Planning Commission
Special Meeting
06-30-21

Commission Agenda Report
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To:

Chair Jennings and Members of the Planning Commission

Prepared by:

Tyler Eaton, Assistant Planner

Approved by:

Richard Mollica, Planning Director

Date prepared:

June 23, 2021

Subject:

Wireless Communications Facility No. 18-008, Coastal Development
Permit No. 18-032, Variance No. 18-039, and Site Plan Review No. 18034 – An application for a new wireless communications facility on top
of a replacement streetlight pole, including a ground-mounted backup
power battery unit, in the public right-of-way (Continued from June 21,
2021)

Meeting date: June 30, 2021

Location:

22651.5 Pacific Coast Highway, within the
appealable coastal zone
Nearest APN:
4452-022-005
Geo-coordinates: 34°02'22.07"N, 118°40'05.2"W
Applicant:
Eukon Group for Verizon Wireless
Owner:
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
Public Right-of-Way
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt Planning Commission Resolution No. 21-40
(Attachment 1) determining the project is categorically exempt from the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and approving Wireless Communications Facility
(WCF) No. 18-008 and Coastal Development Permit (CDP) No. 18-032 for Verizon
Wireless to install an omnidirectional canister antenna on top of a replacement streetlight
pole reaching a maximum height of 32 feet, 3 inches and electrical support equipment,
including Variance (VAR) No. 18-039 to permit a streetlight pole over 28 feet in height and
Site Plan Review (SPR) No. 18-034 to install and operate a wireless communications
facility within the public right-of-way (ROW) located at 22651.5 Pacific Coast Highway
(PCH) (Verizon Wireless).
DISCUSSION: This application was reviewed by City staff and the City’s wireless
communications facility consultant for compliance with all applicable codes and
regulations in effect at the time the application was deemed complete. This agenda report
provides site and project analyses of the proposed wireless communications facility
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project, including attached project plans, visual demonstration exhibits, signal coverage
maps, alternative site analysis, Radio Frequency – Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME)
Jurisdictional Report, and a Federal Communications Commission (FCC) compliance
statement.
The project was scheduled for the May 17, 2021 Planning Commission meeting. During
the discussion, it was discovered that there were some incorrect addresses in the mailing
data and thus, the public hearing notice did not reach all properties within a 500-foot radius
of the proposed site. The project was continued to a date uncertain so that staff could
properly notice the project. The mailing data has since been revised and all properties
within a 500-foot radius were noticed on May 27, 2021.
This agenda report contains a summary of surrounding land uses and project setting, the
project’s proposed scope of work, regulatory setting for subject project, consistency
analysis with applicable Malibu Local Coastal Program (LCP) and Malibu Municipal Code
(MMC) provisions, and environmental review pursuant to CEQA. The analyses and
findings contained herein demonstrate that the application is consistent with the LCP and
MMC. 1
Project Overview
The applicant proposes to install and operate a new WCF attached to a replacement
streetlight pole mounted in the north parkway of the PCH public ROW. This project was
submitted on behalf of Verizon Wireless for placement of a new antenna in the Carbon
Beach area in order to address signal coverage and capacity service to existing customers
within the general area.
The City of Malibu adopted a new Urgency Ordinance to address wireless communications
facilities in the ROW in December of 2020. This project was deemed complete by staff in
September of 2020. The standards used for this project were those standards that were in
place before adoption of the Urgency Ordinance. The City’s code standards at the time of
completion encourage co-location of wireless communication facilities when possible on
existing poles or other facilities provided the antennas do not exceed the utility pole’s
height or a less intrusive alternative is not available as set forth in LIP Sections 3.16.5(H)
and (J). Also, freestanding tower, lattice, or monopole antennas shall not exceed a height
of 28 feet pursuant to LIP Section 3.16(E). The proposed project involves installation of a
replacement streetlight pole with the antenna attached to the top and extending to a
maximum height of 32 feet, 3 inches.
VAR No. 18-039 is requested for the replacement streetlight pole with proposed antenna
to project above 28 feet in height and the height of the existing streetlight pole. The
additional height is necessary to co-locate on a replacement pole which is a preferred
mounting technique pursuant to LIP Sections 3.16.7(F) and 3.16.10(D).
LCP Local Implementation Plan (LIP) Section 3.16 and MMC Chapter 17.46 contain the same standards for wireless
communications facilities.

1
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CDP Requirement
A wireless communications facility is typically exempt from the requirement to obtain a
CDP. However, in this case, the proposed antenna requires the installation of a
replacement streetlight pole in a different location and does not qualify for the CDP
exemption pursuant to LIP Sections 13.4.5 or 13.4. The siting of the replacement
streetlight pole is requested in order to meet the objectives of Verizon Wireless to provide
a capacity solution and to increase antenna signal coverage in the general area as
discussed in the Significant Gap in Signal Coverage and the Site Alternative Analysis
sections below. Furthermore, the application proposes development of a wireless facility
in excess of 28 feet in height and therefore requires a variance.
Surrounding Land Uses and Project Setting
The project site is located in the parkway of the PCH public ROW, approximately a half
mile east of the Malibu Pier and approximately 300 feet north of Carbon Beach. As outlined
in Table 1, the project site is surrounded by existing commercial development to the north,
east, and west and residential development across the street to the south. As shown on
the LCP ESHA and Marine Resources Map, the project site is not located on or adjacent
to ESHA. However, the project site is located within the Appeal Jurisdiction of the
California Coastal Commission as depicted on the Post-LCP Certification Permit and
Appeal Jurisdiction Map.
Table 1 – Surround Zoning and Land Uses

Surrounding Properties
22625 PCH (East)
22661 PCH (West)
22626 PCH (South)
22653 PCH (North)

Zoning
CC
CC
MF
CC

*CC = Community Commercial
MF = Multi-Family

Adjacent Land Uses
Commercial Offices
Commercial Parking Lot
Multi-Family Residential
Commercial Offices

Figure 1 – 22651.5 Pacific Coast Highway
LEGEND
Proposed WCF

Source: Malibu City GIS, 2021
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The nearest existing commercial building is situated approximately 15 feet to the north.
The proposed pole-mounted antenna is located on the concrete sidewalk within the PCH
public ROW. Existing streetlight poles are located along the same side of the street and
across the street.
The pole will be visible from PCH, an LCP-designated scenic highway as well as
surrounding properties. However, there will be less than significant impact to scenic
resources from PCH as an existing streetlight pole will be replaced on the landside of the
road.
Project’s Scope of Work Description
The proposed improvements as shown on the project plans consist of the installation of
the following (Attachment 2):
• A replacement streetlight pole topped with an omnidirectional canister antenna that
reaches an overall height of 32 feet, 3 inches, painted grey to match the replacement
pole;
• Electrical support equipment consisting of one remote radio unit (RRU) which will
be concealed inside a concealment shroud attached to the side of the pole;
• A Charles battery backup unit ground mounted on the sidewalk visually screened
from view with a metal screen cage and painted grey to match the existing sidewalk;
and
• Three handholes inside the concrete sidewalk within the public ROW, as follows:
1. One handhole box for Verizon Wireless fiber optic lines;
2. One handhole box for a power disconnect switch; and
3. One handhole box for electrical power.
Associated with the proposed project is the discretionary request for:
• VAR No. 18-039 for a replacement streetlight pole over 28 feet; and
• SPR No. 18-034 for the installation and operation of a wireless communications
facility located within the public ROW.
Figure 2 on the following page depicts the proposed replacement streetlight pole, polemounted antenna and shrouded equipment. The pole-mounted antenna design is also
depicted in the applicant’s provided visual demonstration exhibits (Attachment 3). The
antenna and RRU shroud is conditioned to be painted grey to match the replacement
streetlight pole.
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Figure 2 – Project Plan Elevation (looking east)
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REGULATORY SETTING FOR PROPOSED WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY
PROJECT: The following provides analyses of pertinent federal and local governmental
regulations that apply to wireless communications facilities located within the City,
including the proposed wireless communications facility within the street public ROW.
The Spectrum Act
The “Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of 2012” also known as the “Spectrum
Act” preempted state and local governments from denying any “eligible facility request” for
a modification of an existing wireless tower or base station pursuant to Section 6409. The
subject wireless communications facility project involves an installation of a new antenna
on a replacement streetlight pole. It does not qualify as an eligible facility request because
it does not include co-location on an existing facility or modification to an existing wireless
communications facility.
Small Cell Order 18-133
Recent changes in federal law placed shortened timeframes (or “shot clocks”) and other
requirements on the local government review of wireless communications facility
installations in the public ROW. Under a Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
Small Cell Order and regulations that went into effect on January 14, 2019, if a city does
not render a decision on a small cell wireless facility application within a specified times
period (60 days for installations on existing structures and 90 days on new structures), the
failure to meet the deadline for actions will be presumed to not follow federal law and the
application would be “deemed approved”. The proposed project was deemed by the City
staff and their wireless consultants as a small cell project. However, because the project
proposes a replacement pole, the project was processed in compliance with the 90-day
timeframe.
Significant Gap in Signal Coverage
The applicant submitted propagation coverage maps showing Verizon Wireless’s existing
and proposed wireless coverage within the project site’s general area (Attachment 4). The
existing coverage map shows that the general area has “Fair” and “Poor” coverage. The
proposed wireless facility will increase coverage to “Good” along PCH in the general
vicinity of Carbon Beach.
Site Alternative Analysis
Pursuant to LIP Section 3.16.9(B)(9), an alternative site analysis is required to explain the
site selection process for the proposed wireless communications facility, including
information about other sites considered and reason for each site’s rejection. The
applicant’s Alternative Site Analysis evaluated several site locations for the proposed
facility and determined the proposed site is the most suitable, considering compatibility
with adjacent development, co-location opportunities, and reduced view impacts
(Attachment 5). The applicant’s Alternative Site Analysis Map showing the three alternative
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sites is provided in Figure 4 below. The proposed site location is shown with the yellow
tack.
Figure 4 – Project Alternative Site Analysis Map

