownersh ip Disclosure S la lmnen l . the owqerfs) acknowledge Ihgt an applicalion for a permit, mgp or other matter, 
as idenlified above, wil l be filed with the Citv of San Diepo on the subject propertv with the intent to record an encumhranpR 
aoainst the property., Please lisl below the names, titles and addresses of a l l persons who have a n interest in the properly, re­
corded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who will benefil f rom the permit , al l corporate officers, 
and ail partners in a partnership who own the property). A signature is required of al leasl one of the corporate officers or part­
ners who own Ihe property. Attach addit ional pages if needed, Note: The applicant is responsible for notifying the Projecl Man­
ager of any changes In ownership during (he t ime the application is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to 
be given to the Projecl Manager at leasl Ihirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject proparty. Failure to provide accu­
rate and current ownership information could resul l in a delay in the hearing process. Add i t i ona l p a g e s a t t a c h e d Q Y e s Q No 

' Corporate/Pannersntp Name (type or pnnt j ; 

iypp,L, ^ 
jQ^ Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Slreel Address; 

Cily/Slale/Zip: 

ess: . _ ,- / / N 

/(jyOjdOJS't- f h n ^ h - i /W)A/9 
dn&A'&B CA ^ z ^ B ^ E 

Uorporate/Hannersnip Name (type or print); 

"O Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: , Fax No; 

. A 'A /S ' ^o - ¥(*&o ni<+ szt>t>~ 6 ^ 0 
Name of Corporate Offlcer/Patfher (type or print): 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporale Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (lype or prini): ̂ 

Signature 

'GT- 'St-^ABJ-AyZ 
7 ) D*te: 

• j h U y 1/ 

Title (type or print): 

ih-s/oL 
Signature : Date: 

(Jorporale/Hanne/S/i ip Name (type or pnnt j : 

U Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Xorporate/Hannersh ip Name ( type or print): 

~0 Owner Q Tenant/Lessee, 

Slreel Address: 

City/Slate/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Street Address: 

City/Slale/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (lype or print): Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): Title (lype or prinl); 

Signature : Dale: Signature : Date: 

Corporate/t- 'annersnip Name (type or print): 

~Q Owner D Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: : 

(Jorporate/Pannersnip Name (type or print): 

~Q Owner U Tenant/Lessee 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Streei Address: 

Clly/Slale/Zip: 

Phone No; Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Parlner (lype or print): Name of Corporale Officer/Partner (lype or print): 

Title (type or prinl): 

Signature : Dale: 

Tille (type or print); 

Signature : Date: 
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ATTACHMENT C 

American Tower 
Corporation - Kearny Villa 

(Nextel) 
CUP 

Project No. 90486 
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Aerial Photo 
AMERICAN TOWER - KEARNY VILLA - PROJECT NUMBER 90486 

5571 KEARNY VILLA ROAD 

n 



^ ^ S E 

Project Location Map 
AMERICAN TOWER - KEARNY VILLA - PROJECT NUMBER 90486 
5571 KEARNY VILLA ROAD 
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Kearny Mesa Land Use Map 
AMERICAN TOWER - KEARNY VILLA PROJECT NUMBER 90486 
5571 KEARNY VILLA ROAD 
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ATTACHMENT C-4 

PROJECT DATA SHEET 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

COMMUNITY PLAN 
AREA: 

DISCRETIONARY 
ACTIONS: 

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND 
USE DESIGNATION: 

American Tower - Keamy Villa 

A wireless communication facility consisting of an existing 
120 foot high monopole and a 200 square-foot equipment 
shelter. 

Keamy Mesa 

Conditional Use Pennit 

Industrial and Business Park 

ZONING INFORMATION: 

ZONE: IL-2-1 

HEIGHT LIMIT: None. 

FRONT SETBACK: 15 feet. 

SIDE SETBACK: 10 feet. 

REAR SETBACK: 0 

ADJACENT PROPERTIES: 

NORTH: 

SOUTH: 

EAST: 

WEST: 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
GROUP 
RECOMMENDATION: 

LAND USE 
DESIGNATION & 
ZONE 

Industrial and Business 
Park; IL-2-1 

Industrial and Business 
Park; IL-2-1 

Industrial and Business 
Park; IL-2-1 

Industrial and Business 
Park; IL-2-1 

EXISTING LAND USE 

Industrial/Heavy Commercial 

Industrial 

Industrial 

Industrial 

On April 19, 2006, the Keamy Mesa Community Planning 
Group voted 10-0-0 to recommend approval of CUP No. 
290030 with the conditions that the applicant do whatever 
possible to make the tower seem less visible and that the 
term ofthe CUP be limited to 2014 at which time a different 
location or technology would be available. 
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ATTACJIIMENT C ^ ^ 
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SITE NAME: CA 5124 MURPHY CYN. - 302250 
CUP & PDP APPLICATION 

DRAWING INDEX REV. DIRECTIONS PROJECT INFORMATION 

rwm ATC JWNE of no, i^ra FWT B BCUTM TtM*«j OBH OEQO. 

T̂ > M C i n ull-gallnil 

Tun Bffil c» KEHIOT VI IA RD - p D7 rrt 
• m n a i a r l KEMHT V1UA Htt WM DHJO, al ha M l 

^FTCPIBBJ WOCMt , 
VICINITY MAP N.T.S. 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
S££ An«OCD URVET > mnai eoeapncw 

DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY 

MJOTCW 1DWEB ODVcnniDN BRHXIElIHa tPfWinL f O l 1W talDIVlHJ Pll3»Cr. 

cmanotuu. USE PCHHI i u p - > P I « « D ccvQa>uDr PERMJI J E P -

ThCPnaecr KEQUHES THEnp^w. cr Ewveo o f NO. wars Mi^OovricoTYCf&wnatiiDfi* 
niRElFSl lEIHDUMJMCHlOfC fACtm, THIS UPPUWIIDN REQirtTl TIC CDMHKUHJ OTEMTCH *H) 
«IK1EM«M^ QFIHEFCaUTT LOCATEO AI SS71 m B J E I V U A f l Q * 1IC r t O i n U IT FBEStNIlr EBSTS 
CCMSI5IS OF * IIS fTOT 1*11. KOHOPOE ViTTH THREE J " IPRWr XXICL P« tL «(rew«5 BXHIEB AT EI 
FEET.MHE-f SPPINT hEXIS. PtFEL ASItHm3 UOUJTED AT TB FEET «JD TVra i " FCDVARE FVkNB. 
HJlEWJnS WOUMIED AT tlOfEET. QUE 10 FOOTS » FOOT EOUPMEMT BHEITER IS LCCAiaj AT n t BSSE OF 
THE PU-E VfllUN THEieiEE WEA DUE TO SPACE COrOIRAINTB AMI H t lOTAIDN Df H e FAOUIY, IHEflE 

a NO LAmacAHua EKisTmo AA PAPT OF THE ORIOIHU. AFPRDVALB mt Ntx PFCPOSED FCR THIS 
WPUCATDN W E r K f H TOWtH OBEQUE3I1W1 THE CUP EXIEMBEH WDPII'INOnrail TOAUDr t l l * 
IMAEIEU PROVOHS ANO TTB1 d S T C W H UNIHTEnilJPTED WRFUQ TfL£«Dff BtRVtEl 

• ^ 

SnEAEOHESa: 

PHa>EFI¥ CWNEJt 

APHJCAHT COMWCT: 

lA im jce 

UHOniC: 

z c t t n 

JURSUCTOt 

cccu-wcr : 

Af^NUVBBt 

a j q u K r USE: 

PROPOSS) USE 

S ' l KCWNEr MUA MUD 
SAt4 aEOO. CA D173 

PRCPEnrr OVWER nn'c( ;«A«OEaoRE*i.EsrAiE«5ET 
i 2 r o i n n D A v E , i i E i ™ 
U H DEOO. DA D m 

TOI aroHT a . i MQ 

T * amio ta j 

pK(B«M«3&im 

srsooiM-

n r w i ia-

u - l 

orrcriANKXO 
O l 

IMUAMCDIBKnMMJKATItWJ FACUTI 

i m w i t o TQHDMUUKOHiaa fAoun' 

PROJECT TEAM 

AKaiTtCJ jcntOEwaui' BAfllja AMOaAIH HS 

MiEMMI TtMOl CCHFCHAITCn 

Bailki Auodalsi. Inc. 

A t t a i n • n-¥*W • t*- f f i 

SITE: 302250 
ID:CA5124 MURPHYCYN. 

B571 KEARNEY VILLA ROAD 

SANDIEGO, CA9Z123 

TITRE SHEET 

T-1 
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ATTACHMENT C-5 

SETBACK DISTANCES: 

FRONT: IS'-O" 
SIDES: lO'-O" 
REAR: O'-O" 

WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
FACILnY. 
AMERICAN TOWER LEASE AREA 

NORTH 

SITE PLAN J TTT 

ZAZ Bitfio A*sodatBi, Inc 

SITE: 302250 
ID:CA5124MURPHYCYN. 

SS/l KEARNEY VILLA ROAD 
SANDIEGO. CABi l ! ) 

SITE PLAN 

A-1 
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( & ASPHALT 

ASPHALT 
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ENLARGED SITE PLAN J—-rn z ^ BasDo AasocbEoi, he. 

SITE: 302250 
ID: CA 5124 MURPHYCYN. 

S371 KEARNEY VJLLA ROAO 
SANDIEGO, C A M l 23 

loMHHfr 

ENLARGED SITE PLAN 

A-2 
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FAMTE^^Q- ' U U ^ 

EXISTING ANTENNA BRACKET 
DETAIL 

TOP OF ANTEWtA EL • SOD 

F ANIEf** WWTJI a • SHU! 

P ANIEMMA EL • HBIC 

seiieiMaiSj^us?^^ 

CO 
CO 

SOUTH EAST - ^ 2 NORTH EAST 1 ^ 4 I 1 

AlVl=lUCANTDW=n 

HaslIEo A e v i c i a t a i . Inc. 

SITE; 302250 
ID: CA 5124 MURPHY CYN. 

5571 KEARNEY VILLA ROAO 
SAN DEGO, CA 82123 

EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS 

A-4 
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1 

Q Kearny Mesa Planning Group 
C/O Gibbs Flying Service, Inc. 
8906 Aero Drive, San Diego, CA 92123 
858-277-0162 FAX 858-277-0654 
www.geocltlBs.cDm/keamymesapiatiriinggroup 

May 3, 2006 

Natalie De Freitas, Project Manager •• __ 
Development Services ^ l / ^ i 
City of San Diego Y^Qr^Ki U y u c U ^ 
1222 First Avenue, MS 302 ' A s ^ c ^ - f t 
San Diego, CA 92101 L ^ . u^T - S ^ a z . 

Re: American Tower CUP - 5571 Keamy Villa Road f T c v V ^ s 
Project No 90486, JO # 42-5671 ^ ^ ' ^ ^ 

Dear Natalie, 

At the regular Aprii meeting of the Keamy Mesa Planning Group Mr. Doug 
Kearney presented the CUP request for the American Tower Corporation's Keamy Villa 
Road 120' monopole antenna to the full group. He distributed photos, drawings and a 
coverage graphic for the facility. This site is on the east side of Kearny Villa Road 
adjacent to the City's Metro Operations Maintenance building. The tower and the 
adjacent equipment shelter are on City property. The tower is very visible from M63 
and Kearny Villa Road. It is in-an industrial area and adjacent to a newer office 
building, The site was a previously approved via CUP but that CUP has expired so this 
application is being processed like a new development. Many year ago the Kearny 
Mesa Planning Group created an antenna policy that suggested antenna towers should 
be limited to 80' in height. 

During the presentation numerous members asked questions ofthe applicants. 
The main issues were the visibility of the tower structure and antenna array. The 
equipment shed is not visible from the public right of way. The group generally felt that 
the suggested conditions by development services to replace this facility and to meet all 
new codes were overly burdensome but that some direction to take advantage of 
technology changes is appropriate. Upon a motion made and seconded, the group 
voted 10-0-0 to recommend approval of this CUP with the conditions that the applicant 
do whatever he can to make this tower seem less visible today, like a light grey paint 
color instead ofthe dirty white, and that the CUP term be iimited to the underlying lease 
whose term was presented as until 2014, at which time a different location or technoioty 
may be available, such as relocating to one ofthe new office towers that are being 
proposed, so that this tower could be replaced. The issues ofthe equipment shed and 
the setback were not significant to the group for this site as they are not visible. 

If you have any questions on this matter, please give me a call. 

