City of Eastvale

Planning Commission Meeting Agenda

Staff Report
MEETING DATE: JUNE 15,2016
TO: PLANNING COMMISSION
FROM: KANIKA KITH, SENIOR PLANNER
SUBJECT: PROJECT NO. 15-1662 — MINOR DEVELOPMENT REVIEW FOR

THE INSTALLATION OF A NEW 50-FOOT-HIGH WIRELESS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER, DISGUISED AS A MONOPALM,
WITH ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT IN A 17-FOOT BY 19-FOOT LEASE
AREA AT 8306 GRAPEWIN (CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING
FROM MAY 18, 2016)

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission adopt:

a. Resolution No. 16- approving a Categorical Exemption pursuant to Section
15303(d), New Construction, of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for
Minor Development Plan No. 15-1662; and

b. Resolution No. 16- approving Minor Development Review No. 15-1662 for a new
50-foot-high wireless telecommunications tower, disguised as a palm tree, with ancillary
equipment in a 17-foot by 19-foot lease area located at 8306 Grapewin Street (Assessor’s
Parcel Number 380-070-018) with access via an easement on an adjacent lot to the north
(Assessor’s Parcel Number 380-070-019), subject to conditions of approval.

BACKGROUND

This item is a continued public hearing from the May 18 Planning Commission meeting. A
summary of that meeting is provided below; all of the information presented to the Commission
prior to that meeting is attached to this staff report.

MAY 18 PUBLIC HEARING

Public Hearing

Following staff’s and the applicant’s presentation at the May 18 Planning Commission meeting,
the public hearing on the proposed project was opened. Five residents spoke in opposition to the
project and one resident spoke in support of the project.



e Five residents in opposition to the project expressed their concerns about the potential
health impacts of the tower. !

¢ One resident spoke in support of the project, highlighting the benefits of better wireless
reception for the community, such as better connection with families, friends, and public
safety personnel.

Commission Deliberation and Discussion on May 18

After deliberating, two votes were taken:

e A motion was made by Commissioner Charlson (seconded by Commissioner Van
Leeuwen) to deny the proposed project. A vote was taken, and the motion failed on a 1-2
vote.

e A subsequent motion was made by Commissioner Van Leeuwen (seconded by Vice Chair
Feng) to continue the public hearing to the June 15 meeting so that the entire Commission
could be present to hear testimony and take part in the decision-making process
(Commissioners Oblea and Patel were absent from the May 18 meeting). A vote was taken,
and the motion passed on a 3—0 vote, continuing the item to the June 15 Planning
Commission meeting.

Additional Information for the June 15 Public Hearing

At the meeting, the Commission requested the following information:

e A revised site plan clarifying that the existing “structure” approximately 144 feet from the
tower is an existing residence; and

e A map showing the location of all wireless facilities in the city.

The requested information is provided as an attachment to this report.

Staff has also prepared the following, based on the map of existing and proposed cell towers:
e The zoning for each wireless facility site; and

e Radii of 100 feet and 200 feet from each wireless tower to show the types of land uses that
are near existing cell towers in Eastvale.

! Staff reminds the Commission that federal law prohibits denying wireless telecommunication facilities
solely based on concerns about potential health impacts. The Commission may consider health impacts as
one factor in voting for denial, but health impacts cannot be the only or the primary reason for denying the
proposed facility.



NEW COMMENT RECEIVED

One letter in support of the project was received after the last Planning Commission meeting. The
letter is included as an attachment to this report.

REQUIRED PROJECT FINDINGS

Listed below are the findings that the Commission must make in order to approve the project.
Below each is staff’s suggested findings for approval; the Commission may agree or disagree with
staff’s suggestions.

As noted earlier (and in the staff report for the May 18 meeting), staff has determined that all of
the required findings can be made and recommends that the Commission approve the project. If
the Commission disagrees, staff will request that the Commission indicate which findings cannot
be made and why, so that a resolution for denial can be prepared.

Minor Development Review Findings

Eastvale Zoning Code Section 2.1 requires that the Planning Commission make the following
findings in order to approve Minor Development Review. Staff has recommended the following
findings for Planning Commission approval:

Finding 1: The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and complies with applicable
zoning regulations, specific plan provisions, and other applicable provisions adopted by the City.