The following summarizes the applicant’s reasons for not selecting the three alternative
sites:
• Alternate 1 is located 165 feet southeast of the project site. The streetlight pole is
closer to Carbon Beach and is on the ocean-side of PCH. The pole would also need
to be replaced in order to accommodate Verizon Wireless’s changes so the impacts
would be similar to the proposed location. However, this pole is closer to residentially
zoned parcels which is not a preferred location pursuant to LIP Chapter 3.16.11 and
as such was deemed by staff to be an inferior option.
• Alternate 2 is located across the street from the project site, also on the ocean-side
of PCH. Similar to Alternative 1 and the proposed location, the changes would
require the streetlight pole to be replaced. This pole would also be closer to
residentially zoned parcels than the proposed location and therefore, was deemed
an inferior alternative due to its location.
• Alternative 3 is also located on the ocean-side of PCH, approximately 150 feet
southwest of the project site. Similar to Alternatives 1 and 2, the streetlight pole at
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this location was determined to be inferior as it would be closer to residentially zoned
parcels.
The proposed facility will minimize visual impacts by replacing an existing streetlight pole
on the landside of PCH. It will be further away from residentially zoned parcels than all
three alternatives, at least 100 feet away as opposed to as close as 15 feet away. It will be
closer to non-residentially zoned parcels which is a preferred location for wireless facilities
pursuant to the LIP. It is also in the desired location for Verizon Wireless to upgrade their
cellular coverage in the area.
Health Effects of Radio Frequency Emissions and Radio Frequency Report
MMC Section 17.46.050 and LIP Section 3.16.4 require that wireless communications
facilities be limited to power densities in any inhabited area that does not exceed the FCC’s
Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits for electric and magnetic field strength and
power density for transmitters. Additionally, pursuant to MMC Section 17.46.060(K) and
LIP Section 3.16.5(K), all antennas must meet the minimum siting distances to habitable
structures required for compliance with the FCC regulations and standards governing the
environmental effects of Radio Frequency (RF) emissions.
Verizon Wireless is regulated by the FCC and is required to operate its facilities in
compliance with the FCC regulations and standards. The proposed wireless
communications facility would operate at power levels below the established standards
used by the FCC for safe human exposure to RF electromagnetic fields, which have been
tested and proven safe by the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) and the
Institute of Electrical Electronic Engineers (IEEE).
The applicant has provided an RF-EME Jurisdictional Report prepared by EBI Consulting,
dated April 10, 2020, which outlines compliance of the facility with FCC thresholds for RF
emissions (Attachment 6). The applicant has also provided correspondence that the
proposed wireless communications facility will operate in compliance with the FCC
regulations (Attachment 7). The report concluded that the maximum power density
generated by the Verizon Wireless antennas at its nearest walking/working surfaces is
approximately 0.40 percent of the FCC’s limit for maximum permissible exposure for the
general public (0.08 percent of the FCC’s occupational limit) in accordance with Title 47
Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Section 1.1310. The FCC requirements are detailed
in Parts 1 and 2 of the FCC's Rules and Regulations (47 C.F.R. Sections 1.1307(b),
1.1310, 2.1091 and 2.1093).
Pursuant to Title 47 of U.S.C. Section 332(c)(7)(B)(iv), “[n]o State or local government or
instrumentality thereof may regulate the placement, construction, and modification of
personal wireless service facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of RF
emissions to the extent that such facilities comply with the FCC’s regulations concerning
such emissions. Even though the City is unable to impose more restrictive MPE limits, the
City may still require information to verify compliance with FCC requirements as it was
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done for this project. The proposed site has been demonstrated to meet FCC
requirements.
LCP Analysis
The LCP consists of the Land Use Plan (LUP) and the LIP. The LUP contains programs
and policies implementing the Coastal Act in Malibu. The LIP contains provisions to carry
out the policies of the LUP to which every project requiring a coastal development permit
must adhere.
There are 14 LIP chapters that potentially apply depending on the nature and location of
the proposed project. Of these, five are for conformance review only and contain no
findings: 1) Zoning, 2) Grading, 3) Archaeological/Cultural Resources, 4) Water Quality
and 5) Onsite Wastewater Treatment System. These chapters are discussed in the
MMC/LIP Conformance Analysis section below.
The nine remaining LIP chapters contain required findings: 1) Coastal Development
Permit; 2) ESHA; 3) Native Tree Protection; 4) Scenic, Visual and Hillside Resource
Protection; 5) Transfer of Development Credits; 6) Hazards; 7) Shoreline and Bluff
Development; 8) Public Access; and 9) Land Division. For the reasons described later in
this report, only the findings in the following chapters are applicable to the proposed
project: Coastal Development Permit (including the requested variance and site plan
review), Scenic, Visual and Hillside Resource Protection and Hazards. Consistency review
with these sections is discussed in the LIP/MMC Findings section below.
Based on the project site and scope of work described for the proposed wireless project
above, the ESHA, Native Tree Protection, Transfer of Development Credits, Shoreline and
Bluff Development, Public Access and Land Division findings are not applicable to the
project.
MMC/LIP Conformance Analysis
The proposed project has been reviewed for conformance with the MMC and LIP by
Planning Department. Staff has determined that the project, as proposed and conditioned,
is consistent with all applicable MMC/LIP goals, policies, codes, and standards.
Zoning (LIP Section 3.16)
LIP Section 3.16.2 permits wireless communications facilities within the public right-of-way
with a site plan review, provided such facilities comply with the general requirements set
forth in LIP Section 3.16.4 and the most restrictive design criteria set forth in LIP Section
3.16.6. The project proposes development that will be taller than 28 feet, a height that is
inconsistent with LIP Section 3.16.5. Therefore, the applicant is applying for a variance
request to allow the replacement streetlight pole for a wireless facility on top to reach a
height of 32 feet, 3 inches.
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General Requirements (LIP Section 3.16.5)
Consistent with LIP Sections 3.16.4(B), (C) and (K), the proposed wireless
communications facility complies with the maximum permitted exposure limits
promulgated by the FCC as previously stated in the Health Effects from Radio Frequency
Emissions section.
The replacement pole and backup battery unit will have to comply with all State and federal
regulations pursuant to LIP Chapter 3.16.5(B). The project has been conditioned so that it
must be in compliance with State and federal law at all times, including but not limited to,
accessibility requirements along the sidewalk pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) and all requirements regulated by the FCC and California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC).
Pursuant to LIP Section 3.16.5(I), all electrical support equipment located within cabinets,
shelters, or similar structures shall be screened from public view and encouraged to be
ground-mounted, or undergrounding is required, when feasible. The proposed RRU will
be concealed inside a shroud and other electrical equipment serving the antenna will be
placed within in-ground handhole boxes. The backup battery unit will be conditioned to be
visually screened with a metal cage along the parkway of the ROW. The backup battery’s
required screening will be painted grey to match the sidewalk.
The project site is located within 500 feet of the Carbon Beach. Pursuant to LIP Section
3.16.5(N), no wireless telecommunication facility shall be located within 500 feet of any
school ground, playground or park unless a finding is made, based on technical evidence
acceptable to the Planning Director, as appropriate, showing a clear need for the facility
and that no technically feasible alternative site exists. As stated in the Alternative Site
Analysis, the applicant has demonstrated that no technically feasible alternative site exists
that would place the proposed project more than 500 feet away from Carbon Beach and
still meet Verizon Wireless’s coverage objectives. The proposed location is the most
feasible location to maintain adequate signal coverage and is also located on the inland
side of PCH further away from these facilities and residential homes.
Most Restrictive Design Criteria (LIP Section 3.16.6)
Pursuant to LIP Sections 3.16.6(C), (D), and (J), wireless communication facilities are
required to be placed, screened, camouflaged, painted and textured, to the greatest extent
feasible, for compatibility with existing site characteristics. The proposed streetlight pole
with the antenna attached to the pole’s top along with the screened ground-mounted
equipment are compatible with the existing site characteristics in the general area that
contain other streetlight poles, wood utility poles with overhead utility lines and street
signals located at Pacific Coast Highway in front of the Malibu Pier. Consistent with these
requirements, the proposed antenna and RRU shroud is conditioned to be painted grey to
match the color of the replacement streetlight pole.
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Location (LIP Section 3.16.11)
Pursuant to LIP Chapter 3.16.11(B), the preferred location for wireless facilities is in nonresidential zones excluding public open space and recreational vehicle park zoning
districts. Although in the public ROW, the proposed location is adjacent to commercially
zoned properties and farther away from residentially zoned parcels, as opposed to the
alternatives discussed previously.
Grading (LIP Chapter 8)
Minor soil/concrete excavation is proposed for the installation of the replacement
streetlight pole, in-ground handhole boxes, underground lines, and backup battery unit.
The proposed excavation is inconsequential and fall under exempt, understructure grading
consistent with LIP Chapter 8.
Archaeological / Cultural Resources (LIP Chapter 11)
LIP Chapter 11 requires certain procedures be followed to determine potential impacts on
archaeological resources. The proposed work for the project is completely within an
existing sidewalk on the PCH public ROW. The project site has been evaluated by
Planning Department for potential impacts to archaeological resources per the adopted
City of Malibu Cultural Resources Map and it has been determined that, due to the limited
landform alteration within the previously improved road, the project has very low probability
of any adverse effects on archaeological/cultural resources. Nevertheless, the project is
conditioned to require that in the event potentially important cultural resources are found
during geologic testing or construction, the work shall immediately cease until a qualified
archaeologist can submit an evaluation of the nature and significance of the resources to
the City, and until the Planning Director can review this information.
Water Quality (LIP Chapter 17)
The proposed project includes the installation of a replacement streetlight pole with an
antenna attached to its top, associated electrical support equipment in a shroud attached
to the pole, ground-mounted backup battery, in-ground handhole box and underground
fiber optic and power lines serving the antenna located within the street public ROW. Due
to the limited amount of impermeable coverage, the project complies with LIP Chapter 17
requirements for water quality protection.
Wastewater Treatment System Standards (LIP Chapter 18)
The proposed project does not include any plumbing fixtures and will not conflict with any
existing wastewater facilities. Therefore, the project complies with LIP Chapter 18.
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LIP and MMC Findings
A.

