REPORT TO MAYOR AND COUNCIL NO:  09-073

Council Meeting: March 24, 2009

SUBJECT: 2008-1119 - AT&T Mobility [Applicant] Roman Catholic
Welfare Corp of San Jose [Owner]: Appeal by a neighbor of
the decision of the Planning Commission approving a Use
Permit for a new tree pole with six panel antennas, two
future microwave dish antennas and ancillary ground
equipment. The property is located at 1399 Hollenbeck
Avenue (near Cascade Dr.) in a P-F (Public Facility) Zoning

District.

Motion Use Permit for a new tree pole with six panel antennas, two
future microwave dish antennas and ancillary ground
equipment.

REPORT IN BRIEF

Existing Site Church and School
Conditions

Surrounding Land Uses

North Single Family Residential

South Single Family Residential

East Single Family Residential

West Single Family Residential
Issues Aesthetics
Environmental A Negative Declaration has been prepared in compliance
Status with California Environmental Quality Act provisions and

City Guidelines.

Planning Approved the Use Permit in accordance with staff
Commission recommendation with modified conditions.

Action

Staff Deny the appeal and approve the Use Permit with

Recommendation conditions.

Issued by the City Manager
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PROJECT DATA TABLE
REQUIRED/
EXISTING PROPOSED PERMITTED
General Plan School Same School
Zoning District P-F Same P-F
Lot Size (s.f.) 321,908 Same No min.
Equipment N/ZA 420 No max.
Enclosure Area (s.f.)
Pole (monopine) N/A 65’ 65’ max.
Height (ft.)
Setbacks (Facing Cascade Drive)
Setback Cascade N/A 151’ 77 20’ min.
Drive
Setback to adjacent N/A 254" 3” 6’ min. (15’
residential uses to combined)
the west
Setback to N/A 300 9’ min. (15’
Hollenbeck Avenue combined)
Rear Setback N/A 608’ 7” 20’ min.

ANALYSIS

Description of Proposed Project

The project consists of an application for a Use Permit for the construction of a
65 monopole disguised as a tree at the Resurrection Parish Church. Six panel
antennas are planned in conjunction with the pole and two microwave dish
antennas are to be placed on the pole in the future. Additional associated
ground equipment will be placed within an enclosed fenced area near the base
of the new structure. The project site is located at 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue.

Background

Previous Actions on the Site: The following table summarizes previous
planning applications related to the subject site.

| File Number |

Brief Description

| Hearing/Decision |

Date
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File Number Brief Description Hearing/Decision Date

2008-0684 Use Permit for a portable | Administrative 7/30/2008
classroom on the school Hearing/ Approved
grounds

2004-0321 Use Permit to allow the Administrative 5/26/2004
replacement of an Hearing/ Approved
existing cross on top of
the church with a new
cross containing
telecommunication
antennas (T-Mobile)

2000 - 0719 Use Permit (on a Administrative 11/29/2000
neighboring site to the Hearing/ Approved
north) for roof mounted
antennas utilizing a cross
on existing church
building (Sprint)

As stated above, the project site already accommodates one telecommunication
facility (T-Mobile) which was approved in 2004 (2004-0321). Antennas were
placed within a new cross affixed to the top of the church. The necessary
ground equipment was placed adjacent to the building. A similar project (2000-
0719) had already been approved and constructed at the neighboring
Presbyterian Church of Sunnyvale located adjacent to the north.

On January 12, 2009, the Planning Commission considered the proposal and
recommended approval of the project with modified conditions by a 5-2 vote.
More discussion of the public hearing is noted in the “Public Contact” section
of this report and the Minutes of the Planning Commission hearing can be
found in Attachment J. Since that hearing, a neighboring residents has
submitted an appeal (See “Letter of Appeal” in Attachment H) of the project
approval.

Environmental Review

A Negative Declaration has been prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act provisions and City Guidelines. An initial study has
determined that the proposed project would not create any significant
environmental impacts (see Attachment C, Initial Study).

Use Permit

Use: The purpose of the facility is to provide telecommunication services to the
surrounding residential neighborhood. The pole, disguised as a pine tree,
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would be approximately 65’ tall. Six panel antennas are proposed to be
installed on the pole with future co-location capability. Associated ground
equipment is also proposed near the base of the pole.

Site Layout and Design: The current site consists of the Parish Center,
church, and parking lot located along Hollenbeck Avenue. Athletic fields,
rectory, and classrooms are also located on-site. The proposed location would
be behind the church and Parish center. The subject tree pole is approximately
151’ 7” from the property line adjacent to Cascade Drive and 300’ from
Hollenbeck (although 186’ 4’ from the property line which runs through the
parking lot). The pole has been strategically placed on site within an existing
grove of trees. The monopine is approximately 210 feet to the closest resident
across Cascade Drive and 254’ from the closest residence to the west. (See Site
and Architectural Plans in Attachment D for more detail.)

The proposed 65’ AT&T monopole is designed as a faux tree, or monopine, with
a 24-inch trunk diameter. Six antennas would be located towards the top of
the structure (58’ at center of antennas). The future dish antennas would be
located at approximately 51 feet. Additional space below is left for future co-
locations.

Three arrays, each containing two antennas would project approximately 1’
from the pole. The drip line of the faux tree extends a distance of approximately
15’ from the center of the pole. The design incorporates artificial branches that
partially obscure the view of the antennas from the surrounding area.
Photosimulations are also provided of the site in Attachment F.

Staff has included specific design criteria under Condition of Approval #3 that
ensures that the design of the “monopine” is compatible to nearby trees in the
area. To ensure that the proposed tree has a realistic appearance, staff has
included a condition requiring that artificial branches of different widths must
be used at different elevations while still meeting the objective of screening the
antennas. The final design of the monopine shall be reviewed and approved by
the Director of Community Development, prior to issuance of Building permits.
Staff has also included Condition of Approval #3E which requires that the pole
be able to accommodate up to two additional carriers.

A 6’ chain link fence with vinyl slats will enclose a 420 square foot area for the
ground equipment The chain link fencing will match existing fencing that
encloses the nearby yard of the Parish Center. Initial consideration was
explored by staff to relocate the proposed equipment area to a location adjacent
to the church within the building design, as had been done with the previous
telecommunications project at the site. It was determined that adequate area
could not be accommodated adjacent to the building and a separate enclosed
area was needed. It was determined that the proposed location provided the
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needed area with the least visual impact to neighboring sites and public
streets.

Landscaping: The proposal does not include the removal of any existing trees
on-site. The enclosed equipment area will be located in a grassed area behind
an existing fenced area adjacent to the Parish Center. The fenced area is
hidden from both street frontages. An existing grove of trees partially screens
the area from the north, east and west, while existing building blocks the view
from the south. The church also obstructs the enclosed area to the east.

To improve the visual aesthetics and soften the view of the chain link fence,
internally to the site, staff is recommending additional vegetation in the form of
small shrubs around the periphery of the fence (Condition of Approval #5C)

Parking/Circulation: Existing parking is adequate for the proposed use. The
proposed facility requires only periodic service at the site. Most of the service
can be done remotely and does not require a visit to the site.

Radio Frequency (RF) Emissions Exposure: The FCC is the final authority on
safety of telecommunications facilities. If the FCC has determined the facility to
be in compliance with federal standards, the City is not permitted to make
additional judgments on health and safety issues. The application can be
reviewed by the City for compliance with design and location criteria only. The
attached RF Emissions report (Attachment E) provides information about the
proposed RF emissions of the facility. These results indicate the RF emissions
at the site for the applicant (AT&T) and all other carriers (Sprint and T-Mobile)
combined are considered safe for inhabited areas.

Compliance with Development Standards/Guidelines: The project meets the
criteria that free-standing telecommunications facilities not be readily visible to
surrounding properties, as it will be designed as a faux tree pole to blend in
with the surrounding landscape. The ancillary ground equipment will also be
screened from view, as the cabinets are screened by the proposed chain-link
fence with vinyl slats and existing structures on-site. Additional screening
vegetation will be required per Conditions of Approval.

Expected Impact on the Surroundings: The impacts to the surrounding
residential properties, streets and school have been reduced to the fullest
extent possible. Visual impacts of the pole and proposed antennas have been
reduced by using a camouflage design and locating the monopine within a
grove of mature trees. The ground equipment is screened from view by fencing
and existing structures on-site. Impacts related to noise will be limited to occur
during the initial phases of construction and will meet applicable standards
during operation. As stated above, compliance to RF emissions has been
demonstrated to be met, as required by the FCC.
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Fiscal Impact

No fiscal impacts other than normal fees and taxes are expected.

Public Contact

Planning Commission Meeting: A Planning Commission meeting was held on
January 12, 2009 regarding this project. At the meeting, six members of the
public spoke and had concerns with the design, location, safety, and effect on
property values. The Planning Commission discussed issues related to the site
layout, site choice, ancillary equipment, screening, and the design and height
of the structure. The Planning Commission voted to approve the project with
modified conditions by a 5-2 vote. The following modified conditions were
approved and are also noted in the attached Conditions of Approval
(Attachment B):

e Modify Condition of Approval #3B. to require that if the microwave
antennas are proposed to be installed at a later date from the monopole
structure, additional design review for such antennas at that time is
required for approval by the Director of Community Development prior to
installation.

Appeal: A neighboring resident submitted an appeal for the project on Tuesday
January 27. The appeal letter is included in Attachment H. The appellant
states that the faux tree has a significant visual impact to the neighborhood
and will cause property devaluation. Concerns are also noted regarding health
effects and interference with emergency communications.

Staff recognizes the proposed monopine will present a visual change to the
surrounding neighborhood but considers the proposed location the most
optimal for the site. Staff considers that the proposed location appropriate
considering it's is within a grove of trees where equipment can be better
screened from adjacent properties by being positioned behind existing
structures. The location is about 250 feet from properties to the west, 210 feet
from properties to the south (across Cascade) and approximately 370 feet from
properties to the west (across Hollenbeck). The location is relatively centralized
to minimize potential impacts to adjacent residents. No information is available
that property values would change as a result of a faux tree telecommunication
facility. As stated in the report, the FCC is responsible for evaluating RF
emission standards for the proposed facility.
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Notice of Negative Staff Report Agenda
Declaration and Public
Hearing
e Published in the Sun e Posted on the City e Posted on the
newspaper of Sunnyvale's City's official
e Posted on the site Website notice bulletin
e 117 notices mailed to the | e Provided at the board
property owners and Reference Section e City of
residents within 300 ft. of of the City of Sunnyvale's
the project site. Notices Sunnyvale's Public Website
were also sent those who Library
attended the Planning
Commission public
hearing

Conclusion

Findings and General Plan Goals: Staff was able to make the required
Findings based on the justifications for the Use Permit. Recommended Findings
and General Plan Goals are located in Attachment A.

Conditions of Approval: Recommended Conditions of Approval are located in
Attachment B.

Alternatives

Grant the appeal and deny the Use Permit.

Deny the appeal and adopt the Negative Declaration and approve the Use
Permit with attached conditions.

3. Deny the appeal and adopt the Negative Declaration and approve the Use
Permit with modified conditions.

4. Do not adopt the Negative Declaration and direct staff as to where
additional environmental analysis is required.
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Recommendation

Alternative 2, deny the appeal and uphold the decision of the Planning
Commission approving the Use Permit with the attached conditions.

Reviewed by:

Hanson Hom,
Director of Community Development Department

Reviewed by: Trudi Ryan, Planning Officer
Prepared by: Ryan M. Kuchenig, Associate Planner

Reviewed by:

Gary Luebbers
City Manager

Attachments:

Recommended Findings

Recommended Conditions of Approval

Negative Declaration

. Site and Architectural Plans

RF Emissions Report

Photosimulations

. Minutes from Planning Commission Hearing on January 12, 2009
. Letter of Appeal

IOTMMUOwy
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Recommended Findings - Use Permit

Goals and Policies that relate to this project are:

Telecommunications Policy

Action Statement A.l.e: Support retention of local zoning authority for
cellular towers, satellite dish antennas, and other telecommunications
equipment, facilities and structures.

The zoning code requires that the location of telecommunication facilities be
designed with sensitivity to the surrounding areas. The proposed antennas
will be camouflaged within a “faux tree” pole which minimizes impacts to
surrounding properties. The proposed facility will provide additional cell
phone coverage to surrounding area.

Land Use and Transportation Sub-Element

Policy N1.3: Promote an  attractive and functional commercial
environment.

Policy N1.5: Establish and monitor standards for community appearance
and property maintenance.

The proposed project is similar to other tree pole designs utilized elsewhere in
the city and has been conditioned similarly to ensure adequate final design
review. The location of the ground equipment is strategically placed to limit
impacts to surrounding residential properties.

1. The proposed use attains the objectives and purposes of the General Plan
of the City of Sunnyvale. (Finding Met)

The Wireless Telecommunications Policy promotes retention of local
zoning authority when reviewing telecommunications facilities. The
zoning code requires that the location of telecommunication facilities be
designed with sensitivity to the surrounding areas. The proposed facility
is compliant with all wireless telecommunication development standards:

e The project meets all FCC RF emissions standards.

e To the extent possible, the monopine is proposed to be located
within an area surrounded by mature trees to reduce its overall
visual impact.

e Although almost completely screened by existing buildings, the
ground equipment enclosure will match existing fencing in the
area and requirements to plant screening vegetation will help
improve visual impacts internally to the site.
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2. The proposed use ensures that the general appearance of proposed
structures, or the uses to be made of the property to which the
application refers, will not impair either the orderly development of, or
the existing uses being made of, adjacent properties. (Finding Met)

The impacts to the surrounding residential properties, streets have been
reduced to fullest extent possible through design and site layout. The
proposed project meets the visual standards established by the City for
telecommunication facilities as it is designed to create the least possible
aesthetic impact. The RF emissions resulting from the project are
substantially below the federal limits.
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Recommended Conditions of Approval - Use Permit

In addition to complying with all applicable City, County, State and Federal
Statutes, Codes, Ordinances, Resolutions and Regulations, Permittee expressly
accepts and agrees to comply with the following conditions of approval of this

Permit:

Unless otherwise noted, all conditions shall be subject to the review of approval
of the Director of Community Development.

1. GENERAL CONDITIONS

A.

B.

Execute a Use Permit document prior to issuance of the building
permit.

Project shall be in conformance with the plans approved at the public
hearing(s). Minor changes may be approved by the Director of
Community Development, major changes may be approved at a
public hearing.

Any major site and architectural plan modifications shall be treated
as an amendment of the original approval and shall be subject to
approval at a public hearing except that minor changes of the
approved plans may be approved by staff level by the Director of
Community Development.

The Conditions of Approval shall be reproduced on a page of the
plans submitted for a Building permit for this project.

The Use Permit for the use shall expire if the use is discontinued for
a period of one year or more.

The Use Permit shall be null and void two years from the date of
approval by the final review authority at a public hearing if the
approval is not exercised, unless a written request for an extension is
received prior to expiration date and is approved by the Director of
Community Development.

Any expansion or modification of the approved use shall be approved
by separate application at a public hearing by the Planning
Commission.

Each facility must comply with any and all applicable regulations
and standards promulgated or imposed by any state or federal
agency, including but not limited to, the Federal Communications
Commission and Federal Aviation Agency.