Evidence: The zoning of the site is Light Agriculture (A-1), which is consistent with the site’s land
use designation of Low Density Residential (LDR). The proposed wireless facility is permitted in
the A-1 zoning district subject to approval of a Minor Development Review. The proposed wireless
antenna will also provide Eastvale residents with improved Verizon cellular service. The project
is consistent with the requirements of the Zoning Code as outlined in Sections 2.1 and 4.14. It has
been determined that the project conforms to City standards and requirements.

Finding 2: The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for the purposes of
the building and the site and will enhance the character of the neighborhood and community.

Evidence: The design of the facility is intended to simulate a palm tree to be harmonious with the
existing environment along the Santa Ana River where several palm trees are present and in order
to be consistent with the definition of a disguised facility. All mechanical equipment will be
screened from view by an enclosed building constructed of decorative split-face block.
Furthermore, new palm trees and landscaping will be planted around the proposed facility to help
blend the disguised facility and to improve the site’s existing (mostly unplanted dirt) character.

Finding 3: The architecture, including the character, scale, and quality of the design, relationship
with the site and other buildings, building materials, colors, screening of exterior appurtenances,
exterior lighting, and signing and similar elements, establishes a clear design concept and is
compatible with the character of buildings on adjoining and nearby properties.



Evidence: The facility is designed and sited so that it is minimally intrusive to the surrounding
area. All mechanical equipment will be screened from view by an enclosed building constructed
of decorative split-face block; the tower will be designed to look like a palm tree. Thus, the
proposed facility will not impact the character of the community.

Finding 4: The proposed project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian
transportation modes of circulation.

Evidence: The wireless facility will be placed approximately 144 feet from the nearest habitable
structure and located in the back (east) portion of the property so as not to impede future
development of the site. Access to the site is via an access easement on the adjacent parcel to the
north of the property, which will provide on-site access for monthly maintenance visits and not
result in parking on the street. Therefore, the proposed facility will not create conflicts with
existing vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian circulation.

Finding 5: If the project is located within the Chino Airport Influence Area, the proposed project
is consistent with the most recently adopted version of the Chino Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan.

Evidence: The project is not located within the Chino Airport Influence Area; thus, it is not subject
to the Chino Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

Disguised Wireless Facility Findings

Eastvale Zoning Code Section 4.14, Disguised Wireless Communication Facilities, requires that
the Planning Commission make the following findings in order to approve Minor Development
Review 15-1662. Staff has recommended the following findings for Planning Commission
approval:

Finding 1: The facility is designed and sited so as to be minimally visually intrusive.

Evidence: The proposed wireless facility, consisting of a 50-foot-high monopalm and ancillary
ground-mounted equipment, is located at the rear of a large residential lot enclosed behind a 6-
foot decorative block wall adjacent to the Santa Ana River. The proposed 17-foot by 19-foot
enclosed equipment area is not visible from the street. Photosimulations provided by the applicant
show that the top of the disguised monopalm will be only partially visible from the street because
the monopalm will be screened by the existing residence and the tower will blend in with similar
palm trees nearby.

Finding 2: Supporting equipment is located entirely within an equipment enclosure that is
architecturally compatible with the surrounding area or is screened from view.

Evidence: All mechanical equipment will be screened from view by an enclosed building
constructed of decorative split-face block. The enclosure will be located at the rear of the subject
existing single-family residence, screening all equipment from public view. New palm trees and
landscaping will be planted around the equipment enclosure to soften the enclosure wall and to
help disguise the monopalm.



Finding 3: The application has met the processing requirements set forth in this article.

Evidence: The application has been reviewed for compliance with the requirements of Zoning
Code Section 4.14 for processing of a disguised wireless facility. A notice was sent to property
owners within a 600-foot radius of the project site.

Finding 4: The application has met the location and development standards set forth in this article.

Evidence: The facility will be 50 feet high, which is within the allowable height for a disguised
wireless facility in the A-1 zone. The facility will be located 144 feet from the closest home on the
adjacent lot, which exceeds the minimum setback requirement of 100 feet.

Finding 5: The application has met the requirements for approval set forth in Section 2.1 of this
code.

Evidence: The application meets the requirements of Section 2.1 subsection B of the Zoning Code,
which outlines the process and requirements for approval of a Minor Development Review. The
findings of approval for the Minor Development Review for this project are listed above.

Finding 6: The Planning Director or approving body has either: (1) determined that notice to the
Federal Aviation Administration is not required; or (2) received a determination of No Hazard to
Air Navigation for the project issued by the Federal Aviation Administration.

