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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — THE RESQURCES AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

H CENTRAL COAST AREA

UTH CALIFORNIA ST., SUITE 200
VENTURA, CA $3001
(805) 641 - 0142

Filed: 10/28/98
- \ 4%th Day: 12/16/98
QECORD PACKET CorY 180th Day:  04/26/99
Staff: MHC-\QQ}V‘V
Staff Report:  02/25-
Hearing Date: March 9, 1999
STAFF REPORT:. REGULAR CALENDAR

APPLICATION NO.: 4-98-219

APPLICANT: Remote Communications Systems

AGENT: Carolyn Seitz

PROJECT LOCATION: Castro Peak, Santa Monica Mountains, Los Angeles County

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: One 170-ft, two 120-ft communication towers, and
appurtenant facilities

. Lot area: 20.18 acres.
Ht above fin grade: 170 feet

LOCAL APPROVALS RECEIVED: Los Angeles County CUP 96-054

SUBSTANTIVE FILE DOCUMENTS: Application 4-98-219; Santa Monica Mountain/
Malibu Land Use Plan; Coastal Development Permit 4-94-234 (GTE Mobilnet of S.B.);
Coastal Development Permit 4-94-203-A (GTE Moilnet of S.B.); Coastal Development
Permit 4-97-074 (RCSI).

STAFF NOTE

Based upon the information submitted to the Commission with the subject application, it is the
Commission's understanding that the various communications facilities proposed here will be used
by the applicant to provide a wide range of communication services, including broadcasting,
cellular phone transmissions, pager signal transmissions, and facsimile transmissions.
Accordingly, the Commission’s consideration of certain aspects of the proposed development is
bound by the requirements of federal law. Under 47 United States Code Section 332€(7) (the
Telecommunications Act of 1996), while state and local governments may regulate the placement,
construction and modifications of person wireless services facilities to a certain extent, such
governments may not unreasonably discriminate among providers of personal wireless services,
and any decision to deny a permit for a personal wireless service facility must be in writing and
must be supported by substantial evidence. (47U.8.C. Section 3320(7)(B).) These provisions are
similar to the requirements of California law, including the Coastal Act. The Telecommunications
Act also prevents state and local governments from regulating the effects of radio frequency
emissions to the extent that such facilities comply with the requirements of the Federal
Communications Commission (CC) concerning such emissions. (47 U.S.C. Section 332(c)(7)(B)
iv). :
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STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The staff recommends that the Commission adopt the following resolution:

I. Approval with Conditions

-~ The Commission hereby grants, subject to the conditions below, a permit for the proposed
development on the grounds that the development, as conditioned, will be in conformity
with the provisions of Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976, will not prejudice the
ability of the local government having jurisdiction over the area to prepare a Local Coastal
Program conforming to the provisions of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act, and will not have
any significant adverse effects on the environment within the meaning of the California
Environmental Quality Act.

ll. Standard Conditions

1. Notice of Receipt and Acknowledgment. The permit is not valid and development
shall not commence until a copy of the permit, signed by the permittee or authorized
agent, acknow!edgmg receipt of the permit and acceptance of the terms and
conditions, is returned to the Commission office.

2. Expiration. If development has not commenced, the permit will expire two years from
the date on which the Commission voted on the application. Development shall be
pursued in a diligent manner and completed in a reasonable period of time.
Application for extension of the permit must be made prior to the expiration date.

3. Comgliancé. All development must occur in strict compliance with the proposal as
set forth below. Any deviation from the approved plans must be reviewed and
approved by the staff and may require Commission approval.

4. Interpretation. Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition will be
resolved by the Executive Director or the Commission.

5. Inspections. The Commission staff shall be allowed to inspect the site and the
development during construction, subject to 24-hour advance notice.

6. Assignment. The permit may be assigned to any qualified person, provided assignee
files with the Commission an affidavit accepting all terms and conditions of the permit.

7. Terms and Conditions Run with the Land, These terms and conditions shall be
perpetual, and it is the intention of the Commission and the permittee to bind all
future owners and possessors of the subject property to the terms and conditions.

lli. Special Conditions

1. Future Development Deed Restriction

(a.) This permit is only for the development described in coastal development permit
No. 4-98-219. Pursuant to Title 14 California Code of Regulations section
13253(b)(6), the exemptions otherwise provided in Public Resources Code section
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30610 (b) shall r-ot apply to the communication facilities included in this permit.
Accordingly, any future improvements to the permitted structure, shall require an
amendment to F'ermit No. 4-98-219 from the Commission or shall require an
additional coastal development permit from the Commission or from the applicable
certified local government.