The owner or operator of any facility shall submit and maintain
current at all times basic contact and site information on a form to
be supplied by the city. Applicant shall notify city of any changes to
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the information submitted within thirty (30) days of any change,
including change of the name or legal status of the owner or
operator. This information shall include, but is not limited to the
following:

1. Identity, including name, address and telephone number, and
legal status of the owner of the facility including official
identification numbers and FCC certification, and if different from
the owner, the identity and legal status of the person or entity
responsible for operating the facility.

2. Name, address and telephone number of a local contact person for
emergencies.

3. Type of service provided.

The owner or operator shall maintain, at all times, a sign mounted
on site showing the operator name, site number and emergency
contact telephone number.

The owner or operator of any facility shall obtain and maintain
current at all times a business license as issued by the City.

L. All facilities and related equipment, including lighting, fences, shields,

cabinets, and poles, shall be maintained in good repair, free from
trash, debris, litter and graffiti and other forms of vandalism, and
any damage from any cause shall be repaired as soon as reasonably
possible so as to minimize occurrences of dangerous conditions or
visual blight. Graffiti shall be removed from any facility or equipment
as soon as practicable, and in no instance more than forty-eight (48)
hours from the time of notification by the city.

. Each owner or operator of a facility shall routinely and regularly

inspect each site to ensure compliance with the standards set forth
in the Telecommunications Ordinance.

The wireless telecommunication facility provider shall defend,
indemnify, and hold harmless the city or any of its boards,
commissions, agents, officers, and employees from any claim, action
or proceeding against the city, its boards, commission, agents,
officers, or employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul, the
approval of the project when such claim or action is brought within
the time period provided for in applicable state and/or local statutes.
The city shall promptly notify the provider(s) of any such claim,
action or proceeding. The city shall have the option of coordinating in
the defense. Nothing contained in this stipulation shall prohibit the
city from participating in a defense of any claim, action, or
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proceeding if the city bears its own attorney's fees and costs, and the
city defends the action in good faith.

Facility lessors shall be strictly liable for any and all sudden and
accidental pollution and gradual pollution resulting from their use
within the city. This liability shall include cleanup, intentional injury
or damage to persons or property. Additionally, lessors shall be
responsible for any sanctions, fines, or other monetary costs imposed
as a result of the release of pollutants from their operations.
Pollutants mean any solid, liquid, gaseous or thermal irritant or
contaminant, including smoke, vapor, soot, fumes, acids, alkalis,
chemicals, electromagnetic waves and waste. Waste includes
materials to be recycled, reconditioned or reclaimed.

Wireless telecommunication facility operators shall be strictly liable
for interference caused by their facilities with city communication
systems. The operator shall be responsible for all labor and
equipment costs for determining the source of the interference, all
costs associated with eliminating the interference, (including but not
limited to filtering, installing cavities, installing directional antennas,
powering down systems, and engineering analysis), and all costs
arising from third party claims against the city attributable to the
interference.

Q. No wireless telecommunication facility shall be sited or operated in

S.

such a manner that is poses, either by itself or in combination with
other such facilities, a potential threat to public health. To that end
no facility or combination of faculties shall produce at any time
power densities in any inhabited area that exceed the FCC's
Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits for electric and
magnetic field strength and power density for transmitters or any
more restrictive standard subsequently adopted or promulgated by
the city, county, the state of California, or the federal government.

Each facility shall be operated in such a manner so as to minimize
any possible disruption caused by noise. At no time shall equipment
noise from any source exceed an exterior noise level of 60 dB during
daytime hours or 50 dB during nighttime hours as measured at the
property line. Backup generators shall be allowed only during
emergencies, and shall not be tested on weekends or holidays, or
between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekday nights.

All new signs shall be in conformance with Sunnyvale Municipal
Code.

COMPLY WITH OR OBTAIN OTHER PERMITS

A. The applicant shall testany wireless telecommunications site

installed in the City of Sunnyvale within 15 days of operating the
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tower. The test shall confirm that any Emergency 911 wireless call
made through the wireless telecommunications site shall provide
Enhanced 911 capability (including phase 2 information when
available from the caller's device) and direct the call to the City of
Sunnyvale Department of Public Safety dispatcher, ensuring phase 2
information is transferred. If the call is to be directed elsewhere
pursuant to State and Federal law the applicant shall ensure that
the Enhanced 911 information transfers to that dispatch center.
This capability shall be routinely tested to ensure compliance as long
as the approved wireless telecommunications site is in service.

DESIGN/EXTERIOR COLORS AND MATERIALS

A.

B.

The monopole shall be disguised as a pine tree. Foliage shall start at
10 ft. above ground level. The pole shall have full bark.

The applicant shall submit the tree pole design and specifications,
including branch design and density of foliage to the Director of
Community Development for approval before a building permit can
be issued.

Maintain the tree pole annually to make sure it remains in
approximately the same shape when it was put in and repaired if
needed. Submit the maintenance report to the Director of
Community Development for review.

Artificial branches of different widths must be used at different
elevations to give the tree a more realistic appearance while still
meeting the objective of screening the antennas. Final design shall be
reviewed and approved by the Director of Community Development.

The pole shall be structurally designed to support up to two
additional carriers, unless the applicant can demonstrate that they
negatively affect the aesthetic nature of the tree pole.

FENCES
A.

Design and location of any proposed fencing and/or walls are
subject to the review and approval by the Director of Community
Development.

LANDSCAPING

A.

B.

No tree removal permit shall be approved where the reason for
removal is interference with the telecommunications site.

All landscaping shall be installed in accordance with the approved
landscape plan and shall thereafter be maintained in a neat, clean,
and healthful condition.
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C. Additional landscaping, including grasses and small shrubs, shall be

planted around the entire periphery of the proposed equipment
enclosure building.
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oS, PLANNING DIVISION e INUITIDeT. ZuUo-111Y
§7 %% CITY OF SUNNYVALE No. 08-18
P.O. BOX 3707 , e e e C/
% SUNNYVALE, CALIFORNIA 94088-3707

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This form is provided as a notification of an intent to adopt a Negative Declaration which has been
prepared in compliance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as
amended, and Resolution #193-36.

PROJECT TITLE:
Application for Use Permit by AT&T Wireless.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION (APN):

2008-1119 — AT&T Wireless [Applicant] Roman Catholic Welfare Corp of San Jose [Owner}:
Application for a Use Permit for a new tree pole with six panel antennas, two future microwave dish
antennas and ancillary ground equipment, The property is located at 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue (near
Cascade Dr.) in a P-F (Public Facility) Zoning District. (APN: 323-06-005} RK

WHERE TO VIEW THIS DOCUMENT:

The Negative Declaration, its supporting documentation and details relating to the project are on file and
available for review and comment in the Office of the Secretary of the Planning Commission, City Hall, 456
West Olive Avenue, Sunnyvale.

This Negative Declaration may be protested in writing by any person prior to 5:00 p.m. on Monday,
January 12, 2009. Protest shall be filed in the Depariment of Community Development, 456 W. Olive
Avenue, Sunnyvale and shall include a written statement specifying anticipated environmental effects
which may be significant. A protest of a Negative Declaration will be considered by the adopting
authority, whose action on the protest may be appealed. '

HEARING INFORMATION:
A public hearing on the project is scheduled for:

Monday, January 12, 2009 at 8:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers, City Hall, 456 West Olive Avenue,
Sunnyvale.

TOXIC SITE INFORMATION:

(No) listed toxic sites are present at the project location.

Circulated On December 19, 2008 Simw&f

G}rri Caruso, Principal Planner




ACHMENT_(\
M 12:22!@3

INITIAL STUDY

City of Sunnyvale

Department of Community Development Project #: 2008-1119

Planning Division Project Address: 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue

P.O. Box 3707 Applicant:  AT&T Mobility c/o Black Dot Wireless

Sunnyvale, CA 94088-3707

1. Project Title: Application for a Use Permit to allow a tree pole with 6
panel antennas and 2 future microwave dish antennas with
ancillary ground equipment,

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Sunnyvale, Community Development Department,
Planning Division

3.  Contact Person and Phone Number: Ryan M. Kuchenig, Associate Planner (408) 730-7431

4.  Project Location: 1010 Sunnyvale-Saratoga Road, Sunnyvale, CA 94087
5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: AT&T Mobility c/o Black Dot Wireless

3970 Breuner Avenue

Sacramento, CA 95819

6. General Plan Designation: School

7.  Zoning: PF (Public Facility)

8.  Description of the Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secondary, support, or off-site features necessary for its
implementation. (Attach additional sheets if necessary)

The project consists of an application for a Use Permit for the construction of a 65 foot monopole
disguised as a tree. The purpose of the facility is to provide telecommunication services to the
surrounding residential neighborhood. Additional associated ground equipment will be placed within
an enclosed fenced area near the base of the new structure. The applicant has submitted an RF
emissions report indicating compliance with FCC standards. The applicant will be required to obtain
a building permit subsequent to planning approval of the project. '

9.  Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The site is comprised of the Resurrection Parish Church.
(Briefly describe the project’s Directly north of the church, a shared parking lot connects
surroundings) with the Presbyterian Church of Sunnyvale. Single family

uses are located to the east, south and west of the project
sife.

10. Other public agencies whose approval None

is required {e.g. permits, financing

approval, or participation agreement).
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Project #: 2008-1119 : Pags,_ 5 . ol
Project Address: 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue
Applicant: AT&T Mobility c/o Black Dot Wireless INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKILIST

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

@  Aesthetics @  Hazards & Hazardous @  Public Services
Materials
@  Agricultural Resources @  Hydrology/Water @  Recreation
Quality
0  Air Quality @  Land Use/Planning @  Transportation/Traffic
©  Biological Resources §  Mineral Resources ¢  Utilities/Service
Systems
g  Cultural Resources g Noise @  Mandatory Findings of
Significance
g  Geology/Soils @  Population/Housing

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE 0
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will notbe a X
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
propenent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

1 find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL 6
IMPACT REPORT is required.

1 find that the proposed project MAY have a “potential significant impact”™ or “potentially significant unless 0
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier

document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on

the earlier analysis as described on aftached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required,

but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the enviromment, because all e
potentially significant effects (2) have been analyzed in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION

pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or

NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed

project,amthing further is required.
7 P 2 1303
St /{E ' - Date
Jan M. %D

Printed Name: —— : For: City of Sunnyvale
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Project #: 2008-1119 Page,_ L of__ %
Project Address: 139% Hollenbeck Avenue '
Applicant: AT&T Mobility c/o Black Dot Wircless INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

D

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects
like the one involved {e.g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as
well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant.
“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are orie or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Significant Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less
than significant level (mitigation measures from Section 17, “Earlier Analysis,” may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c) (3) (d). In this case, a brief
discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such
effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent
to which they address site-specific conditions for the project

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should,
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggeéted form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever
format is selected.

The analysis of each issue should identify: (a} the significance criteria or threshold used to evaluate each question;
and (b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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INKTIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Issues and Supportiug Information Ppte{liially Lf-:ss.than L.ess.Than No Source
Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

I.  AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a.  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 0 e X 0 See
Discu
ssion

b.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 2,94
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings 0 o] 0 X
within a state scenic highway?

c.  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 0 0 X a) See
quality of the site and its surroundings? Discu

ssion

d.  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which ) 6 0 X 2,94
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

II. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pellution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable 0 0 o) X 3,97,
air quality plan? 100

3,97,

b.  Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially 0 0 6 X 100,
to an existing or projected atr quality violation. i

¢.  Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 0 0 0 X 3,96
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non- 97,
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 100,
quality standard (including releasing emissions which 111
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d.  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 62,
concentrations? X 63,

0 0 0 1,
112
o . . X
e.  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number 8] 0 o] 111,
112

of people?
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Issues and Supporting Information P?tentially Less than Less Than No Source
Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

III. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:

a.  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 0 0 a] 2,94,
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a 111
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U. S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

b.  Have a substantially adverse impact on any riparian habitat 0 0 6 2,94,
or other sensitive natural commumity identified in local or 111,
regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California 112,
Department of Fish and Game or U.S Wildlife Service? 109

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

Include aquatic and wetland habitats as part of the sensitive
habitat review. Also evaluate adverse changes to sensitive
habitats that favor the development of mosquitoes and other
biting flies that may pose a threat to public health. Aquatic
and wetland habitats such as those found near Stevens
Creek, Calabazas Creek, Sunnyvale East Channel,
Sunnyvale West Channel, El Camino Channel, Moffett
Channel, Guadalupe Slough and the Baylands are
considered sensitive habitat areas.

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected o} a| 0 2,94,
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 109
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

d.  Inmterferc substantially with the movement of any resident or 8} 0 0 2,94,
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 111,
resident migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 112,
native wildlife nursery sites? ' 109

e.  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 0 0 0 2,4
biological resources, such as a free preservation policy or
ordinance?

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 0 0 -9 2,41,
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan, 94,
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 111
plan?
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Issues and Supporting Information ‘S’:’gtne?gjﬁ ’gf;:igj:m éf;i}:g:‘;t ggpact Source
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
IV. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
X
a.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 0 8 o) 2,59-
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5? 61,94
X
b.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 0 0 e 10,
archaeological resources pursuant to Section 15064.57 42, 94
X
¢.  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 0 0 o) 10,42,
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 4,11
X
d.  Disturb any human remains, including those interred 9 0 0 2,111,
outside of formal cemeteries? 12
V. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
X 2,11,
. . . . 12, 21,
a.  Physically divide an established community? 0 0 0 9
X 28,31,
b.  Conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy or 0 0 8 1
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
X
c.  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 2] 0 0 2, 94,
natural communities conservation plan?
V1. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
2,94
a.  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 0 0 0 X
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
. 2,94
b.  Resultin the Joss of availability of a locally-important 0 0 0 X
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
VIL. NOISE. Would the project result in:
X 216
a.  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in 0 0 o] 26, 94
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
0 See
b.  Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 0 0 X Discuat
sion

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
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x = Potentially Less than Less Than Ne Source
Issues and Support}ng Information Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
2,186,
c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 0 0 X 0 26,
the project vicinity above levels existing without the 19141
project? 11 2:
115
2,16,
d. A substantially temporary or periodic increase in ambient 0 o) X 8 22,
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 1911
without the project? 112,
115
VIILPOPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:
X 294
a.  Induce substantial population growth in an area, either 0 8} 0
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)? :
X 2
b.  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 0 0 8] 11,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 12
elsewhere?
)¢ 2,11,
c.  Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the 0 0 0 1 11?5
construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 1
IX. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered government facilities, need for new or physically altered
government facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performancc objectives for any of the public
services:
X 2
. Parks? 111,
o s 6 8 0
X 26,
b.  Fire protection? 8] 0 0 gg
103,
104
X UG
c.  Schools? UBC/
X 2,
d.  Other public facilities? 11,
P 0 9 0 112
‘ X 26,
e.  Police protection? 63,
p 0 0 0 ol
103,
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Issues and Supporting Information Potentially | Lessthan | Less Than | No Source
) Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
X. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
X 2,3,
a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 0 0 6 12,
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or gg
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 96,
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 97,
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range 109,
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 110
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?
X 2,3,
b.  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, 8} 0 e 12,
but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively gg
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a 94,
project are considerable when viewed in connection with 98,
the effects of the past projects, the effects of other current 97,
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 110
X 94,
¢.  Does the project have environmental effects which will 8] 4] 0 111112
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?
Issues and Supporting Information gfgtﬁ?g:ﬁ Iéfgsﬁi?:;m ;i‘f’;ig:gt ;\Illﬁpact Source
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

XL

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or

death involving:

(i)  Rupture of a known carthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.