General Coastal Development Permit Findings (LIP Chapter 13)

LIP Section 13.9 requires that the following four findings be made for all coastal
development permits.
Finding 1. That the project as described in the application and accompanying materials,
as modified by any conditions of approval, conforms with certified City of Malibu Local
Coastal Program.
The project has been reviewed by the Planning Department for conformance with the LCP.
As discussed herein, based on the submitted project plans, visual demonstration exhibits,
alternative site analysis, coverage maps, RF-EME Jurisdictional Report, site inspection,
and recommended conditions, the proposed wireless communications project conforms to
the LCP and MMC in that it meets all applicable wireless communications facility code and
other standards.
Finding 2. If the project is located between the first public road and the sea. The project
conforms to the public access and recreation policies of Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act of
1976 (commencing with Sections 30200 of the Public Resources Code).
The project is located on the PCH public ROW, the first public road and the sea. However,
the proposed project will not impede public access to the beach in any way. The project
consists of replacing an existing streetlight and installing in-ground handholes and groundmounted backup battery. The replacement pole and backup battery unit will be on the
landside of PCH so it will not affect access to a beach. Therefore, the project will be in
compliance with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.
Finding 3. The project is the least environmentally damaging alternative.
As mentioned above in the Site Alternative Analysis section, the project is the least
environmentally damaging alternative. The replacement pole is in the inland side of PCH
and there are no anticipated impacts to scenic views of the Pacific Ocean. The project site
is at least 100 feet away from any residentially-zoned parcel where possible alternatives
were located much closer. The proposed location is along the public ROW, closer to
commercially zoned properties, non-residential, which is a preferred location according to
LIP Chapter 3.16.11.
Finding 4. If the project is located in or adjacent to an environmentally sensitive habitat
area pursuant to Chapter 4 of the Malibu LIP (ESHA Overlay), that the project conforms
with the recommendations of the Environmental Review Board, or if it does not conform
with the recommendations, findings explaining why it is not feasible to take the
recommended action.
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The project site is not located on or adjacent to ESHA. Therefore, the findings in LIP
Chapter 4 are not applicable.
B.

Variance to permit a streetlight pole over 28 feet in height (LIP Section 13.26.5)

