
Staff Report to the 
Zoning Administrator Application Number: 08-0256 

Applicant: James Cosgrove 
Owner: Camille and Timothy Washovich 
APN: 040-271-62 Time: After 1O:OO a.m. 

Agenda Date: 1/15/2010 
Agenda Item #: 3 

Project Description: Proposal to recognize a 48 foot monopole with one panel antenna and 
install a new panel antenna; install an additional equipment cabinet within the existing equipment 
building and a generator on site; and, to replace one of three existing panel antennas located on 
the deck support of an existing single family dwelling. The project requires a Development 
Permit Amendment to Permit 98-003 1. 

Location: The property is located on the west side of Skyward Drive (685 Skyward Drive), 
within the Aptos Planning Area. 

Supervisoral District: 2”d District (District Supervisor: Ellen Pirie) 

Permits Required: Development Permit 
Technical Reviews: None 

Staff Recommendation: 

Certification that the proposal is exempt from further Environmental Review under the 
California Environmental Quality Act. 

Denial of Application 08-0256, based on the attached findings and conditions. 

Exhibits 

A. 
B. Building Permit #I02527 
C. Use Permit 98-003 1 
D. Current Site Photos 
E. Correspondence 

Zoning Administrator Staff Report dated 2/06/08 

Zoning Administrator Action 

The proposed project was considered by the Zoning Administrator at a public hearing on 
February 6, 2008. The staff report is attached as Exhibit A.  The public testimony focused on the 
use permit history and the scope of the proposed use, existing facility noise, and road 
maintenance. The Zoning Administrator remanded the project to the Planning Department staff 

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department 
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with a request that the project be re-noticed following re-evaluation of the permits on file to 
ensure the accuracy of the project description noticing. The applicant was also directed to 
provide a noise study to evaluate the noise impacts of the existing air conditioning system and 
proposed generator as well as to provide revised plans to address any changes to the original 
plans or modifications necessary to mitigate noise for the air conditioning unit and generator to 
ensure that noise is fully contained on the property without impacting adjoining residential 
properties. In addition, the applicant was directed to join the road maintenance association and to 
negotiate a fair share of the cost for yearly road maintenance with the association. 

Permit Historyh’ermit Noticing 

The site is developed with a permitted single-family dwelling and a detached garage. 

On May 12, 1992 a building permit (BP# 102527 attached as Exhibit B) was incorrectly issued 
( h a l e d  on December 17, 1992) in the absence of a use permit to allow the installation of a 
modular equipment building with associated electronic equipment and air conditioning unit, three 
panel antennas attached to the existing single family dwelling, and a 200 amp electrical service 
for a cellular telephone communications network. Subsequently, Use Permit 98-003 1 (attached 
as Exhibit C) recognized this development. 

Use permit 98-003 1 also authorized a 48-foot monopole with one panel antenna, and emergency 
generator, and a propane tank with a condition to require a building permit. However, the 
monopole, panel antenna, and generator hook-up were constructed without the benefit of a 
building permit. Current site photos are attached as Exhibit D. Since these elements of Use 
Permit 98-003 1 were not exercised before the expiration date of the use permit, they do not have 
a valid use permit. 

The proposed project has been re-noticed to recognize the 48 foot high monopole, panel antenna 
on the monopole, generator, and an additional equipment cabinet within the existing equipment 
enclosure, as well as a proposal to replace an existing panel antenna on the deck support of the 
existing single family dwelling. This description excludes reference to the existing air 
conditioning unit on the exterior of the modular unit, though the sound baffling portion was not 
installed according to building permits, and three existing panel antennas located on the deck 
supports of the house because a building permit and use permit have been issued for these 
improvements. 

Zoning Administrator Requested Materials 

Since the Zoning Administrator remanded the project to staff in February of 2009. the applicant 
has not submitted any of requested materials including the revised plans, noise study or road 
maintenance association agreement. 
impacts of both the existing air conditioning unit and proposed generator could be addressed or if 
revised designs would have been necessary. The revised plans would have addressed the air 
conditioning unit sound baffling equipment and generator details. In addition, the applicant was 
required to provide some agreement bith the road maintenance association to address impacts of 
the on-going maintenance vehicles on Skyward Drive. The applicant was sent correspondence 
on October 8, 2009 notifying him that if materials were not submitted within 30 days the 

The noise study would have evaluated whether noise 
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application would be recommended for denial based on a failure to provide required information. 

Conclusion 

The applicant has not provided any of the information that was requested by the Zoning 
Administrator in the nine months following the public hearing. Therefore, findings for approval 
of the project cannot be made to support the proposed project or determine that the project will 
not be injurious to surrounding properties. Therefore, the project is not consistent with all 
applicable codes and policies of the Zoning Ordinance and General Plan/LCP. Please see Exhibit 
"B" ("Findings") for a complete listing offindings and evidence related to the above discussion. 

Staff Recommendation 

Certification that the proposal is exempt from further Environmental Review under the 
California Environmental Quality Act. 

DENIAL of Application Number 08-0256, based on the attached findings. 

Supplementary reports and information referred to in this report are  on file and available 
for viewing at  the Santa Cruz County Planning Department, and are  hereby made a par t  of 
the administrative record for the proposed project. 

The  County Code and General Plan, as well as hearing agendas and additional information 
a re  available online at: ~ r~?? ' . co . san ta -c~ .ca .us  

Report Prepared By: Sheila McDaniel 
Santa Cruz County Planning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor 
Santa Cruz CA 95060 
Phone Number: (831) 454-3439 
E-mail: sheila.mcdaniel@,co.santa-cruz.ca.us 
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Wireless Communication Facility Use Permit Findings 

3. The subject property upon which the wireless communications facility is to be built is in 
compliance with all rules and regulations pertaining to zoning uses, subdivisions and any 
other applicable provisions of this title (County Code 13.10.660) and that all zoning 
violation abatement costs, if any, have been paid. 

This finding cannot be made, in that the project is inconsistent with the purposes of the 
residential zone district specified under County Code 13.10.321, one of which is to "preserve 
areas for primarily residential uses in locations protected from the incompatible effects of 
nonresidential land uses" and "to protect residential properties from nuisances, such as noise, 
vibration, illumination, glare, heat, unsightliness, odors, dust, dirt, smoke, traffic congestion, and 
hazards such as fire; explosion, or noxious fumes. 

In particular, this facility, permitted under 98-003 1, includes an existing air conditioning unit 
attached to the exterior of the equipment building, which emits noise that is disruptive to the 
surrounding neighbors at night. As a result. the existing facility is not in compliance with 
operational condition V.E, which requires that all noise be contained within the properly. 
Operational Condition V.D also allows the Zoning Administrator to deny or modify the project 
conditions as a result of a request for modification to the type of equipment at the site. Since 
this proposed application proposes to recognize a 48-foot monopole and panel antenna built 
without a permit and proposes additional improvements that modify the type of equipment at the 
site, the Zoning Administrator may consider modifications of the project conditions or denial at 
this juncture. 

In his review of the existing permit and proposed project the applicant was directed by the 
Zoning Administrator to provide information about existing and potential noise issues related to 
the air conditioning unit and the proposed generator. and to coordinate with the road maintenance 
association to provide a fair share of the road maintenance costs. In the nine months following 
the hearing, the applicant has failed to provide this information and otherwise meet the Zoning 
Administrator's requirements. Without the information about noise and resolution about 
nuisances regarding road maintenance, there is no basis for a finding that the project is in 
compliance with the use permit, with General Plan policy 6.9.1 (Noise-Land Use Compatible 
Guidelines) or with County Code Section 13.10.321 (a) 2 and 13.10.321 (a) 9 (Residential 
Purpose). Prior to scheduling this item for this current hearing (January 201 0). the applicant was 
provided written correspondence requesting that this information be provided. It cannot be 
determined whether the existing noise can be mitigated or whether the proposed noise resulting 
from the generator will be fully contained on the property. 
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Development Permit Findings 

1 .  That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which i t  would be 
operated or maintained will not be detrimental to the health. safety, or welfare of persons 
residing or working in the neighborhood or the general public, and will not result in 
inefficient or wasteful use of energy, and will not be materially injurious to properties or 
improvements in the vicinity. 

This finding cannot be made, in that it has not been demonstrated that the project is not 
detrimental to health, safety, and welfare of nearby residences and is not injurious to neighboring 
properties. The air conditioning unit located on the outside of the existing equipment building 
intermittently turns on to cool the inside temperature and generates disruptive noise to the 
neighbors. Public testimony during the public hearing included complaints about this noise 
disrupting the immediate neighbors sleep during the night. As a result, the Zoning Administrator 
required a noise study to evaluate the noise levels and project design mitigations be provided to 
ensure that noise is contained on the property. To date, the applicant has not provided a noise 
study or provided project design modifications to address this issue. In addition. the applicant 
has not addressed a requirement to provide a fair share of the road maintenance needs as a result 
of wireless vehicles traveling the private road to the site. As a result, at this time it must be 
concluded that the project may be injurious to surrounding residents and properties. 

2. That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which it would be 
operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances and the 
purpose of the zone district in which the site is located. 

This finding cannot be made, in that the existing and proposed cell facility and the conditions 
under which it would be operated or maintained will not be consistent with purpose of the RA 
(Residential Agriculture) zone district under County Code Section 13.10.321 (a) 9. which is “to 
protect residential properties from nuisances, such as noise, vibration, illumination. glare, heat, 
unsightliness, odors, dust, dirt, smoke, traffic congestion. and hazards such as fire, explosion, or 
noxious fumes“ in that the wireless use of the property is currently disruptive to the neighbors 
and it has not been shown that the noise from the proposed generator will be contained on the 
property. 

3. That the proposed use is consistent with all elements of the County General Plan and with 
any specific plan which has been adopted for the area. 

This finding cannot be made, in that the existing wireless facility air conditioning unit and 
proposed facility currently adversely impact the surrounding neighbor due to a loud air 
conditioning unit attached to the facility. The project also proposes a generator that may impact 
surrounding residential properties. The objective of the General Plan Noise (Public Safety and 
Noise) Element, Objective 6.9a is “Promote land uses which are compatible with each other and 
with the existing and future noise environment, Prevent new noise sources from increasing the 
existing noise levels above acceptable standards and eliminate or reduce noise from existing 
objectionable noise sources.” 

As a result of public testimony regarding noise impacts from the existing and proposed use, the 
Zoning Administrator required the applicant to provide a noise study to evaluate the noise 
impacts of the air conditioning unit and generator and to provide design modifications as 
necessary to ensure that the noise is contained nn fhP property. To date, the applicant has not 
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provided the required information and plans and therefore there is no basis for findings for 
approval. 

4. That the proposed use will not overload utilities and will not generate more than the 
acceptable level of traffic on the streets in the vicinity. 

This finding cannot be made, in that the proposed facility generates on-going traffic for 
maintenance of the wireless facility, which impacts the existing private road. During public 
testimony at the February 2008 hearing, the president of the road maintenance association 
requested that the wireless carrier be required to contribute to maintain the private roadway to 
address the impacts of heavy maintenance vehicles that regularly travel the private road. As a 
result, the applicant was required by the Zoning Administrator to coordinate with the road 
maintenance association to establish a fair share of the annual road maintenance cost toward 
maintenance of the road. To date, the applicant has not provided staff with any follo~-up 
information confirming a road maintenance association agreement to cover the share of road 
improvement costs associated with the wireless facility. 

5. That the proposed project will complement and harmonize with the existing and proposed 
land uses in the vicinity and will be compatible with the physical design aspects, land use 
intensities, and dwelling unit densities of the neighborhood. 

This finding cannot be made, in that while the proposed cell facility is currently situated among 
existing trees, which screen the structures (pole and building) from view, the intensity of the land 
use results in noise impacts from existing and proposed equipment and maintenance vehicles that 
are incompatible with the surrounding, quiet, rural character of the residential neighborhood: as 
described in public testimony during the public hearing, and the continued road use by heavy 
maintenance vehicles impacts the quality of the private road unless mitigated. 
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

The Santa Cruz Couniy Planning Department has reviewed the project described below and has 
determined that it is exempt from the provisions of CEQA as specified in Sections 15061 - 15332 
of CEQA for the reason(s) which have been specified in this document. 

Application Number: 08-0256 
Assessor Parcel Number: 040-271-62 
Project Location: 685 Skyward Drive, Aptos, CA 95003 

Project Description: Proposal to recognize a 48 foot monopole with a panel antenna and install 
a new panel antenna; install an additional equipment cabinet within the existing equipment 
building and a generator and propane tank on site; and, to convert one of the existing GSM 
antennas located on the existing dwelling deck support for use as a UMTS antenna. The project 
requires a Development Permit. 

Person or Agency Proposing Project: James Cosgrove 

Contact Phone Number: (415) 233-3838 

A. - 
B. - 

c* - 
D. x 

The proposed activity is not a project under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378. 
The proposed activity is not subject to CEQA as specified under CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15060 (c). 
Ministerial Proiect involving only the use of fixed standards or objective 
measurements without personal judgment. 
Statutory Exemption other than a Ministerial Project (CEQA Guidelines Section 
15260 to 15285). 

Specify type: Statutory Exemption - 15270 - Projects which are disapproved 

E. - Categorical Exemption 

F. 

Proposal to recognize an existing wireless communication facilities and make minor 
modifications to the structure and use. 
In addition. none of the conditions described in Section 15300.2 apply to this project. 

Reasons why the project is exempt: 

Date: 
Sheila McDaniel. Project Planner 
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I StaffReport to the 
/ 

Zoning Administrator Application Number: 08-0256 
1 

Applicant: James Cosgrove Agenda Date: 2J06fdf 
Owner: Camille and Timothy Washovich Agenda Item #: 3 
APN: 040-271-62 Time: After 1O:OO a.m. 

Yroject Tlescription: Proposal to recogmze a 48 foot monopole with antenna, three panel 
antennas installed on the deck supports of an existing single family dwelling, existing equipment 
building with extenor air condjtioning unit, installation of one new antenna on the monopole, 
and the reuse and conversion of one existing GSM antenna for use as a UMTS antenna on the 
existing deck support. The project requires a Development Permit. 

Location: The property is located on the west side of Skyward Drive (685 SkyLvard Drive), 
within the Aptos Planning Area. 

Supervisoral District: 2"d District (District Supervisor: Ellen Pine) 

Permits Required: Development Pemiit 
Technical Reviews: None 

Sta f f  Recommendation : 

Certification that the proposal I S  exempt from further Environmental Review under the 
Califom~a Environmental Quality Act. 

Approval of Application 08.0256. based on the attached findings and conditions 

Exhibits 

A .  Project plans F. Zoning map/Cieneral Plan map 
B. Findings G.  Existing Site Photos 
C. Conditions H. NlER K q m r t ,  dated May 30, 2008 
D. Categorical Exemption (CEQA A It ern a t  ive Site An a1 y si s Mat eri a1 

E. 