Evidence: A letter provided by the applicant from the Federal Aviation Administration shows that
the proposed monopalm is not located within the flight pattern of any nearby airports or private
landing strips. Furthermore, the project is not subject to any additional Airport Land Use
Commission reviews or determinations, as the property is not located within any airport influence
areas.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends Planning Commission adoption of the following:

e Resolution No. 16- approving a Categorical Exemption pursuant to Section
15303(d), New Construction, of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for
Minor Development Plan No. 15-1662; and

e Resolution No. 16- approving Minor Development Review No. 15-1662 for a new
50-foot-high wireless telecommunications tower, disguised as a palm tree, with ancillary
equipment in a 17-foot by 19-foot lease area located at 8306 Grapewin Street (Assessor’s
Parcel Number 380-070-018) with access via an easement on an adjacent lot to the north
(Assessor’s Parcel Number 380-070-019), subject to conditions of approval.

The Planning Commission’s decision on this project is final, unless the decision is appealed to the
City Council.



Planning Commission Options
The following alternatives are available to the Planning Commission:
1. Approve the project with additional changes and/or conditions.
2. Continue the public hearing and direct the applicant to make revisions.
3. Deny the project.
Staff’s recommendation is that the Planning Commission approve the project.
FISCAL IMPACT

This project will not have a fiscal impact to the City of Eastvale because the cost of processing
this application is fully paid for by the applicant and will not burden the City financially.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Resolution
2. Wireless Facilities List and Maps
3. Revised Site Plan
4. New Comment Received
5. May 18, 2016, Planning Commission Staff Report

Prepared by:  Kanika Kith, Senior Planner
Reviewed by: Eric Norris, Planning Director
John Cavanaugh, City Attorney



ATTACHMENT 1
RESOLUTION



PC RESOLUTION NO. 16-

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
EASTVALE, CALIFORNIA, APPROVING MINOR DEVELOPMENT
REVIEW NO. 15-1662 FOR THE INSTALLATION OF A NEW WIRELESS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY THAT WILL BE DISGUISED AS
A 50-FOOT-TALL MONOPALM AND ANCILLARY EQUIPMENT
LOCATED AT 8306 GRAPEWIN STREET (ASSESSOR’S PARCEL
NUMBER 130-070-018) AND ACCESS VIA AN ADJACENT PARCEL TO
THE NORTH (ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 130-070-019)

WHEREAS, an application for a Minor Development Review (15-1662) for the
installation of a new 50-foot-high wireless telecommunications pole disguised as a monopalm and
ancillary equipment in an 17-foot by 19-foot lease area behind an existing single-family home
located at 8306 Grapewin Street in Eastvale, Assessor’s Parcel Number 130-070-018, and access
to service the proposed facility via adjacent parcel to the north, Assessor’s Parcel Number 130-
070-019, has been filed by Verizon Wireless; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Minor Development Review is considered a project as defined
by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code Section 21000 et
seq.; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Director determined that the project qualifies for a Categorical
Exemption from the provisions of CEQA per Section 15303(d), New Construction, of the CEQA
Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the City of Eastvale Planning Department on May 8, 2016, published a legal
notice in the Press Enterprise, a local paper of general circulation, indicating the date and time of
the public hearing in compliance with state law concerning Minor Development Review No.
15-1662, and mailed said public hearing notice to each property owner within a 600-foot radius of
the project site in accordance with state law; and

WHEREAS, the City of Eastvale Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public
hearing on May 18, 2016, at which time it received public testimony concerning Minor
Development Review No. 15-1662, considered a CEQA Categorical Exemption for the proposed
project and the proposed Minor Development Review for the Verizon wireless
telecommunications facility, and continued the public hearing to the next Planning Commission
on June 15, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the City of Eastvale Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public
hearing on June 15, 2016, at which time it received public testimony concerning Minor
Development Review No. 15-1662 and considered a CEQA Categorical Exemption for the
proposed project and the proposed Minor Development Review for the Verizon wireless
telecommunications facility.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Planning Commission of the City of Eastvale does hereby
resolve, determine, and order as follows:



SECTION 1. ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS

Pursuant to CEQA, within the meaning of Public Resources Code Sections 21080(e) and 21082.2
within the record and/or provided at the public hearing, the Planning Commission hereby finds
and determines that the project was adequately analyzed according to the CEQA Guidelines and
qualified for an Exemption under Section 15303(d), New Construction, as supported by the
following findings and evidence:

Finding: The proposed project is exempt from further environmental review requirements
contained in CEQA pursuant to Section 15303(d), New Construction.