(b.) Prior to the issuance of the Coastal Development Permit, the applicant shall
execute and recoyrd a deed restriction in a form and content acceptable to the
Executive Director, reflecting the above restrictions on development. The deed
restriction shall run with the land, binding all successors and assigns, and shall be
recorded free of prior liens that the Executive Director determines may affect the
enforceability of the restriction. This deed restriction shall not be removed or
changed without a Commission amendment to this coastal development permit.

2. Future Redesign o' Telecommunications Facilities

Prior to the isst ance of the coastal development permit, the applicant shall
submit a writlen agreement stating that where future technological
advances woud allow for reduced visual impacts resulting from the
proposed comnunication facility, the applicant agrees to make those
 modifications which would reduce the visual impact of the proposed
facilities. In ad iition, the applicant agrees that if in the future, the facility is
no longer needed, the applicant agrees to abandon the facility and be
responsible for the removal of all permanent structures, and restoration of
the site consistent with the character of the surrounding area. Before
performing any work in response to the requirements of this condition, the
applicant shall contact the Executive Director of the California Coastal
Commission tc determine if an amendment to this coastal development
permit is necessary. ;

IV. Findings and [eclarations

The Commission hereby finds and declares:

A. Project Description and Background

The applicant is propos ng the construction of a 120-foot transmission tower as part of an
expansion of Phase | of a previously approved telecommunication facility (Coastal
Development Permit 4-37-074). Additionally, the applicant proposes the development of
two additional phases of the project site. Phase Il consists of 4 prefabricated
communications buildirgs (10 x 40 feet), a 170 foot tower, electrical generator, a 1000
gallon fuel tank, securily building (10 X 35 feet), emergency lighting a fencing. Phase I
consists of a prefabricated communications building (10 X 40 feet), 120 foot tower,
electrical generator, 100 gallon fuel tank, emergency lighting, and a fencing. The
expansion of Phase | a1d the addition of Phase |l and Il will not require any grading, and
will be serviced via an existing road and driveway. (See Exhibits 1 through 4.)

The purpose of the prc posed development is to provide a wide range of communication
services, including Lroadcasting, cellular telephone transmissions, pager signal
transmissions, and facs imile transmissions.
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The subject site is located on a 20.18 acre foot lot on the Castro Peak ridgeline within the
unincorporated area of Malibu (Exhibit 1-2). Access to the site is by Castro Peak
Motorway, an unpaved fire road with access from Latigo Canyon Road. The Phase | site
is currently developed wi h a series of temporary antennas and three storage vaults which
were previously approved by the Commission in past permit action.

B. Visual Resources and Landform Alteration

Section 30251 of the Coustal Act states that;

The scenic and visucl qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected as

‘a resource of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and designed
to protect views to cnd along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to minimize the
alteration of natura! land forms, to be visually compatible with the character of
surrounding areas, ind, where feasible, to restore and enhance visual quality in
visually degraded ai‘eas. New development in highly scenic areas such as those
designated in the Ca'ifornia Coastline Preservation and Recreation Plan prepared by
the Department of Parks and Recreation and by local government shall be
subordinate to the cl aracter of its setting.

Section 30251 of the Co.astal Act requires scenic and visual qualities to be considered and
protected. To assist in the determination of whether a project is consistent with Section
30251 of the Coastal /\ct, the Commission has, in past coastal development permit
actions, looked to the Nialibu/ Santa Monica Mountains LUP for guidance. The Malibu/
Santa Monica Mountain:; LUP has been found to be consistent with the Coastal Act and
provides specific standzrds for development within the Santa Monica Mountains. The
following LUP policies pe:rtain to the proposed project:

Policy 125. New development shall be sited and designed to protect public views from
LCP-designated scenic highways to and along the shoreline and to scenic
coastal areas, including public parklands. @ Where physically and
economicclly feasible, development on sloped terrain should be set below
road grady:.

Policy 129 Structures should be designed and located so as to create an attractive
appearance and harmonious relationship with the surrounding
environms nt.