(i) Strong seismic ground shaking? 0
(ili) Seismic-related ground failure, including | 0
liquefaction?

X

UBC,
UPC,
UMC,
NEC

UBC,
UPC,
UMC,
NEC

UBC,

UPC,

UMC,
NEC
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Issueg and Supporting Information ‘S’:’;?E:g Isfgssi?:::m Igf;};:::t ggpact Source
Impact With Irnpact
Mitigation
Incorporated
X. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
2,3,
a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 0 9 0 X 12,
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or gg
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 96.
below self-sustaining levels, threaten fo eliminate a plant or 97,
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range 108,
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate 110
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?
X 23
b.  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, 8 ) 0 12,
but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively gg'
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a 94
project are considerable when viewed in connection with 96,
the effects of the past projects, the effects of other current 87,
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? 110
X %
c.  Does the project have environmental effects which will 0 ) 0 11’;12'
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?
Issues and Supporting Information g:’gf;:’gsﬁ éf;ité‘::nt éf;&ﬁﬁi& fi?paci Source
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
X
. 10 :
(iv) Landshdes? 8 0 6 MG,
NEC
X UBC,
b.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 0 o) 0 UPC,
UMC,
NEC
X UBC,
c.  Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 0 4] 0 85‘ ((:;
would become unstable as a result of the project, and NEC.
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liguefaction or collapse?
X UBC,
d.  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-a-B of ) a) 9 UPC,
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial UNhgg'
risks to life or property?
. X UBC,
e.  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of ) ) 0 UPC,
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems lﬂ\ég

where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

C

azd)

Issues and Supporting Information Potentially | Less than Less Than | No Source
Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
Xil. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:
2,20,
a.  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the ) ) 0 X 2?
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? gs’
89,
a0,
111,
112
2,20,
b.  Require or result in construction of new water or 0 6 6 X 24'
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 8?!
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 88:
environmental effects? 89,
111,
112
c.  Require or result in the construction of new storm water 0 0 0 X 220
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilitics, the 24,
. . .. 25,
construction of which could cause significant 87
environmental effects? 88:
89,
111,
112
_ N . X
d.  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project O 0 0 2,20,
from existing entitlements and resources, or are new or 24,
. 25,
expanded entitlements needed? P
88,
89,
111,
112
X 2,20,
e.  Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment 0 6 0 2‘51
provider that services or may serve the project determined a7
that it has adequate capacity tolserve thc? p.roj ect’s projected 88,
demand in addition to the provider’s existing 89,
commitments? 111,
112
X 2,22,
f.  Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 0 0 0 1910:
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs? 1112,
X 2,22,
. Comply with federal, state, and local statues and 90,
g ply 0 0 ) vt

regulations related to solid waste?
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

: : Potentially Less than Less Than No Source

Issues and Supportmg Information Significant Significant Significant | Impact

Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

XITI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a.  Cause an increase in the traffic which is substantial in 2,12,
relation to the existing fraffic load and capacity of the street _7/51_)
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the X 77'
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on 6 0 0 80,
roads, or congestion at intersections)? 84,

111,
112
2,12,

b.  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 71,
service standard established by the county congestion ;?
management agency for designated roads or highways? 9 0 ) X 80:

84,

111,

112
21

¢.  Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an x 111,
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results 6 8 0 1111%’
in substantial safety risks?

2,12,

d.  Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g., ;;
sharp curves or dangerous infersections) or incompatible 77'
uses (e.g. farm equipment)? 0 0 0 X 80,

84,
111,
112
8,12,
¢.  Result in inadequate emergency access? 0 8 o) 13
37,
f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? al 0 0 111
12,
g.  Conflict with adopted policies or programs supporting 9 ) 0 X 81,85

alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Issues and Supporting Information Potentiafly | Lessthan | Less Than | No Source
; Significant Significant Significant | lmpact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

XIV. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project?

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 0 ) 2 ¥  UFC,
through the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous UBC,
materials? gVM

X UFC,

b.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 0 ) 0 Lé\B/C
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident CM
conditions involving the Tikely release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

X UFC,

c.  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely ) 0 0 UBC,
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one- S\éM
quarter mile of an exiting or proposed school?

X UFC,

d.  Belocated on a site which is included on a list of 0 ) 8 LS”\?‘IIC\.:'I'
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant fo c
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

X UFC,

e.  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, ) ) ) LSJ\Blf\;d
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles c
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

X  UFC,

f. Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with an 0 ) 0 lé?/i\:ﬂ
adopted emergency response plan or emergency c
evacuation plan?

UFC,

g Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 8 0 6 X ge&
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where c

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Dy/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

. : Potentially Less than Less Than No Source
Issues and Supportlng Information Significant Significant Signifieant | Impact
Itnpact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
XV. RECREATION
17,
a. Would the project increase the use of existing o) 0 0 X 18,
neighborhood or regional parks or other recreational 111
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would oceur or be accelerated?
17,
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require 0 6 0 X 18,
111

the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

XVIL

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are

significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation
and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project?

- 94
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of 0 0 0 X
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Montitoring Program of the California Resources Agency
to non-agricultural use?
94
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 0 8 a] X
Williamson Act contract?
94
c. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, 0 0 0 X
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
farmland, to non-agricultural use?
; + Potentially Less than Less Than No Source
Issues and S“p P Ol'tlllg Information Significant Significant Significant | Impact e
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
XVII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project?
2,24,
a.  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 0 2! 5} X 12151 -

requirernentis?

D:/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00
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(i) Is the project tributary to an already impaired water 0 0 ) X 224
body, as listed on the Clean Water Act Section 25,
303(d) list? If so, will it result in an increase in any | '111 ;_,
pollutant for which the water body is already
impaired?

(ii.) Will the proposed project cause or contribute to an 8} 6 6 X 2,24
exceedance of applicable surface or groundwater ??'1
receiving water quality objectives or degradation of 112’

beneficial uses?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:
For example, projects that could increase pollutant
discharges such as mercury, copper, nickel, sediment,
organophospate pesticides, PCBs, or other listed
contarninants will need to address those impacts.
Beneficial uses for Sunnyvale water bodies may include
Cold Freshwater Habitat (e.g., Stevens Creck), Estuarine
Habitat (e.g., Guadalupe Slough, north portions of
Sunnyvale East and West Channels), Groundwater
Recharge {e.g., Calabazas Creck and Stevens Creek),

~ Preservation of Rare or Endangered Species (e.g., Stevens
Creek, Baylands), Warm Freshwater Habitats and Wildlife
Habitat (e.g., Sunnyvale East and West Channels).

b.  Substantially degrade groundwater supplies or interfere ) 0 0 X 224
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there 5?1
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of 112

the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate
of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

: * Potentially Less than Less Than No Source
Issues and Sllpp()l‘tlllg Information Significant Significant Sigpificant | Impact
Impact With impact
Mitigation
incorporated

D:/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00
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c.  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site o) 0 0 X 2,24,

or area, including through the alteration of the course of a 23,

stream or river, in a manmer which would result in n;_

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

Evaluation of a project’s effect on drainage patterns should

refer to the final approved SCVURPPP Hydromodification

Management Plan (HMP) where applicable, to assess the

significance of aliering existing drainage patterns and to

develop any mitigation measures. The evaluation of

hydromodification effects should also consider any

potential for streambed or bank erosion downstream from

the project. Areas that may be impacted within Sunnyvale

include the storm water drainage area into Stevens Creek

and the southern reach of Calabazas Creek between

Homestead Road and Lawrence Expressway. Areas that

drain into Sunnyvale East and West Channels and El

Camino Channel have been proposed to be exempt from

HMP requirements since they are artificial channels and the

northern portions of Sunnyvale East and West Channels are

under tidal influence.

d.  Create or contribute runoff which would exceed the 8] ol 0 X 2,24
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage 25,
systems or provide substantial additional sources of :ﬂ ;_
polluted runoff?

(i) Wil the proposed project result in increased
impervious surfaces and associated increased runoff? 5] 0 6 X 3,524.
111,
112
(ii.) If so, does the project meet the NPDES permit’s
Group 1 or Group 2 criteria? 0 6 0 X ;22’5,24'
Storm Water Runoff Guidance: ;;;

If applicable, document Best Management Practices in
fulfillment of Provision C.3 requirements as CEQA
mitigation measures,

D:/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

: . Potentially Less than Less Than No Source
Issues and Supportmg Information Significant Significant Significant | Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
e.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 0 o) 4] X 224
25,
111,
P12
(i.) Would the proposed project result in an increase in
pollutant discharges to receiving waters? 0 0 0 X 3,524,
Storm Water Runoff Guidance: 141,
Consider water quality parameters such as M2
temperature, dissolved oxygen, turbidity and other
typical storm water pollutants (e.g., heavy metals,
pathogens, petroleum derivatives, synthetic organics,
sediment, nutrients, oxygen-demanding substances,
and trash).
(ii.) Does the project have the potential to result in a . oo
significant impact to surface water quality, marine, 0 6 0 X 25, '
fresh, or wetland waters, or to groundwater quality? 111,
112
(iii.) ‘Will the project result in avoiding creation of 2 24
mosquito larval sources that would subsequently 0 0 0 X 25,
require chemical treatment to protect human and 111,
animal health? 112
f.  Place housing within a 100-year floodplain, as mapped on a 0 4} 0 X 224
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate ??1
Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 112"
g.  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which 0 0 0 X 224
would impede or redirect flood flows? ??;[
112
2,24,
h.  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 0 0 0 X 1215.
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a 111:
result of the failure of a levee or dam?
2,24,
i.  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 25,
y ’ 0 0 0 X 111,
112

D:/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00




Project #: 2008-1119 Pega. W ef. Z 0
Project Address: 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue
Applicant: AT&T Mobility c/o Black Dot Wireless INITTAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS THAT ARE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

1. a) AESTHETICS: The City’s implementation of the Citywide Design Guidelines and staff’s review of
final development plans, which will be submitted for final Building Permit review, will ensure that the final
design of the project is consistent with the plans reviewed by the Planning Commission. The project will not
degrade the visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings. As a result, this impact will be less
than significant. The applicant proposed to disguise the facility as a tree adjacent to other on-site trees and
screen associated equipment within an enclosed area near the base of the structure.

7. b & d) NOISE The project will introduce short-term and temporary additional sources of noise to the
project area during construction. Through the City’s implementation of the Municipal Code noise regulations,
this impact will be lessened to a less than significant level during construction.

RF Emissions: The facility is subject to Federal Communication Commission (FCC) limits of exposure

standards for human exposure. The applicant has submitted a RF (radio frequency) exposure study,
conducted by TRK Engineering, indicating compliance with these Federal requirements.

Completed By: R)(a " Kw nen ' Date: /2 / 72 / &5/

D:/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00



ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

City of Sunnyvale General Plan:

el A e S

Map

Air Quality Sub-Element

Community Design Sub-Element
Community Participation Sub-Element
Cultural Arts Sub-Element

Executive Summary

Fire Services Sub-Element

Fiscal Sub-Element

Heritage Preservation Sub-Element
Housing & Community Revitalization Sub-
Element

Land Use & Transportation Sub-Element
Law Enforcement Sub-Element
Legislative Management Sub-Element
Library Sub-Element

Noise Sub-Element

Open Space Sub-Element.

Recreation Sub-Element

Safety & Seismic Safety Sub-Element
Sanitary Sewer System Sub-Element
Socie-Economic Sub-Element

Solid Waste Management Sub-Element
Support Services Sub-Element

Surface Run-off Sub-Element

Water Resources Sub-Element

City of Sunnyvale Municipal Code:

25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.

38.
39,

Chapter 10

Chapter 12.60 Storm Water Management
Chapter 19.18. Residential Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.20. Commercial Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.22. Industrial Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.24, Office Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.26. Combining Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.28. Downtown Specific Plan
Chapter 19.42. Operating Standards
Chapter 19.46. Off-Street Parking & Loading
Chapter 19.56. Solar Access

Chapter 19.66. Affordable Housing

Chapter 19.72. Conversion of Mobile Home
Parks to Other Uses

Chapter 19.94, Tree Preservation

Chapter 19.96. Heritage Preservation

D:/MD/Forms/CEQA Forms/Env Chklist Ref List.doc Rev. 8/00

Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Specific Plans:

40. Downtown Specific Plan (SMC 19.28)
41. El Camino Real Precise Plan

42. Lockheed Site Master Use Permit

43. Moffett Field Comprehensive Use Plan

44.
45.

101 & Lawrence Site Specific Plan
Southern Pacific Corridor Plan

Environmental Impact Reports:

46.
47.

48.

49,

50.

Futures Study Environmental Impact Report
Lockheed Site Master Use Permit
Environmental Impact Report

Tasman Corridor LRT Environmental Impact
Study (supplemental)

Kaiser Permanente Medical Center )
Replacement Center Environmental Impact
Report (City of Santa Clara)

Downtown Development Program
Environmental Impact Report

51. Caribbean-Moffett Park Environmental
Impact Report

52. Southern Pacific Corridor Plan Environmental
Impact Report

Maps:

53. Zoning Map

54. City of Sunnyvale Aerial Maps

55. Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FEMA)

56. Santa Clara County Assessors Parcel

57. Utility Maps (50 scale)

Lists / Inventories:

58.
59.
60.
61.

62.

Sunnyvale Cultural Resources Inventory List
Heritage Landmark Designation List

Santa Clara County Heritage Resource
Inventory

Hazardous Waste & Substances Sites List
(State of California)

List of Known Contaminants in Sunnyvale

Legislation / Acts / Bills / Codes:

63.

Subdivision Map Act



ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

Note:

64. Uniform Fire Code, including amendments
per SMC adoption

65. National Fire Code (National Fire Protection
Association)

66. Title 19 California Administrative Code

67. California Assembly Bill 2185/ 2187 (Waters
Bill)

68. California Assembly Bill 3777 (La Follette
Bill)

69. Superfund Amendments & Reauthorization
Act (SARA) Title II1

Transportation:

70. California Department of Transportation

Highway Design Manual

71. California Department of Transportation
Traffic Manual

72, California Department of Transportaiion
Standard Plan

73. California Department of Transportation
Standard Specification

74. Institute of Transportation Engineers - Trip
Generation

75. Institute of Transportation Engineers
Transportation and Traffic Engineering
Handbook

76. U.S. Dept. of Transportation Federal Highway
Admin, Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices for Street and Highways

77. California Vehicle Code

78. Traffic Engineering Theory & Practice by L.
J. Pegnataro

79. Santa Clara County Congestion Management
Program and Technical Guidelines

80. Santa Clara County Transportation Agency
Short Range Transit Plan

81. Santa Clara County Transportation Plan

82. Traffic Volume Studies, City of Sunnyvale
Public works Department of Traffic
Engineering Division

83. Santa Clara County Sub-Regional Deficiency
Plan

84. Bicycle Plan

Public Works:

85. Standard Specifications and Details of the

Department of Public Works

86.
87.
88.
89.