Sincerely, 

Buzz Gibbs 

http://www.geocltlBs.cDm/keamymesapiatiriinggroup


0 0 0 1 3 HEARING OFFICER 
RESOLUTION NO. HO-5698(3) 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 290030 
AMERICAN TOWER - KEARNY VILLA ROAD 

PROJECT NO. 90486 

WHEREAS, the City of San Diego, Owner and American Tower, Permittee, filed an application with the 
City of San Diego for a permit for a wireless communication facility (as described in and by reference to 
the approved Exhibits "A" and corresponding conditions of approval for the associated Permit No. 
290030), on portions of a 2 acre site; 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 5571 Keamy Villa Road in the IL-2-1 zone ofthe Keamy Mesa 
Community Planning area; 

WHEREAS, the project site is legally described as Lot 2 of Mesa Industrial Tract Unit 1, Map No. 3533; 

WHEREAS, on April 4, 2007, the Hearing Officer ofthe City of San Diego considered Conditional Use 
Permit No. 290030 pursuant to the Land Development Code ofthe City of San Diego; NOW, 
THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Hearing Officer ofthe City of San Diego as follows: 

That the Hearing Officer adopts the following written Findings, dated April 4, 2007. 

FINDINGS: 

Conditionai Use Permit - Section 126.0305 

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

This monopole was originally approved by the Planning Commission on January 26, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Neither the City of San Diego General Plan nor the Keamy Mesa Community Plan addresses 
wireless communication facilities as a specific land use. 

2. The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, 
safety, and welfare; 

The Telecommunication Act of 1996 preempts local governments from regulating the "placement, 
construction and modification of wireless communication facilities on the basis ofthe 

v 



oooi*0 
ATTACHMENT C-8 

( 

'- environmental effects of Radio Frequency (RF) emissions to the extent that such facilities comply 
with the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) standards for such emissions." 
If the decision maker approves the existing facility, a condition will be included within the permit 
to require American Tower to perform a cumulative model RF-test and submit the finding in a 
report to the City of San Diego within 90 days of approval of the CUP. 

3. The proposed development will comply to the maximum extent feasible with 
the regulations of the Land Development Code; and 

This monopole was originally approved by the Planning Commission on January 26, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new technology and new 
regulations and or policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial 
construction and the new owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another 
CUP to maintain the facility as is. 

Since 2000, the City has had a Communication Antenna ordinance that requires architectural or 
environmental integration with the project site. Pursuant to the San Diego Land Development 
Code, wireless communication facilities are permitted in all zones citywide with the appropriate 
permits. Wireless communication facilities are separately regulated uses, which have limitations 
or require compliance with conditions in order to minimize potential impacts. The intent ofthe 
regulations is to camouflage facilities from public view. In this case, neither the support structure, 
a 120 foot high monopole, nor the equipment shelter, a pre-fabricated structure, are camouflaged 
or integrated into the landscape. The monopole is situated in a primarily industrial area near 
Highway-163, which serves as a major north south transportation corridor. 

Section 141.0405 ofthe Land Development Code differentiates between minor and major 
telecommunication facilities. Minor telecommunication facilities include those that are concealed 
from public view or integrated into the architecture or surrounding environment through 
architectural enhancement (enhancements that complement the scale, texture, color and style) 
unique design solutions, or accessory use structures. Major telecommunication facilities are 
antenna facilities that do not meet the criteria for minor telecommunication facilities. Similar to 
minor facilities, they also need to be designed to be minimally visible through the use of 
architecture, landscape architecture and siting solutions. The Keamy Villa Road project does not 
conform to this code requirement. As it exists, it is a major visual impact this area of Keamy 
Mesa, adjacent to Highway-163, which serves as a major transportation corridor through the city. 
Many commuters pass through this section ofthe city on a daily basis and are subjected to the 
unsightliness associated with the project. 

Therefore, the project does not comply to the maximum extent feasible with the regulations ofthe 
Land Development Code. 

Page 2 of 3 
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4. The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location. 

A wireless communication facility at this location is an appropriate use subject to compliance ' 
with the ordinances and policies that regulate these types of facilities. However, the pole is being 
used for one carrier and the upper 42-feet is absent antennas, substantiating the fact that a 120 foot 
high tower is unnecessary at this location. 

Due to its primarily industrial land use, Keamy Mesa has several antenna towers in and around 
the community. The regulations limit the number of major telecommunication facilities so that no 
more than one facility can be within a half-mile of another major telecommunication facility, 
promoting the code requirement to blend in with surroundings. 

Due to the fact that the existing facility does not comply with current regulations and policies, 
this finding cannot be affirmed. A facility, reduced in height to accommodate the one tenant 
existing on the pole would better integrate into the property Consideration should also be given 
to the proximity to Highway-163 and its prominence in the Keamy Mesa community. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Hearing Officer, 
Conditional Use Permit No. 290030is hereby DENIED by the Hearing Officer to the referenced 
Owner/Permittee. 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services 

Adopted on: June 28, 2007 

Job Order No. 42-5671 
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CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0479 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

MURPHY CANYON COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY 

This Conditional Use Permit is .granted by the Planning Commission 
_of the City of San Diego to ALBERT E. TREPTE FAMILY TRUST, ALBERT 
E. AND CELESTE A. TREPTE, TRUSTEES, Owner; and NEXTEL 
COMMUNICATIONS, Permittee pursuant to Section 101.0510 of the 
Municipal Code of the City of San Diego. 

1. Permission is granted to Owner/Permittee to construct and 
maintain an unmanned communications facility, located at 
5571 Kearny Villa Road, described as Lot 2 of Mesa Industrial 
Tract Unit 1, Map 3533, in t h e M-lB Zone. 

2. The facility shall consist of the following: 

a. A 120-foot-high monopole antenna containing a maximum 
of three omni-whip antennas and twelve 
panel/directional antennas EXCEPT as provided for in 
Condition 14; 

b. A maximum 10-foot x 20-foot (200 square feet) 
pre-fabricated equipment storage room EXCEPT as 
provided for in Condition 14; 

c. Off-street parking; and 

d. Acce»oL._^ .\tr.is as may be determined incidental and 
approved by this n^e.lopment Services Director.. 

3. Parking spaces shall be consistent with Division 8 of the 
Zoning Regulations of the Municipal Code and shall o± ^-mianently 
maintained and not converted for any other use. Parking spa^c~ 
and aisles shall conform to Development Services Department 
standards. Parking areas shall be marked at all times. 
Landscaping located in any parking area shall be permanently 
maintained and not converted for any other use. No additional 
parking is proposed nor required for this project. 

P a g e 1 of / ^ 
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Section 101.0435.2.E SDMC (M-lB Zone) regulates parking as a 
percentage of lot area. The currently developed property 
provides the reguired parking area. 

4. No permit for construction or operation of any facility 
shall be granted nor shall any activity authorized by this permit 
be conducted on the premises until: 

a. The Permittee signs and returns the permit to the 
Development Services Department; 

b. The Conditional Use Permit is recorded in the office of 
the County Recorder. 

5. Before issuance of any building permits, complete building 
plans shall be submitted to the Development Services Director for 
approval. Plans shall be in substantial conformance to 
Exhibit "A," dated January 26, 1995, on file in the office of the 
Development Services Department. No change, modifications or 
alterations shall be made unless appropriate applications, 
findings.of substantial conformance or amendment of this permit 
shall have been granted. 

6. This Conditional Use Permit must be used within 36 months 
after the date of City approval or the permit shall be void. An 
Extension of Time may be granted as set forth in 
Section 101,0510.k. of the Municipal Code. Any extension of time 
shall be subject to all standards and criteria in effect at the 
time of extension is applied for. 

7. This Conditional Use Permit shall be valid for a period not 
to exceed 10 years. Prior to the expiration date, the property 
owner/Permittee may.*. 

a. Submit a completed application for a new Conditional 
Use Permit to operate on this site," complying with all 
regulations and guidelines for communications 
facilities in "effect at the time; or 

b. Cease all operations/activities on the site, and 
remove the monopole, equipment room and any other 
items related to the operation of the facility from 
the property. 

8. The 10 (ten) year period shall commence on the date that 
the CUP is approved by action of the Planning Commission, or City 
Council if appealed. 

9. Construction and operation of the approved use shall comply 
at all times with the regulations of this or any other 
governmental agencies. 

Page 2 of /£ 
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10. After establishment of the project, the property shall not 
be used for any other purposes unless: 

a. An amendment to this permit is approved by the Planning 
Commission;' or 

b. The proposed use meets every requirement of the 2one 
existing for the property at the time of conversion; or 

c. The permit has been revoked by the City. 

11. This Conditional Use Permit may be revoked by the City if 
there is a material breach or default in any of the conditions of 
this permit. 

12. This Conditional Use Permit is a covenant running with the 
subject property and shall be binding upon the Owner/Permittee 
and any successor or successors,, and the interests of any 
successor shall be subject to each and every condition set out in 
this permit and all referenced documents. 

13. If any existing hardscape or landscape indicated on the 
approved plans is damaged or removed during demolition or 
construction, it shall be repaired and'/or replaced in kind per 
the approved plans. 

14. The applicant/lessee shall have the option to sublease a 
portion of the maximum 120' -0" high monopole for the purpose of 
co-location of a communications carrier facility. A maximum of 
three additional omni-whip and a maximum of twelve additional 
panel/directional antennas will be permitted provided that they 
are operated by another communications provider and service 
citizens within the greater San Diego area. Plan submittal and 
review of the co-location option shall be made available through 
the Substantial Conformity Review Process, of the Development and 
Environmental Planning Division. One additional equipment 
storage room (2 00 square feet maximum) may be approved provided 
that it does not adversely impact views from public 
rights-of-way. This structure shall be permitted to observe a 
minimum 5' -0" south side yard setback where 19' -0" is required. 

The purpose and intent in granting this option is to reduce the 
need for additional monopole facilities within the 
surrounding community. 

15. Prior to issuance of any building permits, the applicant 
shall advertise/notify all known communication competitors within 
San Diego County (U.S. West, Airtouch.and any others), in writing 
by certified mail, of the availability of this site for purposes 
of co-location at competitive market rates for the industry. A 
-legal notice to this effect shall be published in the San Diego 
Daily TRanscript newspaper. Satisfactory evidence of compliance 

Page 3 of / C 
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with this condition " (copies of letters sent) shall be provided to 
the Development Services Director, prior to issuance of any 
permits for the monopole. 

16. Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the 
applicant shall: 

a. Ensure that building address numbers are visible and 
legible from the street (UFC 10.208). 

b. Show the location of all fire hydrants on the plot plan 
(UFC 10.301). 

17. The issuance of this permit by the City of San Diego does 
not authorize the applicant for said permit to violate any 
Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies 
including, but not limited to, the Federal Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 and any amendments thereto (16 U.S.C. Section 1531 
et seq.). 

18. A yard variance is hereby granted pursuant to 
Section 101.0510D. SDMC, to allow the monopole, antennas and 
equipment shelter to observe 10' -0", 4' -0" and 5' -0" south 
side yard respectively where 19' -0" is reguired. 

Passed and adopted by the Planning Commission on January 26, 1995 
by a vote of 7-0. 

PERMrrS[LCW]297 
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'project will fully "comply with various structural 
requirements of the Permit Services Division of the 
Development Services Department for mounted 
communications equipment. 

PINDINGS REOUIRED FOR THE VARIANCE (SECTION 101.0502D. SDMC): 

A. THERE ARE SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES OR CONDITIONS APPLYING 
TO THE LAND OR BUILDINGS FOR WHICH THE ADJUSTMENT IS 
SOUGHT, WHICH CIRCUMSTANCES OR CONDITIONS ARE PECULIAR 
TO SUCH LAND OR BUILDINGS IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD. SUCH 
CONDITIONS SHALL NOT HAVE RESULTED FROM ANY ACT OF THE 
APPLICANT SUBSEQUENT TO THE ADOPTION OP THE APPLICABLE 
ZONING ORDINANCE. 

The building located at 5571 Kearny Villa Rpad 
currently observes a -20' -0" south side yard setback, 
and due to its placement on the lot, will minimize the 
impact of the project from adjacent properties and 
public views. Existing mature landscaping exists 
between the site and the adjacent property to the 
south, providing a,visual buffer. 

B. THE AFORESAID CIRCUMSTANCES OR CONDITIONS ARE SUCH THAT 
THE STRICT APPLICATION OF THE PROVISIONS OP THE 
ORDINANCE WOULD DEPRIVE THE APPLICANT OF THE REASONABLE 
USE OF THE LAND OR BUILDINGS AND THAT THE VARIANCE 
GRANTED BY THE CITY IS THE MINIMUM VARIANCE THAT WILL 
ACCOMPLISH THIS PURPOSE. 

The site of the proposed project is located on the most 
preferable portion of the site well outside of the 
front and street side yard setbacks. No adverse 
impacts of this project are anticipated. 

C. THE GRANTING OF THE VARIANCE WILL BE , IN HARMONY WITH 
THE GENERAL PURPOSE AND INTENT OF THE ZONING 
REGULATIONS AND WILL NOT BE INJURIOUS TO THE 
NEIGHBORHOOD OR OTHERWISE DETRIMENTAL TO THE 
PUBLIC WELFARE. 

The variance sought is the minimum variance reguired to 
allow applicant reasonable use of this currently 
developed property. 