Policy 130 In highly cenic areas and along scenic highways, new development shall:
¢ Be sit>d and designed to protect views to and along the ocean and to

and along other scenic features, as defined and identified in the

Malibu LCP.

Mininiize the alteration of natural landforms.

Be lardscaped to conceal raw-cut slopes.

¢ Be viiually compatible with and subordinate to the character of its
setting’.

¢ Be sitxd so as not to significantly intrude into the skyline as seen from
public viewing places. ‘

> &

Policy 131 Where feasible, prohibit placement of structures that will break the
ridgeline siew, as seen from public places.
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The proposed project includes the construction of a 170 foot high and two 120 foot high
open lattice steel communications towers, the installation five prefabricated buildings
under 10 feet high, a miscellaneous appurtenant facilities (generators, fuel tanks, and
lighting an fencing). The construction of the tower will not increase the amount of paved
surfaces and does not include any grading; however, it does have the potential to create
adverse visual effects. The subject site is located on Castro Peak, which the LUP
designates as a “significant ridgeline.” Significant ridgelines constitute a scenic resource
of the Coastal Zone due to their visibility from many vantage points including Highway
101. Castro Peak is one of the highest and most prominent peaks in the Santa Monica
Mountains. The peak’s high elevation and geographic location provides for an ideal radio
communications site.

The site currently has one 35-foot high temporary wooden tower approved by the
Commission in Coastal Development Permit 4-97-074, that provides antenna space for
several Federal agencies as well as privately owned pager companies (See Exhibit 3).
The property owned by Darrel Bevan located to the east of the subject site contains a
cellular service site operated by Pac Tell Cellular approved by the Commission per
Coastal Development Permit 4-94-016. This property also has two large towers with
several antenna dishes attached, several amateur radio sites attached to the top of
telephone poles, and several equipment structures. Some of the existing development on
Bevan's parcel was constructed without the benefit of a coastal development permit and is
currently being investigated by the Commission’s Enforcement unit. A portion of the area
on Castro Peak is owned by the County of Los Angeles and is currently developed with a
120-foot tall orange and white striped steel lattice communications tower and 80 foot

The proposed 170-foot and two 120-foot steel communications tower will be sited
immediately north of the existing County of Los Angeles facilities located on the ridgeline
of the mountaintop. The existing towers owned and operated by the County of Los Angels
are painted white and orange as a precautionary safety measure for aviation. The
Commission recently granted a Coastal Development Permit (4-98-074) to the County of
Los Angeles for an additional 80-foot communication tower immediately south of the site,
which is the subject of this application. The new towers will be visible from Highway 101
and Highway 1, a designated scenic highway, as well as several hiking trails and scenic
areas within the Santa Monica Mountains.

There is another pending coastal development permit application that has been received
by the Commission Darrel Bevan. Bevan, the owner of APN 4464-022-005, is proposing
to relocate an existing unpermitted 60-foot tower from National Parks Service Land and
increase the height to 120 feet. Therefore, the cumulative visual impact from these towers
is of concern.

The tower location clusters development on the ridgeline in order to minimize the adverse
visual effects seen from public places. The proposed towers will not result in any
additional significant adverse visual impacts as seen from public viewing points or scenic
highways in the area. Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed tower is
consistent with the existing permitted development located on Castro Peak due to its
proposed height and location.

However, to ensure that any additional microwave dishes or antennas added to the
proposed tower will not significantly increase the height of the tower and create adverse
visual impacts the Commission finds that proposed project can only be approved attached
with Special Condition One (1). Special Condition One (1) requires that any modification
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to the approved coastal development permit including additions or improvements to the
structures will require a coastal development permit or amendment. -

Further, in the future, the communications equipment on site may become obsolete

based on advanced technology. Should this occur, there would not be any need for the

proposed development. Although the individual effect of this development is not

significant, the cumulative effect of additional towers and structures on this ridgeline, as

technology progresses, can create adverse visual impacts. Therefore, in the event that

future technological advances allow for a reduced visual impact, the Commission finds it -
necessary to require the applicant to agree to make those modifications which would

reduce the visual impact of the proposed facility. Likewise, if in the future, the facility is no.
longer needed, the applicant shall agree to abandon the facility and be responsible for he

removal of all permanent structures, and restoration of the site as outlined in Special

Condition Two (2).