VAR No. 18-039 is requested for height of a replacement streetlight and antenna attached
at the top of the pole above 28 feet. The Planning Commission may approve, deny and/or
modify a variance application in whole or in part, with or without conditions, provided that
it makes all of the following 10 findings pursuant to LIP Section 13.26.5. The evidence in
the record supports approval of VAR No. 18-039 and all of the required findings of fact can
be made as follows:
Finding 1. There are special circumstances or exceptional characteristics applicable to
the subject property, including size, shape, topography, location, or surroundings such
that strict application of the zoning ordinance deprives such property of privileges enjoyed
by other property in the vicinity and under the identical zoning classification.
There are special characteristics for the proposed wireless communications facility that
makes it subject to a variance. If the applicant chose to propose an independent pole to
support the antenna, it may not need to be taller than 28 feet. However, this option would
result in an additional pole and would not be the least visually intrusive option. Instead,
the applicant proposes to collocate on a replacement streetlight pole. Collocation is
recommended in both the LIP and MMC as a preferred mounting technique. Further, the
Southern California Edison (SCE) only has a couple of streetlight options that can be used
for collocation with wireless facilities in order for the safe operation and maintenance of
the streetlight.
In order for the antenna to collocate on the streetlight pole, the only acceptable location
per SCE requirements is top-mount the antenna, over the light fixture that would cast light
onto the public ROW. The light fixture of the replacement pole is at the same height as
other nearby streetlights and will keep the lighting of PCH consistent with existing
infrastructure. Strict application of the height standard would preclude collocating as
required by the code and would result in a new independent pole that has the potential for
greater visual intrusion compared to a slight increase in height of the replacement pole.
Not allowing Verizon to collocate would prevent a project design that has been allowed in
identical zoning classifications and also would deviate from a recommended mounting
option for wires facilities per the LIP.
Finding 2. The granting of such variance will not be detrimental to the public interest,
safety, health or welfare, and will not be detrimental or injurious to the property or
improvements in the same vicinity and zone(s) in which the property is located.
The proposed wireless communications facility meets all FCC required MPE limits for the
general public. As previously mentioned in Finding 1, an independent pole could have
been proposed at a compliant 28 feet in height but that would be more visually intrusive
as there would be two poles instead of just one. The proposed facility, including the
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variance for height is consistent with FCC safety standards and not detrimental to public
interest in terms of a less visually intrusive alternative.
Finding 3. The granting of the variance will not constitute a special privilege to the applicant
or property owner.
As previously mentioned in Finding 1, the proposed collocation with an existing streetlight
pole exceeds 28 feet in height in order to align with the most restrictive design criteria
pursuant to LIP Section 3.16.6. There are other similar facilities collocated on existing
utility poles that exceed 28 feet in height within the City of Malibu. Granting this variance
will not constitute a special privilege to the applicant and would bring the project closer
into compliance with other design criteria. It is common that collocated facilities exceed 28
feet in height in order to meet those requirements.
Finding 4. The granting of such variance will not be contrary to or in conflict with the
general purposes and intent of this Chapter, nor to the goals, objectives and policies of
the LCP.
The granting of the variance will not be in conflict with the policies of the LCP. The
proposed height is not expected to impact any scenic views. The pole, antenna, and
associated equipment will be painted to blend in with the surrounding environment.
Finding 5. For variances to environmentally sensitive habitat area buffer standards or other
environmentally sensitive habitat area protection standards, that there is no other feasible
alternative for siting the structure and that the development does not exceed the limits on
allowable development area set forth in LIP Section 4.7.
The project site is not in or adjacent to an ESHA, ESHA buffer or stream; therefore, this
finding does not apply.
Finding 6. For variances to stringline standards, that the project provides maximum
feasible protection to public access as required by LIP Chapter 12.
The proposed project does not involve a stringline modification as it is not located on a
beach; therefore, this finding does not apply.
Finding 7. The variance request is consistent with the purpose and intent of the zone(s) in
which the site is located. A variance shall not be granted for a use or activity which is not
otherwise expressly authorized by the zone regulation governing the parcel of property.
The proposed facility is in the public ROW adjacent to commercial properties and as a
result it is not located in a zone. The proposed project is consistent with the purpose and
intent for the public ROW and surrounding zone. The applicant is applying for a site plan
review for a new wireless communications facility in the public ROW and the proposed
collocation of the facility meets the recommended design criteria in the LIP and MMC.
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Finding 8. The subject site is physically suitable for the proposed variance.
The subject site is physically suitable for the proposed variance. The proposed location,
on the landside of PCH, keeps it away from potential impacts to scenic views and
residential homes. There are no impacts to visually impressive views of the Pacific Ocean
or any other scenic resources identified in the LIP.
Finding 9. The variance complies with all requirements of State and local law.
The variance complies with State and local law in that it meets the requirements of the
FCC and is collocated on a streetlight pole, a location preferred in the Malibu LIP and
MMC. There are no visual impacts to scenic resources.
Finding 10. A variance shall not be granted that would allow reduction or elimination of
public parking for access to the beach, public trails or parklands. (Ord. 303 § 3, 2007)
The variance proposal does not reduce or eliminate parking for access to the beach, public
trails or parklands.
C.

Site Plan Review to install and operate a wireless communications facility
located within the public ROW (LIP Section 13.27)

LIP Section 13.27.5(A) requires that the City make four findings in consideration and
approval of a site plan review. Two additional findings are required pursuant to MMC
Section 17.62.060 when a project exceeds 18 feet. Based on the foregoing evidence
contained in the record, the required findings for SPR No. 18-034 are made as follows:
Finding 1. That the project is consistent with policies and provisions of the Malibu LCP.
Wireless communications facilities are permitted in the public ROW with a site plan review
provided such facilities comply with the general requirements set forth in LIP Section
3.16.5 and the most restrictive design standards set forth in LIP Section 3.16.6. As
discussed in the MMC/LIP Conformance Analysis section above, the proposed wireless
communications facility is consistent with LIP standards, which implements the policies
and provisions of the City’s LCP.
Finding 2. The project does not adversely affect neighborhood character.
As conditioned, the pole-mounted antenna and RRU in shroud will be painted a grey color
to match the replacement streetlight pole. The proposed ground-mounted backup battery
unit will be screened with a metal cage. Both the backup battery and visual screening are
conditioned to be painted grey to match the surrounding sidewalk. The proposed project
is generally compatible in size, bulk, and height to existing streetlight poles located along
PCH. The facility’s 32-foot, 3-inch maximum height is also the least intrusive design
compared to erecting a new pole in order to meet all necessary requirements for vertical
clearances and SCE mounting requirements. Further, the project is conditioned so that it
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must, at all times, be in compliance with federal and State regulations including, but not
limited to, ADA accessibility and any requirements related to wireless communications
utilities in the public ROW regulated by the FCC and CPUC.
Finding 3. The project provides maximum feasible protection to significant public views as
required by LIP Chapter 6.
The proposed wireless communications facility is not expected to obstruct visually
impressive scenes of the Pacific Ocean, off-shore islands, Santa Monica Mountains,
canyons, valleys or ravines. The proposed pole-mounted antenna does exceed a
maximum height of 28 feet, as required by the LIP and MMC, but does not diminish any
significant public views of the beach or the Santa Monica Mountains.
Finding 4. The proposed project complies with all applicable requirements of State and
local laws.
The proposed project will comply with all applicable requirements of State and local laws
as required under LIP Section 3.16.5 and MCC Section 17.46.060, including but not limited
to the Uniform Building Code, National Electrical Code, and Uniform Fire Code to ensure
compliance with the above finding. The proposed project is also required to comply with
all applicable regulations and standards promulgated or imposed by any State or Federal
agency, including the FCC.
Finding 5. The project is consistent with the City's General Plan and Local Coastal
Program.
Wireless communications facilities are permitted in the public ROW with a site plan review,
provided such facilities comply with the general requirements set forth in LIP Section
3.16.5 and design criteria set forth in LIP Section 3.16.6, which contain the same
requirements as the MMC that implements the General Plan. The proposed project
complies with these standards, subject to conditions of approval.
Finding 6. The portion of the project that is in excess of 18 feet in height does not obstruct
visually impressive scenes of the Pacific Ocean, off-shore islands, Santa Monica
Mountains, canyons, valleys or ravines from the main viewing area of any affected
principal residence as defined in MMC Section 17.40.040(A)(17).
Based on staff’s site inspection, the provided visual simulations, and review of the project
plans, it was determined that the replacement streetlight pole and associated equipment
is not expected to obstruct protected private views of impressive scenes of the Pacific
Ocean, off-shore islands, Santa Monica Mountains, canyons, valleys, or ravines.
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D.

Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area (LIP Chapter 4)

As discussed in Section A, Finding 4, the project site is not located in or adjacent to ESHA,
ESHA buffer or stream as shown in the LCP ESHA and Marine Resources Map. Therefore,
the supplemental ESHA findings in LIP Section 4.7.6 do not apply.
E.

Native Tree Protection (LIP Chapter 5)

The proposed project does not involve removal of or encroachment into the protected zone
of any protected native trees. Therefore, LIP Chapter 5 does not apply.
F.

Scenic, Visual and Hillside Resource Protection (LIP Chapter 6)

The Scenic, Visual and Hillside Resource Protection Chapter governs those coastal
development permit applications concerning any parcel of land that is located along,
within, provides views to or is visible from any scenic area, scenic road or public viewing
area. The proposed wireless communications facility site is located on PCH, an LCPdesignated scenic highway. Therefore, findings in LIP Section 6.4 apply to the proposed
project and are made as follows:
Finding 1. The project, as proposed, will have no significant adverse scenic or visual
impacts due to project design, location on the site or other reasons.
The proposed wireless communications facility will not affect any scenic views of the
Pacific Ocean and Santa Monic Mountains as it is located in the developed public ROW
of a commercial area. Furthermore, the project is the least visually intrusive alternative
that still meets Verizon Wireless’s goals and objectives.
Finding 2. The project, as conditioned, will not have significant adverse scenic or visual
impacts due to required project modifications, landscaping or other conditions.
The subject parcel is located on the landward side of PCH and will not affect scenic views
of motorists traveling on the highway. Based on the scope of the project and associated
conditions of approval, no adverse scenic or visual impacts are expected.
Finding 3. The project, as proposed or as conditioned, is the least environmentally
damaging alternative.
As previously mentioned in Finding 1, the proposed location is the least environmentally
damaging alternative.
Finding 4. There are no feasible alternatives to development that would avoid or
substantially lessen any significant adverse impacts on scenic and visual resources.
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As mentioned previously, all project alternatives that would meet Verizon Wireless’s goals
and objectives have more significant impacts than the current proposal; therefore, this is
the least impactful alternative.
Finding 5. Development in a specific location on the site may have adverse scenic and
visual impacts but will eliminate, minimize or otherwise contribute to conformance to
sensitive resource protection policies contained in the certified LCP.
As previously stated, the proposed design will include an antenna and equipment that will
be painted a color that will best help them blend them with their surroundings. As
conditioned and designed, the proposed project will have a less than significant impact on
scenic views.
G.