1 .  
determination) J .  Comments & Correspondence 
Location and Assessor's parcel map 

Parcel Information 

Parcel Size: 
Existing l a i d  Use - Parcel: 

2.9 acres (EMIS Estimate) 
Residential 

Existing Land llse - Sunounding: Kesidential - 

County of Santa Cruz I'lanning Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4'h Floor, Santa Cruz C A  95060 
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Applicarion #: 08-0256 
APE 040.271~62 
Omner  Camille and  Timothy \\'ashovlch 

Project Access: 
Planning Area: Aptos 
Land Use Designation: 
Zone District: RA (Residential Agnculature) 
Coastal Zone: h i d e  x Outside 
Appealable to Calif. Coastal Cornm. Yes _I;_ No 

Skyward Drive; 40 foot right-of-way access 

RR (Rural Residential ) 

Environmental Information 

Gcol ogi c Hazards : 

Soils: 
Fire Hazard: 

Env. Sen. Habitat: 
Grading: 
Tree Removal: 
Scenic : 
Drainage: 
Archeology: 

Slopes: 

Not mappedho physical evidence on site, though area elsewhere on  
the site is identified on the Cooper Clark 1,andslide map. 
Environmental Planning staff' had no comments or concerns regarding 
this application. 
NJ.4 
Not a mapped constrain1 
NJA 
Not mappedlno physical evidence on site 
No grading proposed 
No trees proposed to be  removed 
Not a mapped resource 
Existing drainage adequate 
Not mapped'no physical evidence on site 

Services Information 

UrbadRural Services Line: ~ Inside x Outside 

Sewage Disposal: Septic 
Fire District: 
Drainage District: NIA, Natural 

Water Supply: Well 

Aptos La Selva Fire Protection District 

llistory 

Application 98-003 1 recognized a 48 foot monopole with an antenna, a generator, and a 250 
gallon propane tank, three panel antennas inslalled on a single-family dwelling deck support, and 
an equipment storage building as pad of an existing un-permitted cellular transmission facility. 
The facility has operated ever since approval o f the  use permit, though a building permit was 
never issued and the use permit was not exercised and does not have a valid use permit to operate 
today . 

Project Setting 

-J'hc project site is approximately 2.9 acres in size u'ith access via a 40' right-of-way that travels 
through the center of the parcel and services 4 additional parcels. The site slopes steeply h-om 
the north to the south and is forested with oak, fir, and redwoods. 

.._ 

The cell facility consists ofthree panel antennas that are attached to the extenor of the house on 
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.4pplication # 0 8 ~ 0 2 5 6  
,4PK 040-271-62 
Owner  Camille arid Tirnolhy Washovich 

Zoning & General Plan Consistency 

-~ Cell ~- Facilitv on a Kes&tially Zoned Parcel 

Pursuant to County Code Section 13.1 0.661 (e), parcels zoned Residential A2gnculture are subject to 
the “Kestncted Area” requirements. These code sections, 13.10.661(c) (3) and 13.1 0.661 (d), 
discourage non-collocated facilities, with exception that non co-located facilities are permitted 
withm this zone district provided that an alternative analysis is submitted pursuant to County Code 
Section 13.1 0.662(c). 

__ Alternatives Analysis 

An alternative site analysis is a document that provides an evaluation of a number of cell sites 
with the intent of demonstrating that the proposed cell site provides more supenor cell coverage 
than other sites and also most limits site visibility to surrounding properties and minimizes visual 
impacts. This site is unique in  that i t  is an existing site currently operated by AT&7 and was 
previously approved under Permit 98-0031, but not fully exercised because the building permit 
was not issued by the Planning Department. The applicant provided a rationale for t h s  location 
within this context noting that this site was originally selected because it  provides superior 
coverage and would lealie a gap in the coverage if another site is required to be developed today. 
Site coverage mapping infomation and an email, attached as Exhibit 1, are provided and serve as 
the alternatives site analysis that support this location selection. Mapping information show 
coverage provided for this carrier ~ his location. Staff concurs with the applicant with regard to 
site selection based on the infomation provided and does not recommend additional evaluation 
of other sites. Furthermore, another site would only be  recommended by staf’fif the selected site 
would result in significant visual impacts to surrounding properties or  10 a sensitive scenic 
corridor or other impacts associated with the site that could not be mitigated. 7his site is nut 
visible t o  any scenic corridor or to surrounding properlies given the existing mature trees 
between properties. 
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Noise Considerations 

Staff w a s  contacted by a neighbor in a phone call following neighborhood noticjng. In 
panicular, the neighbor complained of noise related to this site during the night. Staff visited the 
site again and noted the existing air conditioning unit attached to the exterior of the equipment 
building and listened to the AC unit during operation. This AC unit requires additional noise 
evaluation, but in the absence oca  noise study, i t  is recommended that this unit be removed from 
this facility. Furthermore, the project is conditioned to prohibit a generator and the proposed 
generator receptacle from this site to avoid these same noise issues. This will ensure that 
hattenes are provided as the means of back-up for this facility dunng power outages. 

Raajofrequency (W) Exposure 

An RF report, as required by the Wireless Communications Ordinance, is attached as  Exhibit H .  
This repori evaluates the existing facility@ost construction levels) and evaluates projected eniission 
levels (pre-construction). The existing and proposed levels are within FCC prescribed limits as 
shown on Table 2 of the repori. The maximum level does not exceed 36% of the most rcstnctive 
public limit at ground level. The maximum exposure on nearby buildings is projected to be 
approximately .75 percent ofthe most restrictive limit established by the Federal Conmiunications 
Commission. 

Section 47 USC 332(c)(7)(iv) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 prohibits jurisdictions from 
regulating the placement, construction, or  modification of Wireless Communications Facilities based 
on the environmental effects of RF emissions if these emissions comply with FCC standards. 

Setbacks 

The following setbacks apply to this property based on the Residential Agriculture 7.0ne district. 

K equired 
~~ 

Proposed I 220' 
I 

The improvements comply with all required setbacks The exisling pole and equipment building 
are also located 111 proximity to an intenor nght-of-way and are SUbJeC1 to the 20 foot street side 
yard setback. The existing improvements are setback approximately 60 feet back from the edge 
of the roadway and approximately 45 feet from the right-of-way 

- Design Review 

The proposed facility will comply with the requirements of the County Design Review 
Ordinance, in that the equipment building and monopole are screened from adjacent residential 
properties by existing vegetation as noted in the site photos provided and attached as Exhibit G. 
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Application # 08 0256 
A P W  030-271-62 
Ou,ner Camille and  Jirnothv Washovich 

I The County Code and General Plan, as well as hearing agendas and  additional information 
a re  available online at: www.co.santa-cruz.ca.us 

Page 5 

K O  visual mitigations are necessary for the proposed site. Please see attached Design Review, 
Exhibit J .  

Environmental Review 

Environmental r ev im 15 not required for the proposed development A CEQA exemption fonn 
I S  attached as Exhbit  I) for staff signndturc and filing with the Clerk of the Board follo\bing 
approval 

Conclusion 

As proposed and conditioned, the project is consistent with all applicable codes and polIcIes of 
the Zoning Ordinance and General PladLCP. Please see Exhibit "U" ("Findings") for a corniplcte 
listing of- findings and evidence related to the above discussion. 

I Staff Recommendation 

Certification that the proposal i s  exempt from further Environmental Review under the 
California Environmental Quality Act 

. APPROVAL of Application Number 08-0256, based on the attached findings and 
conditions. 

Supplementary reports and inforniation referred to  in this report a r e  on file and available 
for viewing at the Sanla Cruz County Planning Department, and a r e  hereby made a par t  of 
the administrative record for the proposed project. 

Report Prepared By: Sheila McDaniel 
Santa Cruz County Plannjng Department 
701 Ocean Street, 4th Floor 
Sanla Cruz CA 95060 
Phone Number: (83 1 )  454-3439 
E-mail: ~a .mcdan ie l~ , co . san ta -c ruz . ca .us  
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Application #? 08-0256 
AJ”. 040-27 1-62 
Owner Camille and 7 imoihy Washouch 

Wireless Comm~nication Facility Use Permit Findings 

1 .  The development of the proposed wireless ~ o m u n i c a t i o n s  facility as conditioned will 
not signjficantly affect any designated visual resources, environmentally sensitive habitat 
resources (as defined in the Santa Cmz County General P ldLCI ’  Sections 5.1, 5.10, and 
8.6.6.), and/or other significant County resources, including aaicultural, open space, and 
community Charac.ter resources; or there are no other environmentally equivalent and/or 
supenor and technically feasible alternatives to the proposed wireless communications 
facility as conditioned (including alternative locations and/or designs) with less visual 
and/or other resource impacts and the proposed facility has been modified by condition 
and’or project design to minimize and mitigate its visual and other resource impacts. 

This finding can be made i n  that the project will not be visible from any designated visual 
resource or surrounding residentially zoned properly. The monopole and equipment building are 
shrouded in trees. The deck antennas are also not visible to any scenic comdor due 10  the 
location on a steep hill and are a significant distance from any visual resource. The antennas are 
incorporated into the desi@ of the deck supports and painted to match the dwelling, which blend 
them into the dwelljng and limit visibility fiom surrounding dwellings. 

2. The site is adequate for the development of the proposed wireless commufications 
facility and, for sites located in one of the prohibited and/or restricted areas set forth in 
Sections 13.10.6hl(b) and 13.10.661 (c), that the applicant has demonstrated that there 
are not environmentally equivalent or superior and technically feasible: ( I )  alternative 
sites outside the prohibited and restricted areas; and/or (2) alternative designs for the 
proposed facility as conditioned. 

This finding can be made; in that pursuant to County Code Section 13.10.662(c), facilities 
located within the restricted zone districts are required to provide an alternatives site analysis. 
Ordinarily: when a new site is selected an alterative site analysis w~ould evaluate other alternative 
sites where equal or superior cell coverage can be provided and a determination by staff can be 
completed to confirm that the selected site limits site visibility and minimizes visual impacts. 
This site Is unique in that i t  is an existing site currently operated by AT&T previously approved, 
but not fully exercised (a building perniit was not issued by the Department). The applicant 
provided a rationale for this location within that context noting that that this site was originally 
selected because i t  provides superior coverage and would leave a gap in the coverage if another 
site had been selected. Site coverage mapping information and an email response to the site 
analysis requirement is provided and serves as the alternatives si te analysis, included in the 
findings by reference, that support this location selection. Staff concurs with the applicant with 
regard to site selection based on t formation provided. Staff also finds that this site Is ideal 
in terms of Iimiting-QiiYiaY impact urrounding properties and sensitive scenic receptors: 
Another site would only be recommended by staff if the selected site will result i n  si-gnificant 
visual impacts to surrounding properties or to a sensitive scenic comdor. This site is not visible 
to any scenic corridor or to surrounding properties gven the existing mature trees between 
properties. Additional alternative site analysis is  not necessary at this time for these reasons. 

3 ’The subject property upon which the wireless comiunications facilily IS to be built i s  in  
cornpliance with all rules and regulations pertdining to zoning uses, subdivisions and any 
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Application ti 08-0256 
A P W  040-27 1-62 
Owner. Camille and Timothy Washovich 

other applicable provisions of this title (County Code 13.1  0.660) and that all zoning 
violation abatement costs, if any, have been paid. 

This finding can be made, in that the existing residential and commercial use orthe subject 
property is in compliance with the requirements of the zone district and General Plan 
designation, in which i t  is located. I t  should be noted that the subject application was determined 
to be “complete” pnor to adoption of the recently revised wireless communication facilities. The 
Board o f  Supervisors excluded complete applications from current wireless facility replat ions.  
However: the proposed project complies with both the previous ordinance and recently adopted 
ordinance language. I t  should be noted that the ordinance amends standards addressing co- 
located facijities and iocarion o f  faciiiries within dose  ploxiiiiii:y io scho~ls .  ’The proposed 
project is considered a new wireless facility and not a co-located facility. 

The subject parcel is zoned KA (Residential Agnculature), an identified “Restricted Zone 
District.” New wireless transmission facilities are allowed uses within the restricted zone district 
pursuant to County Code Section 13.10.661, where i t  can be determined that the faciljty will 
“eliminate or substantially reduce one or more significant gaps in the applicant camer’s network; 
and there are no viable, technically feasible, and environmentally equivalent or supenor 
alternatives outside the prohibited and restricted areas.. that would eliminate or substantially 
reduce said significant gaps.“ The applicant had originally located this cell facility at this 
location, and received approval; because it  would eliminate a gap in their network. And pursuant 
to this code section, the proposed site also minimizes visual intrusion to surrounding properties 
and to scenic comdors because i t  is not visible to surrounding properties or to any sceiiic 
corn-dor. 
permit and issuance of a building perniit for the facility. 

Furthermore, the project will be brought into compliance with issuance of this use 

N o  7oning violation abatement fees are applicable to the subject propem even though thls site I S  

cunently operating without a permit 

4. The proposed wireless communication facility as conditioned will not create a hazard for 
aircraft in flight. 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed antennas will be located below the aircrafi travel 
path. 

5. The proposed wireless communication facility as conditioned is in compliance with all 
FCC and California PCC standards and requirements. 

This finding can be made, in that the radio frequency exposure levels were evaluated based on 
the power densities rekulting from the operation of the existing as wellras the proposed antennae.. 
array. The analysis was conducted by TRK Engineering. The result shown on Exhbit H, 
indicate that the maximum ambient R F  levels at ground level due to the existing wireless 
communications facilities and the proposed operation are calculated to be 36 YO percent o f the  
most restnctive applicable limit and the maximum exposure or1 nearby buildings is .760/0 of the 
most restrictive applicable limit worst case. 

IT 6 For ww.zless cornmumcation f a c ~ l ~ t ~ e s  In the coastal Lone the propo5ed wtreleas 
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Application 0 8 ~ 0 2 5 6  
A P N  040~271-62  
0wner: Camille and  Timothy Washovlch 

communication l'acility as conditioned is consistent with the applicable requirements of 
the Local Coastal Program 

The proposed project site IS not located within the coastal zone 

2 9 / 9 9  
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Appllcalion H 08-0256 
A P K  040-271~6?  
Ownei Camille and I i m o t h y  Washuvich 

I 1) ev el opm en t Permit Find in gs 

I .  T h a t  the proposed location ofthe project and the conditions under which i t  would be 
operated or mainlained will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or welfare of persons 
residing or working in the neighborhood or the general public, and will not result in 
inefficient or wasteful use of energy, and will not be materially injurious lo properties or 
improvements in the vicinity. 

This finding can be made, in that the project is located in an area designated for Wireless uses 
and is not encumbered by physical constraints to development. Construction will comply with 
prevailing building technology, the California Building Code, and the County Building ordinance 
to insure the optimum in safety and the conservation of energy and resources. The proposed 
wireless use will not deprive adjacent properiies or the neighborhood of light, air; or open space, 
in that the structure meets all current setbacks that ensure access to light, air, and open space in 
the neighborhood. However, an air conditioning unit located on the outside of the equipment 
building intermittently turns on to cool the inside temperature. Staff was contacted by 
neighbonng property owner that complained of noise from this site disrupting their sleep during 
the night. This unit turned on during the staff site visit and although the noise level is low, i t  
seems appropriate that noise generation be limited so that the quiet character of the residential 
zone district can be maintaincd. Thus, the project is conditioned to eliminate this air 
conditioning urUt from the building prior to issuance o f a  building pennit. Other suitable design 
alternatives may be provided in the building plans such as the creation of air vents, or other 
design that allows for air circulation to occur without noise generation. Changes to the design 
will not affect the visibility of the facility to neighboring properties and does not require 
additional approval. 7-he project i s  also conditioned to prohibit generators from the site to avoid 
the same noise issues. 