D. THE GRANTING OF THE VARIANCE WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT 
THE PROGRESS GUIDE AND GENERAL PLAN POR THE CITY OF 
SAN DIEGO OR THE ADOPTED COMMUNITY PLAN FOR THE AREA. 

The proposed development is generally consistent with 
the Progress Guide and General Plan and the Kearny Mesa 
Community Plan. 

•'is 
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2. That said Findings.are supported by maps and exhibits, all u f 
of which are herein incorporated by reference. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the Findings hereinbefore 
adopted by the Planning Commission, Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0479 is hereby GRANTED to ALBERT E. TREPTE FAMILY TRUST, 
ALBERT E. AND CELESTE A. TREPETE, TRUSTEES, Owner,- and NEXTEL 
COMMUNICATIONS, Permittee, in the form and with the terms and 
conditions set forth in Conditional Use Permit No. 94-0479, a 
copy of which is attached hereto and made a .part hereof. 

//y^Cu^ XO/M^' 
Rdhgrt Korch / ^1 
S&pior Planner 

Adopted on; January 26, 1995 

By a vote of: 7-0 

PERMITS [LCW]297 
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Type/Number of Document CUP 94-0479 

Date of- Approval Januarv 26, 1995 

TATE OF CALIFORNIA 

DUNTY OF- SAN DIEGO 
Robih/t Kor orch, £eflf6r P] 

.C 
lanner 

VtjJ). /&. /99S before me, BARBARA J. HUBBARD (Notary Public), personally 
ppeated Robert Korch, Senior Planner of the Development Services Department of 
ie City of San Diego, personally known to me to be the person whose name is 
ibscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the 
ime in his capacity, and that by his signature on the. instrument the person, 
: the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument. 

ITNESS my hand and official seai. 

.gnatureCxXt^-rt k S X xx. & ± 
Barbara J./Hubbard ^X 

rmnai tum 

W16.1995 

(Seal) 

RMITTEE(S) SIGNATURE/NOTARIZATION: 

E UNDERSIGNED PERMITTEE(S), BY EXECUTION THEREOF, AGREES TO EACH AND EVERY 
NDITION OF THIS PERMIT AND PROMISES TO PERFORM EACH AND EVERY OBLIGATION- OF 
P"TTTEE(S) THEREUNDER. 
( 

jned 
Ded Name 

(y^j.zzyi yoictr?- signed ^JWL a . ^w>£ 
ALBERT E - T R E P T E , T A U S ^ E E T y p e d N a m e CELESTE A . TREPTE, 
ALBERT TREPTE FAMILY TRUST 

^TE OF -J-
r r \ ; 

TRDST323 
ALBERT TREPTE FAMILY TRDS9 

JNTY OF 

b e f o r e me, //, 
. 1 / 1 / TTT ~ -

•JSi.'^. r-i J t & l - i y ^ (Name ,of Notary Public) 

,- / v . y y i^ i y y/(': y ^A: A) Trr^f c. 
me'on the basis of satisfactory eviden< 

•sonally appeared ,_, 
•sonally known to me (or proved to'me'on the basis of satisfactory evidence) 
be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument 
. acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their 
horized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the 
trument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which "the person(s) 
ed, executed the instrument. 

NESS my hand and official seal 

nature 

1 TRICIA A. JOERGER 
COMM. * 3 038759 S 

N O l A R V (• fci-t. •" ••••! i f O R N I A i," 

SAM DifC?" COUNTY ) 
My Comm. Txp. SEPT. IS, 1998 \ 

(Seal) 

0 of 9 
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2 UNDERSICTTErr P E R M I T T E E I S ) BY EXFPHTTnH rrur-r ,™,, 

S I T I O N 0 5 ' T H M PERMIT AND' PROMISES J o P P ™ f I ' A G R E E S T 0 - E A C H ^ EVERY 
MITTEE(S) THEREUNDER. P R 0 M I S E S T 0 PERFORIN EACH AND'EVERY OBLIGATION OF 

,ed Name ^VIRGINIA A. PARTRIDGE 
NEXTEL 

TE OF jyjALLjyyDiL-y 

S i g n e d \ 
Typed Name 

MET* 

^5 b e f o r e me, }"/ZlC ( A " 
^ O O ^ t ^ Q ^ ^ e p f Nota ry . ^ b l i c ) 

r 

s o n a l l y a p p e a r e d 

s o n a l l y known t o S i ^ o r p r o v e d t o S p ^ - t h T b i i l T l ^ - ^ r - y - . l — I I I ' 
oe r h e - p e r s o n ( s ) whose nafflefs) i s / a r e s u b s c r T h f a % 0 f ^ a £ I i ? i ^ ° r r i 7 I d i H H e ) 
. o w l e d g e d t o me t h a t h e / s h e / t h e y e x e c u t e d t h ™ - . " - " ^ " " ^ ^ e n t and 
i o r i 2 e d c a p a c i t y ( i e s ) , and ( h a t by h i s / h e r / t h e f r • " ^ s / . h £ r / t h e i r 
i r u m e n t t h e p e r s o n i ' s V o r t h - B - ^ t - f ' ' e l r s l g n a t u r e ( s ) on t'-.^ 
. d , e x e c u t e d P t h e i ^ s l r u ^ n t n i - l t y ^ b e h a l f o f w h i * t h e p e r s o n s ) 

fESS my hand and o f f i c i a l s e a l . 

a t u r e 
-1-i m// U K 

o 
( S e a l ) -OOERGER j 

1038769 5 
••i_-RrJiA " 

. iNTY ) 
JHy Comm,Txp. SEPT. 1^1998 ^ 

a 

i 

TRICIA A. JOERGER ) 
COMM. #3038769 S 

N07A?V PLPHC CAi/FOfiWIA 2 
SAN DIEGO COUNTY ) 

My Comm. Exp. SEfT. 18,1998 \ 

cycy * 
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T H E C I T Y O F S A M D I E G O 

Date ofNotice: June 14, 2007 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
APPEAL TO PLANNING COMMISSION 

Job Order Number: 42-5671 

As a property owner, tenant, or person who has requested notice, you should know that a public hearing will 
be held by the Planning Commission to consider an appeal on an application for a wireless communication 
facility consisting of an existing 120 foot high monopole and a 200 square foot equipment shelter, originally 
approved by CUP No. 94-0479, which expired on January 26, 2005. The facility is located at 5571 Keamy 
Villa Road. 

DATE OF HEARING: 
TIME OF HEARING: 
LOCATION OF HEARING: 

PROJECT TYPE/PROJECT NUMBER: 
PROJECT NAME: 
APPLICANT NAME: 
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 
CITY PROJECT MANAGER: 
PHONE NUMBER: 

June 28, 2007 
9:00 a.m. 
Council Chambers, 12"1 floor, City Administration 
Building, 202 C Street, San Diego, CA 92101 

.Ih 

Conditional Use Permit/ PTS No. 90486 
AMERICAN TOWER - KEARNY VILLA ROAD 
Jim KeUy, American Tower Corporation 
Kearny Mesa 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, Development Project Manager 
(619) 446-5351 

The decision made by the Planning Commission is the final decision by the City. 

Ifyou wish to challenge the City's action on the above proceedings in court, you maybe limited to addressing 
only those issues you or someone else have raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or written in 
correspondence to the City al or before the public hearing. 

This project was determined to be categorically exempt from the Califomia Environmental Quality Act on 
March 1, 2007 and the opportunity to appeal that detennination ended March 15, 2007. 

Ifyou have any questions about this matter, you can contact the City Project Manager listed above. 
This information will be made available in aitemative formats upon request. To request an agenda in 
aitemative fonnat or to request a sign language or oral interpreter for the meeting, call the Disability Services 
Program Coordinator at 236-5979, at least five working days prior to the meeting to insure availability. 
Assistive Listening Devices (ALD's) are available for the meeting upon request. 

Rev 6/1/04 dcj 
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of San Diego 
'e lopment Services 

1222 First Ave. 3rd Floor 
San Diego, CA 92101 
(619)446-5210 

Development Permit/ 
Environmentai Determination 

Appeal Application 

FORM 

DS-3031 
MARCH 2007 

See Informat ion Bul let in 505, "Deve lopment Permits Appeal Procedure," for in format ion on the appeal procedure. 

1 . Type of Appeal : 
• Process Two Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
Q Process Three Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
Q Process Four Decision - Appeal to City Council 

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

2. Appel lant Please check one I d Applicant L l Officially recognized Planning Committee U "Interested Person" (PeLMiLSssL. 
113,0103^ 

Name 
Robert Jystad, Channel Law Group, LLP on behalf of applicant American Tower Corporation 
Address 
100 Oceanaate. Suite 1400 

City 
Long Beach 

State 
CA 

Zip Code 
90802 

3. Appl icant Name (As shown on the Permit/Approval being appealed). Complete if different from appellant. 

Doug Kearney, American Tower Corporation 

Telephone 
(310)209-8515 

4. Project In format ion 
Permit/Environmental Determination & Permit/Document No. 

CUP No. 94-0479 

Date of Decision/Determination; 

Aprii 4 , 2007 

City Project Manager: 

Karen Lynch Ashcraft 
Decision (describe the permit/approval decision): 

Deny Conditionai Use Permit No. 290030 (Kearny Villa - PTS No. 90486) 

5. Grounds for Appeal (Please c h e c k a l l that apply) 
Q Factual Error (Process Three and Four decisions only) Q New Information (Process Three and Four decisions only) 
Q Conflict with other matters (Process Three and Four decisions only) • City-wide Significance (Process Four decisions only) 
GJ Findings Not Supported (Process Three and Four decisions only) 

descr ip t ion of Grounds for Appea l (Please relate your description to the allowable reasons for appeal as more fully described in 
Chapter 11. Article 2, pivision 5 of the San Diego Municipal Code. Attach additional sheets if necessary.) 

Hearing Officer made findings 1 and 2 in the affirmative but denied permit on grounds that he could not make findings 3 and 

4 because the project does not comply to maximum extent feasible with Land Development Code. 

This determination is based on the unsupported assertion that the City imposed 10 year time limits in order to require 

replacement of existing facilities and that carriers should have designed their networks to accommodate the removal or 

Replacement of these facilities. Evidence in the record contradicts staffs assertion and the hearing officer did not properly 

take such evidence into account. Applicant had reasonable expectation of renewal of its permits subject to compliance with 

conditions and applicants' tenant relied on those expectations in the construction of their networks. 

Applicant reserves right to supplement these grounds for appeal. 

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

Signature: 

. f a te : Faxi 

Date: 

's are no t accep ted . Appea l fees are non-refundable. 

f l / X II Vifh 

Printed on recycled paper. Visit our web site at www.sandiecio.Qov/developmenl-sgrvicps. 

Upon request, this information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 
DS-3031 (03-07) 

http://www.sandiecio.Qov/developmenl-sgrvicps
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City of San Diego 
Development Services 
1222 First Ave.. MS-302 
San Diego, CA 9 2 1 0 1 
( 6 1 9 ) 4 4 6 - 5 0 0 0 

Ownership Disclosure 
Statement 

Approva l Type: Check appropriate box for type of approval (s) requested: • Neighborhood Use Permit • Coastal Development Permit 
Q Neighborhood Development Permit • Site Developmeni Permit Q Planned Development Permit CleConditional Use Permit 
d&ar iance • Tentative Map Q Vesting Tentative Map Q Map Waiver • Land Use Plan Amendnrfent • Q Other .,;, ,. 

Project Tit le 

Project Address: 

Project No. For City Use Only 

^-y( ĵg^^CNf viu-^- î o 

Pari I - To be cbmptetediwHe*n:.prb^ 

Bv sioninq lhe Ownership Disclosure Statement, the owngrf?) acknowledge thai an application for a permit, map or other matter, as identifieij 
above, will be filed with the Citv of San Dieqo on the subject property, with the intent to record an encumbrance against tfre property. Please 
list below the owner(s) and tenanlfs) (if applicable) of the above referenced property. The list must include the names and addresses of all 
persons who have an Interest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who will benefit from 
the permit, all individuals who own the property). A signature is reouired of al least one of the property owner?. Attach additional pages if 
needed. A signature from the Assistant Executive Director of the San Diego Redevelopment Agency shall be required for all project parcels for 
which a Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) has been approved / executed by the City Council. Note; The applicant is responsible 
for notifying the Project Manager of any changes in ownership during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in 
ownership are to be given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide ac­
curate and current ownership information could result in a delay in the hearing process. 