ATTACHMENT__C _

"

All references are the most recent version as of the date the initial Study was prepared:

Storm Drain Master Plan

Sanitary Sewer Master Plan

Water Master Plan

Solid Waste Management Plan of Santa Clara
County

90. Geotechnical Investigation Reports

91. Engineering Division Project Files

92. Subdivision and Parcel Map Files

Miscellaneous:

93. Field Inspection

94. Environmental Information Form

95. Annual Summary of Containment Excesses
(BAAQMD)

96. Current Air Quality Data

97. Chemical Emergency Preparedness Program
(EPA) Interim Document in 19857)

98. Association of Bay Area Governments
(ABAG) Population Projections

99. Bay Area Clean Air Plan

100. City-wide Design Guidelines

101. Industrial Design Guidelines

Building Safety:

102. Uniform Building Code, Volume 1,
(Including the California Building Code,
Volume 1)

103. Untform Building Code, Volume 2,
(Including the California Building Code,
Volume 2)

104. Uniform Plumbing Code, (Including the
Califorma Plumbing Code)

105. Uniform Mechanical Code, (Including the
California Mechanical Code)

106. National Electrical Code (Including California
Electrical Code)

107. Title 16 of the Sunnyvale Municipal Code

Additional References:

108.
109.
110.
111.
112.
113.
114.

USFWS / CA Dept. F&G Special Status Lists
Project Traffic Impact Analysis

Project Description

Project Development Plans

Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Plan
Federal Aviation Administration

Site Map




at&t

CN3538-B
RESURRECTION PARISH CHURCH

1399 HOLLENBECK AVENUE

SUNNYVALE, CALIFORNIA 94087

T i e
whl

=3

12 SHITGRETE

SPECIAL INSPECTIONS

COURETE W VERFY SN, CONDINCMS ARE SUBSTAKTILLY I
BOLTS INSTALLED In CONCRETE MFORLAMCE WiTh THE SOU RAESTIZATION ﬁEPM'I
CONCRETE MCWENT=RESSTRG SPACE FRAME R+ VEW 'IM' FRUNDATICN D!UWAMMS LXEND T
RENFORCING SYZEt aND PRESTRESSING STEFL

1 STRUCTURAL WELDING 33 FRDJ!BE SOI‘. CCMPACTION TEST EEUL!S BEFIn OF
WELD TESTIME DUCTAE WDWENT-RESISTING SIEEL FRAUE DL RELANE CENETY, Emw
WELDIZ REINFORCEIE STEEL 134 P S0 Aot RESuT, mmsmu

= INDEX, n:cuuu&uummvs FOR FEUNGATIGHS, O

ETRLLTY o FLOA SLA8 DESIGN FRR £ACH aﬂWNG SWT.
REMFORCER GYPSUM CONCRETE 14 SWORE COMIROL SYSTEM
IHSULATIG. CONCRETE FILL 154 SPEGAL

Esm!i)
CFF=SITE FABRICATION OF Buafol COMPONENTS

SPRAT=APPLID MREPAUDIING 18
DEEP FOURDATIONS (FILING, DRILLED & bugSons) 17 o“\ﬁk mcm RSPLCTON 18 REQUTRED BY

N0, | CESZASDIN OF TYPE GF MEPECTEN RECURED, LOCATION, REMARKS,

CONSULTANT TEAM

CLIENTS REPRESENTATIVE:

ERICSSON INC.

5180 STDNERIDG[ MALL ROSD
Sue 4

puEAsmrUn CALIFORNI 24468
CONSTRUGTION MARAGER:
T LENEIONI

PHONE (218 2370113

BLACK DOT WIRELESS
370 COMMERCE

WFANE, CAUFORNIA 52602
PHONE: (542) 5021800
FAX: (848) 271-7%40
ETE AcOUISITION:
JENMIFER WALKER

PHONE (B16) 5011123
RF ENGIHEER:

At WREEFIN (RT&T
FHONE (925) <GR-8573

ARCHITECT:

JEFFREY ROME AND ASSOCWTES

1 SAN JORCUIN PLAZA

sumn 18

HEWRORT BEALw, CALIFORNIA 92860
PHONE: (70 3Z4-a322

Fal: (#a%) 760- 3831
CONTACT:  ROEWN HELSOM

LAND SURVEYQR:

WESTERN GEOMATICS SERVICES
6T L PONY LANE

GUBERY, ARZONA 25285
PHONE: (agD} 636-7a12
FAX  {4BO} Zisw515
CONTACT:  Lavip HUNT

DEVELOPMENT SUMMARY

MERLICANT ATAT MOBILITY
@430 RDSTWAGD DRIE
PLEXSANTON, CALSCRNIA §4383

OWNER; ROMWY GATROLC BISHDP OF SN JOSE
CHURCH OF RESURRECTION
725 CASCAGE LRI
EUNN!’VI-LE CALIFORMA 4087
SITE L PASTOR 8GH LEGER
FlEnE CAG&) 245-5586

OTHER DN=SITE TELECOM: FACILFES:
PROJECT ABORESS:

SPRINT, TwhOBILE

1380 HCLLENBECK AVENUE
SUANYGALE. CALFORNLA §4087

ASSESSORS PARCEL NUMBER: 32306005
wInubE: 3720 S8
LONGTUDE: 122 62 138" W
LATALONG TYPE: NAD=83
EXISTING ZONES: PF

FROFDSED PROJEGT ARCA: %84 50, 71,
FROPOSED TYFE OF CONSTRUCTION: TRE V-
PROFOSED QCCUPANCY: u

TASTNG TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION, NfA

EXSTING OCCUPANCY: ~A
JURSOICTION: SUNNTYALE

SHEET INDEX

T-1 ¥ME SHEET

A=0  STE PLAN

A=%  ENLARGED SITE PLAN
A-2  NORTH ELEVATION

m=3 EAST & WESY TLRMATIONS

£=1 SIE SURVEY (FOR REFERENCE ONeY)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

ATAT MOBILITY PROPOSES TG CONSTRUCT. DPERATE AND MANTAN 3M_UNMANNED
WIRELESS COMWUNICATIONS. FACILTY. THIS FACILITY witL CONSIST OF THE FOLLOWING:
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CAUPBRNIA BALDING CODE, 2007 ETVION, BASTD OM THE 2005 INTERMATEDIL BUILOING CODE
CALFORSIL RS COGE, 2007 EQMON, BASED GH THE 2005 mTERMGTioNA FikE CODE.

GRLIFQRNIA WECHAGCAL CODE, 2007 EDMON, BASED ON THE 2006 UNFGRY
MECHARICAL CODE

CALFORHA PLUMBING CODE, 2007 EDMICH, BASED OW THE 20DF UHIFORM PLULBING CCOE
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PLAN KEYNOTES
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ENCLOSURE: SEE SHEET A~
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ANTENNA COAXIAL CABLE SCHEDULE| 2

%, GONTRACTOR TO PROVIOE ALL LABOR TO INSTALL 24 RUNS OF COAX, B THA'S AND 6
LTENNAS.

2. ERICSSON TO PROVIDE ALL CO&X, CONNEGTORS, ANGILLARY EQUIPMENT (INCLUDING
WEATHER STRIFPING, GROUNG KITS, ETC.).

CONTRACTER T0 COLOR GOOE ALL COXX. GOLORER BAHDS OF TAPE 0N COAX
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FROPRIETARY INFORMATION

THE INFDRBA‘HL‘IN CONTAINED 1N THS
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a

=
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ENLARGED SITE PLAN KEYNOTES JEFERA

Iuttray Rome & Assoclates, e
PROPOSEG ATHT ANTENNAS (7 PER SECYOR. 3 SECTORS) LOUNTED
UN A FROPOSED MONCPINE. PAINT AMTEMMAS 10 WIWTCH' NEEDLES, Archibacture & Tlacammunicutions

SECTOR "A"

o 3 s-m Jmuh\ . Sulla 118
ERIEQSED (3) ATAT QUTDGOR ECUOMENT CABMET uy Galtérela 07550
ERERSER B R R e D B R T 750-3229
ENCLGSURE, R
0 FUTURE (4) AT&T EQUIPHENT CABINETS,
0 PROPOAER ATAT CONX CONDUIT STUB=UF, PROPRIETARY INFORMATION
THE INFORWATON CONTANED I TS
PROPOSED ATAT UNDERGROUND CORX CABLE ROUTE: an CONSTRUCTION DOCUMENTS 15
DISTANCE 20-0"%. -y ) T i
ROPO: COAR ATHT LEASE ARTA i UR PESCLOSUR5$MER TH&N THAT
o BT AT TRe g MOUD COVER AT BASE OF MONOPME. P T i KGR 1 SRERY PROMETLS.
.
PROPOSED ATAT TELCO PeNCL WETER/DISCGNNEGT, & HARCONI
ELECTRAn, CABINET, WQUWTED ONTG A PROPCEED WILAY H-FRAME, ST
FROPDSED, TEGH LT, SUTICH AkD WEATHERSR00T Gr RECERTACLE
0 NGUNTED T8 UTLITY H-FRAUE, MODNT SWIFCH nEMR ENTRARCE 16 SAT. /m
o PRAPOSEL: GFS ANTENMA WOUNTED T0 OUTDOOR CABINET. 7 7 I@'G-‘T%\ \I
[. 1, cooss ]
L
10> PROPASED 8'=0" MISH CHAN LING FENCE ENCLOSURE WiTH VINTL T
B SLATS T3 MATCH EXISTING GHEN LMK STNGE, ::%&a_}»fg
€ o o
1> PROPOSED 4'~0% WIDE SINGLE ACCESS GATE,
. 5 -
: ] PREFARED FOR
PROPGSED £'w0” #IGH CMU WALL PANT 10 MATOH EXGTING :
ADJACENT GUILDING. iy @
2 —
o PROPOSED 5'-0" WIDE ATXT UNDERGROUND POWER CONDUT =
ROUTE: QISTANCE TBD. ~ROUTE 10 G BORES. T
g
0 BROFOSED XTAT. UNDERGROUND TEO CONIIT ROUTE:
DISTHCE 90°=0"E. ROLTE 10 BE BURED, :
- 4430 Roawwcod Drive
o EXISTHG CHUREH BUILLING, A, . Plegasrign, Gaffernin 94588
gl '
= 6L
0 EXISTING CHAN LINK FENCE wiTel SLATS, & APPROVALS
0 EHSTING CHAN LINK ACCESS GATE FROM YARD 10 EXISTS .o
SEHDOL GROUNES.
RF, DATE
SUSTING TREE, PROTEET IN PLACE “
EXSTING PIPE. PROTECT IN PLACE. ZaNING naTE
: “
ERSTING FEMCED o YARD,
COMSTRUCTIGN LaTE
: SIE ACQUISMION DaTE
; e 2 "
N E d T
! ] CWNER APPROVAL OATE
; . PROJECT NAME
-] - ‘ RESURRECTION PARISH
4 . | b CHURCH
EE / ; ' PROUEET HUMBER
BN ; ¢ ; CN3338~B
I5 . /
T T P P - i : 1399 HDLLENESCK AVENUE
| 4 . N, SumntALE, CALIFORNI G4DE7
| A i ettt B i ettt i 1 - SANTA CLARA COLNTY
DRAMING DATES
! ¢
[ i i 09/18/0B  PRELMARY 2D REVEW (F1}
‘ _________ . 10/03/08  FINAL ZD'S {R2)
e 7 E—— e e T e e ey - o
! p—
|
! SHEET TLE
n |
2 ~G |
1 ¥
* ! ENLARGED SITE PLA
27-7" 2% -~g" 178" i
ATET LEASE AREL

ENLARGED SITE PLAN

SRa PROJECT Hungiicm




i

EXAKAAHEHEA

EVATION KEYNOTES

PROPOSED ATATT ANTERWAS (2 PEP SECTOR, 3 SE( NTE]
BRORCERE TR, TN TR SRETe SRS e

PRUPOSED MDNOPINE Wi FULL BSRK CLADDING.

PROPOSED &= 0" HIGH CHAN UNKX FENCE ENCLOSURE WM VINTL

SLATS 1D WMAYCH EXISTING CHAT LINK FEWCE.
PROPOSED 4'=C0° WIDE SINGLE ACOESS GATE,

FAGPLSED GPS ANTENKA,

EXISTIHG GHURCH EULDING,

EXISTING "WARD ASCESS OAKE,

EXISTING TREE. PROTECT 14 PLACE,

FUTURE ST&T WCROWAVE AHTENILS,

FUTURE QTHER CARRIER ANTENNAS.

WP OF (£) MONDPMNE. |

BEBE LEL rV
|

TOF_OF {N) ATaT AWTENW:S.

EENTER OF (N] ATAT ANTENNAS.

 CeNTek OF [ ATeT ANTENRAS. o

>
AT AT

Wi agn T4

&5 o"

2580 AL T C

.
|

[

7

@

[

" 1o O (N)\M‘I.ﬂ EQUPENT ENCLOSURE,
£00 AGL ' H

0P oF I5. ;
OLOC AGL.

NORTH ELEVATION

1/4"=1'-p"

defiroy Rome & Aaaochites, ke,
aschihcture & Tolesermmynlinsfony.
3 San Jaaguin Pleza, Sulli 155
Wwport geach, Catfapmia 32660

348) 7E0-5020
5.8) 760-1951

PRCPRIETARY INFORMATION

THE INFORMATION SOHYANED 1M THIS
SET OF CoMTRICON Sociuens 12
IATURY

i D\SCLUSURE OTHER THAN THLT
Wi LATES TO AT&T
prated |s STRIE‘TLY PROMIETED.

PREPARED FOR

atat

4430 Rozewaod Orlve
Plecacntan, Colfernis 84568

APPROVILS
RF. CATE
ZONING EATE
CONSTRUCTIEN DaTE
SITE ACQIASITION DATE
CWNER APFRCVAL DATE

#ROJECT HAME
RESURRECTICN PARISH
CHURCH
PROJECT NUMBER
CR3538-8
135% KOLLEWBECK AVENUE

SUNNPUALE, GaLIFORNW 94087
SANTA CLARA CQUMTY

DRAWING. DATES

09/18/08  PRELMBURY 2D REVIEW (P1)
WW/B3/08 FIAL ZD'S (P2)

SHEET THILE

NORTH ELEVATION




4

ELEVATION KEYNOTES

EROPOSED ATET AMIEHNAS |2 PER SECTOR, 5 SECTONS) MOUNTLD
N A FROPOSED MONOPINE, PRT ANTENNAS TO MATCH MEEDLES,

PROPOSED MONCEINE WiTH FLAL BARK CLADOING.

EROBOSED AT&Y COMDUT SHROLD AT BASE OF MONCHINE.
PAMNT 10 MATER BARK £LEDDING,

PROPOSED B=0" HIGH CHAIM LINK FENCE ENCLOSURE WITH wiNTL
SLATS 10 WATCH EXISTIANG CHAN LINK FENCE.

ooooy

FROPOSED &'=(° HIGH Chil WALL, PRNT T0 MATCH
ADUACENT Bl Lg IND. e

. TOF DF (F} MONDPINE.

o PROPOSED GRS ANTENNA. )
o EXISTING CHAW LIMK FEWCE WITH VINYL SLATS,

o EXSTING CHUREH BLILDING.