Transfer of Development Credits (LIP Chapter 7)

Pursuant to LIP Section 7.2, transfer of development credits only applies to land divisions
and/or new multi-family residential development in specified zoning districts. The
proposed project does not involve any land division or residential development. Therefore,
LIP Chapter 7 does not apply.
H.

Hazards (LIP Chapter 9)

Pursuant to LIP Section 9.3, written findings of fact, analysis and conclusions addressing
geologic, flood and fire hazards, structural integrity or other potential hazard must be
included in support of all approvals, denials or conditional approvals of development
located on a site or in an area where it is determined that the proposed project has the
potential to adversely impact site stability or structural integrity. The proposed wireless
communications project has been reviewed for the hazards listed in LIP Section 9.2(A)(17). The evidence in the record supports the required five findings in LIP Chapter 9 as
follows.
Finding 1. The project, as proposed will neither be subject to nor increase instability of the
site or structural integrity from geologic, flood, or fire hazards due to project design,
location on the site or other reasons.
The proposed project is required to comply with all applicable requirements of State and
local laws as required under LIP Section 3.16.5, including but not limited to the Uniform
Building Code, National Electrical Code, and Uniform Fire Code to ensure compliance with
the above finding. The proposed project is also required to comply with all applicable
regulations and standards promulgated or imposed by any State or Federal agency,
including the FCC.
The entire city limits of Malibu are located within a high fire hazard area. As conditioned,
the facility’s owner is required to indemnify and hold harmless the City from all impacts
related to wildfire hazards. Further, as designed and conditioned, the proposed project will
not increase stability of the site or structure integrity from geologic hazards.
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Finding 2. The project, as conditioned, will not have significant adverse impacts on site
stability or structural integrity from geologic, flood or fire hazards due to required project
modifications, landscaping or other conditions.
As discussed in Finding 1, the proposed project, as designed and conditioned, will not
have a significant effect on the site’s stability or structural integrity. Conditions have been
added to the project to ensure that it will not have significant adverse impacts on the site
stability or structural integrity.
Finding 3. The project, as proposed or as conditioned, is the least environmentally
damaging alternative.
As discussed in Section A, Finding 3, the proposed project, as designed and conditioned,
is the least environmentally damaging alternative.
Finding 4. There are no alternatives to development that would avoid or substantially
lessen impacts on site stability or structural integrity.
As discussed in Finding 1, the proposed project, as designed and conditioned, will not
have adverse impacts on site stability. Compliance with standard engineering techniques
and other feasible available solutions to address hazards issues will ensure that the
structural integrity of the proposed development will not result in any hazardous conditions.
Finding 5: Development in a specific location on the site may have adverse impacts but
will eliminate, minimize or otherwise contribute to conformance to sensitive resource
protection policies contained in the certified Malibu LCP.
As previously stated in Finding 1 and Section A, Findings 3, the proposed project, as
designed and conditioned, will not have significant adverse impacts on sensitive
resources, including but not limited to hazards; therefore, this finding does not apply.
I.

Shoreline and Bluff Development (LIP Chapter 10)

The proposed project is not located on or along a shoreline, coastal bluff or bluff-top
fronting the shoreline. Therefore, LIP Chapter 10 does not apply.
J.

Public Access (LIP Chapter 12)

LIP Section 12.4 requires public access for lateral, bluff-top, and vertical access near the
ocean, trails, and recreational access for the following cases:
A. New development on any parcel or location specifically identified in the LUP or in
the LCP zoning districts as appropriate for or containing a historically used or
suitable public access trail or pathway.
B. New development between the nearest public roadway and the sea.
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C. New development on any site where there is substantial evidence of a public right
of access to or along the sea or public tidelands, a bluff-top trail or an inland trail
acquired through use or a public right of access through legislative authorization.
D. New development on any site where a trail, bluff-top access or other recreational
access is necessary to mitigate impacts of the development on public access where
there is no feasible, less environmentally damaging, project alternative that would
avoid impacts to public access.
As described herein, the project site and the proposed project do not meet any of these
criteria in that no trails are identified on the LCP Park Lands Map on or adjacent to the
property, and the property is not located between the first public road and the sea, or on
a bluff or near a recreational area. The requirement for public access of LIP Section 12.4
does not apply and further findings are not required.
K.

Land Division (LIP Chapter 15)

The proposed project does not involve a land division as defined in LIP Section 15.1.
Therefore, LIP Chapter 15 does not apply.
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW: Pursuant to the authority and criteria contained in the
CEQA, the Planning Department has analyzed the proposed project. The Planning
Department found that this project is listed among the classes of projects that have been
determined not to have a significant adverse effect on the environment. Therefore, the
project is categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15303(d) – New construction or Conversion of Small Structures, including water
main, sewage, electrical, gas, and other utility extensions (i.e., communications, cable TV,
etc.). The Planning Department has further determined that none of the six exceptions to
the use of a categorical exemption applies to this project (CEQA Guidelines Section
15300.2).
CORRESPONDENCE: On June 8, 2021, staff received an email from a member of the
public asking some general questions and concerns related to a few wireless
communications facility applications (Attachment 8). WCF No. 18-008 was in the subject
line of the email although the content of the email consisted of noticing and concerns over
a 5G tower near some local malibu businesses. Staff called the member of the public and
explained the applications to be heard at the June 21 Planning Commission Meeting. Staff
explained that although the member of the public was not within 500 or 1,000 feet of any
of the proposed wireless communications facilities, they were on the list of individuals to
be noticed for all wireless communications facility applications in the City. The wireless
communications facility applications nearest the commercial businesses mentioned in the
email are for Verizon Wireless’ 4G LTE Network and not for their 5G network.
PUBLIC NOTICE: On May 27, 2021, staff published a Notice of Public Hearing for the
project in a newspaper of general circulation within the City of Malibu and mailed the notice
to all property owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius of the project site
(Attachments 9 and 10).
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SUMMARY: The required findings can be made that the proposed wireless
communications facility project is consistent with the LCP and MMC. Further, the Planning
Department’s findings of fact are supported by substantial evidence in the record. Based
on the analysis contained in this agenda report and the accompanying resolution, staff
recommends approval of the project, subject to the conditions of approval contained in
Section 5 (Conditions of Approval) of Planning Commission Resolution No. 21-40. The
project has been reviewed and conditionally approved for conformance with the LCP by
Planning Department staff.
ATTACHMENTS:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Planning Commission Resolution No. 21-40
Project Plans
Visual Demonstration Exhibits
Signal Coverage Maps
Alternative Site Analysis
RF-EME Jurisdictional Report
FCC Compliance
Radius Map
Public Hearing Notice
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CITY OF MALIBU PLANNING COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 21-40
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF MALIBU PLANNING COMMISSION
DETERMINING THE PROJECT IS CATEGORICALLY EXEMPT FROM THE
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENT QUALITY ACT AND APPROVING
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 18-032 AND WIRELESS
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY NO. 18-008 FOR VERIZON WIRELESS TO
INSTALL AN OMNIDIRECTIONAL CANISTER ANTENNA ON TOP OF A
REPLACEMENT STREETLIGHT POLE REACHING A MAXIMUM HEIGHT
OF 32 FEET, 3 INCHES, ELECTRICAL SUPPORT EQUIPMENT ATTACHED
TO THE REPLACEMENT POLE AND A GROUND MOUNTED BACKUP
BATTERY UNIT, INCLUDING VARIANCE NO. 18-039 TO PERMIT A
STREETLIGHT POLE OVER 28 FEET IN HEIGHT AND SITE PLAN REVIEW
NO. 18-034 TO INSTALL AND OPERATE A WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS
FACILITY WITHIN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY LOCATED AT 22651.5
PACIFIC COAST HIGHWAY (VERIZON WIRELESS)
The Planning Commission of the City of Malibu does hereby find, order and resolve as follows:
SECTION 1. Recitals.
A.
On July 10, 2018, a new application for Wireless Communications Facility (WCF)
No. 18-008 and Site Plan Review (SPR) No. 18-034 was submitted by the previous applicant, XD
Industries, on behalf of Verizon Wireless for the installation of a replacement streetlight pole
topped with a wireless antenna, associated electrical equipment and backup battery unit. Coastal
Development Permit (CDP) No. 18-032 and Variance (VAR) No. 18-039 were later assigned to
the project.
B.
On June 9, 2020, after a few redesigns of the project, Eukon Group on behalf of
Verizon Wireless resubmitted materials for a new design using the same pole replacement.
C.
On September 13, 2020, a Notice of CDP Application was posted at the subject site
attached to the existing pole to be replaced.
D.