Additional pages attached • Yes ' • No 

Name ot individual (type or print): 

• Owner LJ Tenant/Lessee • Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot individual (type or print): 

Q Owner L I Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot indiviouai (type or print): 

• Owner (U Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zrp: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date; 

Name ot indiviouai (type or pnnt): 

Q Owner U Tenant/Lessee • Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address; 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No; 

Date: 

This information is available in alternative formats for persons with.-disabilities. 
Be sure lo see us on the World Wide Web at www.sandiego.gov/development-services 

DS-318 (5-05) 

http://www.sandiego.gov/development-services
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Project Title: Project No. (For City Use Only) 

r Part 11.-To;tfe c o m p l e t e y S v h e m t ^ p ^ 

Legal Status (please check): 

x Municipal r f l 
(El Corporation (Q Limited Liability -or- Q General) What State? ^ H Corporate Identification No. 
Q Partnership 

Bv sianino the Ownership Disclosure Statement, the owner(s) acknowledge that an application for a permit, map or other matter, 
as identified above, will be filed wilh the Citv of San Diepo on the subject propertv with the intent to record an encumbrance 
aoainst the property.. Please list below the names, titles and addresses of all persons who have an interest in the property, re­
corded or othenvise, and state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who will benefit from the permit, all corporate officers, 
and all partners in a partnership who own the property). A signature is required of at least one of the corporale officers or part­
ners who own the property. Attach additional pages if needed. Note: The applicant is responsible for notifying the Project Man­
ager of any changes in ownership during the time the appiication is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to 
be given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide accu­
rate and current ownership information could result in a delay in the hearing" process. Addi t ional pages attached Q Yes • No 

Uorporate/Partnership Name (type or print): 

City of San Diego 
"H Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: ] ^ < ? 0 t H t | t * ? fis^ . ^ C I t C r O 

Uorporate/Partnersmp Name (type or pnnt): 

"Q Owner D Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 
Ot^ l -2-3<^ - S p & t ^ 619-236-6706 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

'aul T. Crawford 

Phone No; Fax No: 

W e r i r ^ g e n t 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

ID Name (tvoe^r onntl: 

Signature ; Date: 

Corporate/Partnership Name (type^r print) rate/Partnersmp Name (type or pnni): 

"Ql Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Streei Address: 

"Q Owner D Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

City/State/Zip; 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner {type or print): Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

Signature ; Date: 

Title (type or print); 

Signature : Date: 

(Jorporate/Partnership Name (type or prinl): 

" • Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Streei Address; 

Corporate/Partnership Name (type or print): 

"Q Owner '. Q Tenant/Lessee 

Streei Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: 

City/State/Zip; 

Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: Signature : Date: 
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ATTACHMENT D-4 

PROJECT DATA SHEET 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

COMMUNITY PLAN 
AREA: 

DISCRETIONARY 
ACTIONS: 

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND 
USE DESIGNATION: 

American Tower - Federal Boulevard 

A wireless communication facility consisting of an existing 
100 foot high monopole and a 450 square-foot equipment 
shelter. 

City Heights 

Conditional Use Pemiit 

Industrial 

ZONING INFORMATION: 

ZONE: IL-3-1 

HEIGHT LIMIT: None. 

FRONT SETBACK: 15 feet. 

SIDE SETBACK: 10 feet. 

REAR SETBACK: 0 

ADJACENT PROPERTIES: 

NORTH: 

SOUTH: 

EAST: 

WEST: 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
GROUP 
RECOMMENDATION: 

LAND USE 
DESIGNATION & 
ZONE 

Industrial; IL-3-1 

Industrial; IL-2-1 

Industrial; IL-2-1 

Industrial; IL-3-1 

EXISTING LAND USE 

Industrial 

Industrial 

Industrial 

Industrial 

On March 6, 2006, the City Heights Area Planning 
Committee voted 10-2-0 to recommend approval of CUP 
No. 292612. Their vote included a recommendation to 
improve the landscape on site and also to provide suitably 
located street trees. 
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SITE NAME: 300636 - CA 0055 HWY 805-94 
CUP & PDP APPLICATION 

DRAWING INDEX HEV. DIRECTIONS PROJECT INFORMATION 

"HE SIltEl 

SHE pi>n 
CMtlKtO StTE FUN 
UTEHIOA CLCVHTONS 

EHIERIM acVATCC 

DSIHG LWJOSCAPE DfiMmo 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
LOT | , OOSIUW HEUXri. « I H E OTV Of SW H t O l CCUNIT Of CMt tXOO, tOXt t tHB TOHV tHBIECF H 
1W U M « I D IN I W OfHCE Of 1)« a X H I T RECCian Cf S U OEK) COMn. KMHBfH l B6V H I IB 
STATE Df O U K X f U 

DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY 

THE PWWICT BEQUIHES IHE HE-ESUANCE OF EXPIMD OIP MO. 94-0(17. GSUED Br m£ CITy Of 
SW DIECO FOR A WIOELESS TEUICOMUUMICAnONS MCJUTY. IHE •PPUCMlON HEOUESTS IHE 
cmi i tn jEn DPEUIJOM w a MA.UIEHAM:E or T H I IACLTTT L D C * H I ! U n a t r w i H M . BOUUVARD. 
THE FAOUtT AS R PAESEHILT EnSIS CONSSTS Of » 1DO FCKH IAU. UOHUPaC WITK ffTEEK (19) 
VtK20H PANCl AMTCNUAS UOUNItO AI 19 fEEI AHO IWElVt ( I I ) WJIlIOn PAHCk AHTENHAS 
MOUNIEP AT n U U AIID QUE ( l j MCAOWAVt OSH UOUNm> « B l FfET, CNE 11 FOOT 1 10 
IOOI EOWUENI SHELIW O lOCAlED A' I « t f S l Df IHE FOf! WIIHIH IHE ItASE ABtA DUE IO 
SPACE CDHSIRHNIS DUE 10 COSllNO LWOSCAPE K H IHE DAiaM. OM. IHtnE IS HO NEC 
UAWDSCAPtJC PROPOSED IDH THIS APPUCAnON. AUEBCAN TOWEfl IS REOUESTING A CUP AHO POP IN 
OROER 10 I IOW IHE WIRELESS PROVIDOI AND IHEIH CUSIOUERS UNWIEHBUPIED WIRELESS 
lELEPHWE SERVICES. 

FROM AIC IRlflNE OFFICE. 1AHE FWT 5 SOUIH TDWMO SAM 0IECO. 
I n H Lgll lork onto 1-009 SDl/TH - O" H.9 "i l 
Take Ih . IIOUE AVE BNII - 50 0 J ml 
Turn Lilt an HOME AVE - gc 0,3 ml 
Tuni Rigm DO FAlRMOUM AVE - 90 0 J ml 
Cnnllma on 17TH SI - » 0 7 mi 

VICINITY MAP N.T.S. 

hr)/ 
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SIIE ADDRESS: 

fBDPEmr OWHEHI 

APPLICANT COITACTi 

IATIIUOE: 

lOHCmCt; 

ZDNTNC: 

JURSnCTION; 

DCCUPAMCY: 

APN WUMfltR: 

MZttCfH UMER CCWOBAIKW t C 
OCI RIPOHI Q, I M 

I K (HWCMtO 

DOUOLAS HEAWET 
PJHHO GP^WIST 
PHIMHUHn 

J r 44' is-
l l f f I T M" 

CITY OF SAN DtCO 

SITE QUAUFICATION PARTICIPANTS 

AncwiECi 

mm 
JORGE EUSUO, AIA 

D0UC KEAWEI 

BASU) ASSOCIATQ, INC. 

AUERICAN TOWER COflPORAnaH 

(941) 1JT-4300 

( m y 4i?- 64 a; 
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BasWo Assodoto. Inc. 
i - nn«v 4 - l h ^ 

SITE No.: 300636 
ID:CA0055HWYa05-94 

4 S M FEDEnAL BLVD. 

SAN DIEQO, CA 82109 

( Olf *AHXM1W 

TITLE SHEET 
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City Heights Area Planning Committee 
( Postoffice Box 5859 

San Diego CA 92165 
(619)280-3910 

March 17, 2006 

MEMORANDUM FOR: DPM Natalie De Freitas 

From: Jim Vamadore, Chair C M 

Subj: P'm91175 - 4586 Federal Boulevard 

1. At its March 2006 meeting, the Committee heard the subject application. After 
discussion, it was move and seconded to recommend approval. The Committee 
voted 10/2/0 (chair not voting) and the motion passed. 

2. During the discussion, the Committee strongly recommended improvement ofthe 
landscaping in the parcel where the facility is located and as well, planting suitably 
located street trees along the street adjacent to the parcel. 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 

RESOLUTION NO. 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 292612 

AMERICAN TOWER - FEDERAL BOULEVARD 
PROJECT NO. 91175 

WHEREAS, H & H Diversified Investment Co.LLC, Owner and American Tower, Permittee, filed an 
application with the City of San Diego for a permit for a wireless communication facility (as described in 
and by reference to the approved Exhibits "A" and corresponding conditions of approval for the 
associated Permit No. 292612, on portions of a 2.8 acre site; 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 4586 Federal Boulevard in the IL-3-1 zone ofthe City Heights 
community within the Mid-Cities Community Planning area; 

WHEREAS, the project site is legally described as Lot 1, Christman Heights, in the City of San Diego, 
County of San Diego, according to map thereof No. 4870 ; 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2007, the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego considered 
Conditional Use Permit No. 292612 pursuant to the Land Development Code of the City of San Diego; 
NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission ofthe City of San Diego as follows: 

That the Planning Commission adopts the following written Findings, dated June 28 2007. 

FINDINGS: 

Conditional Use Permit - Section 126.0305 

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

This facility was originally approved by the Planning Commission on February 2, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Neither the City of San Diego General Plan nor the Mid-Cities Community Plan addresses 
wireless communication facilities as a specific land use. 

Page 1 of 3 
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2. The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, 
safety, and welfare; ( 

The Telecommunication Act of 1996 preempts local governments from regulating the "placement, 
construction and modification of wireless communication facilities on the basis ofthe 
environmental effects of Radio Frequency (RF) emissions to the extent that such facilities comply 
with the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) standards for such emissions." 
If the decision maker approves the existing facility, a condition will be included within the permit 
to require American Tower to perform a cumulative model RF test and submit the finding in a 
report to the City of San Diego within 90 days of approval ofthe CUP. 

3. The proposed development will comply to the maximum extent feasible with 
the regulations of the Land Development Code; and 

This facility was originally approved by the Planning Commission on February 2, 1995. The 
Conditional Use Pennit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Since 2000, the City has had a Communication Antenna ordinance that requires architectural or 
environmental integration with the project site. Pursuant to the San Diego Land Development 
Code, wireless communication facilities are permitted in all zones citywide with the appropriate 
permits. Wireless communication facilities are separately regulated uses, which have limitations 
or require compliance with conditions in order to minimize potential impacts. The intent ofthe 
regulations is to camouflage facilities from public view. In this case, neither the support structure, 
a 100 foot high monopole, nor the 390 square-foot equipment shelter are camouflaged or 
integrated into the landscape. The facility is situated prominently along Federal Boulevard, 
adjacent to Highway-94 which serves as a major east west transportation corridor and it poses a 
significant visual impact to the skyline when viewed from most parts of this area ofthe City 
Height community. 

Section 141.0405 ofthe Land Development Code differentiates between minor and major 
telecommunication facilities. Minor telecommunication facilities include those that are concealed 
from public view or integrated into the architecture or surrounding environment through 
architectural enhancement (enhancements that complement the scale, texture, color and style) 
unique design solutions, or accessory use structures. Major telecommunication facilities are 
antenna facilities that do not meet the criteria for minor telecommunication facilities. Similar to 
minor facilities, they also need to be designed to be minimally visible through the use of 
architecture, landscape architecture and siting solutions. The Federal Boulevard project does not 
conform to this code requirement. As it exists, it is a significant visual impact along Federal 
Boulevard and Highway-94. Many commuters pass through this section ofthe city on a daily 
basis and are subjected to the unsightliness associated with the project. [ 

Page 2 of 3 



r 

000174 
ATTACHMENT D-8 

• Additionally, the regulations limit the number of major telecommunication facilities so that no 
more than one facility can be within a half-mile of another major telecommunication facility. 
There are other major telecommunication facilities located within one half mile of this project 
site. 

Therefore, the project does not comply to the maximum extent feasible, with the regulations of 
the Land Development Code. 