The Commission finds the proposed 170-foot and two 120-foot towers in the proposed
location as specifically designed here are consistent with Section 30251 of the Coastal
Act. The Commission notes that other towers in alternative locations, with different
designs and in different heights might not be consistent with the Coastal Act policies.
Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed project, as conditioned, is consistent
with Section 30251 of the Coastal Act.

C. Geological and Natural Hazards

Section 30253 of the Coastal Act states in part that new development shall:

(1) Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood, and fire
hazard.

(2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor contribute
significantly to erosion, instability, or destruction of the site or surrounding
area or in any way require the construction of protective devices that would
substantially alter natural landforms along bluffs and cliffs.

The proposed development is located in the Santa Monica Mountains, an area that is
generally considered to be subject to an unusually high amount of natural hazards.
Geologic hazards common to the Santa Monica Mountains include landslides, erosion,
and flooding. In addition, fire is an inherent threat to the indigenous chaparral community
of the coastal mountains. Wild fires often denude hillsides in the Santa Monica Mountains .
of all existing vegetation, thereby contributing to an increased potential for erosion and
landslides on property. Section 30253 of the Coastal Act requires that new development
minimizes risk to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood and fire hazard, and
assures stability and structural integrity.

Section 30253 of the Coastal Act requires that new development minimizes risk to life and
property in areas of high geologic, flood and fire hazard, and assures stability and
structural integrity. The applicant is proposing the construction of one 170-foot and two
120-foot high open lattice steel communications towers, the installation five prefabricated
buildings, and appurtenant facilities. Previous geological investigations of the Castro Peak
site have indicated that the soil and rock conditions at the site are suitable for drilled cast-
in-pile type foundations which have been used for existing, previously approved, and
currently proposed open lattice communications towers.
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Therefore, the Commission finds that the proposed development as proposed, is
consistent with Section 30253 of the Coastal Act.

D. Local Coastal Program

Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act states that:

Prior to certification of the local coastal program, a coastal development permit shall
be issued if the issuing agency, or the commission on appeal, finds that the proposed
development is in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 (commencing with
Section 30200) of this division and that the permitted development will not prejudice
the ability of the local government to prepare a local program that is in conformity
with the provisions of Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 30200).

Section 30604(a) of the Coastal Act provides that the Commission shall issue a Coastal
Permit only if the project will not prejudice the ability of the local government having
jurisdiction to prepare a Local Coastal Program which conforms with Chapter 3 policies of
the Coastal Act. The preceding sections provide findings that the proposed project will be
in conformity with the provisions of Chapter 3 if certain conditions are incorporated into the
project and accepted by the applicant. As conditioned, the proposed development will not
create adverse impacts and is found to be consistent with the applicable policies
contained in Chapter 3.

Therefore, the Commission finds that approval of the proposed development, as
conditioned, will not prejudice the County's ability to prepare a Local Coastal Program for
Malibu which is also consistent with the policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act as
required by Section 30604(a).

E. California Environmental Quality Act

Section 13096(a) of the Commission's administrative regulations requires Commission
approval of a Coastal Development Permit application to be supported by a finding
showing the application, as conditioned, to be consistent with any applicable requirements
of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Section 21080.5(d)(2)(A) of CEQA
prohibits a proposed development from being approved if there are feasible alternatives or
feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially lessen any significant
adverse effects which the activity would have on the environment.

The proposed project, as conditioned, will not have any significant adverse effects on the
environment, within the meaning of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970.
Therefore, the proposed project, as conditioned, has been adequately mitigated and is
consistent with CEQA and the policies of the Coastal Act.



e -
: bR

Ll
acl -

.
Y
i ..

'Y
:

v
~
*
L4
.

3

RS T pUEy— U

4-98-219
Remote Communcat.

EXHIBIT NO. 1
APPLICATION NO,

B
i
‘%
“
)
13
+
+
-

: <
.ml
» e

> . ¥y .
AN - NOLLYIIZY .

kS - TYNOLLVN. .
! - SIVINOH o, 008 § * &
4o - e )/,  Eas ey oo

I T

B

mag—.t

<~ ¢
M -
P.lt!
o s e be s i maem M
"
— -
- x
e H
. i
oL H
.
.,
-
.
i .

. o < o ——— 0 T g L 0
8

Tty ..