2. That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under which i t  would be  
operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances and the 
puvose  of the zone district in which the site is located. 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed location of the cell facility and the conditions 
under which i t  would be operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County 
ordinances and the purpose of the RA (Residential Agriculture) zone district in that the primary 
use of the property will be one residential dwelling. 

3 7 hat the proposed use is consistent bith all elements of the  County General Plan and with 
any specific plan which has been adopted for the area 

Thjs finding can be made In that the proposed cell facility I S  consistent with the us? and density 
requirements specified for the RR (Rural Res~dential) land use designation in the County General 
PI an 

The proposed cell facility will not adversely impact the light, solar opportunities, air, andlor open 
space available to other structures or properties, and meets all current site and development 
standards for the zone district as specified in Policy S.1.3 (Residential Site and Developn3ent 
Slandards Ordinance), i n  that the cell facjlity will not adversely shade adjacent properti A 
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The proposed cell facility will not be improperly proportioned to the parcel size or the character of 
the neighborhood as specified in General Plan Policy 8.6. I (Maintaining a Relationship Between 
Structure and Parcel Sizes), in that the proposed cell facility will comply with the site standards for 
the Residential A p c u l t u r e  zone district (including, lot coverage, floor area ratio, height, setbacks, 
and number of stones) and will result in a structure consistent with a design that could he approved 
on any similarly sized lot i n  the vicinity. In addition, the monopole and other antennas are not 
visible from surrounding properties, which comply with General Plan and Zoning Ordinance policies 
limiting visual impacts. 

A specific plan has not been adopted lor this portion oi the C‘ounty 

4 That the proposed use will not overload utilities and will no1 generate more than the 
acceptable level of traffic on the streets in the vicinity 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed facility will not generate additional traffic except 
that necessary to add the proposed antenna and service the facility, or adversely impact existing 
roads and intersections in the surrounding area. However, the project has been conditioned to 
require the property owner to enter into the road maintenance association, if they have not 
already done so, to cover the share of road improvement costs associated with the dwelling and 
wireless facility. 

5 .  That the proposed project will complement and harmonize with the existing and proposed 
land uses in the vicinity and will be compatible with the physical design aspects, land L I S ~  

intensities: and dwelling unit densities of the neighborhood. 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed cell facility is currently situated among existing 
trees, which screen the structures @ole and building) from view. This existing facility is only 
visible once you are on the subject property adjacent to the development because the properly 
slopes up  a steep hill from the property line t o  the location of the development. The proposed 
development project is consistent with the  Design Standards and Guidelines (sections 13.1 1.070 
through 13.1 1.076), and any other applicable requirements of this chapter. 

A 
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.4pplicaiion ii 06 0256 

O w w  Camille znd Timothy W a ~ h o \ i c h  
P9h 040 271 62 

Conditions of Approval 
1)evelopment Permit No 08-0256 

Assessor's Parcel No 040-271-62 
Property Owner Camille and Tmothy Washov~ch 

Exhibit A: Project plans prepared by Jeffiey Rome arid Associates, datetj 5/22/08 

1. This pennit recognizes a 48 foot monopole with antenna, three panel antennas installed 
on a single family dwelling, existing equipment building, inslallation of-one new 
equipment cabinet, one antenna; and the reuse and conversion of one existing GSM 
antenna for use as a UMTS antenna located on the existing deck suppon. 7 h i s  approvai 
does not confer legal status on any existing stmcture(~) or existing use(s) on the subject 
prop~r ty  lhat are not specifically authorized by this pennit. Pnor to exercising any rights 
granted by this permit including, without limitation, any construction or site disturbance, 
the applicantiowner shall: 

A Sign, date, and return to the Planning Department one copy of the approval to 
indicate acceptance and agxement with the conditions thereof 

B. Obtain a Building Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official 

I .  Any outstanding balance due to the PlannJng 1)epartment must be paid 
prior to making a Building Permit application. Applications for Building 
Pennits will not be accepted orprocessed while there is an oulstanding 
balance due. 

C. The applicant shall remove the air conditioning unit from the existing equipment 
facility. The applicant shall obtain any necessary building permits for said work 
including a demolition permit, as needed. 

11. Prior to issuance of a Building Permit the applicadowner shall: 

A. Submit proof that these conditions have been recorded in the official records of 
the County of Santa Cruz (Office of the County Recorder). 

B. Submit final aJChitectUral plans for review and approval by the P l a n i n g  
Department. The final plans shall be in substantial compliance with the plans 
marked Exhibit "A" on file with the Planning Department. Any changes from the 
approved Exhibit "A" for t h s  developinent pennit on the plans submitted f'or the 
Building Permit inust be clearly called out and labeled by standard archtectural, :- 
methods to indicate sucli changes. Any changes that are not properly called out 
and labeled will not be authorized by any Building Permit that is issued for the 
proposed development. The final plans shall include the following addit~onal 
information: 

. 

A I .  One elevation shall indicate inatencils and colors as they were 



Applicalion ri. 08-0256 
APN 040.271-62 
Owner Carnille and Timolhy Washovich 

been approved with t h ~ s  Discretionary Appl~cdtion, in addillon to ihowing 
the matenals and colors on the ele~at ion,  the applicant shall supply a coloi 
and rnatenal board in 8 %" x 1 1 "  formal for Planning Department r e v i m  
and approval 

2. Grading, drainage, and erosion control plans 

3 .  The building plans must include a roof plan and a surveyed contour map of 
the ground surface, supeninposed and extended to allow height 
measurement of all features. Spot elevations shall be provided at points 011 

r'ne structure thal have the greatest difference beiween ground surface and 
the highest portion of the structure above. This requirement is in additjon 
to the standard requirement of detailed elevations and cross-sections and 
the topography of the project site which cleady depict the total height of 
the proposed structure. Maximum height is 28-feel. 

Details showing compliance with fire department requirements, including 
all requirements of the IJrban Wildland Intermix Code, i f  applicable. 

4. 

5. Building plans shall eliminate the generator receptacle from the building 
plans to ensure that a generator is prohibited from this site. 

C. Submit four copies of ihe approved Discretionary Permit with the Conditions of 
Approval attached. The Conditions ofApprova1 shall be  recorded pnor to 
submittal, if applicable. 

D Obtain an Environmental llealth Clearance COT this project from the County 
Department o f  Environmental 13ealth Services 

E. Meet all requirements and pay any applicable plan check fee of the Aptos La 
Selva Fire Protection District. 

F. Submit 3 copies of a soils report prepared and stamped by a licensed Geotechnical 
Engineer for review and approval. 

G Submit a wntten statement xigned by an authonzed representalive of the school 
distnct in which the project IS located confirming payment in full o f  all applicable 
developer fees and other requirements lawfully impoced by the school distnct 

Submit evldeiice that thc property owner has joined tht: Skyward Road 
maintenance association 

H 

111. All construction shall be performed according to the approved plans for the Building 
Permit. Prior to final building inspection, the appljcant~owner must meet the following 
conditions: 

A All site improvements shown on the i;nal approbed Building Permit plans shall he 

H!# A 
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Application #. 08-0256 
,APN 040~271-62  
Ownrr: Camille and Timothy W a s h o v ~ c h  

installed 

B All inspections required by the building p e n t  ihall be conipleted to the 
satisfaction o f  the County Building Official 

C .  Pursuant to Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100 of the County Code, if  at any time 
during site preparation, excavation, or other ground disturbance associated with 
this development, any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological 
resource o r  a Native Amencan cultural site is discovered, the responsible persons 
shall immediately cease and desist fiom all further site excavation and notify the 
Sheriff- Coroner it the discover): contains human remains, or the Planning Director 
if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures established in 
Sections 16.40.040 and 16.42.100, shall he observed. 

IV. Operational Conditions 

A.  

B. 

C .  

13. 

E. 

F. 

The wireless communication facility may not be connected to a power source or 
operated until a final inspection and clearance from the Santa Cm7 Counly 
Planning 1)eparIment has been received 

The use of temporary generators to power the wireless conimunication facility are 
not allowed 

A11 noise generated from the approved use shall be contained on the property. 

The exterior finish and materials of the wireless conimunicalion facility must be  
maintained on an annual basis to continue to blend with the existing utilities 
infrastructure. Additional paint and/or replacement materials shall be installed as 
necessary to blend the wireless communication facility with the existing utilities 
infrastructure. 

A n y  existing vegetative screening of the project site and facilities must be 
maintained throughout the duration of the approved use. Tree removals or 
excessive pruning which reduce the visual screening of the project site are not 
allowed. If visual screening is reduced due to natural causes, replacement trees 
will be required which provide adequate visual screening of the project site and 
facilities. 

The operator of the wireless communication facility must submit within 9 0  days 
oicdriimencement'tjTnorma1 operatjons (or witliin 90 days of any major - ~ 

modification of power output o f  the facility) a wntten reporl to the Santa Cruz 
County P l a n ~ n g  Department documenting the measurements and findings with 
respecl to compliance with the established Federal Commufications Commission 
(FCC) Non-Ionizing Electromagnetic Kadiation (?JEIR) exposure standard. The 
wireless communication facility must remain in  continued compliance with the 
NElR standard established by the FCC: at all times. Failure to submit I-equired 
reports OJ to remain i n  continued compliance with the NFIR standard est 
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by  the FCC will he a violation of the terms of this permit 

G If: in the future, the pole based utilities are relocated underground at this location, 
the operator of the wireless communication facility must abandon the facility and 
be responsible for the removal of all permanent structures and the restoration of 
the site as needed to re-establish the area consistent with the character o f the  
surrounding natural landscape. 

H .  If, as a result of future scientific studies and alterations of industry-wide standards 
resulting from those studies, substantial evidence is presented to Santa CJUZ 
County thai r ad io  frequency t r a n s m i s ~ i ~ n l ;  may pose. a hzzird !n h u ~ a n  hez!th 
and/or safety, the Santa Cruz County Planning Department shall set a public 
hearing and in its sole discretion, may revoke or modiEy the conditions of this 
permit. 

1. If future technological advances would allow for reduced visual impacts resulting 
from the proposed telecommunication facility: the operator of the wireless 
communication facility must make those modifications which would allow for 
reduced visual impact of the proposed facility as part of the normal replacement 
schedule. if, in the future, the facility is no longer needed, the operator of the 
wireless communication facility must abandon the facility and be responsible for 
the removal of all permanent structures and the restoration of the site as needed to 
re-establish the area consistent wi th  the character of the surrounding natural 
1 andscape. 

J .  Any modification in the type of equipment shall be reviewed and acted on by the 
Planning Department staff. The County may deny the modification or amend the 
approved conditions at that time, or the Planning Director may refer i t  for public 
hearing before the Zoning Administrator. 

I(. The access road shall be permanently maintained to allow access to emergency 
vehicles at all times. Any obstruction of the access road, as a result of neglect or 
lack of maintenance, will be in  violation of the conditions of this permit. 

L. ‘The equipment cabinet area must be locked at all times except when authorized 
personnel are present. The antennas must not be accessible to the public. 

M A11 site, building, secunty and landscape lighting shall be directed onto the lease 
site and away from adjacent propeflies Li&t sources shall not be visible from 
adlacent propenies Building and secunty lighting shall be integrated into the 
building deslgn and shall he operated \ ~ t h  a manual o d o f f s w i t ~ l ~  7 he s ~ t e  shall 
be unlit except uhen authonzed perwnnel are present at night 

N .  Transfer of Ownership: In the event that the original permittee sells its interest in 
the permitted wireless communications facility, the succeeding camer shall 
assume all responsibilities concerning the project and shall be held responsible tci 

the County for maintaining consistency with all project cond~tlons of approval, 
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O w n e r  Cami l l e  and Tilmolhy Washowch 
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including proof of Iiabiljty insurance. Within 30-days of a transfcr of ownershjp, 
the succeeding camer shall provide a new contact name to the Planning 
Department 

V.  As a condition of t h s  development approval, the holder of this development approval 
(“Development Approval Holder”), is required to defend, indemnify, and hold harmless 
the COUNTY, its officers, employees; and agents, from and against any claim (including 
attorneys’ fees), against the COUNTY, i t  officers, employees, and agents to attack, set 
aside, void, or annul this development approval of the COUNTY or any subsequent 
amendment of this development approval which is requested by the Development 
Approval Holder. 

A.  COUNTY shall promptly notif)? the Development Approval Holder of any claim: 
action, or proceeding against which the COUNTY seeks to be defended: 
indemnified; or held harmless. COUNTY shall cooperate h l l y  in such defense. If  
COlJNTY fails to notify the Development Approval Holder within sixty (60) days 
of any such claim, action: or proceeding, OJ fails to cooperate fully in the defense 
thereof, the Development Approval Holder shall not thereafter be responsible to 
defend, indemnify, or hold hamless the COUNTY if such failure to notify or 
cooperate was significantly prejudicial to the Development Approval Holder. 

B. Nothing contained herein shall prohibit the COUNTY from participating in the 
defense of any claim, action, or proceeding if both of the following occur: 

I .  COUNTY bears its own attorney’s fees and costs; and 

2 .  COUNTY defends the action in good faith. 

C. Settlement. The Development Approval Holder shall not be required to pay or 
perform any settlement unless such Development Approval Holder has approved 
the settlement. l a e n  representing the County, the Development Approval Holder 
shall not enter into any stipulation or settlement modifying or affecting the 
interpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the development 
approval without the prior written consent o f  the County. 

D ~- Successors Bound “Development Approval Holder” shall include the applicant 
and the successor’(s) in interest, transferee( s), and assigp(s) of the applicant 

Minor varidhons to ttus p e m t  w h c h  d e  not affecl the overall c o n c e p  or density may be approved by the P l a ~ l n g  
Duector at  the request of the applicanr or staff in aworddnce with Chapter 18 10 of  tbe Couniy Code 

Please note: This permit expires hvo years from the effective date listed below unless a 
building perrnjt (or permits) is obtained for the primary structure described in the 
development permit (does not include demolition, temporary power pole or othcr site 
preparation permits, or accessory structurcs unless these are the primary subject of the 
development permit). Failure to exercise the buildhig permit and lo complete all of the 
conslr-uction under the huilding permit, rrsulling in the expiration of the building permit, 
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will void tbe development permit, unless there are special circumstancer as  determined by 
the Planning Director. 