4. The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location. 

A wireless communication facility at this location is an appropriate use subject to compliance 
with the ordinances and policies that regulate these types of facilities. Due to the fact that the 
existing facility does not comply with current regulations and policies, this finding cannot be 
affirmed. A facility that better integrates into the property and takes into consideration, its 
surroundings and the proximity to Federal Boulevard and Highway-94 would be appropriate at 
this location. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Planning 
Commission, Conditional Use Permit No. 292612 is hereby DENIED by the Planning Commission to the 
referenced Owner/Permittee. 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services 

Adopted on: June 28, 2007 

Job Order No. 42-5717 

Page 3 of3 
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
CITY OF SAN DIEGO 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO 
PERMIT INTAKE 

MAIL STATION 501 

208 

.j. i A^mviciN i u-y 

•A -Ft :B ' i99s o: u 
i . i !•' I 

OFFICAL RECORDS 
SftH DIEbO COUNTV KECORDER'S OFFIi 

GREGORY SHITHs COOHIV KECOROER 
RF* 1 2 . 0 0 FEES: 

15.00 
2e.oo 

1.00 

n BC 2/2/^5 

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO J ^ ^ ^ m m 
PLANNING COMMISSION1"" 

94-805 AIRTOUCH CELLULAR 

This Conditional Use Permit is granted by the Planning Coininission 
of the City of San Diego to AIRTOUCH CELLULAR, Owner/Permittee, 
pursuant to Section 101.0510 of the Municipal Code of the City of 
San Diego-
Permission is hereby granted by the Planning Commission to the 
referenced Owner/Permittee to install a cellular communications 
facility (as described herein) on a ^ o r t L q n ^ f ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ m ^ 
2,2 00-sguareTfoot site located a t r g ^ ^ f t S t ^ ^ ^ ^ W f 
approximately 500 feet west of 47th Street within the Mid-City 
Planned District, legally described as Lot 1 of Parcel Map 
No. 4870, in the Ml-A Zone. 

1. This permit shall consist of the following facilities and 
site improvements as identified by size, dimension, quantity and 
location on the approved Exhibits "A", dated February 2, 1995, on 
file in the office of the Development Services Department: 

a. Install a maximum 100-foot-high monopole support 
structure to include as a maximum the following 
attached antennas: 

• Four (4) digital dish antennas 
(maximum 10-feet in diameter) and; 

• Six (6) omni-directional cellular 
antennas (maximum 15-feet in 
height) and; 

• Thirty (30) directional cellular 
antennas (maximum 4-feet in 
height) and; 

b. Construct a one-story (11-foot-high), 390-sguare-foot 
unnamed cellular communications equipment building 
adjacent to the monopole support structure and; 

Page 1 of 
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c. . Construct a three-foot-high retaining wall adjacent to 

the existing raised concrete slab located along the f 
south perimeter of the proposed equipment building and 
monopole structure; and 

d. Install a six-foot-high chain link security fence 
around both the equipment building and monopole 
structure and; 

e. Accessory improvements as may be determined 
by the Development Services Department to be 
incidental to this permit/project. 

2. No permit for the construction or operation of any activity 
described herein shall be granted nor shall any activity 
authorized by this permit be conducted on the premises until: 

a. The Permittee signs and returns the permit to the 
Development Services Department; and 

b. The Permit is recorded in the office of the 
County Recorder. 

3. Before issuance of any building permits, complete 
construction plans for the cellular communications equipment 
described herein shall be submitted to the Development Services 
Department for approval. Plans shall be in substantial 
conformity to the approved Exhibits "A". No change, 
modifications or alterations shall be made unless appropriate 
applications, findings of substantial conformance or amendment of 
this permit shall have been granted by the appropriate 
decisionmaker. 

4. This Permit must be used within 3 6 months after the date of 
final City approval, following all appeals, or the permit shall 
be deemed void. However, any Extension of Time may be granted as 
"set forth in Section 101.0510.k. of the Municipal Code. Any 
extension of time shall be subject to all standards and criteria 
in effect at the time of extension is applied for.. 

5. Construction and operation of the approved use and 
improvements on this site shall comply at all times with the 
regulations of this or any other governmental agencies. 

6. After establishment of the project, the property shall not 
be used for any other purposes unless: 

a. Authorized by the Planning Commission; or 
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b. The proposed use meets every requirement of the zone 
existing for the property at the time of conversion; or 

c. The permit has been revoked by the City. 

7. This Permit may be revoked by the City if there is a 
material breach or default in any of the conditions of 
this permit. 

8. This Conditional Use Permit is a covenant running with the 
subject property and shall be binding upon the Permittee and any 
successor or successors, and the interests of any successor shall 
be subject to each and every condition set out in this permit. 

9. Existing landscaping and irrigation shall be maintained at 
all times in a disease, weed and litter-free condition. If, 
during the course of construction or the duration of this permit, 
any existing landscaping is damaged or removed for any reason it 
shall be repaired or replaced in kind and equivalent size within 
90 days from the date said landscaping was determined to be 
damaged or removed.. 

expiration of this permit, the communications facilities 
described herein shall be removed from this site and the property 
shall be restored to its original condition. 

11. Prior to the expiration date of this permit on 
February 2, 2 005, the applicant may submit to the Development 
Services Department for an Extension of Time, to be considered by 
the Planning Commission, to allow the cellular communications 
facilities described herein to continue on this site. Additional 
conditions or restrictions relevant to existing and proposed 
improvements or uses on this site may be recommended by the 
Development Services Department and/or correspondingly applied by 
the Planning Commission to any request(s) for an Extension of 
Time on this permit. 

12. This project may be subject to impact fees, as established 
by the city Council, at the time of issuance of building permits. 

13. Prior to the issuance of building permits, the 
applicant shall: 

a. Ensure that building address numbers are visible and 
legible from the street fronting the property 
(UFC 10.208). 

b. Show the location of all fire hydrants on the plot plan 
(UFC 10.301). 
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14. ̂ "Prlor to the issuance of any building permits, the applicant 
shall provide enhanced screening of the chain link security fence ( 
vhich will surround the equipment building by means of either 
additional landscaping or enhancement of the fence design (i.e. 
wood slats), in a manner satisfactory to the Development 
Services Department. 

Passed and adopted by the Planning Commission on 
February 2, 1995. 

PERMrrS[AVL]4674 
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2085 

000179PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2162-PC 
GRANTING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0627 

•94-8 05 AIRTOUCH CELLULAR 

WHEREAS, AIRTOUCH CELLULAR, Owner/Permittee, filed an application 
with the Development Services Department for a permit to install 
a cellular communications facility on portions of a 
2,200-square-foot site located at 4580 Federal Boulevard, 
approximately 500 feet west of 47th Street within the Mid-City 
Planned District, legally described as Lot 1 of Parcel Map 
No. 4870, in the M-1A Zone; and 

WHEREAS, on February 2, 19 95, the Planning Commission of the City 
of San Diego considered Conditional Use Permit No. 94-0627, 
pursuant to Section 101.0510 of the Municipal Code of the City of 
San Diego; and NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of 
San Diego as follows: 

1. That the Planning Commission adopted the following written 
Findings, dated February 2, 1995: 

A. THE PROPOSED USE WILL FULFILL AN INDIVIDUAL AND/OR 
COMMUNITY NEED AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT THE 
GENERAL PLAN OR THE COMMUNITY PLAN. 

The cellular communications facility will be 
generally consistent with land uses as 
specified for this site in the Mid-City 
Planned District, the existing M-1A zone, and 
would be compatible with existing light 
industrial uses surrounding the site 
(including an existing warehouse to the north 
and commercial shipping container storage to 
the east). Therefore, project implementation 
will not adversely affect the Community Plan 
or the City's General Plan. 

B, THE PROPOSED USE WILL COMPLY WITH THE RELEVANT 
REGULATIONS IN THE MUNICIPAL CODE. 

. With the approval of a Conditional Use Permit, the 
cellular communications facility will be consistent 
with the relevant regulations of the Municipal Code in 
effect for this site, including general conformance 
with manufacturing-light industrial land uses as 
recommended for this site by the Mid-City Planned 
District Ordinance. Additionally, prior to being 
issued permits by the city to operate this facility, 
the applicant will be required to demonstrate that the 

Page 5 of 8 
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ATTACHMENT D-9 

GuUlSO Jose 

2. That said Findings are supported by maps and exhibits, all 
of which are herein incorporated by reference. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the Findings hereinbefore 
adopted by the Planning Commission, Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0627 is hereby GRANTED by the Planning Commission to the 
referenced Owner/Permittee in the form and with the terms and 
conditions set forth in Permit No. 94-0627, a copy of which is 
attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

sU/v&k 
P a t r i c i a Grabski 
Senior Planner 

Linda Lugano 
Planning Commissxbn Secre tary 

Adopted by the Planning Commission on: February 2, 1995 
By a vote of: 5-0 
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000181 
RESOLUTION NUMBER R-2162-PC 

--*" ADOPTED ON FEBRUARY 2, 1995 

WHEREAS, on November 9, 1994, Airtouch Cellular submitted an application to 
the Development Service's Department for a CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT; and 

WHEREAS, the permit was set for a public hearing to be conducted by the 
Planning Commission of the City of San Diego; and 

WHEREAS, the issue was heard by the Planning Commission on February 2, 1995; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the city of San Diego considered the 
issues discussed in Negative Declaration No. 94-0627; NOW THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Planning Commission of the City of san Diego, that it 
is hereby certified that Negative Declaration No. 94-0627 has been completed 
in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 
(California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) as amended, and the 
State guidelines thereto [California Administrative Code Section 15000 et 
seq.), that the report reflects the independent judgment of the City of San 
Diego as Lead Agency and that the information contained in said report, 
together with any comments received during the public review process, has been, 
reviewed and considered by the Planning Commission. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that-the Planning Commission finds, based upon the 
Initial Study and any comments received, that there is no substantial evidence 
that the project will have a significant effect on the environment and 
therefore, that said Negative Declaration is hereby approved. 

By. y Z Z £ 
Jean Cameron 
Senior P lanner 
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ATTACHMENT D-9 

20§5 
Type/Number of Document CUP 94-0627 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN'DIEGO 

Date- of Approval February X, 1995 

Patricia Grabski, Senior Planner 

r 

oSI^SZc^t^Ah<^4y / 9 9 £ before me, BARBARA J. HUBBARD (Notary Public) , personally 
appeaJedTpA'fiSlCtA GRABSKI, Senior Planner of the Development Services 
Department—df the City of San Diego, personally known to me to be the person(s) 
whose, name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me 
that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by 
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon 
behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

S i g n a t u r e 
(T ' T i r J " -vT~Tnn iT - — • — • • — • * — • ^ ^ « — i — - — ' r - ' " ' — • * -

B a r b a r a J . 

OFFCIALSEAL 
BARBARA J. HUBBARD 

WTAflYPim>CALFORHi* 
SAN DIEGO COUNTY 

WY COMMISSION EXPIRES 
MAY 16,1995 

=11 ̂ >^*C^^. lWUW»w«~»JWJi» l» 

(Seal) 

PERMITTEE(S) SIGNATURE/NOTARIZATION: 

THE UNDERSIGNED PERMITTEE(S), BY EXECUTION THEREOF, AGREES TO EACH AND EVERY 
CONDITION OF THIS PERMIT AND PROMISES TO PERFORM EACH AND EVERY OBLIGATION OF 
PERMITTEE(S) THEREUNDER. 

s igned 
•yped Name K E V I N McGEE 

;TATE OF 

:OUNTY OF 

(i S/RToLic.i-i- (l:y.LLuL.f\i? 

yf 
^ ¥ i 

y 

Signed 
Typed Name 

u^-^i, ^v-, i ^ y before me 
IM. 

y.-il^uy 4- 1' Usft A h (Name of Notary Public) 
J%£ Mu-•ersonall^ appeared _ _ 

•e-rsonal"ly'""kn"Own—to-nne (or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) 
o be the person (fS^-whose namef-s-) is/a-r6 subscribed to the within instrument 
nd acknowledged to me that he/sheT/they executed the same in his/hâ r/the-i-r-
uthorized capacity (iesT", and that by his/h-gr7th-einr signature {sy- on the 
nstrument the person (̂ f, or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s^-
cted, executed the instrument. 

ETNESS my hand and official seal. 

Ignature ̂ .•t^-nfe I JftUSk/i-i ERUNDAI^IC^IANO 
SAW DIEGO -OCHif'n'" ' r 

MV COMMISSION F X ^ f t ^ V 
MAY 19. 1995 | 

S e a l ) 

r **•*•* 
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T H E C I T Y O F S A N D I B S O 

Date ofNotice: June 14, 2007 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
APPEAL TO PLANNING COMMISSION 

Job Order Number: 42-5717 

As a property owner, tenant, or person who has requested notice, you should know that a public hearing will 
be held by the Planning Commission to consider an appeal on an application for for a wireless 
communication facility consisting of an existing 100 foot high monopole and a 390 square foot equipment 
shelter, originally approved by CUP No. 94-0627, which expired on February 2, 2005. The facility is located 
at 4586 Federal Boulevard. 

DATE OF HEARING: 
TIME OF HEARING: 
LOCATION OF HEARING: 

PROJECT TYPE/PROJECT NUMBER: 
PROJECT NAME: 
APPLICANT NAME: 
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 
CITY PROJECT MANAGER: 
PHONE NUMBER: 

June 28, 2007 
9:00 a.m. 
Council Chambers, 12th floor, City Administration 
Building, 202 C Street, San Diego, CA 92101 

Conditional Use Permit/ PTS No. 91175 
AMERICAN TOWER - FEDERAL BOULEVARD 
Tom Kelly, American Tower Corporation 
City Heights/Mid Cities 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, Development Project Manager 
(619) 446-5351 

The decision made by the Planning Commission is the final decision by the City. 