On September 25, 2020, Planning staff deemed the project complete.

E.
On May 17, 2021, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the subject
application. During the public hearing discussion, it was discovered that there were some incorrect
addresses in the mailing data and thus, the public hearing notice did not reach all properties within
a 500-foot radius of the proposed site. The project was continued to a date uncertain so that staff
could properly notice the project.
F.
On May 27, 2021, a Notice of Planning Commission Public Hearing was published
in a newspaper of general circulation within the City of Malibu and was mailed to all property
owners and occupants within a 500-foot radius of the project site and to all interested parties.
G.
On June 21, 2021, the Planning Commission continued the item to the June 30,
2021, Planning Commission Special Meeting.

ATTACHMENT 1

Resolution No 21-40
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H.
On June 30, 2021, the Planning Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on
the subject application for the modified wireless communications facility project, reviewed and
considered the staff report, reviewed and considered written reports, public testimony, and other
information in the record.
SECTION 2. Environmental Review.
Pursuant to the authority and criteria contained in the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the Planning Commission has analyzed the proposal. The Planning Commission found
that this project is listed among the classes of projects that have been determined not to have a
significant adverse effect on the environment. Therefore, the project is categorically exempt from
the provisions of CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15303(d) – new construction of
utility systems. The Planning Commission has further determined that none of the six exceptions
to the use of a categorical exemption applies to this project (CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2).
SECTION 3. Coastal Development Permit Findings.
Based on substantial evidence contained within the record and pursuant to Local Coastal Program
(LCP) Local Implementation Plan (LIP) Sections 13.7(B) and 13.9, the Planning Commission
adopts the analysis in the agenda report, incorporated herein, the findings of fact below, CDP No.
18-032 and WCF No. 18-008 for Verizon Wireless to install an omnidirectional canister antenna
on top of a replacement streetlight pole reaching a maximum height of 32 feet, 3 inches, electrical
support equipment attached to the replacement pole and a backup battery unit, including VAR No.
18-039 to permit a streetlight pole over 28 feet in height and SPR No. 18-034 to install and operate
a wireless communications facility within the public right-of-way (ROW) located at 22651.5
Pacific Coast Highway (PCH).
The project is consistent with the LCP’s zoning, grading, cultural resources, water quality, and
onsite wastewater treatment requirements. The project, as conditioned, has been determined to be
consistent with all applicable LCP codes, standards, goals, and policies. The required findings are
made herein.
A.

General Coastal Development Permit (LIP Chapter 13)

1.
The project has been reviewed by the Planning Department for conformance with
the LCP. As discussed herein, based on the submitted project plans, visual demonstration exhibits,
alternative site analysis, coverage maps, radio emissions report, site inspection, and recommended
conditions, the proposed project conforms to the LCP and Malibu Municipal Code (MMC) in that
it meets all applicable wireless communications facility code and other standards.
2.
The project is located on the PCH public ROW, the first public road and the sea.
However, the proposed project will not impede public access to the beach in any way and therefore,
the project will be in compliance with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.
3.
Evidence in the record demonstrated that the project is the least environmentally
damaging alternative. The replacement pole is on the landside of PCH and there are no anticipated
impacts to scenic views of the Pacific Ocean. The proposed location is along the ROW, closer to
commercially zoned properties, non-residential, which is a preferred location pursuant to the LIP.
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B.

Variance for the development of a wireless facility above 28 feet (LIP 13.26.5)

VAR No. 18-039 will allow the installation of a wireless communications facility above
28 feet in height.
1.
Evidence in the record demonstrates there are special characteristics for the
proposed wireless communications facilities that makes it subject to a variance. The proposed
collocation alternative is recommended in both the LIP and MMC as a preferred mounting
technique and eliminates the need for a new pole that in comparison would be more visually
intrusive. Instead, the applicant proposes to collocate on a replacement streetlight pole. Collocation
is recommended in both the LIP and MMC as a preferred mounting technique. Further, the
Southern California Edison (SCE) only has a couple of streetlight options that can be used for
collocation with wireless facilities in order for the safe operation and maintenance of the
streetlight. An independent pole could have been proposed at a maximum 28 feet in height but that
would be a more visually intrusive design as there would be two poles instead of just one. The
proposed facility, including the variance for height, is consistent with Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) safety standards and not detrimental to public interest in terms of a less
visually intrusive alternative.
2.
The proposed wireless communications facility meets all FCC required Maximum
Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits for the general public. As previously mentioned in Finding 1,
an independent pole could have been proposed at a compliant 28 feet in height but that would be
more visually intrusive as there would be two poles instead of just one. The proposed facility,
including the variance for height, is consistent with FCC safety standards and not detrimental to
public interest in terms of a less visually intrusive alternative.
3.
The proposed collocation with an existing streetlight pole exceeds 28 feet in height
in order to align with the most restrictive design criteria pursuant to LIP Section 3.16.6. There are
other similar facilities collocated on existing utility poles that exceed 28 feet in height within the
City of Malibu. Granting this variance will not constitute a special privilege to the applicant and
would bring the project closer into compliance with other design criteria. It is common that
collocated facilities exceed 28 feet in height in order to meet those requirements.
4.
The granting of the variance will not be in conflict with the policies of the LCP.
The proposed height is not expected to impact any scenic views. The pole, antenna, and associated
equipment will be painted to blend in with the surrounding environment.
5.
The proposed facility is in the public ROW adjacent to commercial properties and
as a result it is not located in a zone. The proposed project is consistent with the purpose and intent
for the public ROW and surrounding zones. The applicant is applying for a site plan review for a
new wireless communications facility in the public ROW and the collocation of the facility meets
the recommended design criteria in the LIP and MMC.
6.
The subject site is physically suitable for the proposed variance. The proposed
location, on the landside of PCH, keeps it away from potential impacts to scenic views. There are
no impacts to visually impressive views of the Pacific Ocean or any other scenic resources
identified in the LIP.
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7.
The variance complies with State and local law in that it meets the requirements of
the FCC and is co-located on a streetlight pole, a location preferred in the Malibu LIP and MMC.
There are no visual impacts to scenic resources.
8.
The variance proposal does not reduce or eliminate parking for access to the beach,
public trails or parklands.
C.