0 EXEING TREE PROTECT IN FLACE.

&

FUTURE AT&T MCROWAVE ANTEWHAS,

o
FFenon AGL
|
& L TOF OF (N) ATAT ANTENNAS
e AL
: CENTER OF [n) AT&T AWTENWAS,
-\ sam Ao
i
: |
| i
1
! '
B0
- v
3. \
- !
: 5l
! 2
[ 7 BOTTOW OF WONDPINE. Naaw #
‘ . . "'""'z"sun REL
! ]
: ' i
' |
' | ‘
i !
" 1
i
|
!
|
| '
| T
| |
|
R |
[ { TP OF (M) ATET EOUIPWENT ENCLOSURE.
. ! ' *TE00 Aol
|
‘ I It
. i
s
| . I
s, | Tab OF F 5
A T T TO.00 AG.L

FUTURE OTHER CARRIER ANTEMNAS,

PROPOSCH ATAT ANTEWNAS (2 PER SECTOR. 3 SEGTORS) WOUMTED
ON & PROPDSED MONDPINE, PAINT ANTENMAS TO MATCH NEEDLES.

PROPOSED UOKDRINE WITH FULL BARK CLAODING.

EROROSED, ATa CONDLYT SHROUD AY BASE OF LONDRIME,
B CLADDING.

Bﬁubaszn B0 HIGH CHAN LINK FERCE ENCLOSURE WITH VibvL
LATS 10 LATCH EXISTING CHAN URK FENCE.

PROPOSED 4°-0" WIGH Guf WAL, PANT 7O MATEH
ADJACENT BUILDING,

PROPOSED GFS ANTENNA,

0 ENSTINE CHay LMK FENCE WITH WIKYL $LATS,
6 EXISTING CMURGH BUILDING,

o EXISTING TREE. PROTECT IN PLARE.

@ FUTURE ATAT MICROWAVE ANTEHHAS,

o FUTURE OTHER CARRIER ANTENIS,

YOP_OF {£) MONGPRIE
T Aol T ¥

ToP OF (N) AT&T ANTENNAS.
AT AaL, T

CEMTER OF (N) AFAT ANTEW
— 3800 e

AL,

u or anma thDLﬁs
500 A

TOP OF (M) ATl EQUIPUENT ENGLOSURE. ©
E9¢ AGL

b4

Aok oF £S

rd

JdFRA
Aefirey Rome & Axsoclates, Ina.

Archuchirs & r.lmmnwmnum
3 Ban Jooquin Poza, Julle 155
Hewport Elnnh. Calliprnia $2660
Fnone: (3437 760-3328

Fax: {343} 76D-353%

hY

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

THE BOMMTIDN CONTANED 15 TH3
SET OF GORSTRUSAON uucuuzms \s
a8 Pl! ETARY 8Y NATURE.

OR DI‘CLOSURE O'MER ‘HAN \'HA?

prieiriab s1mc1:.v Fﬂomalrsn,

3430 Resswaod Drve

Plrassnion, Callarna 34558

AEFRGUALS.

R narg

ZONING (3

CONSTRUCT:H DATE

SIE ACQUISTION [

CUNER APPROMAL DATE

PROJECT NAME
RESURRECTION PARISH
CHURCH
FROJECT NUMBER
CN3538-B
1395 HOLLENBECK AVENUE

SUNNPUALE, CALIFURN 94087
SAHTA CLARA COUNTY

DRAVHIG DAVES

08/19/08  PRELAUINARY Z0 REVEW (P1)

10703708 FineL ID'S (P2)

SHEET TILE

EAST & WEST
ELEVATIONS

TO.0T AL

WEST ELEVATION

1/4%=1"—0"

EAST ELEVATION

A-3




FLOOD INFORMATION

by ‘rmn.f‘wrm‘m&w:‘mm
s | | & | 2w | x|

smmsvre

FLERT

e
LMITS OF LESSORS
PROPERTY

CENTLR GF PROPOEED WORCPINE [NADZA]

LATIDE 37 20" 5557 NORTH
LEWOTURE 122° 02" 29.0° WEST
Z88'

POT, PROPOSTD & WOE
TELGDO EASIMENT-

SERSEIIW
T8y

THE TEELE
LARRIS

W
T RSt ]
o 5 g
HEZORDAE
ST
epa'an" W
S8
LS
5

SaunrI
755900

APN: 323-06-005
ZONING: PF

TUnE TABLE

Lo 36

: c0AL PoST-

SR <TLT Y-S
RADWE ART LEHGT )
I S - |

INE
TES)

0.7 PROPOSED 12'
WIDE AT&T ACDESS
EASEMENT

BESDOIT Y.

I/_.

FOAUND WOHUNENT

NESOE P

&

PO, PROPOSID 12" WOE
ACTESS EASEMENT

POB, BROPOSED
EDUIPHENT
LEASE AREA

5 SENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION
COMRERENG AT » CRUATE WOMIAENT SET a1 1€ PONT o7
WTERSECTION OF TH OF HOLLEWBECK aviwul
WITR THE CENT[RUNE o cascnnt DA (FomugLY CoLn
AVERUE] &S SAID POINT 15 SHOWN Dt THAT

x| OF THE FOLLOWMG DEECRIBED CENTERLINE:

FI®  Turuce_nomnd S5 DFGRFES 00 MINUTES 27 Srcouns oS,
BE Al NTERLINE OF CASCIDE ORNE, 38150 F

g THEUES NCRTR D DEGRERS ST MNUTES 34 Stoor Tist,
2 DEPART) i ADE DRIVE, 167 DF FEET,

SENE Wonn, 18,00 FECT 70 Tk SGIT or BECRBIND,

THERGE MORTH, 4238 FLCT,
THEKCE WEST, 2315 FEEY,

THENGE. SoUTh, 192,48 FEET Ta T, FOINT OF TERWIUS O
THE NORTH AIGHT OF WAY LIWE OF G2SEabE DRIVE.

OPOSED MONOP|
LOCATICH {PCSITON OF
EODETC SOORTINAT /—w—\_\
VE TREE

OLLENBECK AVENUE

CASCADE DRIVE

- EILATSE T Lﬁ _ARE ABONT 38' HIH

“TREES. ALGNC FRONTACE

TELCO EASEMENT LEGAL QESCRISTION

COULENGHG AT & CRANITE MCALUREINT STT AT THE PQIMT OF

WTERSECTION £F THE CENTERLNE CF HOLLENHECK AVENUE #ATH THE

CENTERLWE OF CASCADE DRVE {FORUERLY COLLHS AVENUT) A3

SAID FLAT IS SHOWN O THAT CERTAN WAR EMTITLED, “uaR OF

e SOUTHELST 174, SEETON 2 s 1:.wnsklv ] ST, Rice 2

WEST, WHICH MAA WAS FLED FI BOEE L 0F papd

AT P‘cz 37 e um:s e et FECORDER O SANTa LR,

couw 0 BEING TAE SOUTHEASTERLY CORNER o
et PARCEL B LG "E“{‘"‘EED £y GRANT D

168 EASTUENT, S o
B e e i FoLLtiwors DESCRBED CENSERCNE

THENCE NORTH 23 DEGRECS 08 MINUTES 27 SECONDS WEST, JLOHG
b3

EMCE NORTH 00 DEGREES 5D MAMLITES 33 STCOMDS LAY,
DEPARING THE CENTERLME OF CASCADE DRIV 18204 FEET,
THENCE MOATH, 12.00 FEET:

THINGE REST, 10.20 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINWNG

THENGE NORTA, 24318 FEET;
THENCE NORTW 32 DEGREES 2% MINUTES 48 STCONDS WEST, V1088

FELT:
THEMCE NORTN, 1843 FEET:
THENE EAST, 248 FEET 0 THE POWT OF TERMINLS,

MONDPIME LEASE AREA LEGAL DESCAISTION
COULENGING AT A DRANITE MOGRMENT EET AT THE SOINT OF
WTERSECTION OF THE CENTERLINE OF HOLLENBETK AVENLE WETH THE
CENTERUINE OF CASGADE DFIVE (FORMERLY COLLBIS MVENUE] AS
SAD PTINT IS SHOWN ON THAT CERTASI JAP DMED, ke
THE SOUTHEAST 1,4, SECTION 7, TOUNEHIF ¥ SCUTH, Ry

£OUNTY, §2i LS

TnaT chRTAN PARCHL OF LD DESERIBED BY GRANT OECD
REGCRDED IN BOQK 2833 AT 5aGE 207, SANTA CLARE COUNTY
RECORDS, DESGREED AS FOLLOWS:

UENCT SO 89 DCORCES 09 WKUTES 27 SEGONDS YRS, ALCHG
THE CENTERLINE OF CASDADE DRIVE, § FEET;
uwu'res 53 sscuuos 5 Al

o0 pE
DERARTING THE CENTERLINE OF T
E Hi l, J.04 FEET 10 THE ﬂEﬁWN\NE UF A 3l} FORY
RADIUS [uRVE, CONGAVE NDR' DUI. BEARING
of NBRTH D4 DEGREES 4C LWUTES 28 EEL‘QNDE L
THENCE HCRTHEASTERLY ALONG Sml CURVE, 3,00 Fi

ECT
THENGE Mo 08 PCGRELS 55 HaLITEd 3% SFGOH0S East, 11.08
FEET 10 THE POINT OF BECRINING;

THEMEE WEST, 3.69 FEET
THENEE RORTH 7,50 FEET,

InENCE EAST, 550 FEET:
THERLE SaLTH, 'FASG FEET,
THEREE WERT, 3 EEET 10 THE SUINT OF BEGANNIG,
GRAPHIC SCALE
- I
!
1 ar
ha e
LEGEND

FDE  %OIMT OF BEGINNING

POT  PRINT OF TERMINUI

PUE  PIGLIC UTILITY EASTMENT
ROW  RIGHT OF wAY

DW  DRIVEWAY

SPOT ELEVATION

.,
b

POSITON GF
SECOETIL COCRLNATES
WATER CONTROL WALV

E)aE: ¢

FIRE HPORANT

W SIDEWALK POWER POLE
BLMA  BRASS CAP [N HARDHDLE i ELECTRIC. WANHOLE
BLFL BRASS CAP FLUSH TELDO MANHOLE

PREPERTY LINE

FOLND 43 HOTED

GERNERD ELEETRG 'BARGED WARE FENEE

LESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION
BECRRIEE AT & CRA TRINTE WOWUNT ZET AT THE FONT OF
INTERSECTION F NS CENTERUNE OF HOLLENRETH 4VEHL
T THE CENTERLIS OF GASCADE DRIVE (FOAUERLY caluns
AVENUE] AS EAID POINT 15 SHOWN ON THAT CERTan
ENTITLED, “LAR OF THE SCUTHEAST /4. SEGTRIN 2, thJsMIP
7 SOUTH, RANCE 2 WEST, WSl MaP WS FILED FOR REGORD
I BOOK "W’ OF MAPS &1 PACE 37 Iv THE QFFICE OF THE
RECOROER: OF SANTA ELARA COLAITY, SAD PONT ALS0 BEING
THE SaL AL NER OF THST CERTAW PARCEL OF
I.AMD DESCRIBED BY GRANT QEED RECORDED I BODK 2833 AT
PAGE 207, SANTA CLARA COUNTY RECGRDY:

THENCE, RLNNING ALGNE SAD CENTERLHE OF ROLLENBECK
sznu{ oﬁm 0" WEST 8038 FILT; ThSACE SouT
.s- FEET 70 THE TRUE
SRoNG, TACALE Ao, T M GF A AREOAR CURYE To
THE RIGHT, THE CINTER OF WHICW BEARS SOUTH B9 54’ 00°
ST, DETANT 2000 FECT, THROWDA 4 CENTRAL ANGLE OF B9
067 FOR AN ART LENGTH DF 3n.33 FEET TO A POINT 31.00
FEET NORIMERLY (MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES) fROM 5413
CEATERLINE OF CASCADE QRVE: THERGE RUNKING WESTERLY
PARALLEL TO 54D CENTERLINE OF CASCADE DRIVE snu‘m £5°
A7 00" WEST SS0IE FEET THEHTE LEAMNG &
LINE NORTH GO 01 DO" WEST 478.26 FEET; THENCE snuw [
£2' DO° WEST TBI FEET TWEWCE JORT 07 D1 o0 S
A FOINT N THE
o S 0%t RECHRDED m aom« E85a
PACF 808, SANTA CLAR: COUNTY RECORDS: TH
EASTERLY ALOHG LAST SAID LINE, 50uTH 89 5T w' EAST
331,84 FECT; THERCE SoUmW 00" 08 007 £&5T 23400 FEET,
THENCE SCUTH B§ 57 10" EAST 85,00 FEEL THENCE ot
" 06 OO EAST 263,80 FEET: THINCE SOUTN 8" 5T 1
fss\‘ 45,00 FEET: THENGE SQUTH o8 & 45° EAST W, 2\
FEET; THEWCE SGUTH DO CA' 00 EAST 123,43 FEET TO THE
TRGE PONT OF BEGNNNG,

LEASE AREA L EGAL DESTRIPTION
G AT A CRANITE WORRENT SET at THE POIMT oF
INTERSECTION OF TWE CINTERLIN OF MOLLEWBECK AVENUE
WH THE CENTERLSS OF CaSEADE DAIVE [FORUERLY COLLMS
AVENUE} LS SAD PTINT i3 SHDWN ON waT CERTAIN WAP
ETILED. o OF T SOUTAST v/, SCETOR 2, ot
T SBUTL ANEE 2 MEST, e AP WS PLED FOR ESORD

F MaPS AT PAGE 37 N THE CFI
azcmnf.a IF Zenta ALkia COLT, SA0 PO w0 BENG

HE HEASTERL NER OF

(AR GESCRBED E¢ GRANT DRED RECORBEG. t bhew: 2696 <1

FATE 207, SMNTA CLAR COUNTY ALEJROS. DESERISLD 45
o

PHENCE 1OATH &b DEGREES ©3 MIRUTES 27 SECOKDS WEST.
HOKE THE CENTERUE OF CASCAOE DRNE 34131 FECT

% O DEGREES 80 MhUTES 33 SFEONDE EAST,
TEBARTIG Twe CRNTERLE. O SASCALE DAMVE. 10204 FELT
TO THE POPIT OF SECHNING

IHENCE WEST. 38.00 FEET
FEET;

H
25

50 LS,
THENEE SOlT, 1200 FECT YO TE PONT OF BECNIING,

o

i

CASCADE OR

s
H
z

DALLAS AV

VICITY MAR

BENCHMARK

ELEVATION ESTABLIEHED FRQU GPS DERIVED QRTHOMETRIE
WEIGHTS, APPLYSG GECID 90 SERARATIONS, CONSTRAINING To
MES £ORIROL STATICH MHCE, ELEVATIN 4205 WAVDER.

BASIS OF BEARNGS
BEARINGS SHOWED MEREON aRE BASED UPON LS, STATE PLakE
HADE COOROINATE SYSHfu CatIORIM ZOKS . DETERANED BY
GFS DRSER!

1%
8/15/08
SUFWEYDFSAUTES

EHCE 1§ MACS 1O TME TILE REFCRT QADER
qnn 088708, SEGED B FIGELITY HATONAL TILE COMPaT.