. ,d
AP <. JP o 4 P L

e aee .. et -

9..55. Bcﬂa\.
* «ﬁ.#_m tlaﬁu . s
~ ..c.u........»ma\::r

L7 vy
o NOLLYIUD

\\\mmmAJMa
A7 PAVILSIM
|-

/

PR J ~

NS5 Al



EXHIBIT NO. 2

APPLICATION NO.
4-98-219
Remote Communicat.
i
!
S wy ! )
LI GED MBLE —A—/-[;%/
£ Loy
.
Iy i
7] i \ {;
"
) 8 X
, I #54
3 3l At 3:'}
N Il g i
B i
"“"’a ‘\\&:: 7 !
. : -
+4
b 4
&? i f/ 5 -
0 ]
o S S
]
[}
]
w
E
Nk
5
X 2 W
o b
© N
> :
3
N L
Zl:| 3
o 3
Sm— :\Ji
P § -
< |o ST ML e N :
&) T o5
o ~#
——ji




1, T g, . ™~
/ ! & Ay .
/ i TR g, \
’ T
f R { \\ 1 \?"’\4%0 \
/ R S — S |
N \\ ~ N3 Q—\
N Toro
S - , \r .4 oL =4 rzD/ AS  CEQURED ~ow FI"N \ \)\
I/ e

/ - / Esve«z_,.’_/_\__‘;_____
y/ ) LY - ouer xeas
PHASE’3 AREA - UNMANNED COMM. §|T§ P

e s W ede wm -1t
w‘%: PP, llsl‘l ulL et I-l”ﬂld y l/ ’.:“-“: ri_ r-’.”- = ’L
. == ——— , X £} ]
Ve :,1.,»‘ of u/u aur o maca, m‘(’gnn 1...‘ / !! ] il
. iae " ¢ T!D "Q‘—N ] ] oy X x i h d
. S e L s i 4 g s R
7 fS i ¢ paizitt ' _\?775\ // !:i 'éi : !
! v N2 gl HASE L AREA ~ -p \ == T . ‘-l_. TR |
i (o, - e\ -,,,, oman sex wose Kuur ——lr mess | P —
\‘_*v;‘-: \ \eTE: fw‘ N_zlﬂ’- 4 l .4 e rias swer :_ "/_ —— ——— 'l s '__::.“w‘_“*___"_ . _/ 7o V...
' \; A A . pc-.- .L ,- - : “r \\ '-/
e, \N o . N O
] .. .
\

| N l‘/ \‘Q \\\‘ —rar— e
) ° «%4 f : _
i H ( EX/STING L. A, CouNTY Wommme i a s mmm O e minee S
\ '\%‘; \ Canmonicarion sy =" _
EN.GRADE

N \\\ \ \ {
orsc ‘\\.' o \ [
77 2775 l b
[ 2
SITE PLAN: AREA OF CASTRO PEAK FACILITY

QCrLgy ©ot 3¢ ——

> M

=g vl X

- g -rg I

sy | oD@

o |wo 3 o |

T 1alz

. o |t | 0o
1HEHE
i
g o

- e w

I .
— m ’
i




3d O !

% - rOUNMVENA RIFLVE SV VEWY . vG'0) YRV VI O e
“. i M m—- o NNO .vo.v¢ Z&( JD:...J ?oﬂn S -9 (n.w«.- az.xdaﬂ.:lﬂ..ﬁm_ ’ sVl MM.M..-U-VU NI ASNL GU WANM d ¥s BEE
< By ! L SNOAY .(mMone AUS prret PERS Y- ML s8I Sl u.»ﬁ: asw@

K-28 1] IRATO6

, .~ T 3SvAd 40 NV1d 311S

: Ponasd  ANnod
’.ISJ aptiedd S.r_n: gr EAAA YZJZA‘U tru,z-m T @ P

at
llllllllllllllllllll ||—l||0
# Q ﬂ—
]

‘1 * orusomt ’ - ool iy
.N.nc_oﬂw ..rs.u__.ﬁm”
NGLYOROWIDY FARCINIT)
AABATTD SUFuIT),

- Qa-An Qesednd ¢ M.
o a—fe- |
. vinna
.<.d
5( ‘BADHIVOD O BO \l

I.I\lll!.luli —

lblL\t q- "% ..h..m.. o - .....nu.“.+ - ‘\‘\Vqll\ o/

. ~t
-3 b0 e ntn(kks\\i RN VIO N

r” \/WN.\»NHN\‘.\.\ . ) ..N.r.lr..lll
X ) /A Yeun - ~ oy

v .wz_n:ss
SNOI LY DIN
M..uuuza gvi-a

4

EXHIBIT NO.
APPLICATION NO.
4-98-219
Remote Communicat.