Evidence: The proposed project will extend wireless telecommunication utilities. The
proposed project will not result in damage to scenic resources including but not limited to
trees, historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar resources within a highway officially
designated as a state scenic highway. The proposed project is not located on a site that is
included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government Code, and
the project will not cause a substantial change in the significance of a historical resource.
In consideration of this, staff has determined that the project satisfies the requirements of
a Categorical Exemption pursuant to CEQA Section 15303(d), New Construction, and is
determined to be exempt from further environmental review requirements contained in
CEQA.

SECTION 2. MULTIPLE SPECIES HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN (MSHCP)

The project is found to be consistent with the MSHCP. The project is located outside of any
MSHCP criteria area, and mitigation is provided through payment of the MSHCP Mitigation Fee.

SECTION 3. MINOR DEVELOPMENT REVIEW FINDINGS

Pursuant to Eastvale Zoning Code Section 2.1, the Planning Commission hereby finds and
determines as follows:

Finding 1: The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan and complies with applicable
zoning regulations, specific plan provisions, and other applicable provisions adopted by the City.

Evidence: The zoning of the site is Light Agriculture (A-1), which is consistent with the site’s land
use designation of Low Density Residential (LDR). The proposed wireless facility is permitted in
the A-1 zoning district subject to approval of a Minor Development Review. The proposed wireless
antenna will also provide Eastvale residents with improved Verizon cellular service. The project
is consistent with the requirements of the Zoning Code as outlined in Sections 2.1 and 4.14. It has
been determined that the project conforms to City standards and requirements.

Finding 2: The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for the purposes of
the building and the site and will enhance the character of the neighborhood and community.

Evidence: The design of the facility is intended to simulate a palm tree to be harmonious with the
existing environment along the Santa Ana River where several palm trees are present and in order
to be consistent with the definition of a disguised facility. All mechanical equipment will be



screened from view by an enclosed building constructed of decorative split-face block.
Furthermore, new palm trees and landscaping will be planted around the proposed facility to help
blend the disguised facility and to improve the site’s existing (mostly unplanted dirt) character.

Finding 3: The architecture, including the character, scale, and quality of the design, relationship
with the site and other buildings, building materials, colors, screening of exterior appurtenances,
exterior lighting, and signing and similar elements, establishes a clear design concept and is
compatible with the character of buildings on adjoining and nearby properties.

Evidence: The facility is designed and sited so that it is minimally intrusive to the surrounding
area. All mechanical equipment will be screened from view by an enclosed building constructed
of decorative split-face block; the tower will be designed to look like a palm tree. Thus, the
proposed facility will not impact the character of the community.

Finding 4: The proposed project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian
transportation modes of circulation.

Evidence: The wireless facility has been placed at approximately 144 feet from the nearest
habitable structure and located in the back (east) portion of the property so as not to impede future
development of the site. Access to the site is via an access easement on the adjacent parcel to the
north of the property, which will provide on-site access for monthly maintenance visits and not
result in parking on the street. Therefore, the proposed facility will not create conflicts with
existing vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian circulation.

Finding 5: If the project is located within the Chino Airport Influence Area, the proposed project
is consistent with the most recently adopted version of the Chino Airport Land Use Compatibility
Plan.

Evidence: The project is not located within the Chino Airport Influence Area; thus, it is not subject
to the Chino Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.

SECTION 4. DISGUISED WIRELESS FACILITY FINDINGS

Pursuant to Eastvale Zoning Code Section 4.14, the Planning Commission hereby finds and
determines as follows:

Finding 1: The facility is designed and sited so as to be minimally visually intrusive.

Evidence: The proposed wireless facility, consisting of a 50-foot-high monopalm and ancillary
ground-mounted equipment, is located at the rear of a large residential lot enclosed behind a 6-
foot decorative block wall adjacent to the Santa Ana River. The proposed 17-foot by 19-foot
enclosed equipment area is not visible from the street. Photosimulations provided by the applicant
show that the top of the disguised monopalm will be only partially visible from the street because
the monopalm will be screened by the existing residence and the tower will blend in with similar
palm trees nearby.

Finding 2: Supporting equipment is located entirely within an equipment enclosure that is
architecturally compatible with the surrounding area or is screened from view.



Evidence: All mechanical equipment will be screened from view by an enclosed building
constructed of decorative split-face block. The enclosure will be located at the rear of the subject
existing single-family residence, screening all equipment from public view. New palm trees and
landscaping will be planted around the equipment enclosure to soften the enclosure wall and to
help disguise the monopalm.