Site Plan Review for erecting a wireless communications facility in the public ROW
(LIP Section 13.27.5)

SPR No. 18-034 will allow the installation of a wireless communications facility in the public
ROW and includes development over 18 feet in height.
1.
Wireless communications facilities are permitted in the public ROW with a site
plan review provided such facilities comply with the general requirements set forth in LIP Section
3.16.5 and the most restrictive design standards set forth in LIP Section 3.16.6. The proposed
wireless communications facility is consistent with LIP standards, which implements the policies
and provisions of the City’s LCP.
2.
The proposed wireless communications facility will be painted a grey color to
match the existing pole. The ground-mounted backup battery unit is conditioned to be screened
with a metal cage and painted grey to blend in with the sidewalk. The proposed project is generally
compatible in size, bulk, and height to existing streetlight poles located along PCH. Further, the
project is conditioned so that it must, at all times, be in compliance with federal and state
regulations including, but not limited to, Americans with Disability Act (ADA) accessibility and
any requirements related to wireless communications utilities in the public ROW regulated by the
FCC and CPUC.
3.
The proposed wireless communications facility is not expected to obstruct visually
impressive scenes of the Pacific Ocean, off-shore islands, Santa Monica Mountains, canyons,
valleys or ravines. The proposed pole-mounted antenna does exceed a height of 28 feet, as required
by the LIP and MMC, but does not diminish any significant public views of the beach or the Santa
Monica Mountains.
4.
The proposed project will comply with all applicable requirements of State and
local laws as required under LIP Section 3.16.5 and MCC Section 17.46.060, including but not
limited to the Uniform Building Code, National Electrical Code, and Uniform Fire Code to ensure
compliance with the above finding. The proposed project is also required to comply with all
applicable regulations and standards promulgated or imposed by any State or Federal agency,
including the FCC.
5.
The proposed wireless communications facility is a use consistent with the goals,
objectives, and policies of the General Plan, LCP, MMC, and City standards. Wireless
communications facilities are permitted in the public ROW with a site plan review, provided such
facilities comply with the general requirements set forth in LIP Section 3.16.5 and design criteria
set forth in LIP Section 3.16.6, which contain the same requirements as the MMC that implements
the General Plan. The proposed project complies with these standards, subject to conditions of
approval.
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6.
Based on staff’s site inspections, the provided visual simulations, and review of the
plans, it was determined that the new pole and mechanical equipment is not expected to obstruct
any private protected views of impressive scenes of the Pacific Ocean, off-shore islands, Santa
Monica Mountains, canyons, valleys, or ravines.
D.

Scenic, Visual and Hillside Resource Protection (LIP Chapter 6)

1.
The proposed wireless communications facility will not affect any scenic views of
the Pacific Ocean and Santa Monic Mountains as it is located in the developed public ROW of a
commercial area. Furthermore, the project is the least visually intrusive alternative while still
meeting Verizon Wireless’s goals and objectives.
2.
The subject parcel is located on the landward side of PCH and will not affect scenic
views of motorists traveling on the highway. Based on the scope of the project and associated
conditions of approval, no adverse scenic or visual impacts are expected.
3.
Evidence in the record demonstrates that the proposed location is the least
environmentally damaging alternative.
4.
Evidence in the record demonstrates that all project alternatives that would meet
Verizon Wireless’s goals and objectives have more significant impacts than the current proposal;
therefore, this is the least impactful alternative.
5.
Evidence in the record demonstrates that the proposed design will include an
antenna and equipment that will be painted a color that will best help them blend with their
surroundings. As conditioned and designed, the project will have a less than significant impact on
scenic views.
E.

Hazards (LIP Chapter 9)

1.
The proposed project is required to comply with all applicable requirements of State
and local laws as required under LIP Section 3.16.5/MCC Section 17.46.060, including but not
limited to the Uniform Building Code, National Electrical Code, and Uniform Fire Code to ensure
compliance with the above finding. The proposed project is also required to comply with all
applicable regulations and standards promulgated or imposed by any State or Federal agency,
including the FCC. Based on the project plans and provided reports, staff determined that the
project is located on PCH’s public ROW where it will not adversely impact site stability or
structural integrity if the project is constructed to adhere to all applicable safety requirements
provided by the FCC, SCE, and the City Public Works Department.
2.
Evidence in the record demonstrates that the proposed project, as designed and
conditioned, will not have a significant effect on the site’s stability or structural integrity.
3.
Evidence in the record demonstrates that the proposed project, as designed and
conditioned, is the least environmentally damaging alternative.
4.
Evidence in the record demonstrates that the proposed project, as designed and
conditioned, will not have adverse impacts on site stability. Compliance with standard engineering
techniques and other feasible available solutions to address hazards issues will ensure that the
structural integrity of the proposed development will not result in any hazardous conditions.
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SECTION 4. Planning Commission Action.
Based on the foregoing findings and evidence contained within the record, the Planning
Commission hereby approves CDP No. 18-032, WCF No. 18-008, VAR 18-039 and SPR No. 18034, subject to the conditions set forth herein.
SECTION 5. Conditions of Approval.
1.

The applicant, and their successors in interest, shall indemnify and defend the City of
Malibu and its officers, employees and agents from and against all liability and costs
relating to the City's actions concerning this project, including (without limitation) any
award of litigation expenses in favor of any person or entity who seeks to challenge the
validity of any of the City's actions or decisions in connection with this project. The City
shall have the sole right to choose its counsel and property owners shall reimburse the
City’s expenses incurred in its defense of any lawsuit challenging the City’s actions
concerning this project.

2.

Approval of this application is to allow the project as follows:
a. A replacement streetlight pole topped with an omnidirectional canister antenna that
reaches an overall height of 32 feet, 3 inches, painted grey to match the replacement
pole;
b. Electrical support equipment consisting of one remote radio unit (RRU) which will
be concealed inside a concealment shroud attached to the side of the pole;
c. A Charles battery backup unit ground-mounted on the sidewalk visually screened
from view with a metal screen cage and painted grey to match the existing sidewalk;
and
d. Installation of three handholes inside the concrete sidewalk of the public ROW used
as follows:
i.
One handhole box for Verizon Wireless fiber optic lines;
ii. One handhole box for a power disconnect switch; and
iii. One handhole box for electrical power.

3.

Subsequent submittals for this project shall be in substantial compliance with plans on-file
with the Planning Department, date-stamped June 9, 2020. The project shall comply with
all conditions of approval stipulated in the department referral sheets. In the event the
project plans conflict with any condition of approval, the condition shall take precedence.

4.

The permit and rights conferred in this approval shall not be effective until the property
owner signs, notarizes and returns the Acceptance of Conditions Affidavit accepting the
conditions set forth herein. The applicant shall file this form with the Planning Department
within 10 days of this decision or prior to issuance of building permits.

5.

Pursuant to LIP Section 13.20, development pursuant to an approved CDP shall not
commence until the CDP is effective. The CDP is not effective until all appeals including
those to the California Coastal Commission (CCC) if applicable, have been exhausted.

6.

The applicant shall digitally submit a complete set of plans, including the items required in
Condition No. 7 to the Planning Department for consistency review and approval prior to
plan check and again prior to the issuance of any building or development permits.

Resolution No 21-40
Page 7 of 16
______________________
7.

This resolution (including the signed and notarized Acceptance of Conditions Affidavit)
shall be copied in its entirety and placed directly onto a separate plan sheet(s) to be included
in the development plans prior to submitting for a building permit from the City of Malibu
Environmental Sustainability Department and the California Department of Transportation
for an encroachment permit.

8.

This CDP shall be valid for a period of ten (10) years from issuance, unless pursuant to
another provision of the Code or these conditions, it expires sooner or is terminated. At the
end of ten (10) years from the date of issuance, such wireless ROW permit shall
automatically expire, unless an extension or renewal has been granted. A person holding a
wireless communications facility permit must either (1) remove the facility within thirty
(30) days following the permit’s expiration (provided that removal of support structure
owned by City, a utility, or another entity authorized to maintain a support structure in the
right of way need not be removed, but must be restored to its prior condition, except as
specifically permitted by the City); or (2) prior to expiration, submit an application to renew
the permit, which application must, among all other requirements, demonstrate that the
impact of the wireless facility cannot be reduced. The wireless facility must remain in
place until it is acted upon by the City and all appeals from the City’s decision exhausted.

9.

The installation and construction authorized by this CDP shall be completed within three
(3) years after its approval, or it will expire without further action by the City unless prior
to the three (3) years the applicant submit an extension request and the City, in its sole
discretion, grants a time extension for due cause. The installation and construction
authorized by a wireless ROW permit shall conclude, including any necessary postinstallation repairs and/or restoration to the ROW, within thirty (30) days following the
day construction commenced. This 30-day period may be extended by the Planning
Director if the applicant can demonstrate that construction has been diligently pursued but
due to circumstances beyond the applicant’s control, construction cannot be completed
within 30 days of when it is commenced. The permittee must provide written notice to City
within ten (10) days after completing construction. The expiration date shall be suspended
until an appeal and/or litigation regarding the subject permit is resolved.

10.

Any questions of intent or interpretation of any condition of approval will be resolved by
the Planning Director upon written request of such interpretation.

11.

All structures shall conform to the requirements of the Environmental Sustainability
Department, Public Works Department, Federal Communications Commission (FCC), and
LACFD requirements, as applicable. Notwithstanding this review, all required permits,
including but not limited to an encroachment permit from the California Department of
Transportation, shall be secured.