Ifyou wish to challenge the City's action on the above proceedings in court, you may be limited to addressing 
only those issues you or someone else have raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or written in 
correspondence to the City at or before the public hearing. 

This project was determined to be categorically exempt from the Califomia Environmental Quality Act on 
February 22, 2007 and the opportunity to appeal that determination ended March 8, 2007. 

Ifyou have any questions about this matter, you can contact the City Project Manager listed above. 
This information will be made available in aitemative formats upon request. To request an agenda in 
aitemative format or to request a sign language or oral interpreter for the meeting, call the Disability Services 
Program Coordinator at 236-5979, at least five working days prior to the meeting to insure availability. 
Assistive Listening Devices (ALD's) are available for the meeting upon request. 

Rev 6/1/04 dcj 
document? 
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H E C I T Y OF- S A M D ieeo 

City of San Diego 
Deveiopment Serv ices 
1222 First Ave. 3rd Fioor 
SanDiego, CA 92101 
(619)446-5210 

Development Permit/ 
Environmental Determination 

Appeal Appiication 

FORM 

DS-3031 
MARCH 2007 

See In format ion Bul let in 505, "Development Permits Appeal Procedure," for in format ion on the appeal procedure. 

1. Type of Appea l : 
Q Process Two Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
Q Process Three Decision - Appeal to Planning Commission 
G Process Four Decision - Appeal to City Council 

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

2. Appel lant Please check one Ui Applicant L l Officially recognized Planning Committee U "Interested Person" [Per M.C. Sec. 
113-0103) 

Name 
Robert Jystad, Channel Law Group, LLP on behalf of applicant American Tower Corporation 
Address 
100 Oceanaate. Suite 1400 

City 
Long Beach 

State 
CA 

Zip Code 
90802 

Telephone 
f310) 209-8515 

3. Appl icant Name (As shown on the Permit/Approval being appealed). Complete if different from appellant. 

Doug Kearney, American Tower Corporation 
4. Project In format ion 
Permit/Environmental Determination & Permit/Document No. 

CUP No. 94-0627 

Date of Decision/Determination: 

Aprii 4. 2007 

City Project Manager: 

Karen Lynch Ashcraft 
Decision (describe the permit/approval decision): 

Deny Conditional Use Permit No. 292612 (Federal Boulevard - PTS No. 91175) 

5. Grounds for Appeal (Please check a l l that apply) 
EJ Factual Error (Process Three and Four decisions only} • New Information (Process Three and Four decisions only) 
Q Conflict with other matters (Process Three and Four decisions only) Q City-wide Significance (Process Four decisions only) 

• Q Findings Not Supported (Process Three and Four decisions only} 

Descr ipt ion of Grounds for Appeal (Please relate your description to the allowable reasons for appeal as more fully described in 
Chapter 11. Art ic le2. Division 5 of the San DJ&go Municipal Code. Attach additional sheets if necessary.) 

Hearing Officer made findings 1 and 2 in the affirmative but denied permit on grounds that he could not make findings 3 and 

4 because the project does not comply to maximum extent feasible with Land Development Code. " 

This determination is based on the unsupported assertion that the City imposed 10 year time limits in order to require 

replacement of existing facilities and that carriers should have designed their networks to accommodate the removal or 

replacement of these facilities. Evidence in the record contradicts staff's assertion and the hearing officer did not properly 

take such evidence into account. Applicant had reasonable expectation of renewa! of its permits subject to compliance with 

conditions and appiicants' tenant relied on those expectations in the construction of their networks. 

Applicant reserves right to supplement these grounds for appeal. 

6. Appel lant 's SignatViC^I certify und^sr penalty of perjury that the foregoing, including all names and addresses, is true and correct. 

W ^ Date: / A / W / iL l ^ h Signature: 

/Vote; Faxe e no t accepted. A p p e a l fees are non-refundable. 

Printed on recycled paper. Visit our web sile at www.sandieoo.qov/deveiopmenl-services. 

Upon request, this information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 
DS-3031 (03-07) 

http://www.sandieoo.qov/deveiopmenl-services
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THE Cmr or SAN DIESO 

City of San Diego 
Development Services 
1222 First Ave., MS-302 
San Diego, CA 92101 
(619) 446-5000 

Ownership Disclosure 
Statement 

Approval Type: Check appropriate box for type of approval (s) requested: • Neighbortiood Use Perajjt Q Coastal Development Permit 
Q Neighbortiood Development Pennit Q Sile Development Permit Q Planned Development Permit CTConditional Use Permit 
Q Variance Q Tentative Map Q Vesting Tentative Map Q Map Waiver • Land Use Plan Amendment • Q Other 

Project Title 

W l p & L J Z r e ^ T ^ t - e r C ^ r A t = ^ . ^ M ^ i T ^ 
ml ect Address: I 

Project No. For City Use Only 

Project Address: 

Part I - To be completed when property is held by Individual(s) 

Bv sionina the Ownership Disclosure Statement. Ihe ownerfs) acknowledge that an aonlicatton for a permit, map or other matter, as idenlified 
above, will be filed with the City of San Dieqo on the subject properly, with the inlent lo record an encumbrance against the property. Please 
list below the owner(s) and tenants) (if applicable) of the above referenced property. The list must include the names and addresses of all 
persons who have an interest in the property, recorded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest (e.g.. tenants who will benefit from 
the permit, all individuals who own the property). A signature is required of at least one of the property owner?. Attach additional pages if 
needed. A signature from the Assistant Executive Director of the San Diego Redevelopment Agency shall be required for all project parcels for 
which a Disposition and Development Agreement (DDA) has been approved / executed by the City Council. Note: The applicant is responsible 
for notifying the Project Manager of any changes in ownership during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in 
ownership are to be given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior lo any public hearing on the subject property. Failure lo provide ac­
curate and current ownership information could result in a delay in the hearing process. 

Addit ional pages attached Q Yes Q No 

Name ot inaividual (type or print): 

• Owner Li Tenant/Lessee • Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot individual 

U Owner U 

(type or print): 

Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot indiviouai (type or print): 

U Owner Ll Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

Name ot indiviouai (type or print): 

U Owner Ll Tenant/Lessee Q Redevelopment Agency 

Streei Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: 

Signature : 

Fax No: 

Date: 

This information is available in alternative formats for persons with disabilities. 
Be sure to see us on the World Wide Web at www.sandiego.gov/development-services 

DS-316{5-05) 

http://www.sandiego.gov/development-services


m ^ / ATTACHMENT D-l2 
Proje Project No. (For City Use Only) 

Part II - To be completed1-wHeh;property is held by a corporat ion or partnership 

Legal Status (please check): 

(Emmi • Corporation (ETLimited Liability -or- • General) What State? 
Q Partnership 

7 ^ Corporate Identification No. 

Bv signing the Ownership Disclosure Statepient. the ownerfs) acknowledge that an applicalion for a permit, map or other matter. 
as identified above, will be filed with the City of San Diego on the subject property with the inlent to record an encumbrance 
against thg property.. Please list below the names, titles and addresses of all persons who have an interest in the property, re­
corded or otherwise, and state the type of property interest (e.g., tenants who will benefit from the permit, all corporate officers, 
and all partners in a partnership who own the property). A signature is required of at least one of the corporale officers or part­
ners who own the property. Attach additional pages if needed. Note: The applicant is responsible for notifying the Project Man­
ager of any changes in ownership during the time the application is being processed or considered. Changes in ownership are to 
be given to the Project Manager at least thirty days prior to any public hearing on the subject property. Failure to provide accu­
rate and current ownership information could result in a delay in the hearing process. Addit ional pages attached Q Yes • No 

Uorporatp/Partp^rsnip Name (type o rp r i n t ) ^ - Corporate/Partnership Name (type or print): rporatp/Partnea... . w , r . . . . __. r _ ... _ . . 

,//tA/&/&&s*:sXstfh Js/^-xrs^^ry^ld/c s f j c 
BT Owner - Q-, Tenant/Lessee ~ZI 

t3 Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

ilWSlale/Zip:-^z?=^ r r — T T T ^ . ^ S . . ^ * „ 

Slreet Address: 

Phone No 
^9^y~?j&y c j T r r ^ ~ ^ ^ 

Fax No: Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Signature : 

x * - ^ . , Tjlle {type or print): 

i z k ^ yy -7- c^ Date: Signature : Date: 

OorporateyPartnership Name (type or print): 

"Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Corporate/Partnership Name (type or print): 

"Q Owner • Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip; 

Phone No: Fax No: Phone No; Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or prinl): Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: Signature : Date: 

Corporate/Partnership Name (type or print): 

"Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Uorporate/Hartnership Name (type or pnnt): 

"Q Owner Q Tenant/Lessee 

Street Address: 

City/State/Zip: 

Phone No: Fax No: Phone No: Fax No: 

Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): Name of Corporate Officer/Partner (type or print): 

Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 

Title (type or print): 

Signature : Date: 
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American Tower 
Corporation - Mini Storage 

(Nextel) 
CUP 

DrojectNo. 107501 



Project Site 

Aerial Photo 
AMERICAN TOWER - MINI STORAGE - PROJECT NUMBER 107501 

1529 38™ STREET 
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Project Location Map 
AMERICAN TOWER - MINI STORAGE - PROJECT NUMBER 107501 
1529 38 T H STREET 
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CITY HEIGHTS COMMUNITY PLAN MAP 
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ATTACHMENT E-4 

PROJECT DATA SHEET 
PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

COMMUNITY PLAN 
AREA: 

DISCRETIONARY 
ACTIONS: 

COMMUNITY PLAN LAND 
USE DESIGNATION: 

American Tower - Mini Storage 

A wireless communication facility consisting of an existing 
60 foot high monopole and a 150 square-foot equipment 
room. 

City Heights 

Conditional Use Pemiit 

Industrial 

ZONING INFORMATION: 

ZONE: IL-2-1 

HEIGHT LIMIT: None. 

FRONT SETBACK: 15 feet. 

SIDE SETBACK: 10 feet. 

REAR SETBACK: 0 

ADJACENT PROPERTIES: 

NORTH: 

SOUTH: 

EAST: 

WEST: 

COMMUNITY PLANNING 
GROUP 
RECOMMENDATION: 

LAND USE 
DESIGNATION & 
ZONE 

School; RS-1-7 

Industrial; IL-2-1 

Residential 11-15 du/ac; 
MCCPD-MR-3000 

Single-Unit Residential; 
RS-1-7 

EXISTING LAND USE 

School 

Industrial 

Vacant 

Single-Unit Residential 

To date, no recommendation has been received. 



VICINITY MAP 

THDHU GUIDE r*CE* l l t t . O - l Q 

ACCESSIBILITY DISCLAIMER 

1 rjcviT w*. m 

/a/I=RIC AN TO WE R 
C O R P O R A T I O N 

MID-TOWN MINI STORAGE 
1529 38TH STREET / 3808 CEDAR STREET 

SANDIEGO, CA 92105 
ATC-300611 

CONSULTANT TEAM 

ARCHIIECTE 
wtuuii nnTi' A ironr 
utHntcnnt > rurah 
• ,B. • n 4 i i i 

(711) •!•-,.„ 

(KD-iit-aii) 

PROJECT SUMMARY 

iP rUWNt i l y m c . n 

Utl) >» - . 

OWNER: ' mo-Tmn 

aam, m m « • 

*» 
a w n #*» 

lur] l l ' - ta t 

DEVtLaPUEKI SUUU1RT, 

S ^ j ^ r a 

• s r - i ^ ••;;•-'•"" 

' I H ^ ™ ™ 
- L,^..^ .~.—~~. «.,.._, 

' t w i m i r n l T K i n S S ' " 

LCML KSCHIPrSH; 

SeSsHS 

{ I D I U } t f i l w m t v i j . 

JS^S!*fSSamwna 

a n u n t i n *OAI iaaua 

muru n n EOHCJDTI 

"" """ '"""'' 1""1 

FTB H TW QTT g I M WOO. 

ASUSSORl PAKEL NUHK*- ^ t " . ^ . " ' " " 

E.11IIH0 IdWNSl 

tOTAL IIIC AREAl 

j g g * - e r a t o M U T 

JJgT.W ^ r - i m EOU.-MEN 

E ™ - " " " 1 ™ 

FAOUTIUi 

l - I - ( 

'ViV*'/™-
" " " • 

n n n . 

, 
APPLICABLE CODES 

^ ^ X T ^ H ^ T B T 
u i n n n u KfaiufEAi. one. tot 
CUFHAi [UmiCM COOt, I K 

n tin r n - i w c a n m . i w m 

rBiDpnw 

ncnc" 

PI roTOH 

rm ton 

A i i A i ^ i m t i N i 

Boom a 

E-5 

^iiiai 

PREPAHED FOR 

/M=RICANTOW=R 

PROJECT K'UC 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PBOJICI HUUBtS 

ATC-300611 

DUOIHQ DATES 

SKEO TITLE 

TITLE SHEET 

S 

PHOJECT DATA 

>if\na>>''V*HllrT1«-| 

T-1 



o 
ATTACHMENT E-5 Q 

BQOIH &_ 

iHSiiM! 