Approval Date 

Effective Date ~ _ _  

Expiration Date _ _ _ _ _ _ ~  

_ _ _ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ _  - ~ ___ 
Don Bussey 
Deputy Zoning Administrator I'roJect Planner 

S h e ~  I a M cDam el 

Appeals- A n y  propem owner: or other person aggrieved, or any other person whose interests are adversely affected 
by any acl o r  determination o f  the Zorung Admjnistrator~ may appeal the act OJ determination to the Planning 

Commission in accordance with chapter 18.1 0 of the Santa Cruz County  code^ 
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Application Number 08-0256 
Assessor Parcel Number 040-271 -62 
Project Location 685 Skyward Dnve, Aptos, CA 95003 

Project Description: Recognize a 48 foot monopole with antenna, generator, propane tank for an I 
existing facility that includes 3 antennas on a single family dwelling. 1 nen 
cabinet, 1 antenna. and reuse 1 existing antenna on deck support. 

The Santa Cmz County Planning Department has reviewed the project described below and has 
determined that It is exempt from the provisions of CEQA as specified in Sections I 5061 - 15332 of 
CEQA for the reason(s) which have been specified in this document. 

Person or Agency Proposing Project: dames Cosgrove 

Contact Pbone Number: (415) 233-3838 

A .  - 
R .  __ 

c. __ 

D. - 

The proposed activity is not a project under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378. 
The proposed activity Is not subject to CEQA as specified under CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15060 (c). 
Ministerial Project involving only the use of fixed standards or objective 
measurements without personal judgment. 
Statutory Exemption other than a Ministerial Project (CEQA Guidelines Section 
IS260 to 15285). 

Specify type: 

I!!. x Categorical Exemption 

Specify type: Class 1 - Existing Facilities (Section 15301) 
Class 3- New Small Structures 

F. Reasons why tbe project is exempt: 

Proposal to recognize an existing N ireless coinrnun~cation facilities and make mi no^ modifkations to 
the structure and use. 
In addition. none of the condrtrons deicnbed in Section 15300 2 apply to this project 

~ 

Pi 
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FEDERAL COMMl!NICATIOKS COMMISSION (FCC) 
COMPLIANCE STUDY ON 

NON-IONIZING ELECTROMAGNETIC FL4DlATION (NJEII) 
EXPOSUHE 

Prepared for: 

CNU3498 
JACKS ON OVERLAY 
685 SKYWARD DRIVE 

APTOS, CA 
95003 - *  _ _  . 1 
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Jackson O\ er la )  CN113498 
h l a y  30. 2008, J t w .  0 

Page 1 

A T 6 2 7  is pimposing to deploy new LIMTS in addition IO the existing GSM services at Its wIrcless 
coininunjcalion faciljty located a t  the above addiess  (Figuie I ) .  Sectoi- C consists of  a 40'  wood 
pole w i t h  two directional antennas inside a compound surrounded by retaining wall. Sector B is 
located 160' away on a building roof deck wilh tlrree directional antennas. The bujlding is 
iurim\inded b y  4 .  high chain l ink  fence and gales. One new indoor equipment cabinet w i l l  be 
i!israllrd inside the existing shelter. Access to the facilities Is restricted lo authorized personnel. 

Figure 1 .  Area surrounding facility 
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-. . 1 nis study: and the calcuiations performed therein, i:, h s e d  on Bulletin &' which  adopts  
ANSI C95.1-1992 and NCJW staadards.  I n  particular, equation I O  from section 2 o f  the guideiiiie 
is used as a mode1 (in conjunctioi? wi th  knowi,  antenna tradiation pattern:) f G i  calcu1ating the 
p o w e r  density at diffe:ecI. points o f  interest. 'Phis information will he I J S ~  t!? j u d g e  the RF 
cxpoqure !eve1 incident upon the generai popula~ior?. arid any err?ployee pi-esr-nt in the a rea .  I t  
should be noted that ground reflection of JXJ? waves i n s  been taken into account.  

FCC'S MAXIMUM P E ~ ~ 1 S S l H L E  EXI'OSUIW, (MPE) LIMIT: 

In  order to  evaluate the R F  exposure level, [he power densities a t  different locations of intei-est 
h a v e  heel? exainined. Equatiorl I O  from Bulletin 65 is repi-qduced here  as  equation 1 : 

T h e  RF exposui~e level for a six-foot tall person standing near the AT&T facility is analyzed.  l o i  
t he  worsI-case scenario, we assume that the faci l jv  will radiate the inaxiin~~in number of channel: 
for ail tlie technologies at the same time, with each channel at its ~naxiinurn power  level. Please 
refer to scenario I in appendix A for the coinplete geometry and analysis. T h e  h i g h e s t  exposui-e 
locat ion is found to be  approxiinately 7 '  froin the roof deck. The calculations of the inaximuin 
cumulat ive RF power densities are shown  i n  Table  2. 

The Maximum Pei-missihle Exposure (MPE) limit for I900 MHz PCS facility fbr oerreral *? 

pcpulaticn/uncontrolled exposure i s  I000 p\b'/cnl', anii 560 p\V/cnli fol- 650  MWz facility . At 
this location, the power densjry froin the l-acility i '  calculated to be 36.2% o f  tlie MPE l i m i t .  



J a c l ~ o r r  Ovci-lay CNU3438 
M a y  30, 2008, Jiev. 0 

Page 3 

__~-_ Scenario 2 -  Maxin~iini Exposure on meorby bni1uing.s 

In the sui-i-ound~ng areas; there ai-e l o ~ v  density residential hollses. The R ~ F  exposure ;eveis on the 
nearby buildings are evaluated. Please refer to scenazo  2 in apperrdix A $,ar ilie complete 
geometry and analysis. Again, we assume all antelmas arc transinirihg with maximum power 
level at the same time. The maximum exposure is found to be 011 the ~oof top  of the nearest 
building to the facility. The calculations for th is  location arc summarized i n  ’fable 3.  The higjies1 
exposure location is found to be approxiinately 360‘ from tlie sector 13 a n r e ~ a s .  The maximum 
power densjty is calculated to be 0.76% of the MPE limit. 

Conclusion: 

There Is a relatively low level of KF energy directed either above 01- below the horjzontal plane of 
the antennas. Under “worst-case” conditions: rhe calculations shown above predict that the 
maximum possible KF exposure is 36.2% of the MPE limit. There wi l l  be less RI-‘ exposure at 
othe:~ locations near or away from die coinpound. Therefo:-e; the proposed ~nodif~catIons to A1  &T 
wireless coinmunications facility will comply w i ~ h  the genci al populatio:~~unsontrolled l i m i t .  

FCC COMPLIANCE: 

C h l y  trained persons will be permitted to access the facility arid the antennas. They will be  made 
fully aware of the potential for IiF exposure and can choose to  exercise control over their exposure 
that is within the occupationalico~~trolIcd limits which is 5 limes higher than the uncontrolled 
I im i t s.  

The general populationluncontrolled exposure near the facility, including persons on tlie gTolllld 
level, in nearby open areas, and inside or 011 ex is t~r~g  nearby buildings wi l l  have RF exposure ITIUCII 
lower than the “worst-case” sccriai~io; which is only a sinall percentage of the  MPE l imi t .  
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Scenario 1: Standing Near T h e  Facillty 

T h e  ntghest CXDOL-urc I cca t~cn  at g r c u n d  I rom the a n t e n n t  

perron's 'le8ghl IH,) = 

SPCtD,  c 
6 ti 

i' s e L : i  c 

/' 



Sector E 
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persun's height (H,) = 6 ll  

Residen'iil bu ldmg within Sector @ 

Residenlial building vrithin Srctar B 

HB=-._-l t i  ( 63C I t  tiom the  io01 ceck) 

0 0780  

0 G453 

10 00 

10 OG 

Tota l  0 2466  

HE= 16 f l  ( 680 I: tiom !he rncnopa'e! 

5 4 / 9 9  
3 01 c 



I J 

AP14/17-880119401065E/ADT/XXP 742-264 

65" Multiband Directional Antenna 
&$ *giy-g-&kq 
S C A L A  D I V I S I O N  

KathreNv's 3u-I D z n d  a n l e r f i a s  a r e  readjt fc r  3G app l ica t ions ,  
cove:irig ali ev iz t ino  .wreI?ss bacds  as well as ail sprc!rurr- urder 
cons!deration 'or future systerns, FiMPS FCS 3r:c 3GiUh2T5 
These c r o s s - o c l a r i z e d  an lennas offel diversity opera t ion  Ip. 

the same space ac a convenl~onal 800 MHz antenna.  a n d  a r e  
mountable c n  our cornpac: sect f i i  bracke:s. 

. W,de b a n d  operation. 

. Exceptional :~??ertnnd!iIalion .:harat?er:cllcc 

- Rerncle COnt ic l  ready. 

- V a r i o u s  ca in,  beamwidth ar,d downtill ranges 

. High strength pultruded fiberglass rsdorne. 
AISG compatible. 

Frequency range 824-960 M H 2  

Impedance SO ohms 
VSWR 

1710-2170 blHz 
~ ~ 

~ _ _ _  

Connector 
Isolation inirasystern >30 dE 

4 x 7/16 DIN ternale 

>50 dE (82&960// 1 7 1 G  2170 14tl2j 

~- - ~ 

inlersyslem 
~ - ~~~ ~ 

Weigh! 
D i m e n s i o n s 

36.4 Ib (16.5 kg) 
51 8 x 10.3 x 5.5 inches 
- -- - 

Wind S U l V l V d l  lal ing' 

Shippins dimersians 

120 mp'l (200 kph) 
64 x 12 x 8 inches 
11626 x 301 x 2 0 3  mmi 

- __--- - 

~ 

Sbipp'ng weichl 
Mounting 

45 Ib (20 4 kg) 
Fixed mount options are avalIaLilE for 2 to 
4.6 inch (50 lo 1 1 5  mm! CD masts 

.~ ~ 

S e e  reverse lor order informalion 

Hoil iontal patlern V~rliczl pattern 
1 4 S ' ~  pclaiization +d5"-  polarizslion 

C"-14 '  electrica! downtill 

tiorircn!al pjllfri Vertical p a l e r n  
245'- polaiizat on t 4 5 ' -  polarization 

G"-R" eleclrical dawntil! 

1710-1880 M H z  1850-1990 M H i  1920-2170 MHz SEcilications: 824-894 M H z  870-960 MH2 

Gain 12 dRdi l4  dE3 12 dRd:l4 661 i 4  5 dOd/16 S d t3  1 4  h dEdli6.8 d B  15 d f 3 d t 1 7  dBI 

Fronlbto-back t ~ t i c  >2E, dB (co-polar) > 2 F  dFi (co-polar) > i 5  di3 (co-polar) >:5 dB (ca~polar) >25  d6  ~- !co~oolar) ~ __ ..~ 

Maxinium input poaer 250 waits (a1 50°C) 2% watts (a: 50°C) 200 'watts (at 50°C) 200 walfs (at 50°C)  200 WatiS fat 50°C) 
65" (haltLpower) 65' (hallbpower! 03" (halt-power) 145"  and -45" polarizalion 68" (halt-power) ES" l hd l -power )  

horizontal bearnwidlh ___ ____ . - ~ - - ~~ ~~~ ~ 

+45"  and -45 "  polarization 16" (half-power) 14 5" (halikoower) 7 8' (hall-power) 7 3 '  (hall-power) 6 8. (hall-power) 
vertical beamwidth -~ ~- -~ 
Electricai dov.riill 0"-14" 
CGnlinUoIJSly adjustable 

11rs1 sidelobe ibove horizon 1 4  14 1 3  dB 14 1 4  1 3 d B  1 4  14 1 L d E  16 ;6  1 L d B  

Cross polar ratio 

S E C t C l  *60' >10 dE? 

~ 

__  __~-  -- 

___ ~- 

O'-la '~ O"-k" 0'-6' 0'-8" 

~ ~ 

Sidelabe suppression tor 0' 7' 1 4 ' 1  0' 7" 1 4 ' T  0' 4 E  8 ' -  0' 4" 8'7 0" 4 "  8'; 

Main drect ion 0' 20 d E  (lypicai) 20 dt i  (typical) 16 dG ( iyplcai l  l f l  d B  ; l y L N e l l )  20 d R  l typlcal)  

1 5  l e  1 5 d B  
~ 

.10 dB >10 d6  . I O  dU > l o d e  
.- ~- - ~~~ ~- - 



Four DualPcl@ an:enrlas undfr one radome . Interleaved dipole technalogv provldlng fcr  ? t ' ract l ' tc ,  low wlnd load 
rne c h a n I c al p d c k a g e 
i d ~ h  ar i iy r i i i6  IS ii ideperiden1iy cGpooie 01 l ie lo  a o ~ u s r a o i e  electrical tilt . Fully compatible with Andrew remote e l cc t r l ca l  tllt system 

&e.-rera! Specif icat ions 
Pntenna Tyne 
8 - a  I d  Cus lPo!@ I T e l e t i l t O  

U ~ ~ e l P o l E  dual b a n d .  q u a d  

Opera t ing  Frequency @ a n d  17iCi - 2180 MHr I 82" - 960 M H Z  

E tr i I iric 

Frequency Band,  M H r  

6 e a rn w id t h ,  H or 17 ori fa I, de g r e es 
G a n ,  d 8 d  
Ca in ,  dE3 
Beamwid th ,  Vei t tcal ,  degrees 
E e a m  T i l t ,  degrees 
UDper Sidelobe Suppression (USLS),  :yplc?I, 
dB 
Front - to -Back  R s t i o a t  1PO'.  d O  
Isolat ion,  dB 
VSWR 
3rd Order II'ID a! 2 Y 2 0  W ,  dBc 
Input Power, rnaxirnvm, , v a t t i  
POI a r i l  2 1 ion 
Impedance  

I ightning Protection 

S 1' w ii;c 3 i I cr ! i s  

8 2 4 - 8 9 0  

Gh 
11.9 
1 L . O  
15.0 
0 -  15 

1 5  

28  
30 

1.5.1 
-150 
2 5 0  

1 4 5 0  
5 0  
d r  

G r our: d 

8 7 0 - 9 6 0  

6 0  
3 1.9 
14.c  
i5 .c  
0 - ~  1 s 

I 5  

2 5  
30 

L 5 : 1  
- 1 5 0  
2 5 0  

j i a s o  

50 
I C  

G r o u n d  

1 7 1 0 -  
1880  

60 
1 4 . 4  
3 6 . 5  
7 1  

G - H  

35 

2 5  
30 

1 .5 .1  
- 1  i u  
250 

i 4 5 =  
t; CI 

dc G.o,inc 

1850-  
1990  

6 0  
1 4  7 
1 6  8 
6 5 
3- 5 

1 '  I ,  

27 
10 

1.5: :  
~ 1 5 0  
2 5 0  

i 4 j c  

5c 

dc Ground 

1920-  
2 1 8 0  

6 C  
14 9 
1: 0 
6 0  
0-  8 

I 5  

2 5  
3 0  

1 5 3  
1 8 0  

2 50 
x.15" 

5 0  

d i  G r o u n d  



I :  

14 e c h ;i 11 i ca  I Speci f i  c a  t io n5 
Color O f f  w h i t e  

c o 7 ne ct  o I I n t er f 2 c e 7 ~ 1 6  DIN Ferriale 

Connector  L o c a t i o n  B O t t O r r l  

Connector Quant i ty  e 
V\ih,rd A i  e a ,  n i c Y i m u r T ~  ci.2 n - 2  1 2 . 5  f t 2  

5 2 2 . 6  N @ ID0  rnph I 1 4 0  0 Ibl (3 100 m>h V J i n i  Loacing, maxir rum 
l l i l r i d  S c € e d .  i l Z Y  mlJm i G 1 . L  c m / h  ~ 1 2 5 . 0  ;nph 

D i IT? e nsi o n s 
Depth 
I~ e n s I h 
\AI , d t h 
b e t  W e i g h t  

219.4 rnin 1 11.0 in 

1320.6  m m  I 5 2 . 0  I? 

iCgi.7 rnni I 2 2 . 9 ~  
23.3 k g  1 73.5  It) "- 

Remote  Eiectricak Til! ( R E T )  Information 
Model w i t h  F a c t o r y  l n s t a t l e d  Ac tua tor  

RET System 

Q B X L t i ~ 6 5 6 T A ~ R i M  
T e I c1 i I t 8 

classification 
compl ian t  by Exemption 
Loyc  2 
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at&t 
James Cosgrove 
Site Planning and Acquisition 
56 Bay Road 
Fairfax, CA 94930 

Tel: 415 233 3838 
I Of0 1 io8 

Re: App # 08-0256 

Dear Shelia 

I am providing the following information and documents in  ordeT to deem my application 
complete: 

Alternative Site Analysis and Coverage Objective: 
Included are propagation maps for before and after this site is on air. The coverage 
objective for this site is between HWY 1 ,  from Soquel Drive to Freedom. Based upon 
the position of the hillsides, the elevation of the existing site, willingness at the time of 
the land owner to work with us on a design, this site was considered ideal for obtaining 
the highest percent of the proposed coverage area. 