Finding 3: The application has met the processing requirements set forth in this article.

Evidence: The application has been reviewed for compliance with the requirements of Zoning
Code Section 4.14 for processing of a disguised wireless facility. A notice was sent to property
owners within a 600-foot radius of the project site.

Finding 4: The application has met the location and development standards set forth in this article.

Evidence: The facility will be 50 feet high, which is within the allowable height for a disguised
wireless facility in the A-1 zone. The facility will be located 144 feet from the closest home on the
adjacent lot, which exceeds the minimum setback requirement of 100 feet.

Finding 5: The application has met the requirements for approval set forth in Section 2.1 of this
code.

Evidence: The application meets the requirements of Section 2.1 subsection B of the Zoning Code,
which outlines the process and requirements for approval of a Minor Development Review. The
findings of approval for the Minor Development Review for this project are listed above.

Finding 6: The Planning Director or approving body has either: (1) determined that notice to the
Federal Aviation Administration is not required; or (2) received a determination of No Hazard to
Air Navigation for the project issued by the Federal Aviation Administration.

Evidence: A letter provided by the applicant from the Federal Aviation Administration shows that
the proposed monopalm is not located within the flight pattern of any nearby airports or private
landing strips. Furthermore, the project is not subject to any additional Airport Land Use
Commission reviews or determinations, as the property is not located within any airport influence
areas.

SECTION 5. PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION

Based on the findings outlined in Sections 1 through 4 above, the Planning Commission of the
City of Eastvale hereby takes the following actions:

1. Adopt Resolution No. 16- to approve a Categorical Exemption pursuant to Section
15303(d), New Consrtuction, of the California Environmental Quality Act for Minor
Development Plan No. 15-1662; and

2. Adopt Resolution 16-  to approve Minor Development Review No. 15-1662 for the
installation of a new 50-foot-high wireless telecommunications facility disguised as a
monopalm and associated equipment in a 17-foot by 19-foot lease area located at 8306
Grapewin Street (Assessor’s Parcel Number 130-070-018) with an access easement on the



adjacent parcel to the north (Assessor’s Parcel Number 130-070-019) to service the facility,
subject to conditions of approval attached hereto as Exhibit A.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this 15" day of June, 2016.

Larry Oblea, Chair

APPROVED AS TO FORM: ATTEST:

John E. Cavanaugh, City Attorney Marc Donohue, Secretary

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE ) §
CITY OF EASTVALE )

I, Marc Donohue, Secretary of the Planning Commission of the City of Eastvale, California, do
hereby certify that the foregoing Planning Commission Resolution, No. 16-  , was duly
adopted by the Planning Commission of the City of Eastvale, California, at a regular meeting
thereof held on the 15" day of June, 2016, by the following vote, to wit:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Marc Donohue, Secretary



EXHIBIT A

Conditions of Approval



ATTACHMENT 2
WIRELESS FACILITIES LIST AND MAPS



List of Cell Towers in Eastvale

Status Facility Type Carrier Location Exisiting Use Zone Designation

1 Existing Monopole Verizon 12423 Riverside Dr. Crossroads Truck and Auto Salvage Yard M-M Manufacturing - Medium

. . . R-T Mobile Home Subdivision & Mobile
2 Existing Monopole Verizon 5800 Hamner Ave. Mobile Home Park

Home Park

3 Existing Disguised Tree Verizon 6411 Rolling Meadow St.  Recreational Park - James C Huber Park PRD - Planned Residential Development

. . . Verizon, T-Mobile, Metro . ) ) )
4 Existing Field Light Standard PCS 13099 65th St. Recreational Park - Harada Heritage Park PRD - Planned Residential Development
5 Existing Field Light Standard Verizon 7450 Eastvale Parkway Recreational Park - McCune Family Park Eastvale SP No. 300
6 Existing Disguised Water Tank  Verizon, T-Mobile, AT&T 14604 Promontory Ln. Cell Tower Faciltiy R-1 One-Family Dwellings