Nt conhmtn WITHIN EAG BILE REPOR!
RIS Tt IAEDIATE ARLA SIRRGUNDINE THE LLASE HAVE
BEEH PLOTTED, (EXCEPT e RooPToR 'S}, SURVETCR WAS NOT
PERFORUEO A SEARDM OF PUBLIC RECCRDS 10 DETERWRE ANY
DEFECT = MILE suiD,

BOLMDARY SHOAN HEREON 15 PLATIED FROM RECCAD

EoRATOn 2 BUES DT ZONSTIUTE & BBUNDARY SURVEY
OF oL PROPZA

TIITY.
BuRuEnd? 008 NOT CusRaTIE THAT st LTS

oR
ANY OTHER INVOLVED ATENCIES & ik RIS e
15 CONSTAUCION, REWOVAL, RELCEATON 450,

R
REPLACEMENT IS THE RESPONSIBTITY GF THE CONTRACTOR,

& atat

Rexovend ©
Cratimin Santora G188

TR

Jetirey Roma & Associdles, o

Adchliselurn & Tabosmituriodlond
3 s esaun P Sa 183
i Beoh, Cutdarns 92698
Fh:ns e
TED-20

767 £, PONY LANE
GILBERT, ARZONA 85205
QFF|CE- (450} 6657812

FAX;- 480} 2165185

RESURRECTION
PARISH CHURCH
1399 HOLLENBECK AVE
SUNHYVALE, Ca 84037
SANTA CLARA COUNTY

— i
SUBMITTAL o

/19,02

0Z) FEET. Tki Emunohs
{NADER) OF BHE GROUND AND PRTURES F.
WITHIN TRREE (3) FEET.

TOPOGRAPHICAL
SITE SURVEY

WGS 4234




OCTOBER 08/08, REV. 0



CN3538-i. .esurret ParrisieChrarciie-
October 08, 2008, Rev. 0
Page 1

SITE DESCRIPTION:

Carrier:

AT&T

Address:

1399 Hollenbeck Avenue, Sunnyvale, CA 94087

Type of Service:

GSM and UMTS (1900 MHz and 850 MHz Broadband PCS)

Sectors:

3 (0°, 240°, 120°)

Antenna Type:

Kathrein 742 265

Number of Antennas:

6 (2 per sector)

Maximum Power:

500 W (Maximum ERP per technology per sector)

Antenna Height:

58+ (Radiation center AGL)

Table 1. AT&T RF summary

AT&T is proposing to build a wireless telecommunication facility inside the church property
(Figure 1) to deploy new GSM and UMTS services. Six directional antennas will be installed on a
65’ monopine. Seven (3 proposed and 4 future) outdoor equipment cabinets will be installed near
the proposed monopine. The compound will be enclosed with 6* high chain link fence and gates.
Access to the facility is restricted to authorized personnel.

Figure 1. Area surrounding facility
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There are also two existing wireless telecommunication facilities near the proposed AT&T facility.
T-Mobile has stealth directional antennas installed on the rooftop of the adjacent church building
which is approximately 150’ east of the proposed AT&T facility. Sprint PCS has stealth
directional antennas installed on the rooftop of the school building, which is approximately 480°
north from the proposed monopine (Figure 1). The RF summary for the existing facilities is

shown in the following Tables.

Carrier:

Sprint PCS

Type of Service:

1900 MHz CDMA (Broadband PCS)

Antfenna Quantity:

3 (1 per sector)

Antenna Type:

EMS MTRR75-17-xxDPL2 (ypical)

Maximum Power:

500 W ERP per sector (ypical)

Antenna Height:

28+ (Radiation center AGL)

Table 2. Sprint PCS RF summary

Carrier:

T-Mobile

Type of Service:

1900MHz GSM Broadband PCS)

Antenna Quantity:

3 (1 per sector)

Antenna Type:

Andrew CSH-6565A-R2 (typical)

Maximum Power:
Antenna Height:

500 W ERP (Maximum ERP per technology per sector, typical)
28°% (Radiation center AGL)
Table 3. T-Mobile RF summary

PROTOCOL:

This study, and the calculations performed therein, is based on OET Bulletin 65’ which adopts
ANSI €95.1-1992 and NCRP standards. In particular, equation 10 from section 2 of the guideline
is used as a model (in conjunction with known antenna radiation patterns) for calculating the
power density at different points of interest. This information will be used to judge the RF
exposure level incident upon the general population, and any employee present in the area. It
should be noted that ground reflection of RF waves has been taken into account.

FCC’S MAXIMUM PERMISSIBLE EXPOSURE (MPE) LIMIT:

In order to evaluate the RF exposure level, the power densitics at different locations of interest
have been examined. Equation 10 from Bulletin 65 is reproduced here as equation 1:

_33A4FERP

S e

(1

Power density [1iW/em’]

Effective radiated power [W]

= Distance [m]

= Relative field factor (velative numeric gain)

! Cleveland, Robert F, et al. Evaluating Compliance with FCC Guidelines for Human Exposure to Radiofrequency
Electromagnetic Fields. OET Bulletin 65, Edition 97-61, August 1997,
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Scenario 1: Maximum Exposure near facility

The RF exposure level of a six-foot tall person standing close to the facilities is evaluated. For the
worst-case scenario, we assume that the antennas of all carriers are transmitting the maximum
number of channels at the same time, with each channel at its maximum power level. In addition,
the azimuths of the antennas of all carriers are assumed to be in the direction of the studied
location. Please refer to scenario 1 in appendix A for the complete geometry and analysis. The
highest exposure location is found to be approximately 295 from the proposed monopine. The
calculations of maximum power density are summarized in Table 4.

Service Max. ERP F R(m) | 8§ (WW/em» | MPE %
AT&T (1900 UMTS) 500 -15dB (0.0316) | 91.3 0.06336 0.00634
AT&T (850 UMTS) 500 -2 dB (0.6310) 91.3 1.26415 0.22574
AT&T (1900 GSM) 500 -15dB (0.0316) | 913 0.06336 0.00634
AT&T (850 GSM) 500 -2 dB (0.6310) 91.3 1.26415 0.22574
T-Mobile 500 0 dB (1.0000) 85.6 2.27759 0.22776
Sprint PCS 500 -10dB (0.1000) | 56.8 0.51763 0.05176

Total ‘ 0.74368

Table 4. Worst-case predicted power density values for scenario 1.

The Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limit for 1900 MHz facilities” for general
population/uncontrolled exposure is 1000 UW/cm?, and 566 pnW/cm? for 850 MHz facility. At this
location, the cumulative power density from AT&T and the existing facilities is calculated to be

0.74% of the MPE limit,
Scenario 2: Maximum Exposure on nearby buildings

The RF exposure levels on the rooftop of nearby buildings are evaluated. Again, we assume all
antennas are transmifting with maximum power level at the same time, and antenna azimuths are
in the direction of studied location. Please refer to scenario 2 in appendix A for the complete
geometry and analysis. The highest exposure location is found to be on the rooftop of the school.
The calculations for the maximum possible power density are shown in Table 5.

Service Max. ERP K R(m | S WW/em» | MPE %
AT&T (1900 UMTS) 500 -1dB (0.7943) | 1376 0.70076 0.07008
AT&T (850 UMTS) 500 0dB (1.0000) | 1376 0.88220 0.15754
AT&T (1900 GSM) 500 -1dB (0.7943) | 137.6 0.70076 0.07008
AT&T (850 GSM) 500 0 dB (1.0000) 137.6 0.88220 0.15754
T-Mobile 500 0 dB (1.0000) 132.6 0.94940 0.09494
Sprint PCS 500 -12 dB (0.0631) 6.2 27.25027 2.72503

Total 3.27519

Table 5. Worst-case predicted power density values for scenario 2.

The maximum cumulative power density for the AT&T antennas and the existing antennas is
calculated to be 3.28% of the MPE limit. There are no locations in the surrounding areas and
buildings near the compound that will have RF exposure levels close to the MPE limit.

2 Ibid., page 67.
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Under “worst-case” conditions, the calculations shown above predict that the maxinum possible
RF exposure is 3.28% of the MPE limit. There will be less RF exposure on the ground level or
nearby buildings as a person moves away from the facilities. Therefore, the proposed AT&T
facility in the neighborhood of the existing two wireless communication facilities will comply with
the general population/uncontrolled limit.

FCC COMPLIANCE:

Only trained persons will be permitted to access the facility and the antennas, They will be made
fully aware of the potential for RF exposure and can choose to exercise control over their exposure
that is within the occupational/controlled limits which is 5 times higher than the uncontrolled

Himits.

The general population/uncontrolled exposure near the facility, including persons on the ground
level, in nearby open areas, and inside or on existing nearby buildings will have RF exposure much
lower than the “worst-case” scenario, which is only a small percentage of the MPE limit,

Sei Yuen Sylvan Wong, PE
Califormia PE Reg. No. E 16850



S Appendix A
FCC’S MAXIMUM PERMISSIBLE EXPOSURE (MPE) LIMIT:

Equation 10 from Bulletin 65 is reproduced here as equation 1:

33 .4F*ERP

S PE

Where:

S = Power density [/ W/ecm” ]

ERP = Effective radiated power [W]

R = Distance im]

F = Relative field factor (relative numeric gain)

Scenario 1: Standing Near The Fagcility

The highest exposure location at ground from the antenna
Rp = Hp x sin(©) A+
© = arctan{Hp/lp) «» School
Relative Fie]szactor at@ {Sprint)
F
F2= 10 ™ (interm of power density} B4
Considered person's height for RF exposure level evaluating (Hy)= 6 ft
Distance between monopine and T-Mobile antenna = 150 # c
Distance between T-Mobile and Sprint antenna = 455 # +
Distance between monopine and Sprint antennal = 480 ¢ L.
Church
Location A E+ *(T-Mobile)
Exposure iocation at ground from the monepine Lpy = 584 ftat©= 5 ° F o ot8L
Exposure location at ground from T-Mobile antenna Lp, = 574 ft Mahopine
Exposure location at ground from Sprint antenna Ly = 114 ft
Sorvice Provider | fleont | TGt MR | Ande F Re(m) | S (uWWiem2) | MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©4= 5 °| 2 d4dB{ 08310 )| i81.9 0.31846 0.03185
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 52.00 50006 |©¢= 5 °| O dB{ 1.0000 )| 1819 0.50472 0.09013
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 |©4= 5 °| -2 dB{ 06310 )| 1819 0.31846 0.03185
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 |©4= 5 °| O dB{ 1.0000 )| 181.9 0.50472 0.08013
T- Mobile 28.00 22.00 5000 |©@,= 2 °| 0 dB{ 1.0000 )| 1751 0.54451 0.054456
Sprint 28.00 22.00 5000 |©;= 11 °| -12 dB ({ 0.0631 )| 354 0.84096 0.08410
Total 0.38249
L ocation B
Exposure location at ground from the monepine Lpq = 295 ftat©4= 10 °
Exposure location at ground from T-Mobile antenna Lp, = 280 ft
Exposure location at ground from Sprint antenna Ley = 185 ft
Service Provider ";,ie;qgi ?Eg;t ’gg’; A’gie = Re(m) | S (uWicm2) MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 52.00 500.0 |©y= 10 °| -15 dB{ 0.0316 )| 913 0.06336 0.00634
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©4= 10 °| -2 dB({ 086310 )| 913 1.26415 0.22574
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 52.00 500.0 |©&y= 10 °| -15 dB ( 0.0316 )| 913 0.06338 0.00634
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 52.00 500.0 &= 10°| -2 dB( 06310 )| 91.3 1.26415 0.22574
T- Mobile 28.00 22.00 5000 [©,= 4 °| 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 856 227759 0.22776
Sprint 28.00 22.00 500.0 |©;= 7 °|-10 dB( 0.1000 )| 58.8 0.51763 0.05176
Total 0.74368
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Location C

Exposure location at ground from the monepine Lp; = 143 ftat@4= 20 °
Expostire location at ground from T-Mobile antenna Lpy = 180 ft
Exposure location at ground from Sprint antenna Lps = 337 ft

Service Provider T'e::;?tt HHT?:tt g;’; Ané;le F2 Re{m) [ S (uwWfecm2) MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©y= 20 °(-20 dB( 00100 )| 464 0.07773 0.00777
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©y= 20 °|-11 dB( 00794 )| 464 0.61739 0.11025
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 52.00 500.0 |©= 20 °| -20 dB ( 0.0100 )| 46.4 0.07773 0.00777
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 52.00 500.0 |@= 20 °| 11 dB{ 0.0794 )| 46.4 0.61738 0.11025
T- Mobile 28.00 22.00 5000 |©,= 7 °| -5 dB{ 03162 }| 553 1.72774 0.17277
Sprint 28.00 22.00 5000 |©3= 4 °| -3 dB{ 05012 )| 103.0 0.78890 0.07889

Total 0.48771
Location D
Exposure location at ground from the monepine Lp; = 52 fiat©;=45 °
Exposure location at ground from T-Mobile antenna Lp, = 165 i
Exposure location at ground from Sprint antenna Lpy = 428 #

Service Provider 129?; ’:i'lggi gg’; A”g'e F? Re(m} | S (pwWicmz2) MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©= 45 °| -18 dB ( 0.0158 )| 224 0.62654 0.06265
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©,= 45 °| -20 dB ( 0.0100 }| 224 0.33222 0.05933
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 |©,= 45 °| -18 dB ({ 0.0158 )| 224 0.52654 0.05265
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 |©y= 45 °| -2 dB ( 0.0100 }| 224 0.33222 0.05933
T- Mobile 28.00 22.00 5000 |©,= 8§ °| -8 dB{ 0.1585 )| 50.8 1.02765 0.10276
Spring 28.00 22.00 5000 |©3= 3 °| 0 dB{ 1.c000 )| 130.7 0.97821 0.09782

Total 0.42454
Location E
Exposure location at ground from the monepine Lp;= 139 fiat©@= 75 *
Exposure location at ground from T-Mobile antenna Lp; = 170 ft
Exposure location at ground from Sprint antenna Lpy = 466

Service Provider ?_?;g?tt }?_:]I?Ptt gg); Angle F Re(m} | S (uWiem2) MPE%
at&t - 1500 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©,= 75°| -18 dB ( D0.0158 }| 164 0.98253 0.09825
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |@4= 75 °| -26 dB ( 0.0025 }| 164 0.15572 0.02781
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 52.00 500.0 |©4= 75 °| -18 dB ( 0.0158 )| 164 0.98253 G.09825
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 |©y= 75 °| -26 dB ( 0.0025 )| 164 0.15572 0.02781
T- Mohbile 28.00 22.00 5000 |©@,= 7 °| -5 dB ( 03162 }| 523 1.93354 0.19335
Sprint 28.00 22.00 5000 |©;= 3 °| 0 dB( 1.0000 }| 1423 0.82628 0.08253

Totai 0.52800
Location F
Exposure location at ground from the monepine Ley = 0 ftat ©4 90 °
Exposure location at ground from T-Mobile antenna Lp, = 170 f#