I am also including a photo of the Cell Site. You and 1 previously discussed, that based 
upon the steepness of the hillside, it is difficult to  obtain photos from the fronl of the 
home. z/ ,A - -  

Jim Cosgrove 

iamestc~rove!u?:comcast .net 
Tel: 41 5 233 3838 

6 0 i 9 9  
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Sheila McDaniel 

From: JAMES COSGROVE [jarnestcosgrove@comcast.net] 
Sent: 

To: Sheila McDaniel 

Cc: Tony Polelti; Chris Moller M; Lisa Elliott; Sean Carpenter; Alex Figueroa 

Subject: Application 08-0256 (3498), Alternative Sile Analysis letter for application 

.~_~~_____._-.___.._.____.I_ __ - 

Wednesday, July 30, 2008 3:40 PM 

Hello Shelia: 

I'm sending this email for application 08-0256, addressing item Number 1 on the incomplete application 
form; A B.P. was not obtained for construction of the original site. Because o f  the time 1hai has passed, 
the  C.U.P. has now expired, and the code has recently changed. This code change is forcing us to 
perform an Alternative Site Analysis (A.S.A.). 

We are asking thai you recognize the existing structure at this location and that AT&T files a B.P. to 
fully meet Building Code Standards and noi perform an A.S.A. for the f'ollowing reasons: 
A.S.A's are historically performed on new build sites within a given search nng, where there are 
several choices of different candidates to decide from in that area we want to cover: i.e. PG&E lattice 
towers, water tanks OJ open land. We decided on this site because of the high probability o f  i t  passing 
Planning and the strategic coverage i t  provides in contributing to our fully messed network that we 
have i n  Santa Cruz. As I'm sure you are aware, a fully meshed network is nothing more than a series of 
strategically placed: over lapping Search Rings, that allow people to move around long distances 
receiving and sending calls, including 91 1 without disruption. 
Although County Code has changed and now requires an A.S.A . This A.S.A. will not provide any 
usefiil data in justifying the cell site placement, unless Planning is considering that we remove the site 
and consider another location within the search ring. This would inevitably leave a gap in the meshed 
network. Locating equipment on an adjacent cell site (AT&Ts or another camers) would leave a gap in 
this search ring. Otherwise we would not have decided on that site to begin with. I understand that 
codes do change and that our C.U.P. fell out of compliance, by allegedly not submitting a B.P., however 
we are asking for another way to resolve this issue, such as realizing a mistake might of occurred and to 
remedy the situation by now getting the site up to building standards as originally proposed. 

Can you please present thus to your manager for review and i f  needed I would ljke to set up a call to 
discuss th~s with you both. 

Photo - I am sending you the only photo we were able to take of the antennas on this site because of the 
fenced in area and the cliffsidc in front of'the antenna deck. 
Drawings - I am sending-you a sofr copy of the drawings w e  submitted S o  you can have an 8,5' X I 
Please let m e  know i f  you wwuld like me to mail you a hard copy. 

Thank you again for a l l  your help on this site 

James T. Cosgrox 

6 3 \ 9 9  
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NTEROFFICE MEMO 

APPLICATION NO: 08-0256 

Date July 1 2008 

To Sheila McDaniel, Project Planner 

From Larry Kasparowitz, Urban Designer 

Re Cellular antennae at Skyward Drive, Aptos 

COMPLETENESS ITEMS 

None 

COMPLIANCE ISSUES 

Design Review Authority 

13.10.663 General development performance standards for wireless communication facilities. 

___ _____ 
Meets c m a F  not Urban Designer's 

In code( b' ) meet criteria 
Evaluation 
Criteria 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ _ _  __ __ _- __ 
SITE LOCATION ___-- 
~~ --- 

Visual character of site 
%e location and development of wireless 
communications facilities shall preserve 
the visual character, native vegetation and 
aesthetic values of the parcel on which 
such facilities are proposed, the 
surrounding parcels and road right-of- 
ways, and the surrounding land uses lo 
the greatesl extent that is technically 
feasible, and shall minimize visual impacts 
on surrounding land and land uses to the 
greatest extent feasible 
Facilities shall be integrated to the 
maximum extent leasible to the existing 
characteristics of the site, and every eflort 
shall be made to avoid, or minimize to the 
maximum extent feasible, visibility of a 
wireless communication facilih, within 

techniques shall be encouraged where 
appropriale 
Suooori facilities shall be intearated to the , ,  - 
existing charactenstics of the slte, so as to 

b' 

c, 
~ 

6 5 / 9 9  



Applicatior~ No: 08-0256 July 1,2008 

Lolocation 
l o  location is generally encouraged in 
jituations where it is the least visually 
Jbtrusive option such as when increasing 
'he heighUbulk of an existing tower would 
result in less visual impact than 
ionstructinq a new separate tower in a 

_______ - ___ _ _ _ _  _ 

on-site vegetation shall be minimized, 
unless such disturbance would 
substantially reduce the visual impacts of 
the facility 
All proposed wireless communication 
facilities shall comply with the policies of 
the County General PlardLocal Coastal 
Plan and ail applicable development 
standards lor the zoning district in which 
the facility is to be located, particularly 
policies for proteclion of visual resources 
(i.e., General PladLCP Section 5.10). 
Public vistas from scenic roads, as 
designated in General Plan Section 
5 10.10, shall be afforded the highest level 
oQrotection. ___-___ ~ 

- 

Non-flammable Materials 
All wireless communication facilities shall 
be constructed of non-flammable material, 
unless specifically approved and 
conditioned by the County lo be otherwise 
(e g , when a wooden structure may be 
necessa-mlnimire - visual impact) 

________ 

________ l o w e r  Type 
All telecommunication towers shall be self- 
supporting monopoles except where 
satisfactory evidence is submitted to the 
appropriate decision-making body that a 
non-monopole (such as a guyed or lattice 
tower) is required or enwonmenldlly 

__-- 

c/ -r--- 

+-7- ~~._____ -- superior 
All quy wires must be sheathed for their 
- 

entie length with a plastic or other suitable 
covering ____ -~ ___ 

6 6  I 9 9  
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- Support Facilities 

underground shall be located and 
designed to minimize their visibility and, if 
appropriate, disguise their purpose to 
make them less prominent. These 
structures should be no taller than twelve 
(12) feet in height, and shall be designed 
to blend with existing architecture and/or 
the natural surroundings in the area or 
shall be screened from sight by mature 

I-- Any supporl facilitles no1 placed 

I__ 1.-- 1 landscaping. 
i_ 

Exterior Finish __--- 

All support facilities, poles, towers, 
antenna SUPPO~S, antennas, and other 
components of communication facilities 
shall be of a color approved by the 
decision makingbody. 
Components of a wireless communication 
facility which wdl be viewed against soils, 
trees, or grasslands, shall be of a color or 
~ colors consistent __- with these landscapes. A&____! 
Visual Impact Mitigation 
Co-location of a new wireless 
communication facility onto an existing 
lelecommunication tower shall generally 
be favored over construction of a new 

required lo maintain the appearance of the 

tower. 
Owners/operalors of wireless 
cornmunicalion towerslfacilities are 

towerifacility. as approved, throughout its 
yerational life. 

L i g h t h i  _I 
Excepl for as provided for under Section 
13.10.663(a)(5), all wireless communication 
facilities shall be unlit except when 

Roads and Parkin 
All wireless cornrnu%ation f a x e s  shall -r 
be served by the minimum sized roads 
- andgarking _ -  - areas feasible. 

In addition to 
vegetative screening may be necessary to 
minimize wireless communication facility 

____ _ _ _  -1-i-.--?- ~ _ _ _ -  

____ 

___ __--p 

- 

authorizedjeersonnel are presenl at night. - ____ 

~ i 

C/ 

Vegetation Protection 

_p~_ visibilitywithin public viewsheds. i i  _. __ __ 

__ _______ 



Application No: 08-0256 

_- 
All applications shall provide detailed 
landscapehegetation plans specifying the 
non-invasive native plant species to be 
used, including identification of sources to 
be used to supply seeds and/or plants for 
the proiect _-- 
Lnv such landscapehegetation plan shall 
be prepared by a qualified botanist 
experienced with the types of plants 
associated with the facility area. For 
purposes of this section, "mature 
landscaping" shall mean trees, shrubs or 
other vegetation of a size that will provide 
the appropriate level of visual screening 
immediately upon installation. 
All nursery stock, construction materials 
and machinery, and personnel shall be 
free of soil, seeds, insects, or 
microorganisms that could pose a hazard 
to the native species or the natural 
biological processes of the areas 
surrounding Ihe site (e.g., Argentine ants 
or microorganisms causing Sudden Oak 
Death or Pine Pitch Canker Disease). 
Underground lines shall be routed outside 
of plant drip lines to avoid damage lo tree 
and large shrub root syslerns to the 
maximum extent feasible. 

-T----- 
I 

PERMIT CONDITIONS I ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

none 
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C O J N T Y  O F  S A N T A  ' R U Z  
DISCRETIONARY APPLICATION cob,. - N T S  

P r o j e c t  P lanner :  Sheila Mcdaniel D a t e :  January 8 .  2009 
' - o l i c a t i o n  N o . :  08-0256 T ln le .  16 7 5 . 1 8  

APN: 0 4 0 - 2 7 1 - 6 2  Page:  1 

Environmental  Planning Completeness Comments 

REVIEW ON JULY 21. 2008 BY ROBERT S LOVELAND ========= ~ 

N O  COMMENT 

Environmental  Planning Miscel laneous Comments 

REVIEW ON JULY 2 1 .  2038 BY ROBERT S L O V t L k N U  ======_== _ _ -  _ _ .. _ _ _ _ _ - -  

Condit.ions of Approva l .  

1 .  Submit s so i l s  report ( 3  cop ie s )  comple ted  by a Ca1iforni.a licensed geotpchnica l  
enFinecr f o r  review and approval 

NOTE TO PLANNER T h e  mapped resource for t h i s  area was not detected w l t h l n  t h e  
pro3 ec t a rea 5 

Opw Road Engineer ing Completeness Comments 

I A T F S r  COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BFEN SENT TO P L A N N t l i  FOR THIS AGLNCY 

Dpw Road Engineer ing Miscel laneous Comments 

LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT TO PLANNER FOR T H I S  AGENCY 

REVIEW ON JUNE 30.  2008 BY ANWAKGEG M l K Z A  ========:: 

NO COMMENT 

Aptos-La Se lva  Beach F i r e  P r o t  O i s t  Completeness C 

LATEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET BEEN SENT 10 PLANNER FOR T H l S  AGENCY 

.- - - - - _ - _ - REVIEW ON AUGUST 2 0 .  Z O O S  BY E R I N  K STOW ========= 

DEPARTMENT NAME :Ap tos /La  Selvz Fire Dept APPROVED 

Aptos-La Se lva  Beach F i r e  P r o t  D i s t  Miscel laneous 

LAIEST COMMENTS HAVE NOT YET B E F N  SENT TO PLANNER FOR THIS  AGENCY 

REVIEW ON AUGUST 2 0 .  2006 BY F R l N  I( STOW ===--==== 
~ _ _ _ _  - _  _ _  _ _ 

NO COMMFNT 



Aptosha Selva Fire Protection District 
6934 Soquel Drive. Aptos, CA 95003 

Phone # 831 -685-6690 - Fax # 831 -685-6699 

August 19,2008 

Planning Department 
County of Santa Cruz 
Attention: Sheila McDaniel 
701 Ocean Street 
Santa Cruz, CA 95060 

Subject: APN: 40-271-62 / Appl#08-0256 
685 Skyward Drive 

Dear M s .  McDaniel: 

Aptos/La Selva Fire Department has reviewed the plans for the above cited project and  h a s  no 
objections as presented. 

A plan review fee of $50.00 is due and payable to the Aptos/La Selva Fire Department 
PRIOR TO APPROVAL of building application. Reminder: the enclosed Permit/Service 
Fees form must be submitted to the Aptos/La Selva Fire Department at time of payment. 

Any other requirements will be addressed in  the Building Permit phase. 

Plan check is based upon plans submitted to this office. Any changes or alterations shall be re- 
submitted for revjew prior to construction. 