Concealed in Buildin Cloverdale Marketplace - On top of Dental
7 Existing & Verizon 12732 Limonite Ave. P . P C-1/ C-P General Commercial
Cupola office
8 Existing Disguised Pine Tree Verizon, Sprint 14950 / 14952 River Rd. Empty Field / OC Flood Control District A-2 Heavy Agriculture
Verizon, T-Mobile, Metro . . .
9 Proposed Field Light Standard PCS 7325 Woodpigeon Rd.  Recreational Park - Providence Ranch Park Eastvale SP No. 300
. . . . . . W - 1 Watercourse, Watershed, and
10 Proposed Field Light Standard Verizon 12750 Citrus St. Recreational Park - Community Park Phase Il )
Conservation Areas
11 Proposed Disguised Palm Tree Verizon 8306 Grapewin Single Family Home A-1 Light Agriculture
12 Existing Disguised Palm Tree Sprint 12475 Harvest Dr. Walmart Distribution Center M-SC Manufacturing - Service Commercial
13 Existing Disguised Palm Tree Sprint 7155 Hamner Ave. New Day Church R-1 One-Family Dwellings
14 Existing Monopole T-Mobile, Metro PCS 5900 Festival Way Recreational Park - Orchard Park PRD - Planned Residential Development
Under Western Riverside County Regional

15 Disguised Pine Tree AT&T 14700 River Rd. ynee A-2 Heavy Agriculture

Construction

Wastewater Authority

Note: The locations of the existing cell towers were determined based on a number of factors, including:
e Gaps in coverage
¢ Availability of existing tall structures (such as lighting poles at public parks) on which to place antennae
¢ Conformance with the Eastvale Zoning Code

Although some towers are located farther from homes than the proposed Verizon facility on Grapewin, their locations were not chosen due to health concerns.
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Figure 1

Existing and Proposed CellTower Facilities
within the City of Eastvale
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100ft and 200ft Radius from CellTower




T\_GIS\Riverside_County\MXDs\Eastvale\Cell Tower Citywide\radius_13.mxd (6/3/2016)

E Philadelphia St

E Riverside Dy

S-Archibald Ave

Etiwanda Ave

Mesrill Ave
Ghino
Alpor Limonite Ave

Schisisman Rd

R
‘:,% o0r

Area [], o :

Archibald Ave

Norco

Legend
@ Existing Cell Tower
F 3 O Proposed Cell Tower
= | [ 100ft Radius
L. _! 200ft Radius
[ ] Parcel Boundary

Figure 14

10050 O 100
100ft and 200ft Radius from CellTower

Feet




T\_GIS\Riverside_County\MXDs\Eastvale\Cell Tower Citywide\radius_14.mxd (6/3/2016)

3 Archibald Ave

Etiwanda Ave
u

Legend

@ Existing Cell Tower

O Proposed Cell Tower [
[ 100ft Radius
L. ! 200ft Radius

lf . [ ] Parcel Boundary
W il

Figure 15
100ft and 200ft Radius from CellTower




ATTACHMENT 3
REVISED SITE PLAN



CODES

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

ALL WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL BE PERFORMED AND INSTALLED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE FOLLOWING CODES AS ADOPTED BY THE LOCAL
GOVERNING AUTHORITIES. NOTHING IN THESE PLANS IS TO BE CONSTRUED TO
PERMIT WORK NOT CONFORMING TO THE FOLLOWING CODES.

2013 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE, TITLE 24 PART 2
2013 CALIFORNIA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, TITLE 24 PART 1
2013 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE, TITLE 24 PART 3
2013 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE, TITLE 24 PART 4
2013 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE, TITLE 24 PART 5
2013 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE, TITLE 24 PART 6
2013 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE, TITLE 24 PART 9
ANSI/TIA—-222-G

2013 NFPA 72, NATIONAL FIRE ALARM CODE

2013 NFPA 13, SPRINKLER CODE

CITY/ COUNTY ORDINANCES

THE LAND REFERRED TO HEREIN BELOW IS
SITUATED IN THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, AND IS DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
PARCEL 1 OF PARCEL MAP 33534, IN THE COUNTY
OF RIVERSIDE, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, AS SHOWN
BY PARCEL MAP ON FILE IN BOOK 220, PAGES 74
AND 75, RECORDS OF SAID RIVERSIDE COUNTY.
APN: 130-070-018

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

CONSTRUCTION OF AN UNMANNED WIRELESS CELL SITE FOR VERIZON
WIRELESS. PROJECT CONSISTS OF:

e (1) PROPOSED 50'—0" HIGH STEALTH ANTENNA STRUCTURE
PROPOSED 17'—0"X 19'-0" VERIZON WIRELESS LEASE AREA/ TEXTURE
SPLIT-FACE BLOCK WALL COMPOUND (323 sq.ft.)