£



'ON Li1giHX3

617-86-%
'ON NOILVYOIddY

*jedtunumuo) aJoway
S

2950 PROPOSED . PROPOSED A : . i 2950
. PHASE 1 : : S
. : PHASE 3. TOWER :
TOWER S EXISTING
. TOWER

' "' PHASE 2
TOWER -

EXISTING MONOPOLES 2925

NOTE TO“ER BEAMS AND BRACES SHOVN
. HEREON ARE FOR ILLUSTRATIVE

. R| S ONLY. :

_2875% PURPOSE :

W
il
W

 pHASE 3.
2825 .  AREA [

2850

‘MmZ-r <—4AMVOIDV .

2825

e V.

2800

s

2775

_WEST ELEVATION
SCALE 1" = 40" HORIZ." o
1" = 40° VERT. 2750 |

nmmm«mr
UPDATED TOPOGRAPHY: OCTOBER 28, 1968

TRIANGULATION STATION "LOOK OUT",
PER POINT DUME QUADRANGLE MAP. -
ELEV. 282400 FEET i

. i 'Dovf’NoT"DUPLiCATE
_prepiee v PRMED POl PROFILE VIEWS

W PETYO & assoc, iNc. | ROSE
SKY. pfm( GIRCLE, S’l‘)“E B REMOTE CWMUN'CAT'ONS SYS :

. CALlFORNM 92614 P.0. BOX 1510
( 0272 -] SIMI' VALLEY, CA 93062 51
: '} (805) 526~3777 ‘




'NOTE: TOWER BEAMS AND BRACES SHOWN .
HEREON ARE FOR ILLUSTRATIVE EXISTING
PURPOSES ONLY. TOWER

PROPOSED 3
PHASE 3
TOWER

2925

2925
PROPOSED
PHASE 2
TOWER

EXISTING MONOPOLES

2850

2850

2825

';mz—r <=-{OMUVOXDD

] n ~EXISTING COUNTY FACILITY

2825

2800

~f‘ B F ’ o 2800

g»g G.E'Eiﬁ ﬁ i ‘ _I__"  :Tw I

COan

2775

g A » ‘ 2175
bk PHASE 1l AREA 2775 |
1 EAST ELEVATION ikt
“EXISTING 1 ‘ » " SCALE: 1" = 40" HORIZ.
SE - EXISTING 1~ = 40° VERT. v
S"E S sE S ‘ mlw’ . 2750

DO ‘N“O.T,”D_UPLICATE

'PROFILE VIEWS s

TOWERS ANTENNAS & FACILITIES OF 4 SHEETS
~ CASTRO PEAK [
SANTA MONICA MT., CALIFORNIA S i

*ON NOLLYOIddV
"ON L1gIHX3

612-86-%

*jedTunuuwo) ajowsy
9




EASTNG
SE

Jv

B

EXISTING MONOPOLES

)

3

SHEETS

8Y: 8JG

DRAWN: - 2/16 /9%

e—————————tacs

CHECKED: - M.P,

NO RCSI PROP. SHOWN IN THIS UPPER PORTION

MATCH LINE EE ABOWE

FEERFERRT

M—)« F_Zm

m%ﬁ 201

NORTH ELEVATION

mo>_-m 1% = 60’ HORIZ.
> 1" = 60" VERT.

- SHEET

" CASTRO PEAK

| SANTA MONICA MT. CALIFORNIA

7

EXHIBIT NO.

APPLICATION NO.

4-98-219

Remote Communicat.




' EXISTING MONOPOLES

BY: BJG.

1 SHﬁET;
T4
SHEET

| TOWERS, ANTENNAS & FACILITIES |« « sem

U NANTA MANICA L AMT . OALIEADMIA

~§ CHECKED: - M.P.

: DRAWN: 2"6 ‘!

8

EXHIBIT NO.

PLICATION NO.
4-98-219

¢

Remote Communicat.




H