Division 
Fire Protection District 

c c :  Timothy & Camille Washowich 
685 Skyward Drive 
Aptos, CA 95003 

c c :  James Cosgrove 
56 Bay  Road 
Fairfax, CA 94930 

7 0 1 9 9  



Aptoska Selva Fire Protection District 
6934 Soquel Dnve - Aptos, CA 95003 

Phone # 831-685-6690 - Fax #i 831-685-6699 

D I S C m T I O N A R Y  APPLICATION FEE 

P W .  _EmDm!L 
8 / 1 9 / 2 0 0 8  APN: 0 4 0 - 2 7 1 - 6 2  APPL: 0 8 - 0 2 5 6  DATE: 

PROJECT ACDRESS: 6 8 5  S k y w a r d  D r i v e '  Aptos .  CA 9 5 0 0 3  

PROJECT NAME: Washowich Monopoloe 

SFD I I 

OWNER : Timothy & C a m i l l e  Washowich TELEPHONE : 

OWNER 

ADDRESS: 6 8 5  Skyward D r i v e  

S P R I N K L E R E D :  Y e s  [ 1 N o I X I  

SFR [ 1 M m )  [ I COR 1 1 COM I 1 

RATE: $ 5 0  x -  1 HOURS = FEE: $50.00  

TOTAL D W :  $50.00 

Fire  D e p t .  Use Only 

DATE PAID: INITIALS : 

7 1 1 9 9  
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Sheila McDaniel 

From: Warren Eraut [erautlaw@yahoo corn] 

Sent: 

To: Sheila McDaniel 
Subject. Permit #OB-256 

_ _ ~  __ _-___ 

Tuesday, December 02, 2008 10 08 AM 

Dear Mrs. McDaniel: T h s  email concerns the pending application for installation of a 40 foot tower, a 
new (and probably louder) generator, and associated "improvements" to the current use of the 
transmitting tower at 685 Skyward Drive, Aptos. The easement for use of the property was granted to 
the applicant's predecessors in interest by Kip Jackson quite some years ago. The predecessor users of 

despite consistent and regular access to the facility. The predecessors in interests absolutely refused to 
contribute to the road association. The current facility generates an irritating noise at night - lrene and 1 
have spent many a nigh1 listening to the equipment emit the irritating noise. The proposed 
"improvement" of a larger generator will bring with i t  more noise pollution. The current tower is hidden; 
the new one will be an eye-sore and will probably affect resale home values since one will now have to 
disclose the presence of the tower. The equipment that will be required for the installation of the 
"improvements" will involve a significant imposition on the neighborhood as various cranes, and other 
construction equipment try to access h s  site. The only available parking for the equipment will,  of 
course; be our driveway. 1 tried to find a means by whch  to formally object via the County web-site; 1 
was not able to do so. Please let me know if I need to file a formal objection by use o f  some required 
fonn. Othenvise, we would like to be "on record" as formally objecting to this expanded use o f  the 
facility. The one on site is bad enough. T h a d  you. Warren E. Eraut (645 Skyward Drive, Aptos 
(work:688-4569) 

,L- Ll,b -..e ,,lVpLI Ly: along s i t h  the cuiieni users, contribuie nothing i o  <ne mainrenance of the  road association 

12/3/2008 
7 2 / 9 9  
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Sheila McDaniel 

From: Sheila McDaniel 

Sent: 
To: 'Jim Brownson' 

Subject: RE: Proposed Developrnenl on Skyward Drive 

Tuesday, December 02, 2008 1:19 PM 

You are welcome Io make an  appolnlment with m e  and lake a look at the plans Essentially Ihe project proposal 
is lo recognize the existing facility because the facility was previously approved. but the applicant did not oblain a 
building permlt lor Ihe facility. 

-----Original Message----- 
From: 3im Broivnson [ mailto:jimbrownson@eatthlink.net] 
Sent: Friday, November 28, 2008 2 2 8  PM 
To: Sheila McDaniel 
Subject: Proposed Development on Skyward Drive 

Greetings Sheila, 

I am the Skyward Drive Road Association Presidenl A number of neighbors have asked me about the 
proposed development for an ATBT cell lower O n  Skyward Drive I told the lhal I would attempt to gel more 
inlormalion 

How can we find out more about lhis proposal 7 

Sincerely, Jim grownson 684-1963 

7 3 1 9 9  
3/9/2009 
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Ownci Carn?lle and TirnoIhy Washovich 

Standards Ordinance), in that the cell facility will no1 adversely shade adjacent properties 

The proposed cell facility will not be  improperly propoi?ioned to the parcel size or the character of 
the neighborhood as specified in General Plan Policy X.6. I ( M a i n t a i ~ n g  a Relationship Between 
Structure a n d  Parcel Sizes): in thal the proposed cell iacility will comply with the site standards for 
the Residential Agriculture zone district (including, lot coverage, floor area ratio, hei&ht, setbacks, 
and number of stories) and will result in a structure consistent with a design that could be approved 
on any similarly sized lot in the vicinity. Ln addition, the monopole a n d  other antennas are not 
visible from surrounding properties, which comply with General Plan and Zonhig Ordinance policies 
limiting visual impacts. 

A specific plan has not been adopted for this portion of the County 

4 1 hat the proposed use will  not overload utilities and will not generate more than the 
acceptable level of traffic on the streets in the kicinity 

This finding can be made, in that the proposed rac1llty wi l l  not generate additional traffic except 

roads and intersections in the surrounding area However. the project has been conditioned to 
require the property owner to enter into the road maintenance association, i f  they have not 
already done so, to cover the share of road unprovement costs associated \bith the dwelling and 
wireless facility 

I , 
that necessary to add the proposed antenna and service the facility. or adversely impact existing \ jF  

5.  That the proposed project will complement and harmonize with the existing and proposed 
land uses in the vicinity and will be compatible with the physical design aspects, land use 
intensities, and dwelling unit densities of the neighborhood. 

'This finding can be made; in that the proposed cell facility is currently situated among existing 
trees: which screen the structures (pole and building) liom view. This existing facility i s  only 
vjsjble once you are on the subject property adjacent to the development because the property 
slopes u p  a steep hill from the property line to the location of the development. T h e  proposed 
development project is consistent with the Design Standards and Guidelines (sections 13.1 1.070 
though 13.1 1.076), and any other applicable requirements ofthis chapter. 
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COUNTY OF SAMTA CRUZ 
Plan n ing Department 

PERMIT 

Owner Patrick Riordan Permit Number 98-0031 
Address 685 Skyward Drive Parcel Number@) 040-271-62 

Aptos, CA 95003 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION 
Proposal to  recognize a 48 foot monopole with antenna, a generator, and a 250 gallon propane 
tank for an existing cellular telecommunications facility that includes three panel antennas installed 
on a single-family dwelling and an equipment storage building Requires a Commercial 
Development Permit. Located on the northwest side of Skyward Drive (685 Skyward Drive) at 
approximately 314 mile north from Trout Gulch Road 
SUBJECT TO ATTACHED CONDITIONS. 

Approval Date: 615198 
Exp. Date (if not exercised): 6/15/00 
Denied by: Denial Date: 

Effective Date: 6/15/98 
Coastal Appeal Exp. Date: 

This project requires a coastal zone permit which is not appealable to the California Coastal Commission. It may be 
appealed to the Planning Commission The appeal must be filed within 10 calendar days of action by 
the decision body. 

This project requires a Coastal Zone Permit, the approval of which is appealable to the California Coastal 
Commission. (Grounds for appeal are listed in the County Code Section 13.20.1 IO.) The appeal must be filed with 
the Coastal Commission within 10 calendar days of receipt by the Coastal Commission of notice of local action. 
Approval or denial of the Coastal Zone Permit is appealable. The appeal must be filed within 10 calendar days of 
action by the decision body. 

This permit cannot be exercised until after the Coastal Commission appeal period. That appeal period ends on the above 
indicated date. Permittee is to contact Coastal staff at the end of the above appeal period prior to commencing any work. 

A-Building Permit must be obtained (if required) and construction must be initiated prior to the expiration 
date in order to exercise this permit. THIS PERMIT IS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT. 

By signing this permit below, the owner agrees to accept the terms and conditions of this permit and to 
accept responsibility for payment of the County’s costs for inspections and all other actions related to 
noncompliance with the permit conditions. This permit shall be null and void in the absence of the 
ownei’s sianaiure below. 

0 Distribution Applicant, File, Clerical, Coastal Commission 

8 1 / 9 9  
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ 
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 

Date :  6-5-98 

Time: Af te r  1 O : O O  AM 
Agenda I t e m :  8 

STAFF REPORT TO THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 

APPLICATION NO: 98-0031 APN: 040-271-62 
APPLICANT: S t e v e  Graves 
OWNER: P a t r i c k  Riordan 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Proposal  t o  r ecogn ize  t he  i n s t a l l a t i o n  of a c e l l u l a r  r a d i o  
t r a n s m i s s i o n  f a c i l i t y  t h a t  i n c l u d e s  a 48 f o o t  h igh  monopole w i t h  1 pane l  a n t e n n a ,  
three panel  an tennae  a t t a c h e d  t o  an e x i s t i n g  s i n g l e  f a m i l y  dwe l l ing ,  a 2 2 0  s q u a r e  
f o o t  equipment b u i l d i n g  and an emergency gene ra to r  on s i t e  w i t h  a s i n g l e  f a m i l y  
dwe l l ing .  Requ i re s  a Commercial Development P e r m i t .  
LOCATION: The p r o j e c t  i s  l o c a t e d  on t h e  northwest  s i d e  o f  Skyward Dr ive ,  approx i -  
mately 3 / 4  m i l e s  n o r t h  of Trout  Gulch Road. 
FINAL ACTION DATE: 8-5-98 P e r  the  P e r m i t  S t r eaml in ing  A c t  
PERMITS REQUIRED: Commercial Development P e r m i t .  
W .  DETERMINATION: Ca tegor i ca l  Exemption, Sec t ion  1801(E) 
COASTAL ZONE: y e s  =no APPEALABLE TO CCC: y e s  =no 

PARCEL INFORMATION 
PARCEL SIZE: 2 . 9  acres 
EXISTING LAND USE: PARCEL: S i n g l e  f ami ly  dwel l ing  

PROJECT ACCESS: Skyward Drive 
PLANNING AREA: Aptos 
LANO USE DESIGNATION: Rura l  R e s i d e n t i a l  
ZONING DISTRICT: R e s i d e n t i a l  A g r i c u l t u r e  ( a )  
SUPERVISORIAL DIST: 2nd 

SURROUNDING: Same 

ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION 
I t e m  
a.  Geologic  Hazards 
b .  Archeology 
c .  F i r e  Hazard 
d .  Slopes 
e .  Env. Sen. H a b i t a t  
f .  Grading 
g .  Tree Removal 
h .  Scenic  
i. Drainage 
j .  Sewer Ava i l .  
k .  Water Ava i l .  

Comments 
a .  No mapped hazards  
b .  None mapped 
c .  None Mapped 
d .  0->30% 
e .  None mapped 
f .  None proposed 
g .  None proposed 
h.  None mapped 
i. NA 
j .  NA 
k .  NA 

8 2 1 9 9  



A p p l i c a n t :  S t eve  Graves 
P r o j e c t :  98-0031 

APN: 0 4 0 - 2 7 1 - 6 2  Page 2 

SERVICES INFORMATION 
W/in Urban S e r v i c e s  L ine :  y e s  =no 
Water Supply:  Not a p p l i c a b l e  
Sewage Di sposa l :  Not a p p l i c a b l e  
F i r e  D i s t r i c t :  Aptos/La Se lva  Beach F i r e  D i s t r i c t  
Dra inage  D i s t r i c t :  Not a p p l i c a b l e  

D I S C U S S I O N  

The p r o j e c t  s i te  i s  approximate ly  2 . 9  a c r e s  i n  s i z e  w i t h  a c c e s s  v i a  a 4 0 '  r i g h t -  
of-way t h a t  t r a v e l s  t h rough  t h e  c e n t e r  of t h e  p a r c e l  and s e r v i c e s  4 a d d i t i o n a l  
p a r c e l s .  The s i t e  s l o p e s  s t e e p l y  from t h e  n o r t h  t o  t h e  sou th  and i s  f o r e s t e d  w i t h  
oak ,  f i r  and redwoods. The p a r c e l  i s  c u r r e n t l y  developed w i t h  a s i n g l e  family 
d w e l l i n g  and a de tached  garage .  O n  Kay 5 ,  1992 b u i l d i n g  pe rmi t  f 1 0 2 5 2 7  w a s  i n c o r -  
r e c t l y  i s s u e d  t o  i n s t a l l  the  e x i s t i n g  modular equipment b u i l d i n g .  a s s o c i a t e d  e l e c -  
t r o n i c  equipment and t h e  t h r e e  pane l  an tennae  t h a t  a r e  a t t a c h e d  t o  t h e  s i n g l e  
f a m i l y  dwe l l ing .  The i n s t a l l a t i o n  of  t h e  e x i s t i n g  f a c i l i t y  should  have been re- 
viewed by t h e  Zoning Admin i s t r a to r  a t  a p u b l i c  h e a r i n g .  The c u r r e n t  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  
t o  r e c o g n i z e  t h e  i n s t a l l a t i o n  of an a d d i t i o n a l  pane l  an tenna  on a 4 0  f o o t  t a l l  
monopole a s  w e l l  a s  r e c o g n i z i n g  t h e  communication f a c i l i t y  i n s t a l l e d  i n  1 9 9 2 .  

The e x i s t i n g  t r a n s m i s s i o n  f a c i l i t y  c o n s i s t s  o f  t h r e e  pane l  an tennae  t h a t  a r e  a t -  
t a c h e d  t o  the e x t e r i o r  of  t h e  house a s  shown on t h e  p r o j e c t  p l a n s .  The an tennae  
c a b l e  h a s  been b u r i e d  and r u n s  from t h e  house t o  t h e  equipment b u i l d i n g  t h a t  i s  
l o c a t e d  150 f e e t  t o  t h e  e a s t .  The equipment b u i l d i n g  i s  approximate ly  220 squa re  
f ee t  and 12 f e e t  h i g h .  Adjacent  t o  t h e  equipment b u i l d i n g  i s  an e x i s t i n g  40 f o o t  
t a l l  monopole w i t h  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  panel  an tenna  on t o p .  The a n t e n n a ,  l o c a t e d  a t  t h e  
t o p  of  t h e  po le  measures  8 '  h igh .  The monopole i s  a s t anda rd  4 0 '  t e l ephone  p o l e  
s t r u c t u r e .  The pane l  an tenna  w i l l  be condi t ioned  t o  be p a i n t e d  f l a t  sky b l u e .  The 
s i t e  as i s  h e a v i l y  f o r e s t e d  which sc reens  t h e  monopole from nearby  r e s i d e n t s .  

The proposed t r a n s m i s s i o n  s i t e  w i l l  be p a r t  o f  a network of t r a n s m i s s i o n  s i tes  f o r  
C e l l u l a r  One t o  accommodate w i r e l e s s  customers .  Wi re l e s s  te lecommunicat ion systems 
are  mobi le  communication u n i t s  s i m i l a r  t o  c e l l u l a r  phones. The t r a n s m i s s i o n  s i t e  
w i l l  s e r v e  u s e r s  a long  Highway 1 nea r  Aptos a s  w e l l  a s  o t h e r  nearby  a r e a s .  

The r a d i o  f requency  exposure  l e v e l s  were eva lua ted  based on the power d e n s i t i e s  
r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  as we l l  a s  t h e  proposed an tennae  
a r r a y .  The a n a l y s i s  w a s  conducted by Hammett & Edison.  I N C .  u s i n g  r a d i a t e d  power 
l e v e l s  of 800 w a t t s  from t h e  an tennae  l o c a t e d  on t h e  house.  T h i s  l e v e l  w i l l  be  
reduced  t o  4 0 0  w a t t s  w i t h  t h e  commencement o f  t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  pane l  antenna on t h e  
monopole. The antenna on t h e  monopole w i l l  o p e r a t e  a t  160 w a t t s .  The r e s u l t  shown 
on E x h i b i t  G ,  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  maximum ground l e v e l  exposure i s  c u r r e n t l y  64% of 
t h e  most r e s t r i c t i v e  a p p l i c a b l e  pub l i c  l i m i t  f o r  t h e  house mounted an tennae .  When 
t h e  monopole an tenna  i s  o p e r a t i o n a l ,  t h e  ground l e v e l  exposure w i l l  be reduced t o  
32% of  t h e  most r e s t r i c t i v e  a p p l i c a b l e  p u b l i c  l i m i t .  Recommended m i t i g a t i o n  mea- 
s u r e s  i n  t h e  r e p o r t  w i l l  be  inco rpora t ed  i n t o  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  approval  f o r  t h i s  
p e r m i t .  