PHEPABCD TDR 

A 
/ M S Rl CAIMTOWEH 

PBOJiCl NAUC 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PRDJECI HUH BER 

-ATC-300611 

OMWIhO DATtS 

SHto r rTU 

SITE PLAN 

PfaJICTT\4<>-<W^«nr\DIU I •ri\«Bt*T^J>1 

A-0 



ENLARGED SITE PLAN KEYED NOTES: 

D*T»* t u r a ommtmya 
p n i M tHma unjrr n t . n i m D O U H H 

i Jmciior HIT imtniB rg puuw*: 

m r m Eutn tH t f t tpmi 

OSTKB u v w i CVDVTE n a n a 

1 IMt f KFUl CAC * 

caw c w m • v a ' TQ d w a i 

CD 
A T T A C H M S E-5 

iiiiiai 
PREPARED FOK 

A 
/ M E R I C A N T O W s R 

PROJECT NAUE 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PROJECT NUMBER 

ATC-3D0611 

DRAWIHD DATES 

SHEET TIT IE 

ENLARGED SfTE PLAN 

PUBJKTTS I U . M U . . 1 ^ . ^ W f f r f i W M I tAI J - | 

A-1 



CCSTK uoc re i i 

sarsLS^i^fs^r ' * ' 

EXISTING NEXTEL ANTENNA DETAIL \u^?-f\ 1 

A 

n: r 
ySiSL wiii;iai/Vra -jicm-

EXISTING SPRINT ANTENNA DETAIL \,/??f.r\ 2 

HJDEIALIHimlce 

r® *-v<K 

fc 
* \ 

b * 

y w 

NEXTEL EQUIPMENT ROOM PLAN Q ) 
et 

KEYED NOTES: 
O (PITiNS MICMWICW. UWTl fTWCu. Of j l » 

L_I*-a™ »»no. HUH cumDm 

i B i n q EthWMHT^ tBT im hJA , (BV- tahQ 

. (fvm **, twn* 

ATTACHMENT E-5 

'Boom a 

PREPAIED FDR 

A 
/MHRICANTOWcR 

PROJECT HAUE 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PROJECT HUUIER 

ATC^300611 

DUWIMC DATES 

NEXTEL EQUIPME^fT HODM 

nutCKV-fliKlfHUaiADUiarriVBIUtE*!.' 

A-2 

o 
o 
o 
H* 
CO 
00 



ATTACHMENT 

<N 

0-% 

<K 

y 

KEYED NOTES: 

i n n d t tK*m PHD* WWD) 

A A F-jSI S2$ 

WEST ELEVATION 

BOOTH & 

iiiiiiiiii 

PREPARED FOR 

A 
/MSRICANTOWsR 

P R O J E C T UAUE 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PROJECT NUMBER 

ATC-300611 

DRAWIHO OATES 

EXTERIOH ELEVATIONS 

nD^OI\*i4<«r1nf<TBnr\{]U]|r4\BI|]l|UUT«> 

A-3 



VPK. NtHFL VHUINU KQUmfD: n 

Oft 

NBCTEL ANTENNA PLAN (UPPER) O 
"* 

VJTEMWf r f l l KEE'inn I'J 

SPRJNT ANTENNA PUN (LOWER) ^ H\S 

•2Z 
PW SECIf* (TOTJU. | MIEHW5) 

u u u 

J r ^ < -

7-

^ ± 4 

^ 

' nc i tn (Rm. • unpMuj 

MONOPOLE DETAIL ^ H\y 

ATTACHMENT E ^ - j 

o 
ro 
o 
o 

"BOOTH &_ 

PREPARED FOR 

A 
/ M = R I C A N T O W = R 

PRDJECI HAUE 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PROJECT NUUBER 

ATC-300611 

DKAwrNC DATES 

ANTENNA 
A 

MONOPOLE DETAILS 

niOJECTrSAi-irt,«Kl>*.r\BIDJtl**Haili]U.d* 

A-4 



ATTACHMENT E-5 

H I V * J T M I m >•*»] 

LANDSCAPE PUN (EXISTING) f ^ 

SITE LANDSCAPE NOTES 

r q n a u P 

L UFfooombA i r nno PIBB* I 

IV4 tX&WMI Ai WDHtD. 

r»L u w c t ( 

h PiAKnd m n . vua.» 

i u p . KTIULK] teen • • j « m 

TUVTC ncwti (nrr i o n - ia ncr M T M noino Lnurr jlnucruwi - IP r 
UHDPWBOLIID imillt UHd - J r m DBMWH [ENTlllS) - ig f i l l 
v tunu- iu i i (•nmLCTHi a * * m t * or m m u n ) - H rtn 

VB ivm: - * DTTTHD R V H A H t m w » i w u n i - i IHOIWID ro* HIOTJI RBAlHIl 
POULen^xt f ia ktwiDwum cr M I v t t f n m . I M m ^ v v m turn* nchua 
iHDma fc^our m i n * unrtUE* irucTm 

HIOEM TOfEH 4 UVMHUU fW UC L0*4 
mojKT * « * CWTACTc t » l DUFOr [ 

•THM 

I WBBU m 

. HVnTHVCEi ML KOU^D UMOCVI NtfAl 1 

WATER CONSERVATION NOTES 
- - — " - - ' zmerutt i 

1 * « bKflVHI 

umta mmunau 

L Kribwnm.1 

L HUfTwtO Mtbl B U IE VWdUD H A KTTO , 

I m m r t cr PWMD 

, wituvtit. uwrnvmiD, 

TmonC«s THI fitn" cof 

•KM-Off IWO. K HHIVITXD." tOMJP fTCIDI 

PDT •w*i'TX*t uMvcniTjr p iwmo t t * i i i t 

• cr M osnw rq i iA l i 

IUt*UTl C* OlTHL I 
*-o»f, DWU-lPIHl J l * HUH 

nJUUPlD In mmiOt on FUhuUtfl 

"BOOTH g . 
:6UAKE-^=» 

J : " ~ . i.::zz<t} 
i l ' 

PREPARED FDR 

A 
/MSRICAN TOWER 

PROJECT NAME 

MID-TOWN 
MINI STORAGE 

PROJECT KUUBER 

ATC-300G11 

DRAWINO DATES 

SHUT TTnt 

LANDSCAPE PLAN 

i—Tnr.- i i i \ rTrTTi i ' , r rTTi i iJn 

L-1 



\ 

1 \ 
\ 

PARCEL MAP No. 14146 \ 
PARCEL I N 

A M MtkUSSB 

" "^"-K. 

l 
M BCUK 

\ 

\ 

> " - ' .: .fiSji^^--. 

. T f f ^ ^ - T " P^ffCft W/1P Wo. MM5 
PAPca. i 

*1 

TFMflr-

— I -

- I J J a 
EUSntttUlQHDEDU 

BOtTTTl nZT*TIDH 

urwjr i 

PBT-flnmw 

TTC HTfBZlHIM. I 
LWDIIUlf AT 14 tVTDT v 
HUJ VMH ITTT [BO) FOI. 

KAIOUV. CHY B J V U H U N ^ 

iraAL a t r r m o m 

fnx*n IBJDPT cr im£ Rmn) 

m IAW • n w ran* n n i m t n ) M iw 
o n e r um a r m t a w r r ( r i u o r m 
ITAII D c u r c M A J W B f a m u i AI 

PAWtt I 

•HMT. 
L tnwir M u f " v i 

1 KBO tOKIT APJl »«>-^l I-» 

t n u W T U T m r m e A T i n * 

( K X B n i r a n P ' m u I^FOFI} 

BAmtjuaa 
ww. n a n 

B U B J K J U B S n 

i n aim«jNF cf inn 
ptKlh inHTAT MSI t 
MI4L K n D I OF BW 

KSBLHUK 

ATTACHMENT E-5 

o 
o 
CD 
ro 
o 

AWIU cnosn 

<tt: J 

mi 
III Oh) ! 

LU 

a 
< in 

o _ M o 
o z x . 

i - e » Q 

" l is 



000203 

ATTACHMENT E-6 



000204 

ATTACHMENT E-6 



• •. ;*. . ATTACHMENT E-7 

U U U 4 U D PLANNING COMMISSION 
RESOLUTION NO. 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 357727 
AMERICAN TOWER - MINI STORAGE 

PROJECT NO. 107501 

WHEREAS, Lance D. Alworth, Owner and American Tower, Permittee, filed an application with the 
City of San Diego for a permit for a wireless communication facility (as described in and by reference to 
the approved Exhibits "A" and corresponding conditions of approval for the associated Permit No. 
357727), on portions of a 2.85 acre site; 

WHEREAS, the project site is located at 1529 38lh Street in the IL-2-1 zone ofthe City Heights 
community in the Mid-Cities Community Planning area; 

WHEREAS, the project site is legally described as Parcel 1 of Parcel Map No.14146 as recorded in the 
Office ofthe County Recorder in the City of San Diego; 

WHEREAS, on June 28, 2007, the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego considered 
Conditional Use Permit No. 357727 pursuant to the Land Development Code ofthe City of San Diego; 
NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission ofthe City of SanDiego as follows: 

That the Planning Commission adopts the foUowing written Findings, dated June 28, 2007. 

FINDINGS: 

Conditional Use Permit - Section 126.0305 

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

This monopole was originally approved by the Planning Commission on February 1, 1996. The 
Conditional Use Pennit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have appUcable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year Umit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. 

Neither the City of San Diego General Plan nor the Mid-Cities Community Plan addresses 
wireless communication facilities as a specific land use. 
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2. The proposed development will not be detrimental to the public health, 
safety, and welfare; 

The Telecommunication Act of 1996 preempts local governments from regulating the "placement, 
construction and modification of wireless communication facilities on the basis ofthe 
environmental effects of Radio Frequency (RF) emissions to the extent that such facilities comply 
with the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) standards for such emissions." 
If the decision maker approves the existing facility, a condition will be included within the permit 
to require American Tower to perform a cumulative model RF test and submit the finding in a 
report to the City of San Diego within 90 days of approval ofthe CUP. 

3. The proposed development will comply to the maximum extent feasible with 
the regulations ofthe Land Development Code; and 

This monopole was originally approved by the Planning Commission on February 1, 1996. The 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) included a ten year expiration. At the time of approval, the City 
did not have applicable regulations for these types of facilities so the Planning Commission 
imposed a ten year limit in order to re-evaluate the project in light of new regulations and or 
policies that may be in effect. The project exists as it did after initial construction and the new 
owner, American Tower Corporation is now seeking to obtain another CUP to maintain the 
facility as is. Additionally, on February 1, 2000, Sprint was issued an administrative pennit to 
add nine panel antennas at the 48 foot height on the monopole. At the time, Section 141.0405 of 
the Land Development Code having to do with collocation on existing monopoles was utilized to • 
allow this addition to the pole. 

Since 2000, the City has had a Communication Antenna ordinance that requires architectural or 
environmental integration with the project site. Pursuant to the San Diego Land Development 
Code, wireless communication facilities are permitted in all zones citywide with the appropriate 
permits. Wireless communication facilities are separately regulated uses, which have Umitations 
or require compliance with conditions in order to minimize potential impacts. The intent ofthe 
regulations is to camouflage facilities from public view. In this case, neither the support structure, 
a 60 foot high monopole, nor the equipment shelter, a pre-fabricated structure, are camouflaged or 
integrated into the landscape or the environment. The monopole is situated prominently above 
Home Avenue, which is a busy north south artery through the community. In viewing the 
property from the surrounding community, the pole creates a significant visual impact on the 
horizon. Although the project site is located on an industrially used property, there are also 
neighboring residential and school uses that have direct view ofthe tower. 

Section 141.0405 ofthe Land Development Code differentiates between minor and major 
telecommunication facilities. Minor telecommunication facilities include those that are concealed 
from public view or integrated into the architecture or surrounding environment through 

' architectural enhancement (enhancements that complement the scale, texture, color and style) 
unique design solutions, or accessory use structures. Major telecommunication facilities are 
antenna facilities that do not meet the criteria for minor telecommunication facilities. Similar to 
minor facilities, they also need to be designed td be minimally visible through the use of 
architecture, landscape architecture and siting solutions. The Mini Storage project does not 
conform to this code requirement. As it exists, it is a major visual impact in the City Heights 
community, sitting above Home Avenue, which serves as a busy artery through the community. 
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Many commuters pass through this section ofthe city on a daily basis and are subjected to the 
visual blight associated with the project. 

Therefore, the project does not comply to the maximum extent feasible with the regulations ofthe 
Land Development Code. 