Exposure jocation at ground from Sprint antenna |Lpg = 480 ft

Servico Provider | fipon | TSt e | Ange F? Re(m) | S (uWiem2) | MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 52.00 5000 |©4= 90 °| 20 dB { O0.0100 )| 159 (.66444 0.06644
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 52.00 500.0 |©y= 90 °| -30 dB { 0.0010 }| 159 0.06644 0.01187
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 (©,= 90 °|-20 dB { 0.0100 }| 159 0.66444 0.06644
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 52.00 5000 (©,= 90 °| -30 dB ( 0.0010 }| 15.9 0.06644 0.01187
T- Mobile 28.00 22.00 5000 (©@,= 7 °| 6 dB( 03162 )| 523 1.93354 0.19335
Sprint 28.00 22.00 5000 [©;= 3 °| 0 dB( 1.0000 }| 1465 0.77816 0.07782

Total 0.42779
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Scenario 2: Nearby Rooftops' o

e N

He  Hg

- Lg——%

The nearest residential building on the South
Hg= 15t { 65 ftfromthe monopine, 150 fifromthe churchand 555 ft from the school)

Service Provider ’:fa'f’?: ﬁfg;t r}f;:; A”eg'e F? Refm) | S (WWiem2) MPE%
atdt- 1900 UMTS | 58.00 37.00 | 5000 |©,= 30 °| 20 dB ( 0.0%00 )| 228 | 032117 0.03212
alal-850 UMTS |  58.00 37.00 | 5000 |©,= 30 °| 16 dB ( 00251 )| 228 | 0.80676 0.14406
atdl- 1900 GSM |  58.00 37.00 | 5000 |©,= 30 °| -20 dB ( 0.0100 )| 228 | 032117 0.03212
atat - 850 GSM 58.00 37.00 | 5000 |©,= 30 °| 16 dB ( 0.0251 )| 228 | 0.80676 0.14406
T- Mobile 28.00 700 | 5000 |6;= 3 °| 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 458 | 7.96777 0.79678
Sprint 28.00 7.00 | 5000 |G- 1 °| 0 dB( 10000 )| 169.2 | 058319 0.05832

Total 1.20746

Roof top of the church
He= 18 f { 130 ftfrom the monopine, 20 ftfrom the churchand 455 ft from the school)

Service Provider Z‘zg?tt 'Lel:g'f‘tt b, | Al £2 Re(m) | S (W/em2) MPE%
ol&l- 1900 UMTS | 58.00 | 34.00 | 5000 |[0:= 15 °| -17 dB { 00200 )| 41.0 |  0.19854 0.01985
alGl_ 850 UMTS | 5800 | 3400 | 5000 |©:= 15 °| 40 dB ( 0.1000 )| 41.0 |  0.99504 0.17769
al&l- 1900 GSM | 5800 | 3400 | 5000 |@:= 156 °| 17 dB ( 00200 )| 410 |  0.19854 0.01985
al&t - 850 GSM 58.00 | 3400 | 5000 |©,= 15 °| 10 dB ( 01000 }| #.0 | 099504 0.17769
T- Mobite 28.00 400 | 5000 [©,= 11| -15 dB ( 00316 )| 62 | 13.65749 1.36575
Sprint 28.00 400 | 5000 [@;= 1 °| © dB( 10000 )| 1387 | 0.86778 0.08678

Total 1.84761

The nearest building on the North
Hg= 15 ft { 250 ftfrom the monopine, 300 ft from the churchand 250 ft from the school)

Service Provider '?f;g?tt ",'f:,gzt gg’; A”é"e F2 Re(m) | S (uW/emz2) MPE%
at81- 1900 UMTS | 58.00 37.00 | 5000 |©:= 8 °| -8 dB( 01585 )| 77.0 | 0.44583 0.04458
atdl- 850 UMTS |  58.00 37.00 | 5000 |©,= 8 °| 1 dB( 07943 )| 77.0 | 223447 0.39901
atdi- 1900 GSM |  58.00 3700 | 5000 |©@,= & °| -8 dB{( 01585 )| 77.0 | 0.44583 0.04458
atat - 850 GSM 58.00 3700 | 5000 |©= 8 °| -1 dB( 07943 )| 770 | 223447 0.39901
T- Mobile 28.00 700 | 5000 |@,= 1 °| 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 915 | 1.99519 0.19952
Sprint 28.00 700 | 5000 |©:= 2 °| 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 762 | 2.87239 0.28724

Total 1.37395
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Roof top of the school

Hg= 18 & { 450 ftfrom the monopine,

55

“

vk

Height

Height

Max.

Service Provider He, ft He, ft ERP e 2 Re(m) | 8 (uWicm2) MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 34.00 5000 (©y= 4 -1 dB ( 0.7943 )| 1376 0.70076 0.07c008
at&t - 850 UMTS 58.00 34.00 5000 |©4= 4 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 1376 0.88220 0.15754
at&t - 1900 GSM 58.00 34.00 5000 (©y= 4 -1 dB( 07943 )| 1376 0.70076 0.07008
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 34.00 500.0 |©,= 4 ¢ dB({ 10000 )| 1376 0.88220 0.15754
T- Mobile 28.00 4.00 5000 |©,= 1 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 1326 0.94940 0.09494
Sprint 28.00 4.00 500.0 |@3= 11 -12 dB ( 0.0631 )| 6.2 27.25027 2.72503

Total 3.27519
The nearest residential building on the West
Hg= 15 { 270 fifrom the monopine, 450 fifrom the churchand 8670 # from the school)

Service Provider E-:‘e;g?tt I;':Pgt r;l;;; An@gle F? Rp{m} | S (pW/cm2) MPE%
at&t - 1900 UMTS 58.00 37.00 500.0 (©,= 8 -8 dB( 0.1585 )| 831 0.38340 0.03834
atédt - 850 UMTS 58.00 37.00 5000 9= 8 -1 dB ( 0.7943 )| 83.1 1.92157 0.34314
atét - 1900 GSM 58.00 37.00 5000 &= 8 -8 dB ( 0.1585 )| 83.1 0.38340 (.03834
at&t - 850 GSM 58.00 37.00 500.0 |&4= 8 -1 dB ( 0.7943 )| 83.1 1.92157 0.34314
T- Mobile 28.00 7.00 500.0 |©,= 1 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 137.2 0.88702 $.08870
Sprint 28.00 7.00 5000 |©,= 1 0 dB( 1.0000 )| 2043 0.40019 0.04002

Total 0.89168
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SCALA DIVISION

Kathrein’s dual band antennas are ready for 3G applications,
covering all existing wireless bands as well as all spectrum
under consideration for future systems, AMPS, PCS and 3G/
UMTS. These cross-polarized antennas offer diversity operation
in the same space as a conventional 800 MHz antenna, and are
mountable on our compact sector brackets.

» Wide band operation.

« Exceptional intermodutation characteristics.

« Remote control ready.

«Various gain, beamwidth and downtilt ranges.
* AlSG compatible.

* High strength pultruded fiberglass radome.

General specifications:

Freguency range 824-960 MHz
1710-2180 MHz

fmpedance 50 ohms
VEWR <1.5:1
intermodulation (2x20w) IM3:< -150 dBc
Polarization +45% and -45°
Connector 4 x 7116 DIN female
isolation  intrasystem >30 dB

intersystem =50 dB (824-960 // 1710-2180 MHz)
Weight 50.7 i {23 kg)
Dimensions 75.4 x 10.3 x 5.5 inches

(1916 x 262 x 139 mm)
6.16 ft2 (0.572 m?)
120 mph {200 kph)

Equivalent fla plate area
Wind survival rating*

Shipping dimensions 87.2x 119 x 7.6 inches
(2215 % 302 x 192 mm)
Shipping weight 62 I (28 kg)
Mounting Fixed mount options are available for 2 to

4.8 inch {50 to 115 mm) OD masts.
See reverse for order information.

Specifications: 824-894 MHz 880-960 MHz

0. e 14

742 265

65° Dualband Directional Antenna

824-960 MHz

Horizontal pattern
+45°- polarization

17102180 MHz

Vertical pattern
+45°- polarization
0.5°-9.5° electrical downtilt

& S
Horizenté?pattern
+45°- polarization

1710-1880 MHz

Vertical puéttern
+45°- polarization
°—6° electrical downtilt

1850-1990 MHz

1920-2180 MHz

Gain 15.5 dBi 16 dBi

17.8 dBi

18.2 dBi

18.3 dBi

Front-to-back ratio >27 dB (ce-polar) >256 dB {co-polar)

»25 dB (co-polar)

>25 dB (co-polar)

»25 dB (co-polar)

Maximiem input power
per input
total powsr

500 walts {at 50°C) 500 watts (at 50°C)
1000 watts (at 50°C)

250 watts (af 50°C)

250 watts {at 50°C)
500 watts (at 50°C})

250 watts (at 50°C)

+45° and -45° polarization  68° {half-power} 65° {half-power)

horizontal beamwidth

66° (half-power}

65° (half-power)

63° {haif-power)

+45° and -45° polarization  10.5° (half-power) 10° (hal{-power}

vertical beamwidth

5.2° (half-power}

8° (half-power}

4.7° (hali-power)

Electrical downtilt 0.5°-9.5° 0.5°-9.5° °5® 0°-6° 0°-6°
continuously adjustable

Sidelobe suppression for 0° 5 10°T 0* 5° 10°T7 g 3 8°T7 0° 3° B°T 0° 3 6T
first sidelobe above horizon 16 15 15dB 18 18 16dB 14 15 17dB 18 17 17dB 18 17 17dB
Cross polar rafio !

Main direction 0° 20 dB (typical) 20 dB {typical) 16 dB (fypical) 18 dB (typical) 18 dB {typical}
Sector +60° =10 dB >10 dB >10dB >10dB >10 dB

*Mechanical design is based on environmental conditions as stipulated in EIA-222-F

10634-1
936.2888/c

Kathrein Inc., Scala Division Post Office Box 4580 Medford, OR 97501 (USA)
Email: communications @ kathrein.com

(June 1996) and/or ETS 300 019-1-4 which include the static mechartical load imposed
on an antenna by wind at maximum velccity, See the Engineering Section of the catalog
for further details.

Phone: (541) 779-6500 Fax: (541) 779-3991
Internet; www.kathrein-scala.com



Product Specitications

CSH-6516A-VT

"ANDREW.

A Commbcope Company

DualPol® Micro AcCELLerator™ Tri-sector Antenna, 1710-2180 MHz, 65° horizontal beamwidth, RET compatible

variable electrical tilt

CHARACTERISTICS

General Specifications

Antenna Type  DualPol@® tri-sector
Brand DualPol® | Micro AcCElLerator™ | Teletit®

Operating Frequency Band 1710 - 2180 MHz

Elactrical Specifications
Frequency Band, MHz
Beamwidth, Horizontal, degrees
Gain, dBd

Gain, dBi

Beamwidth, Vertical, degrees
Beam Tilt, degrees

Upper Sidelobe Suppression {USLS), typical, dB
Front-to-Back Ratio at 180°, dB

Isolation, dB

VYSWR

3rd Order IMD at 2 x 20 W, dBc¢

Input Power, maximum, watts

Polarization

Impedance

Lightning Protection

From Norsh America, foll free Qutside North America
Telephone: 1-800-255-1479 Telephone: +1-708-873-2307
Fax: 1-800G-349-5444 Fopt; +1-779-4358579

- 1710-1880

65
15.0
17.1
7.5
2-10
16
28
30
1.5:1
-150
200
+45¢°
50
dc Ground

© 2008 ComimScope, Inc. All rights reserved.
All specifications are subject lo chonge. Please see
www.andrew.com for the mast current informaiion.

18501990

63
15.3
17.4

7.0

2-10

16

28

30

1.5:1

-150
200

450

50

d¢ Ground

1920-2180

61
15.5
17.6
6.7
2-10
i6
26
30
1.5:1
-150
200
+45°
50
d¢ Ground

page 1 of 3
4/16/2008



TANDREW,

A CommBeops Campany

Product Specitications

Mechanical Specifications

Color Light gray

Connector Interface 7-16 DIN Female

Connector Location Bottom

Connector Quantity 6

Wind Area, maximum 0.1mz | 1.4ft2

wind Loading, maximum 350.1 N @ 10C mph | 78.7 Ibf @ 100 mph
Wind Speed, maximum 241.4 km/h | 150.0 mph

Dimensions

Cometh i . 1988 é‘ mml 7é:3 L .
Quter Diameter 1996 mm | 7.9in
Net Weight, 21.1kg | 465

Remote Electrical Tilt [RET) Information

Model with Factory Installed Actuator ~ CSH-6516A-R2
RET System Teletilt®

Regulatory Compliance/Certifications

Agency' - Classification
RoHS 2002/95/EC Compliant by Exemption
China RoHS SJ/T 11364-2006 Logo 2

From Norih America, toll free Oubside MNorth America © 2008 CommScope, Inc. All ights reserved.
Telephore: 1-800-255-1479 Telephone: +1-708-873-2307 Al specificalions are subject lo chonge. Plecse see page 2of 3
Fax: 1-800-349-5444 Fax: +1-779-435-8579 www.andrew.com for the masl curren! informafion. 47 16/2008



M
" "TANDREW.

A ComrSoops Compony

Product Specitications

Heorizontal Pottern Vertical Patiern

240 :]5ﬂ ﬂ 10 4

00 iy ol ID 80

Freq: 2110 MHz, Til: 2 Fieq: 2110 14 Hz, Tilt: 2

From North America, toll free Qutside North America @ 2008 CommbSeope, he. Al rights reserved.
Telephone: 1-800-255-1479 Telephone: +1-708-873-2307 All specifications are subject to change. Please see page 3 of 3

Fox; 1-800-349-5444 Fox: +1779-4358579 www.ondrew.com lor the most current informaition. 4/16/2008



EMS

Wirelers

‘Azimuth Beamwidt

75°

Elevation Beamwidth (-3 dB)

60

Elevation Sidelobes (Upper)

=18 dB

Gain

17.0 dBi (14.9 dBd)

Polarization

Dual Linear, Slant (+ 45°)

Port-to-Port Isolation > 30 dB
Electrical Downtilt Options  |0°, 2°, 4°
VSWR 1.35:1 Max

Jumper Cable Connectors

6; 7-16 DIN (female)

Power Handling

250 Watts CW

Passive Intermodulation

> -147 dBc [2 x 20W (+ 43 dBm)]

Lightning Protection

BC Ground (Optional Air Terminal Kit)

ol =15 L8

Dimensions:

Height 57 inches {144.7 cm)

Diameter [6.25 inches (15.9 cm)

Rated Wind Velocity

150 mph {241 km/hr)

Front Wind Load @ 100 mph {161 kph) 50 Ibs (220 N)

Weight

20 1bs (9.1 kg)

Mounting Options

MTG-A30-02, MTG-A30-03, MTG-A30-04, MTG-A40-00

Patterns

Azimuth Elevation Elevation
0° Downtilt 2° Downtiit

Revised 05/31/02

+1 770.582.0655 exi. 5310 ¢+ Fax +1 770.729.0036

www.emswireless.com




October 6, 2008

Photosimulation of view looking west from Cascade Drive at Hollenbeck Ave.
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October 7, 2008

Photosimulation of view looking southwest from Hollenbeck Avenue, south of Fremont.
Views closer to Fremont Ave were obscured by the trees that are just coming into view in the right side of the frame.
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2008-1119 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue Approved Minutes
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PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF JANUARY 12, 2009

2008-1119 — Resurrection Parish Church [Applicant] Roman Catholic Welfare
Corp of San Jose [Owner]: Application for a Use Permit for a new tree pole with
six panel antennas, two future microwave dish antennas and ancillary ground
equipment. The property is located at 1399 Hollenbeck Avenue (near Cascade
Dr.) in a P-F (Public Facility) Zoning District. (Negative Declaration)(APN: 323-06-
005) RK

Ryan Kuchenig, Associate Planner, presented the staff report. He said staff is
able to make the findings subject to the conditions. He noted that a letter was
received from a member of the public following the completion of the report which
has been presented on the dais to the Commission this evening.