8 3  i 9 9  HIBIT c 



A p p l i c a n t :  S t eve  Graves 
P r o j e c t :  98-0031 

APN: 040-271-62  Page 3 

P l e a s e  see E x h i b i t  A ( " F i n d i n g s " )  f o r  complete l i s t i n g  o f  f i n d i n g s  and ev idence  
r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  above d i s c u s s i o n .  

RECOMMENDATION 

S t a f f  recommends approva l  of  App l i ca t ion  No. 98-0031, based on t h e  a t t a c h e d  f i n d -  
i n g s  and c o n d i t i o n s .  

EXHIBITS 

A .  
B .  
C .  
D .  
E .  
F .  
G .  
H .  
T_ 

Find ings  
Cond i t ions  
Environmental  Exemption 
A s s e s s o r ' s  Map 
Zone D i s t r i c t  Map 
B u i l d i n g  Permit 8102527 
Ana lys i s  from Hammet & Edison,  I N C . ,  da ted  3-20-98 
P r o j e c t  P l ans  (on f i l e )  
Comments from t h e  Aptos/La Se lva  F i r e  D i s t r i c t .  da ted  2-9-98 

SUPPLEMENTARY REPORTS AND INFORMATION REFERFSD TO I N  THIS REPORT ARE ON FILE AND 
AVAILABLE FOR VIEWING AT THE SANTA CRUZ COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT, AND ARE HEREBY 
MADE A PART OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT. 

Repor t  Prepared  By: Michael S .  Fe r ry .  A I C P  
Phone Number: (408) 454-3226 
Santa  Cruz County P lanning  Dept .  
7 0 1  Ocean S t . .  4 t h  F l o o r  
San ta  Cruz. CA 95060 
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A p p l i c a n t :  S t e v e  Graves 
P r o j e c t :  98-0031 

APN: 040-271-62 

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FINDINGS: 

Required F i n d i n g s :  

Page 4 

1. THAT THE PROPOSED LOCATION OF THE PROJECT AND THE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH IT 
WOULD BE OPERATED OR MAINTAINED WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE HEALTH, SAFE- 
TY. OR WELFARE OF PERSONS RESIDING OR WORKING I N  THE NEIGHBORHOOD OR THE 
GENERAL PUBLIC. OR BE MATERIALLY I N J U R I O U S  TO PROPERTIES OR IMPROVEMENTS I N  
THE VICINITY.  

The r a d i o  f requency  exposure l e v e l s  w e r e  eva lua ted  based  on t h e  power d e n s i -  
t i e s  r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  o p e r a t i o n  of  t h e  e x i s t i n g  as w e l l  a s  t h e  proposed 
an tennae  a r r a y .  The a n a l y s i s  w a s  conducted by Hammett & Edison ,  I N C .  u s i n g  
r a d i a t e d  power l e v e l s  of 800 w a t t s  from t h e  antennae l o c a t e d  on t h e  house .  
T h i s  level  w i l l  be reduced t o  400 w a t t s  with t h e  commencement of t h e  a d d i -  
t i o n a l  p a n e l  antenna on t h e  monopole. The antenna on t h e  monopole w i l l  ope r -  
a t e  a t  160 w a t t s .  The r e s u l t  shown on Exh ib i t  G .  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  maximum 
ground l e v e l  exposure i s  c u r r e n t l y  64% of t h e  most r e s t r i c t i v e  a p p l i c a b l e  
p u b l i c  l i m i t  f o r  t h e  house mounted antennae.  When t h e  monopole antenna i s  
o p e r a t i o n a l ,  t h e  ground l e v e l  exposure  w i l l  be reduced t o  32% of t h e  most 
r e s t r i c t i v e  a p p l i c a b l e  p u b l i c  l i m i t .  Recommended m i t i g a t i o n  measures i n  t h e  
r e p o r t  w i l l  be inco rpora t ed  i n t o  t h e  cond i t ions  of  approva l  f o r  t h i s  pe rmi t .  

The s i t e  w i l l  be v i s i t e d  by maintenance personnel  about  once each month. No 
r e s t room f a c i l i t i e s  o r  water  s o u r c e s  w i l l  be r e q u i r e d .  The o n l y  u t i l i t y  nec-  
e s s a r y  f o r  o p e r a t i o n  i s  e l e c t r i c i t y .  The f a c i l i t y  w i l l  n o t  o b s t r u c t  any p r i -  
v a t e  o r  p u b l i c  viewshed. The p r o j e c t ' s  maximum use  o f  energy  i s  200 amps and 
w i l l  n o t  r e s u l t  i n  i n e f f i c i e n t  o r  w a s t e f u l  use of  ene rgy .  The t r a n s m i t t i n g  
energy  w i l l  n o t  d i s r u p t  TV o r  AM/FM t r ansmiss ions .  

2 .  THAT THE PROPOSED LOCATION OF THE PROJECT AND THE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH IT  
WOULD BE OPERATED OR MAINTAINED WILL BE CONSISTENT WITH ALL PERTINENT COUNTY 
ORDINANCES AND THF. PURPOSE OF THE ZONE DISTRICT I N  WHICH THE SITE I S  LOCATED. 

The p r o j e c t  s i t e  i s  zoned RA. S e c t i o n  13.10.655 of t h e  County Code a l lows  
r a d i o  and t e l e v i s i o n  t r a n s m i s s i o n  towers  and accesso ry  u s e s  i n  any zone d i s -  
t r i c t  subject t o  o b t a i n i n g  a p p r o v a l  by t h e  Zoning Admin i s t r a to r  a t  a p u b l i c  
h e a r i n g .  

S e c t i o n  13.10.321 e s t a b l i s h e s  t h e  purposes  of t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  zone d i s t r i c t s .  
These i n c l u d e  p rese rv ing  a r e a s  f o r  p r i m a r i l y  r e s i d e n t i a l  u s e s  i n  l o c a t i o n s  
p r o t e c t e d  from t h e  incompat ib le  e f f e c t s  of n o n r e s i d e n t i a l  l and  u s e s ;  and 
p r o t e c t  r e s i d e n t i a l  p r o p e r t i e s  from nuisances such as n o i s e ,  v i b r a t i o n ,  i l l u -  
m i n a t i o n ,  g l a r e ,  h e a t ,  u n s i g h t l i n e s s ,  odors ,  d u s t ,  d i r t ,  smoke, t r a f f i c  con- 
g e s t i o n ,  and hazards  such a s  f i r e ,  exp los ion ,  o r  noxious fumes. The p r o j e c t  
i s  n o t  i n  c l o s e  proximi ty  t o  o t h e r  r e s i d e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  and t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  
c o n d i t i o n s  of t h e  p r o j e c t  l i m i t  the  access  and number of  maintenance t r i p s  
w h i l e  g e n e r a t i n g  minimal l e v e l s  of  n o i s e .  dus t  and v i b r a t i o n s .  The a p p l i c a n t  
w i l l  be  condi t ioned  t o  p a i n t  t h e  an tenna  on t o p  of t h e  monopole f l a t  sky b l u e  
t o  s c r e e n  t h e  f a c i l i t y  from n e i g h b o r s .  
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A p p l i c a n t :  S teve  Graves 
P r o j e c t :  98-0031 

3 .  

4 .  

5 .  

APN: 040-271-62 Page 5 

THAT THE PROPOSED USE I S  CONSISTENT WITH ALL ELDENTS OF THE COUNTY GENERAL 
PLAN AND WITH ANY SPECIFIC PLAN WHICH HAS BEEN ADOPTED FOR THE AREA. 

The p r o j e c t  s i t e  i s  des igna ted  Rura l  R e s i d e n t i a l  i n  t h e  Santa  Cruz County 
General  P lan .  The p o l i c i e s  f o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  development i n  t h e  General P lan  
r e q u i r e  t h a t  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of  e x i s t i n g  r e s i d e n t i a l  neighborhoods be  p re se rved  
and main ta ined .  The proposed communication s t r u c t u r e s  on t h i s  p a r c e l  a l though  
a d j a c e n t  t o  developed r e s i d e n t i a l  p a r c e l s  w i l l  n o t  be v i s i b l e .  Condi t ions  of  
t h i s  p r o j e c t  i n c l u d e  t h a t  t h e  antenna on t h e  monopole be pa in t ed  a f l a t ,  
n o n - r e f l e c t i v e  sky  b l u e  t o  blend i n t o  t h e  a r e a .  

THAT THE PROPOSED USE WILL NOT OVERLOAD UTILITIES AND WILL NOT GENERATE MORE 
THAN THE ACCEPTABLE L E W  OF TRAFFIC ON THE STREETS I N  THE VICINITY. 

The p r o j e c t  w i l l  n o t  r e q u i r e  t h e  use  of p u b l i c  s e r v i c e s  such a s  water  and 
s e w e r  b u t  w i l l  r e q u i r e  power. The f a c i l i t y  r e q u i r e s  a v i s i t  by maintenance 
pe r sonne l  once o r  t w i c e  each month which w i l l  no t  c r e a t e  unacceptab le  l e v e l s  
of  t r a f f i c .  

THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL COMPLEMENT AND HARMONIZE WITH THE EXISTING AND 
PROPOSED LAND USES I N  THE V I C I N I T Y  AND W I L L  BE COMPATIBLE WITH THE PHYSICAL 
DESIGN ASPECTS, LAND USE INTENSITIES, AND DWELLING UNIT DENSITIES OF THE 
NElGHBORHOOD . 

The proposed p r o j e c t  w i l l  be l o c a t e d  i n  a s e m i - r u r a l  p a r t  of  Santa  Cruz Coun- 
t y .  The s i t e  i s  screened  from view by heavy f o r e s t ,  d i s t a n c e  and changes i n  
e l e v a t i o n  t o  o t h e r  r e s i d e n c e s .  The a p p l i c a n t  w i l l  be condi t ioned  t o  p a i n t  t h e  
antenna on t h e  monopole a f l a t  sky b l u e  t o  blend w i t h  t h e  sur roundings .  The 
equipment g e n e r a t e s  no n o i s e  or odors  l e a v i n g  no s e n s i t i v e  r e s i d e n t i a l  ne igh-  
borhoods impacted by t h e  t r a n s m i s s i o n  s i t e .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  f enc ing  and warning 
s i g n s  s h a l l  be used t o  i n c r e a s e  s a f e t y  f o r  people  i n  t h e  a r e a .  
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

Development Permit N o .  98-0031 

Appl icant :  S teve  Graves 
A s s e s s o r ' s  P a r c e l  No. 040-271-62 

Proper ty  l o c a t i o n :  The p r o j e c t  i s  l o c a t e d  on t h e  nor thwes t  s i d e  of  Skyward D r i v e ,  
approximate ly  3 / 4  m i l e s  n o r t h  of Trout  Gulch Road. 

Aptos Planning Area 

EXHIBIT A :  A r c h i t e c t u r a l  P l a n s ,  da t ed  12-18-97 

I .  Th i s  pe rmi t  a u t h o r i z e s  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  of  a Personal  Communications S e r v i c e s  
(PCS) t r a n s m i s s i o n  f a c i l i t y  c o n s i s t i n g  of  a 40 f o o t  t a l l  monopole w i t h  one 
pane l  a n t e n n a ,  a Base Transmission s t a t i o n  approximately 2 2 0  squa re  f e e t  i n  
s i z e ,  a 250 g a l l o n  propane t a n k .  a gene ra to r  and t h r e e  pane l  antenna a t t a c h e d  
t o  a s i n g l e  f ami ly  dwe l l ing .  The f a c i l i t y  s h a l l  be cons t ruc t ed  i n  accordance  
w i t h  t h e  approved E x h i b i t  A desc r ibed  above. P r i o r  t o  e x e r c i s i n g  any r i g h t s  
g r a n t e d  by t h i s  permi t  i n c l u d i n g ,  wi thout  l i m i t a t i o n ,  any c o n s t r u c t i o n  o r  
s i t e  d i s t u r b a n c e ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t /  owner s h a l l :  

A .  S i g n .  d a t e ,  and r e t u r n  t o  t h e  Planning Department one copy of  the  ap-  
p r o v a l  t o  i n d i c a t e  acceptance  and agreement w i t h  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  t h e r e o f .  

11. A p p l i c a n t  s h a l l  o b t a i n  approval  from t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  Pub l i c  U t i l i t i e s  Commis- 
s i o n  and the Fede ra l  Communications Commission. 

111. A p p l i c a n t  s h a l l  o b t a i n  a b u i l d i n g  permit  f o r  t h e  e x i s t i n g  monopole and panel 
an tenna .  P r i o r  t o  i s suance  of  a Bui ld ing  Permit t h e  a p p l i c a n t /  owner s h a l l :  

A .  Submit F i n a l  A r c h i t e c t u r a l  P lans  f o r  review and approval  by t h e  P lann ing  
Department .  The f i n a l  p l a n s  s h a l l  be i n  s u b s t a n t i a l  compliance w i t h  t h e  
p l a n s  marked E x h i b i t  " A "  on f i l e  w i t h  t h e  Planning Department. The f i n a l  
p l a n s  s h a l l  i n c l u d e ,  bu t  no t  be l i m i t e d  t o ,  t h e  fo l lowing :  

1. E x t e r i o r  e l e v a t i o n s  i d e n t i f y i n g  f i n i s h  m a t e r i a l s  and c o l o r s .  

2 .  A s i t e  p l a n  showing t h e  l o c a t i o n  of  a l l  s i t e  improvements. i n c l u d -  
i n g ,  bu t  no t  l i m i t e d  t o ,  p o i n t s  of i n g r e s s  and e g r e s s ,  p a r k i n g  
a r e a s  and f e n c i n g .  

a .  The monopole and equipment a r e a  i s  t o  be f enced .  Fencing s h a l l  
a l s o  be designed t o  r e s t r i c t  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  pane l  an tenna  
mounted on t h e  house.  Fencing des ign  and m a t e r i a l s  s h a l l  be  
reviewed and approved by t h e  p r o j e c t  p l anne r .  
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b .  Inc lude  a s i g n  p l a n  a s  recommended i n  t h e  Hammett & Edison RF 
a n a l y s i s  ( E x h i b i t  G)  a s  a m i t i g a t i o n  measure.  The p l an  should  
addres s  t h e  b o t h  antenna s i tes .  