4. The proposed use is appropriate at the proposed location. 

A wireless communication facility at this location is an appropriate use subject to compliance 
with the ordinances and policies that regulate these types of facilities. Due to the fact that the 
existing facility does not comply with cunent regulations and policies, this finding cannot be 
affirmed. A facility that better integrates into the property and takes into consideration its 
prominence in the City Heights community would be more appropriately located on this property, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the findings hereinbefore adopted by the Planning 
Commission, Conditional Use Permit No. 3 57727 is hereby DENIED by the Planning Commission to the 
referenced Owner/Permittee. 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft 
Development Project Manager 
Development Services 

Adopted on; June 28, 2007 

Job Order No. 42-6672 
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SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0330-12 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

This Conditional Use Permit is granted by the Planning Commission 
of the City of San Diego to NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, 
Owner/Permittee, pursuant to Section 101.0510 of the Municipal 
Code of the City of San Diego. 

1. Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this 
permit, permission is granted to Owner/Permittee to construct, 
operate and maintain an unmanned wireless communication facility, 
(Personal Communication System [PCS]) located at 
1529 38th Street, described as Parcel 1 of Parcel Map 14146 in 
the City of San Diego, in the M-1A Zone. 

2. The facility shall consist of the following: 

a. A 60-foot monopole with three omnidirectional whip 
antennas and 12 panel antennas which are up to 13 feet 
in height; and 

b. An approximate 15 0 -square- foot equipment s torage room. 

3. No permit for construction of any facility shall be granted 
nor shall any activity authorized by this permit be conducted on 
the premises until: 

a. The Permittee signs and returns the permit to the 
Development Services Department; 

b. The Conditional Use Permit is recorded in the office of 
the County Recorder. 

4.... Prior to the issuance of any building permits, complete 
building plans shall be submitted to the Development Services 
Director for approval. Plans shall be in substantial conformance 
to Exhibit "A," dated February 1, 1996, on file in the office of 
the Development Services Department. No change, modifications or 
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alterations shall be made unless appropriate applications, 
findings of substantial conformance or amendment of this permit ( 
shall have been granted. 

5. This Conditional Use Permit must be used within 36 months 
after the date of City approval or the permit shall be void. An 
Extension of Time may be granted as set forth in 
Section 101.0510.k. of the Municipal Code. Any extension of time 
shall be subject to all standards and criteria in effect at the 
time of extension is applied for. 

6. Construction and operation of the approved use shall comply 
at all times with the regulations of this or any other 
governmental agencies. 

7. This Conditional Use Permit may be revoked by the City if 
there is a material breach or default in any of the conditions of 
this permit. 

8 . ...This..:;Cpnditional--Usev-Permit: is.::.a'. covenant, running with the 
subject property.- and.-, shall.'be^-binding upon'the Owner/Permittee 
and any successor or successors,:'and.;the. interests,, of any 
successorr shall be-; subj ect".l.toTeach".;and 'every condition set out in 
this' permit'- ahd-'ail'-'ref erenced; documents . 

9. If any existing hardscape or landscape indicated on the 
approved plans is damaged or removed during demolition or 
construction, it shall be repaired and/or replaced in kind per 
the approved plans. 

10. All of the conditions contained in this Permit have been 
considered and have been determined to be necessary in order to 
make the findings required for this discretionary permit. It is 
the intent of the City that the holder of this permit be required 
to comply with each and every condition in order to be afforded 
special rights which the holder of the Permit is obtaining as a 
result of this permit. It is the intent of the City that the 
owner of the property, which is the subj ect of this permit, 
either utilize the property for any use allowed under the zoning 
and other restrictions which apply to the property or, in 
the alternative, that the owner of the property be allowed 
the special and extraordinary rights conveyed by this permit, 
but only if the owner complies with all the conditions of 
this permit. 

11. In the event that any condition of this Permit, on a legal 
challenge by the Owner/Permittee of this Permit, is found or held 
by court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, unenforceable 
or unreasonable, this Permit shall be void. However, in the 
event that challenge pertaining to future growth management 
requirements is found by a court of competent jurisdiction to.be 
invalid, unenforceable or unreasonable, the Development Services 
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Director shall have the right, but not the obligation, to review 
this Permit to confinn that the purpose and intent of the 
original approval will be maintained. 

12 . The issuance of this permit by the City of San Diego does 
not authorize the applicant for said pennit to violate any 
Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, regulations or policies 
including, but not limited to, the Federal Endangered Species Act 
of 1973 and any amendments thereto (16 U.S.C. Section 1531 
et seq.). 

13. This Conditional use Permit is. granted' for a period of ten 
(10) years from'February 1,'.. 1996, at which .time,, it., will-.become-

null and tvoid.'unless a new application'^.for a. Conditional Use 
Permit/ is" applied' for . and'" approved "under the procedures, in effect 
at that time. At such , time as the, Conditional Use, Permit.:, expires 
or ceases to be utilized, all antennas, "arid'equipment;" will be 
removed from the site by the last owner/permittee of the use. 

14 . .. Within 30- days of discontinuing operation' of 'this facility, 
the Owner/Permittee shall -restore the • site to' .itsJ'original" 
condition which1 may '.iriclud'e'-appropriate landscaping! 

Passed and adopted by the Planning Commission on February 1, 1996 

[LC\V]PERMITS.169S 
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PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. P96-033 
GRANTING CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT NO. 94-0330-12 

WHEREAS, on September 29, 1995, NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, a 
Corporation, Owner/Permittee, filed an application for a 
Conditional Use Permit to construct and operate an unmanned 
cellular facility (60-foot-high monopole with multiple antenna 
arrays and ground mounted equipment storage) located at 1529 38th 
Street, described as Parcel 1 of Parcel Map 1414 6 in the City of 
San Diego, in the M-1A Zone; and 

WHEREAS, on February 1, 1996, the Planning Commission of the City 
of San Diego considered Conditional Use Permit No. 94-0330-12, 
pursuant to Section 101.0510 of the Municipal Code of the City of 
San Diego; and NOW, THEREFORE, 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of San Diego 
as follows: 

1. That the Planning Commission adopted the following written 
Findings, dated February 1, 1996: 

A. THE,PROPOSED USE WILL FULFILL AN INDIVIDUAL AND/OR 
COMMUNITY NEED AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT THE GENERAL 
PLAN OR THE COMMUNITY PLAN. 

The project will provide the surrounding community the 
opportunity to utilize wireless communication 
technologies at competitive consumer rates. The project 
equipment will be painted to minimize the visual impact 
from the surrounding area. 

B. THE PROPOSED USE, BECAUSE OF CONDITIONS THAT HAVE BEEN 
APPLIED TO IT, WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE HEALTH, 
SAFETY AND GENERAL WELFARE OF PERSONS RESIDING OR WORKING 
IN THE AREA AND WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT OTHER PROPERTY 
IN THE VICINITY. 

Radio frequency energy transmission from the proposed 
panel mounted antennas would not result in significant 
health and safety risks to the surrounding area. The 
transmissions would have a maximum of 5.9 microwatts per 
square centimeter, well below the accepted safety 
standard of 560 microwatts per square centimeter 
established by the American National Standards Institute 
and the National Council on Radiation Protection. 

C. THE PROPOSED USE WILL COMPLY WITH THE RELEVANT 
REGULATIONS IN THE MUNICIPAL CODE. 
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The proposed facility is permitted in 'any zone with a 
Conditional Use Permit and complies with the relevant 
regulations•in the Municipal Code. -

2. That said Findings are supported by maps and exhibits, all of 
which are herein incorporated by reference. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, based on the Findings hereinbefore 
adopted by the Planning Commission, Conditional Use Permit 
No. 94-0330-12 is hereby GRANTED to NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS, a 
Corporation, Owner/Permittee in the form and with the terms and 
conditions set forth in Conditional Use Permit No. 94-0330-12, a 
copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof. 

Senior Planner 

Adopted on: February 1, 1996 

[LCW]PERMITS,1698 
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ALL-PURPOSE CERTIFICATE 
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000214 
Type/Number of Docament CUP 94-0330-12 

Date of Approval February 1, 199 6 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

Lp^L 
K a r e n L y n c M / A s h c r a f t , S e n 

( 

a n n e r 

Or^jLAkjuux*^-^?4 /99is before me, BARBARA J. HUBBARD (Notary Public) , personally 
appearedKARSN LYNCH-ASHCRAFT, Senior Planner of the Development Services 
Department of the City of San Diego, personally known to me to be the person(s) 
whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me 
that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by 
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon 
behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

SignatureyI!IyfiẐ Lw/-rf>fĉ o 
Barbara J. Hubbard 

aARBASAJ-HlSaAOD 
COMM.#10G66ft 

Notary Pittte - Cfltfon*! 

\ 

S e a l ' 
7 SAN WEGO COUNTY f 
' M / Comm. E* *« MAV 14, l f W | 

PERMITTEE(S) SIGNATURE/NOTARIZATION: 

THE UNDERSIGNED PERMITTEE (S) , BY EXECUTION THEREOF, AGREES TO EACH AND EVERY 
CONDITION OF THIS PERMIT AND PROMISES TO PERFORM EACH AND EVERY OBLIGATION OF 
PERMITTEE(S) THEREUNDER. 

Signed 
ryped Name 

STATE OF 

Signed 
Typed Na fGE D. ALWORTH 

NEXTEL CCmONICAJTONS 

Q/jL/Ft&wffl 

BOUNTY OF 

)n y g S R u f t & i J 3 . 3 / % b e f o r e m e , r ^ S v ^ / v y M / r / f f^fDCchmi (Name o f N o t a r y P u b l i c ! 
p e r s o n a l l y a p p e a r e d X y y l i z ^ -£/- / l L u J o f i T t f 
p e r s o n a l l y known t o me (&11 pj .u^g;d LO itlti Tm—^hP1 bR-^"'^ n f •g^iLlh. Iautory—evi-denee- : 
:o b e t h e p e r s o n ()a3' w h o s e name (^J (Ts^-a^e- s u b s c r i b e d t o t h e w i t h i n i n s t r u m e n t 
m d a c k n o w l e d g e d t o me t h a t ( j i ^ e h e / t h g y e x e c u t e d t h e same i n ^ h j j s / k o r / t h o i r 
L u t h o r i z e d c a p a c i t y (J=e=g3-, a n d t h a t b y j ^ n x j s / h - c r / t h e i r s i g n a t u r e (^T o n t h e 
. n s t r u m e n t t h e p e r s o n (^T, o r t h e e n t i t y u p o n b e h a l f o f w h i c h t h e p e r s o n j f e ' ) 
• . c ted , e x e c u t e d t h e i n s t r u m e n t . 

"ITNESS my h a n d a n d o f f i c i a l s e 

i g n ; a t u r e < y ^ h j c ^ ( \ d . K i s r * ^ 

1 . 

^ a c ^ j 

SUZANNE NINA FLOCCHINI 
COMM. f 102)879 ^ 

Notary Pubiic - California > 
SAN DIFGO COUNTY w 

My Comm. Expires MAY 6. )998 
( S e a l ) 

P a g e 6 o f 6 



000215 
ATTACHMENT E-9 

T H E C I T Y O F 3 A M DIEXSO 

Date ofNotice: June 14, 2007 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
APPEAL TO PLANNING COMMISSION 

Job Order Number: 42-6672 

As a property owner, tenant, or person who has requested notice, you should know that a public hearing will 
be held by the Planning Commission to consider an appeal on an application for a wireless communication 
facility consisting of an existing 60 foot high monopole and a 90 square foot equipment shelter, originally 

th approved by CUP94-0330-12, which expired on February 1, 2006. The facility is located at 1529 38 Street 

DATE OF HEARING: 
TIME OF HEARING: 
LOCATION OF HEARING: 

PROJECT TYPE/PROJECT NUMBER: 
PROJECT NAME: 
APPLICANT NAME: 
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 
CITY PROJECT MANAGER: 
PHONE NUMBER: 

June 28, 2007 
9:00 a.m. 
Council Chambers, 12th floor, City Administration 
Building, 202 C Street, San Diego, CA 92101 

Conditional Use Permit/ PTS No. 107501 
AMERICAN T O W E R - MINI STORAGE 
Jim Kelly, American Tower Corporation 
City Heights/Mid Cities 

Karen Lynch-Ashcraft, Development Project Manager 
(619) 446-5351 

The decision made by the Planning Commission is the final decision by the City. 

Ifyou wish to challenge the City's action oh the above proceedings in court, you may be limited to addressing 
only those issues you or someone else have raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or written in 
correspondence to the City at or before the public hearing. 

This project was determined to be categorically exempt from the Califomia Environmental Quality Act on 
August 15, 2006 and the opportunity to appeal that detennination ended August 29, 2006. 

Ifyou have any questions about this matter, you can contact the City Project Manager listed above. 
This information will be made available in aitemative formats upon request. To request an agenda in 
aitemative format or to request a sign language or oral interpreter for the meeting, call the Disability Services 
Program Coordinator at 236-5979, at least five working days prior to the meeting to insure availability. 
Assistive Listening Devices (ALD's) are available for the meeting upon request. 

Rev 6/1/04 dcj 
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