(2) PROPOSED MCE EQUIPMENT CABINETS ON PROPOSED CONCRETE PAD
(12) PROPOSED PANEL ANTENNAS ON PROPOSED SECTOR FRAMES
(12) PROPOSED RRU’s ON PROPOSED SECTOR FRAMES

(2) PROPOSED RAYCAP BOXES ON PROPOSED SECTOR FRAMES

(1) PROPOSED 4' MICROWAVE DISH ON PROPOSED TOWER

(2) PROPOSED GPS ANTENNAS MOUNTED ON CABINETS

(1) PROPOSED STANDBY GENERATOR

PROPOSED 2'x3" PULL BOX FOR POWER (EVERY 300’)

PROPOSED 17"x30" PULL BOX FOR FIBER (EVERY 300°)

PROPOSED 200AMP VERIZON WIRELESS POWER SERVICE

DC & FIBER CABLES ROUTED ON INSIDE OF TOWER

CONNECTION AS REQUIRED FOR POWER AND FIBER SERVICES

.

e e 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 e

OVERALL HEIGHT

50'—0"

11”x17" PLOT WILL BE HALF SCALE
UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

GRAPEWIN

8306 GRAPEWIN STREET
EASTVALE, CA 92880
RIVERSIDE COUNTY

eri

STEALTH ANTENNA
STRUCTURE

Nwireless

GENERAL NOTES

THE FACILITY IS UNMANNED AND NOT FOR HUMAN HABITATION. A TECHNICIAN WILL VISIT THE SITE AS
REQUIRED FOR ROUTINE MAINTENANCE. THE PROJECT WILL NOT RESULT IN ANY SIGNIFICANT
DISTURBANCE OR EFFECT ON DRAINAGE; NO SANITARY SEWER SERVICE, POTABLE WATER, OR TRASH
DISPOSAL IS REQUIRED AND NO COMMERCIAL SIGNAGE IS PROPOSED.

APPROVALS

THE FOLLOWING PARTIES HEREBY APPROVE AND ACCEPT THESE DOCUMENTS & AUTHORIZE THE
SUBCONTRACTOR TO PROCEED WITH CONSTRUCTION DESCRIBED HEREIN. ALL DOCUMENTS ARE SUBJECT
TO REVIEW BY THE LOCAL BUILDING DEPARTMENT & MAY IMPOSE CHANGES OR MODIFICATIONS.

DISCIPLINE: SIGNATURE: DATE:

CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL PLANS
& EXISTING DIMENSIONS & CONDITIONS
ON THE JOB SITE & SHALL IMMEDIATELY
NOTIFY THE ENGINEER IN WRITING OF
ANY DISCREPANCIES BEFORE
PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK OR BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR SAME

LANDLORD:

PROJECT MANAGER:

CONSTRUCTION MANAGER:

RF ENGINEER:

SITE ACQUISITION:

ZONING MANAGER:

verigzOnNwireless

15505 SAND CANYON AVE.
BUILDING ‘D’ 1st FL.
IRVINE, CA 92618

W-T COMMUNICATION
DESIGN GROUP, LLC.

WIRELESS INFRASTRUCTURE
8650 S. Eastern Ave. Suite 220
Las Vegas, NV 89123
PH: (702) 998-1000 FAX: (702) 998-1010
www.wtengineering.com

UTILITY  COORDINATOR:

NETWORK OPERATIONS:

GOPYR\GHT © 2015 W-T COMMUNICATION DESIGN GROUP, LLCJ

( )