3 .  To ensu re  t h a t  t h e  p r o j e c t  does no t  r e s u l t  i n  v i s u a l  impacts .  t h e  
a p p l i c a n t  s h a l l  p a i n t  t h e  antenna on t h e  monopole a f l a t  sky b l u e  
c o l o r .  The a p p l i c a n t  s h a l l  submit a sample c o l o r  c h i p  of t h e  e x t e -  
r i o r  p a i n t  f o r  p lanning  approval .  

To ensu re  t h a t  t h e  s t o r a g e  of hazardous m a t e r i a l s  on t h e  s i t e  does  
no t  r e s u l t  i n  environmental  impacts ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  s h a l l  submit a 
Hazardous M a t e r i a l s  Management Plan f o r  rev iew and approval  by 
County Environmental Heal th  Se rv ices .  

4 .  

5 .  Meet t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  of t h e  Aptos/La Se lva  F i r e  D i s t r i c t  a s  s t a t e d  
i n  t h e i r  memo da ted  2-9-98 (Exhib i t  I ) .  

A l l  c o n s t r u c t i o n  s h a l l  be performed i n  accordance w i t h  t h e  approved p l a n s .  
P r i o r  t o  f i n a l  b u i l d i n g  i n s p e c t i o n  and b u i l d i n g  occupancy,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t /  
owner s h a l l  meet t h e  fo l lowing  cond i t ions :  

A .  A l l  s i t e  improvements shown on t h e  f i n a l  approved B u i l d i n g  P e r m i t  p l a n s  
s h a l l  be i n s t a l l e d .  

B .  A l l  i n s p e c t i o n s  r e q u i r e d  by t h e  b u i l d i n g  permi t  s h a l l  be  completed t o  
t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  of t h e  County Bui ld ing  O f f i c i a l .  

C .  The Hazardous M a t e r i a l s  Management Plan s h a l l  be  approved by County 
Environmental Hea l th  S e r v i c e s .  

D .  The antenna s h a l l  be p a i n t e d  t h e  approved c o l o r .  

E .  Pursuant  t o  S e c t i o n s  16.40.040 and 16.42.100 o f  t h e  County Code, i f  a t  
any t i m e  du r ing  s i t e  p r e p a r a t i o n ,  excava t ion ,  o r  o t h e r  ground d i s t u r -  
bance a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h i s  development, any a r t i f a c t  o r  o t h e r  ev idence  
of  an h i s t o r i c  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l  resource  o r  a Na t ive  American c u l t u r a l  
s i t e  i s  d i scove red ,  t h e  r e spons ib l e  persons s h a l l  immediately cease  and 
d e s i s t  from a l l  f u r t h e r  s i t e  excavat ion  and n o t i f y  t h e  Sher i f f -Coroner  
i f  t h e  d i scove ry  c o n t a i n s  human remains, o r  t h e  P lann ing  Di rec to r  i f  t h e  
d i scove ry  c o n t a i n s  no human remains. The procedures  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  
S e c t i o n s  16.40.040 and 16 .42 .100 ,  s h a l l  be observed .  

Opera t iona l  Condi t ions :  

A .  Antenna s h a l l  be permanently maintained and p a i n t e d  r e g u l a r l y  w i t h  t h e  
approved p a i n t .  

B .  If a s  a r e s u l t  of  f u t u r e  s c i e n t i f i c  s t u d i e s  and a l t e r a t i o n s  of i n d u s t r y  
wide s t a n d a r d s  r e s u l t i n g  from those  s t u d i e s ,  s u b s t a n t i a l  evidence i s  
presented  t o  t h e  County t h a t  r a d i o  frequency t r a n s m i s s i o n s  may be a 
hazard t o  human h e a l t h  and/or  s a f e t y ,  then  t h e  County Planning Depar t -  
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C .  

D .  

E.  

F. 

ment s h a l l  se t  a pub l i c  hea r ing  and i n  i t s  s o l e  d i s c r e t i o n ,  may revoke 
o r  modify t h e  cond i t ions  i n  t h i s  pe rmi t .  

Appl icant  s h a l l  ag ree  i n  w r i t i n g  t h a t  where f u t u r e  t e c h n o l o g i c a l  
advances would a l low f o r  reduced v i s u a l  impacts  r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  p ro -  
posed te lecommunicat ion f a c i l i t y ,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  ag rees  t o  make t h o s e  
m o d i f i c a t i o n s  which would a l l o w  f o r  reduced v i s u a l  impact of  t h e  p ro -  
posed f a c i l i t y  as p a r t  of  t h e  normal replacement  s chedu le .  I f ,  i n  the 
f u t u r e ,  t h e  f a c i l i t y  i s  no longe r  needed,  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  a g r e e s  t o  aban-  
don t h e  f a c i l i t y  and be r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  removal of a l l  permanent s t r u c -  
tures .  and r e s t o r a t i o n  of t h e  s i t e  a s  needed t o  r e - e s t a b l i s h  t h e  a r e a  
c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  of t h e  sur rounding  v e g e t a t i o n .  

Any m o d i f i c a t i o n  i n  t h e  type  of  equipment s h a l l  be reviewed and 
a c t e d  on by Planning  Department S t a f f .  The County may deny o r  modify the 
c o n d i t i o n s  a t  t h i s  t i m e .  o r  t h e  P lanning  D i r e c t o r  may r e f e r  it f o r  pub- 
l i c  h e a r i n g  b e f o r e  t h e  Zoning Admin i s t r a to r .  

A l l  n o i s e  s h a l l  be  contained on t h e  p rope r ty .  

I n  t h e  event  t h a t  f u t u r e  County i n s p e c t i o n s  of  t h e  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  
d i s c l o s e  noncompliance wi th  any Condi t ions  of t h i s  approva l  o r  any v i o -  
l a t i o n  o f  t h e  County Code, t h e  owner s h a l l  pay t o  t h e  County t h e  f u l l  
c o s t  o f  such  County i n s p e c t i o n s ,  i n c l u d i n g  any fo l low-up i n s p e c t i o n s  
and/or  necessa ry  enforcement a c t i o n s ,  up t o  and i n c l u d i n g  permi t  revoca-  
t i o n .  

Minor v a r i a t i o n s  t o  t h i s  permi t  which do no t  a f f e c t  t h e  o v e r a l l  concept  o r  d e n s i t y  
may be approved by t h e  P lanning  D i r e c t o r  a t  t h e  r e q u e s t  of t h e  a p p l i c a n t  o r  s t a f f  
i n  accordance wi th  Chapter  18.10 of t h e  County Code. 

PLEASE NOTE: THIS PERMIT EXPIRES TWO YEARS FROM DATE O F  APPROVAL UNLESS YOU 
OBTAIN YOUR BUILDING PERMIT AN0 COMMENCE CONSTRUCTION. 
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NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 
FROM THE 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 

The County o f  Santa Cruz has reviewed t h e  r o j e c t  described below and has determined 
t h a t  it i s  exempt from the  rov i s ions  o f  C E QA as spec i f ied  i n  Sect ions 15061 - 15329 
o f  CEQA f o r  t h e  reason(s1 w R i c h  have been checked on t h i s  document. 

App l i ca t i on  Number: 98-0031 
Assessor Parcel Number: 040-271-62 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Proposal t o  recognize the  i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  a c e l l u l a r  r a d i o  
transmission f a c i l i t y  t h a t  includes a 48 f o o t  h igh  monopole w i th  1 panel antenna, 
f i v e  panel antenna attached t o  an e x i s t i n g  s ing le  family dwe l l i ng ,  a 220 square f o o t  
equipment b u i l d i n g  and an emergency generator on s i t e  w i t h  a s i n g l e  f a m i l y  dwe l l i ng .  
The p r o j e c t  i s  l oca ted  on the  northwest s ide  o f  Skyward Drive,  approximately 3/4 
mi les  n o r t h  o f  Trout Gulch Road. 
Person o r  Agency Pro osing Pro jec t :  Steve Graves 

A. ~ The proposed a c t i v i t y  i s n o t  a p r o j e c t  under CEQA Guide1 ines  , 
Sections 1928 and 501. 

B e  - M i n i s t e r i a l  Pro jec t  i n v o l v i n g  o n l y  the  use o f  f i x e d  standards o r  ob jec -  
t i ve measurements w i thout  personal judgement. 

c. - Statu to ry  Exemotion other than a M i n i s t e r i a l  P ro jec t .  
Spec i fy  type: 

Phone Number: 465-06 7 7 

D. Cateqorical Exemption 
__ 1. E x i s t i n g  F a c i l i t y  ~ 17. Open Space Contracts o r  Easements 

2. Rep1 acement o r  Reconstruction 18. Designation o f  Wilderness Areas xxx 3. New Construct ion o f  Small f a c i l i t i e s /  
S t ruc tu re  Lots f o r  ExemDt F a c i l i t i e s  

- 4. Minor A l t e r a t i o n s  t o  Land 
- 5. A l t e r a t i o n s  i n  Land Use 

L i m i t a t i o n  
- 6. In fo rmat ion  Co l l ec t i on  
~ 7. Act ions by Regulatory Agencies 

f o r  P ro tec t i on  o f  the  
Environment 

- 8. Act ions by Regulatory Agencies 
f o r  P ro tec t i on  o f  N a t .  Resources 

~ 9. Inspec t ion  
~ 10. Loans 
~ 11. Accessory Structures 
- 12. Surplus Govt. Property Sales 
- 13. Ac u i s i t i o n  o f  Land for Wi ld-  

L i  e Conservation Pur oses 
~ 14. Minor Addi t ions t o  Sc 001s 
- 15. Functional Equivalent t o  E I R  
~ 16. Transfer o f  Ownership o f  

Land t o  Create Parks 

rl 9 

S t a f f  Planner 
Michael S .  Fe’rry, A I C P  
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- 20. Changes i n  Organizat ion o f  Local 
Aaenci es 

4 - - . -  - -  - 21. Enforcement Ac t ions  by Regulatory 
Agencies 

- 22. Educational Programs 
~ 23. Normal Operations o f  F a c i l i t i e s  

f o r  Pub l ic  Gatherings 
~ 24. Regulat ion o f  Working Condit ions 
- 25. Transfers o f  Ownershi 

- 26. Acqu is i t i on  o f  Housing f o r  Housin 

of 
I n t e r e s t s  i n  Land t o  F reserve 
Open Space 

Assistance Programs 
27. Leasing New F a c i l i t i e s  
28. Small Hyd roe lec t r i c  Pro jec ts  a t  

E x i s t i n g  Faci 1 i t i e s  
- 29. Cogeneration P ro jec ts  a t  E x i s t i n g  

Faci 1 i t i e s  

.~ 
Date: Z‘ 
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Sheila McDaniel 

From: Jim Brownson bimbrownson@earthltnk net] 

Sent: 
To: JAMES COSGROVE 

cc: 

Subject: Skyward Drive Use Assessment 

______ 

Friday, December 11, 2009 11 05 AM 

Irene Eraut, Sheila MeDaniel, Barbara Garcia 

Jim, 

Skyward Drive Road Association just invested $1 9,305 in repairs and preventative maintenance on Skyward 
Drive. We have been working on a formal agreement between Skyward Drive Road Association and AT&T to 
address Road Access and Maintenance for almost one year now. Despite not having completed this process, the 
Skyward Drive Road Association is requesting AT&T to pay $1,200 for access privileges for 2009 (this is the 
amount that we had tentatively agreed upon). 

Please consider this a formal invoice for this annual access fee (assessment). If I should make this request in a 
different format or to a different department in AT&T, please advise. 

Payment is due upon receipt, payable to: Skywa-rd Drive Road Association, 365 Skyward Drive, Aptos, CA 
95001 

Sincerely, 

Jim Brownson 
Skyward Drive Road Association - President 

Y6lY9 
1211 8/2009 
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Sheila McDaniel 

From: Jim Brownson ~imbrownson@earthlink net] 

Sent: Friday, October 30,2009 8 52 AM 

To: Sheila McDaniel 

Subject: Re Proposed Development by AT&T on Skyward Drive, Aptos 

I_ __ __ 

Greetings Sheila, 

Thanks for your prompt reply and information We all are looking forward to resolution The new owners of 675 
Skyward Drive (next to the cell tower power building) started to move in Wednesday Since they have small 
children I am glad that the retaining wall already has fallen completely down - and not while a child was playing 
on or near it 

Jim Brownson 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: Sh~e-Ka-McDanid 
To: Jim Brownson 
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2009 2:44 PM 
Subject: RE: Proposed Development by AT&T on Skyward Drive, Aptos 

Jim, I will let you know if they submit the requested materials. I recently sent a reminder letter requesting that 
materials be submitted within 30 days, otherwise I would prepare a recommendation for denial. I will keep you 
oosted. Thank you. Sheila 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Jim Brownson [maiIto:jbbrownson@gmaii.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2009 2:36 PM 
To: Sheila McDaniel; Warren Eraut; Bunky & Duane Watters 
Cc: Barbara Garcia; Irene Eraut 
Subject: Proposed Development by AT&T on Skyward Drive, Aptos 

Greetings Warren, Duane and Sheila, 

I am very concerned with the lack of progress on resolving the issues related to this cell phone tower 
facility. 

The last hearing was conducted almost 9 months ago. Per the Hearing Officer's request, AT&T (via 
James Cosgrove) and the Skyward Drive Road Association came to a preliminary agreement about road 
usage I maintenance cost sharing. I realize that this proposed agreement only covers Skyward Drive and 
not the remaining 1/3 of the roadway (the "600 Spur") used by At&T. Since then I made a number of 
follow up calls to Mr. Cosgrove. Each time I am assured that lots of progress has been made and AT&T 
is on the verge of wrapping up the details to complete resolution of the issues. 

Last month the Skyward Drive Road Association invested $20,000 in repairing and preserving this road. 
A contribution from AT&T to these costs would certainly have been appreciated (and fair). 

Today I inspected the cell tower power plant building site. I can see no visible progress on any of the 
structural issues (except that the six foot tall weeds were cut down some time in the summer). The power 
pole continues to lean to the extent that the phone lines are at head height. In the last month 
the retaining wall along the access lane to this structure has completely fallen down. I could see no 
change in the old air-conditioning equipment that generates excessive noise. 

Thus, I am soliciting your recommendations on how we can raise the bar on our efforts to come to 
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resolution of these issues 

Thanks, Jim Brownson - Skyward Drive Road Association President 684-1 963 ~~rownson@qrna i l  corn 

No virus found in this incoming message. 
Checked by AVG - wvw.avg.com 
Version: 8.5.423 / Virus Database: 270.14.3412463 - Release Date: 10/27/09 15:50:00 
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- 
Sheila McDaniel 

From: Jim Brownson ~imbrownson@earthlink net] 

Sent: 

To: Sheila McDaniel 

Subject: Proposed Development Sign on Skyward Drive 

Wednesday, March 04, 2009 4:45 PM 

Greetings Sheila, 

With respect to the Proposed Development sign on Skyward Drive: Can you have it removed now ? I would be 
glad to take it down and dispose of it, with your permission. 

Jim Brownson, Road Manager 

PS: Jim Cochran from AT&T and I are making good progress on an agreement with respect to their use of 
Skyward Drive in exchange for a contribution to our maintenance costs. 
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