Vice Chair Chang asked staff what color the pole is below ten feet. Mr. Kuchenig
said the pole all the way down to the ground would have a full bark appearance.

Comm. Klein asked staff about the look of the ground structure. Mr. Kuchenig
said the enclosure is directly behind a chain link fence which will have vinyl slats
and will be to the left of the pole structure.

Comm. Hungerford asked where the equipment shed is on site plan. Mr.
Kuchenig referred to Attachment D, page 2 and discussed the location.

Chair Rowe referred to page 3 of report, and asked how wide the microwave dish
antennas are. Mr. Kuchenig said the applicant may want to comment on that.
Chair Rowe said the proposed pole is next door to a site that already has a pole
and asked why not co-locate these antennas. Mr. Kuchenig said that there is a
pole on the proposed site already but there is not ample space to co-locate and
not enough area in terms of the design.

Chair Rowe opened the public hearing.

Jennifer Walker, representing AT&T wireless, said the microwave dish antennas
are about three feet in diameter and would be for future use. She said she is
available to answer questions.

Comm. Klein said the equipment space seems large and asked Ms. Walker why
the fence seems to be about 12-feet out from the cabinets. Ms. Walker said the
space is allowed for door swing clearance. Ms. Walker said the additional cabinets
are for additional capacity in the future.

Comm. Hungerford confirmed with Ms. Walker that the additional cabinets would
be for additional capacity. He discussed with Ms. Walker that the additional
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cabinets would be for the existing six panels and if additional antennas are
needed in the future that AT&T would need to submit another application. Comm.
Hungerford confirmed with Ms. Walker that the six panels on the tree would need
seven boxes to serve it.

Comm. McKenna said she is trying to understand how the microwave dishes are
placed so they do not look like dishes on the tree. Ms. Walker said that the
aesthetic of the dishes would have to be submitted to the Director of Community
Development for approval. She said there would be foliage and paint and that they
would be mounted close to the pole.

Chair Rowe further discussed the look of the microwave dishes with Ms. Walker.
Chair Rowe said that this is the first time the Commission has considered
microwave dishes on a monopine.

Comm. McKenna asked Ms. Walker if any other sites were considered for this
tower. Ms. Walker said this is a tight area and discussed several areas they had
considered. She said they are trying to provide additional coverage to residential
users.

Srinivasan Kumar, a resident of Sunnyvale, commented that these antennas are
to close too the residential neighborhoods. He said he was concerned about the
aesthetics, the affects of the pole on his property value, and radiation from the
antennas possibly being a health risk to people. He requested the Commission
deny this request or at least relocate the pole further away from residential areas.

Comm. Sulser commented that he recognizes Mr. Kumar’s concerns adding that
the Commission is unfortunately preempted by Congress and cannot make
decisions regarding cell phones and health, and can only base the decision on
aesthetics. Mr. Kumar said he understands, but wanted his concerns on record in
case there are problems in the future.

Ronen Sigura, a resident of Sunnyvale, said he thinks this monopine will lower
the property value of his home. He said he did not get a notice of this hearing and
neither did many of his neighbors. He asked the Commissioners if they would
want this pole in their yard. He said there are plenty of transmitters on the church
site already and more should not be put on the same site.

Comm. Sulser asked Mr. Sigura if he is unhappy about the proposed aesthetics.
Mr. Sigura said the monopines are an eyesore as there are no other trees in this
area and the monopines are ugly.

Chair Rowe referred to page 6 of the report and read a section of federal
standards that indicate the Planning Commission can review this type of
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application for design and the location criteria. She said those are the guidelines
the Planning Commission has to use.

Andy Anderson, a resident of Sunnyvale, said he may be the closest neighbor to
where the antenna is proposed. He added his comments about possible health
concerns. He said according to the California Public Utility Commission that cell
phone towers should not be located near homes schools or hospitals and that they
should err on the conservative side. He further discussed his concerns including
the affect on his property value. He said he did not realize there are antennas in
the steeple of the church. He asked the Commission not allow the tower be
placed where proposed and possibly move it further away.

Trudi Ryan, Planning Officer, referred to the map on page 2 of the report and
noted that the star on the map is not showing the location of the pole, just the
proposed site.

William Scott, a Sunnyvale resident, said he just received the notice of this
meeting this morning. He asked the Commission to postpone the decision on this
item. Staff said that the noticing was done about a month ago and that a neighbor
may have delivered this notice to Mr. Scott.

Comm. Susler confirmed with staff that the requirement is that neighbors within a
300-foot radius be notified.

Mike Marcellini, a Sunnyvale resident, said his fence is 180 feet from the tower.
He said that he feels the monopine tree will stick out like a sore thumb as there
are no pines on the church property. He said he is strongly opposed to the
aesthetics of the proposed monopine. He said he feels this will negatively affect
his property value.

Chair Rowe confirmed with staff that illustrations were provided by the applicant
and discussed the other trees on the site.

Comm. Sulser discussed with staff what design options the Commission might
have, with not many options available.

Chair Rowe discussed with staff about additional providers.
Comm. Hungerford discussed with staff the range in height of cell phone towers.

Chair Rowe asked staff if 65 feet is required for this tower to work. Ms. Ryan said
this is what the applicant is requesting for their needs.
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Judi Nickey, a Sunnyvale resident, said she opposes having cell phone towers
near homes and would like to see cell phone towers in trees in parks, possibly
Serra Park, or on City property where City can have the revenue and the towers
are away from homes.

Ms. Walker addressed the questions from the public. She discussed the
reasoning for the location selected including locating the monopine near an
existing grove of trees. She said they have submitted a radio frequency study to
the City as required and at the ground level they are less than 1% of what is
allowed by the FCC (Federal Communications Commission). She said they met
the maximum height limitation of 65 feet to allow a crown on the monopine tree
top to look more natural. She said that the newer monopines look much better
than they used to. She said the tree they are proposing should have a better
aesthetic impact than previous styles.

Comm. McKenna discussed with Ms. Walker the types of locations where cell
phone towers are placed and some of the criteria used for selecting a site when
doing their initial survey.

Comm. Travis asked the applicant if Serra Park was examined as a possible site.
Ms. Walker said yes, but said it is too close to an existing facility and did not
provide what was needed. Ms. Walker said Serra Park is also near residential.

Comm. Hungerford discussed with Ms. Walker a coverage area map that she
provided that shows before and after coverage. She said they are trying to infill
areas where additional coverage is needed.

Chair Rowe closed the public hearing.

Comm. Klein said that this is the first time that the Commission has considered
the microwave antennas. He asked how the look of microwave antenna would be
reviewed. Ms. Ryan in the past staff has gone out and inspected the monopines,
and would require modifications if needed before the building permit would be
signed off for approval. She said staff could exercise the review of the final design.
Comm. Klein asked if the microwave antennas would come back as a second
approval. Ms. Ryan said a condition could be required to assure that the
appropriate aesthetic review occurs.

Comm. Sulser moved to adopt the Negative Declaration and approved the
Use Permit with attached conditions. Comm. Klein seconded the motion.
Comm. Klein asked for a Friendly Amendment to modify condition 3.B to
include if at the time of the approval of the monopole the microwave
antennas are not being installed that before the microwave antennas can be
installed that they have to be reviewed by staff or the Director of Community
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Development for the design aesthetic. The maker of the motion accepted the
Friendly Amendment.

Comm. Sulser said the Commission is only allowed to make decisions based on
the design of the application. He said this application does make an attempt to
somewhat hide the cell phone tower. He said since he has been on the
Commission the design of the monopine has improved.

Chair Rowe said the Commission has had the cell phone tower discussion before.
She explained a situation when a monopine was being installed on Carlisle and
said she thought she would be able to pick out the monopine tree from the real
trees. She said she was not sure which tree was which. She said she will be
supporting the motion and will rely on the Planning Division to do a good job in
overseeing the design of the tree to make it as realistic looking as the one on
Carlisle.

Comm. McKenna said she would not be supporting the motion. She said she did
not know that there was a cell tower in the cross at this church site. She said she
does not think a squirrel could be fooled with this monopine and she thinks it will
be obvious that this is a faux tree. She said she would like the applicant to look at
some other sites.

Comm. Travis said he would not be supporting the motion. He said he looked at
the coverage maps and he is in support of adequate cell phone coverage. He said
he would like to see a different design for this tree that would look better.

ACTION: Comm. Sulser made a motion on 2008-1119 to adopt the Negative
Declaration and approve the use permit with modified conditions: to modify
condition 3.B to include that if the microwave dish antennas are proposed to
be installed at a later date from the monopole structure, additional design
review for such antennas at that time is required for approval by the Director
of Community Development prior to installation. Comm. Klein seconded.

Motion carried, 5-2, with Comm. McKenna and Comm. Travis dissenting.

APPEAL OPTIONS: This action is final unless appealed to the City Council
no later than January 27, 2009.
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Administrative, Planning Comimission or City Council
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING DIVISION

Sunnyvale, CA 94087

PROPOSED SITING OF A 65 FOOT FAUX TREE WITH ANTENNAS AND FUTURE
MICROWAVE DiSH ANTENNAS AT: 1399 HOLLENBECK AVENUE, SUNNYVALE, CA

94087

Introduction: Qur house is a two story and our fence backs up to the church property located at
1399 Hollenbeck Avenue, Sunnyvale, CA 9408. This location is, approximately 250 feet from
the proposed 65 faux tree antenna so the significance of visual aesthetics, property
devaluation, line of sight, not to mention possible RF exposure is real. The cross concealing
the existing antennas on top of the church and school glows brightly and since we know it
conceals antennas is distracting as it is the focal point of our yards and views from all our
windows, approximately 300 feet from our home. No amount of landscaping will be able to

change that; it is a done deal.

Reasons for objections:

Number of antennas in existence: Two antennas on the church roof, ONE ON THE ROOF OF
A SCHOOL BUILDING have been constructed on the proposed site. Altogether there are 610
antennas and 135 towers found within 4.00 miles of our home. See Attachment "A & B" The
proposed siting of this tower is to be located next to a play field/yard, even closer to our homes
and school classrooms. Please see photos in Attachment “C". AT&T did not take into
consideration that there are classrooms other than the location designated in their picture,
please see Attachment “D”. This was, | believe, intentionally disregarded in an effort to win

approval.

These classrooms are attended by young children and the play yard/field is within very few feet
of the proposed location. Accordingly parents who wait for their children will be parked and
waiting underneath this cell tower.

Aesthetics: This unsightly 65 foot unnatural tree with its attendant antennas, will, according to
your report, be disguised by the referred-to-grove of trees. See AT&T's photos in Attachment
“E2. As you can see, it clearly is not concealed and sticks out like a sore thumb. #t would
seriously take away from the landscaping that exists now, i.e., the beautiful grove of Redwood
Trees across from the church, street scape and the desire to preserve the natural and
residential character of the neighborhood. It will not and cannot be concealed by the referred-
to-grove of trees in that these said trees are approximately 25 feet tall with 4 Cyprus near by
that are not much taller. For one split second while passing the proposed site, one tree will
conceal the unnaturai tree! The height of this proposed unnatural tree is visible from all
directions as it cannotbe concealed.
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Perception, Stigma and_devaluation of Property: There is mounting evidence that property
values are known to drop once a cell tower is erected due to the perceived risk and stigma of
negative health effects. Once an antenna has been spotted, no one forgets it is there; they are
a constant reminder. Homes close to a cell tower antenna will be less desirable to people
concerned about the health effects of this technology, even if they aren’t convinced: one close,
one far, which is more desirable. As health concerns increase in the US the trend in
considerable property devaluation due to cell tower nearby is likely to continue. | don’t want this
for Sunnyvale. ‘

Interference: Cellular phone frequencies have been known to cause serious disrupted local
emergency and law enforcement radic communications. 911 via cell phone might not work or
work poorly and emergency service communication via cell phone might actually break down or
even interfere with radio frequencies dedicated to emergency services. We have an
emergency response facility located at Fremont and Hollenbeck, across the street from the
proposed location of this siting.

Potential Issues: Health effects: Cellular phone towers, like cellular phones themselves are a
relatively new technology and we do not have full information on health effects one way or the
other. In particular not enough time has elapsed to permit epidemiologic studies. American

Cancer Society, Web Site, 2009.

Conclusion: Due to the Telecommunications Act that prevents citizens from opposing the
towers with concerns about RF emissions, we still have civil rights and we should be able to
choose whether to live close or frequent base station locations. The FCC does not have
jurisdiction over health and safety issues. This entity has successfully taken away our ability to
control the environment in which we live and go to school. It is essential that our elected
officials maintain local controf of the number, size and placement of antennas. We need a
moratorium on antenna construction, allowing for needed time to study and enact strict
ordinances that require the industry to respect community such as building the minimum
amount of towers necessary, in appropriate locations and keeping their distance, suggested, at
least 1500 feet from residences or schools.

Cell phone service introduces a mix of benefits and risk. | believe the negatives far cutweigh
the benefits with this particular siting. We use cell phones, never had a problem with dropped
calls, understand progress and that antennas are a necessity for coverage however, we must
exercise due diligence in siting. '

Thank you for your consideration of all of the above. It was carefully thought out and
researched. 1 have difficulty hearing and do not use the phone, but | am availabie for questions
via my email: mocha310@comcast.net.

ia and Al Anderson
Concerned mother, resident and member of the community.
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AT&T

Addrca.ﬁ‘

Wand
1399 {lollenbeck Avenue, Suanyvale, CA 94087 Page.. .0

[ S g

GSM and UMTS (1900 Mtz and 850 MHz Broadband PCY) ]

Scctnrs*

37, 240°, 1209 . ] .

”A n~th nu Type:

Kathrein 742 265

Ntlmbf..r of Antenmis:

6 {2 per sector}

Mmm_num_ Power:

Antenna Height: |

S00 W (Muximum ERE per technulogy per sector}
587k (Radiation cenfer AGL}
Table §. AT&T RF summaary

AT&T is proposing fo build a wircless lecommunication facility inside the church property
(Fignre 1) to deploy noew GSM and UMTS services. Six directional anlemmas will be installed on 2
65’ monopine. Seven (3 proposed and 4 tuture) outdoor cquipment cabinets will be nsialled near
the proposed monopine. The compomnd will be enclosed with 6* high chain link fenee and gates.
Access to the Fucility i restricled fo authorized personncl
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Photosimulation of view looking east from along Cascade Drive.
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Photosimulation of view looking southwest from Hollenbeck Avenue, south of Fremont.
Views closer to Fremont Ave were obscured by the trees that are just coming into view in the right side of the frame.
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