WIRELESS
5865 AVENIDA ENCINAS, STE. 142B

SITE INFORMATION L CARLSBAD, CA 92008 J
VICINITY MAP LOCAL MAP DRAWING INDEX ( )
PROJECT NO: T143451
PROPERTY OWNER: GERALD J. OSTERCAMP, KAREN L. OSTERCAMP, -
JOSEPH S. OSTERCAMP AR RAWN BY: R
CONTACT NAME: JOE OSTERCAMP z e “ = ;‘C\f\ SHEET NO SHEET TITLE 0 5 P
CONTACT NUMBER: (951) 737-2319 . £ 1 3
(951) = 81 a CHECKED BY: MMR
TOWER OWNER: VERIZON WIRELESS = 2 o goth St P;\\@‘ -1 TITLE SHEET & PROJECT DATA \- 7
WBSLS%S %/y&NWDtCFALNYON AVE. > al Z /) S AND SURVEY 's N\
. S . =
IRVINE, CA 92618 i . i g A1 OVERALL SITE PLAN £ | 06/03/16 | PER commenTs
= —
SITE CONTAGT: VERIZON WIRELESS Sehleisman Rd : z - A-2 ENLARGED SITE & ANTENNA PLAN b | 08/24/15 | o commeNTs
15505 SAND CANYON AVE. g ? e 1‘} D A-3 LANDSCAPING C 08/21/15 LEGAL DISCRIPTION REVISION
‘BRLVD@E DCAW Sgtzg% a = E; ?—_.- oy, A4 ELEVATIONS B | 07/07/15 | 100% ZONING DRAWINGS
. o o =! =
CONTACT: PROPERTY MANAGEMENT I = g & A-5 ELEVATIONS A | 06/03/15 | 90% ZONING DRAWINGS
CONTACT NUMBER: (948) 286-7000 = 2 %
Eastvale = - a (Rev | DATE | DESCRPTION J
COUNTY: RIVERSIDE COUNTY o 1> Q
& = ' ™)
ZONING JURISDICTION: CITY OF EASTVALE » = v
‘ 3 G
ZONING DISTRICT: LIGHT AGRICULTURAL (A1) ona: Rd g =
B
PARCEL # 130-070-018 ! I =
3 z Q 5
OCCUPANCY GROUP: U (UTILITY) ] ® <& \Q
CONSTRUCTION TYPE: 2-8 = . or Qc)(;\
@ ‘m‘w 0
POWER COMPANY: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON <</
CONTACT NUMBER: (800) 990-7788 Q) ,\Q\
FIBER COMPANY: T.B.D i Fifth S\ c)
CONTACT NUMBER: T.B.D. @ ,\Q %
wlll, b Q
SITE ACQUISITION MANAGER: SAC WIRELESS {15 < A @)
5865 AVENIDA ENCINAS, STE. 1428 & o
CARLSBAD, CA 92008 2. T m e ©) Q\
CONTACT NAME: JENNIFER CHESNEY . 5 - e % Q
CONTACT NUMBER: (949) 235-6262 el 15 =
o & 3
SITE ACQUISITION CONTACT:  SAC WIRELESS & 4 <
5865 AVENIDA ENCINAS, STE. 1428
CARLSBAD, CA 92008 IT IS A VIOLATION OF LAW FOR ANY PERSON,
CONTACT NAME: JENNIFER CHESNEY UNLESS THEY ARE ACTING UNDER THE DIRECTION
CONTACT NUMBER: (949) 235-6262 OF A UICENSED FROFESSIONAL ENGINEE,
ENGINEERING COMPANY: W—T COMMUNICATIONS DESIGN GROUP, LLC ‘3%
8560 S. EASTERN AVE. Py Second St p \
LAS VEGAS, NV 89123 o
COMPANY NUMBER: (702) 998—1000 GRAPEWIN
SURVEYOR: DIAMONDBACK LAND SURVEYING LLC. 8306 GRAPEWIN STREET
CONTACT NUMBER: (702) 823—3257 First St = W-T Communication EASTVALE, CA 92880
" [MAP DATA ©2015 GOOGLE] [MAP DATA © 2015 GOOGLE NOTE: Design Group's RIVERSIDE COUNTY
NO SCAL 48 HOURS PRIOR TO DIGGING, N 3
CONTRACTOR TO NOTIFY ALL Commitment to Quality
UTILITY COMPANIES TO \. 7
LOCATE ALL UNDERGROUND r ~
DRIVING DIRECTIONS FROM VZW IRVINE OFFICE STRUCTURAL NOTE e SHEET TITLE
TITLE SHEET &
NOTE:
PROJECT DATA

CONTACT INFORMATION

SAC WIRELESS
5865 AVENIDA ENCINAS, STE. 1428
CARLSBAD, CA 92008

DAIL RICHARD

(858) 200-6541

BRIANNA NOLER

(760) 900-6034

SITE CONTACT:

ZONING CONTACT:

LEASING CONTACT:

DEPART: 15505 SAND CANYON AVE, IRVINE, CA 92618.

HEAD SOUTHEAST TOWARD SAND CANYON SIDE PATH/SAND CANYON TRAIL. TURN RIGHT ONTO SAND
CANYON AVE. TURN LEFT AT THE 1ST CROSS STREET ONTO BARRANCA PKWY. TURN RIGHT ONTO
PACIFICA. TURN RIGHT ONTO THE STATE HIGHWAY 133 N RAMP THEN MERGE ONTO CA—-133 N. KEEP
RIGHT AT THE FORK TO STAY ON CA—13<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>