12.

Minor changes to the approved plans or the conditions of approval may be approved by the
Planning Director, provided such changes achieve substantially the same results and the
project is still in compliance with the LCP. An application with all required materials and
fees shall be required.
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Cultural Resources
13.

In the event that potentially important cultural resources are found in the course of geologic
testing, work shall immediately cease until a qualified archaeologist can provide an
evaluation of the nature and significance of the resources and until the Planning Director
can review this information. Where, as a result of this evaluation, the Planning Director
determines that the project may have an adverse impact on cultural resources, a Phase II
Evaluation of cultural resources shall be required pursuant to MMC Section
17.54.040(D)(4)(b).

14.

If human bone is discovered, the procedures described in Section 7050.5 of the California
Health and Safety Code shall be followed. These procedures require notification of the
coroner. If the coroner determines that the remains are those of a Native American, the
applicant shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission by phone within 24 hours.
Following notification of the Native American Heritage Commission, the procedures
described in Section 5097.94 and Section 5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code
shall be followed.

Wireless Communications Antennas and Facilities Conditions
15.

All antennas shall meet the minimum siting distances to habitable structures required for
compliance with the FCC regulations and standards governing the environmental effects
of radio frequency emissions. Permittee shall keep up-to-date on current information from
the FCC in regards to maximum permissible radio frequency exposure levels. In the event
that the FCC changes its guidelines for human exposure to radio frequency, permittee shall,
within 30 days after any such change, submit to the Planning Director a report prepared by
a qualified engineer that demonstrates actual compliance with such changed guidelines.
The Director may, at permittee’s sole cost, retain an independent consultant to evaluate the
compliance report and any potential modifications to the permit necessary to conform to
the FCC’s guidelines. Failure to submit the compliance report required under this
condition, or failure to maintain compliance with the FCC’s guidelines for human exposure
to radio frequency at all times shall constitute grounds for permit revocation.

16.

All antennas shall be located so that any person walking adjacent to the transmitting surface
of the antennas will be walking on a grade, which is a minimum of eight and one-half feet
below the transmitting surface.

17.

All antennas, equipment, and support structures shall be designed to prevent unauthorized
climbing.

18.

The wireless communications facility shall be erected, operated, and maintained in
compliance with the general requirements set forth in LIP Section 3.16.5 and most
restrictive design criteria set forth in LIP Section 3.16.6.

19.

The antenna and electrical support equipment shall, at all times, be operated in a manner
that conforms to the applicable federal health and safety standards.

20.

The proposed wireless communications facility shall not emit a noise greater than fifty (50)
decibels (dB) as measured from the base of the facility.
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21.

Wireless facilities and equipment must comply with the City’s noise ordinance in MMC
8.24, or any successor provisions, and prevent noise and sound from being plainly audible
at a distance of fifty (50) feet from the facility or within ten (10) feet of any residence.

22.

The collocation of wireless communications facilities, pursuant to LIP Section 3.16.5, shall
be required whenever feasible.

23.

An operation technician is required to conduct regular semi-annual maintenance visits to
verify that the wireless communications facility remains in compliance with the conditions
of approval and safety requirements.

24.

All pole mounted equipment associated with the application shall be located no lower than
eight feet above grade or ground level on the utility pole.

25.

The City or its designee may enter onto the facility area to inspect the facility upon 48
hours prior notice to the permittee. The permittee shall cooperate with all inspections and
may be present for any inspection of its facility by the City. The City reserves the right to
enter or direct its designee to enter the facility and support, repair, disable, or remove any
elements of the facility in emergencies or when the facility threatens imminent harm to
persons or property. The City shall make an effort to contact the permittee prior to disabling
or removing any facility elements, but in any case, shall notify permittee within 24 hours
of doing so.

26.

Testing of any equipment shall take place on weekdays only, and only between the hours
of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., except that testing is prohibited on holidays that fall on a
weekday. In addition, testing is prohibited on weekend days.

27.

Permittee shall obtain and maintain throughout the term of the permit commercial general
liability insurance with a limit of five million dollars ($5,000,000) per occurrence for
bodily injury and property damage and six million dollars ($6,000,000) general aggregate
including premises operations, contractual liability, personal injury, and products
completed operations. The relevant policy(ies) shall name the City, its elected/appointed
officials, commission members, officers, representatives, agents, and employees as
additional insureds. Permittee shall use its best efforts to provide thirty (30) days’ prior
notice to the City of to the cancellation or material modification of any applicable
insurance policy.

28.

Permittee shall not move, alter, temporarily relocate, change, or interfere with any existing
structure, improvement, or property without the prior consent of the owner of that structure,
improvement, or property. No structure, improvement, or property owned by the City shall
be moved to accommodate a permitted activity or encroachment, unless the City
determines that such movement will not adversely affect the City or any surrounding
businesses or residents, and the Permittee pays all costs and expenses related to the
relocation of the City's structure, improvement, or property. Prior to commencement of
any work pursuant to a WCF, the permittee shall provide the City with documentation
establishing to the city's satisfaction that the permittee has the legal right to use or interfere
with any other structure, improvement, or property within the public right-of-way or City
utility easement to be affected by permittee's facilities.
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29.

The permission granted by this CDP shall not in any event constitute an easement on or an
encumbrance against the ROW. No right, title, or interest (including franchise interest) in
the ROW, or any part thereof, shall vest or accrue in permittee by reason of a CDP or the
issuance of any other permit or exercise of any privilege given thereby.

30.

If not already completed, permittee shall enter into the appropriate agreement with the City,
as determined by the City, prior to constructing, attaching, or operating a facility on
municipal infrastructure. This permit is not a substitute for such agreement.

31.

For all facilities located within the ROW, the permittee shall remove or relocate, at its
expense and without expense to the City, any or all of its facilities when such removal or
relocation is deemed necessary by the City by reason of any change of grade, alignment,
or width of any right-of-way, for installation of services, water pipes, drains, storm drains,
power or signal lines, traffic control devices, right-of-way improvements, or for any other
construction, repair, or improvement to the right-of-way. The City will give the wireless
carrier a six-month advance notice of such removal or relocation but may provide notice
in less time if removal or relocation of the facility is required due to an emergency or other
exigent matter. The Planning Director shall have discretion to extend this period for due
cause.

32.

If a facility is not operated for a continuous period of three (3) months, the CDP and any
other permit or approval therefore shall be deemed abandoned and terminated
automatically, unless before the end of the three (3) month period (i) the Director has
determined that the facility has resumed operations, or (ii) the City has received an
application to transfer the permit to another service provider. No later than ninety (90)
days from the date the facility is determined to have ceased operation or the permittee has
notified the Director of its intent to vacate the site, the permittee shall remove all equipment
and improvements associated with the use and shall restore the site to its original condition
to the satisfaction of the Director. The permittee shall provide written verification of the
removal of the facilities within thirty (30) days of the date the removal is completed. If the
facility is not removed within thirty (30) days after the permit has been discontinued
pursuant to this subsection, the site shall be deemed to be a nuisance, and the City may
cause the facility to be removed at permittee’s expense or by calling any bond or other
financial assurance to pay for removal. If there are two (2) or more users of a single facility
or support structure, then this provision shall apply to the specific elements or parts thereof
that were abandoned but will not be effective for the entirety thereof until all users cease
use thereof.

33.

In the event the City determines that it is necessary to take legal action to enforce any of
these conditions, or to revoke a permit, and such legal action is taken, the permittee shall
be required to pay any and all costs of such legal action, including reasonable attorney’s
fees, incurred by the City, even if the matter is not prosecuted to a final judgment or is
amicably resolved, unless the City should otherwise agree with permittee to waive said
fees or any part thereof. The foregoing shall not apply if the permittee prevails in the
enforcement proceeding.

34.

A wireless facility or its modification installed after the effective date of Ordinance 477U
without a Wireless Right-of-Way Permit (WRP) (except for those exempted from, or not
subject to the Chapter) must be removed; provided that removal of a support structure
owned by City, a utility, or another entity authorized to maintain a support structure in the
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right of way need not be removed, but must be restored to its prior condition, except as
specifically permitted by the City. All costs incurred by the City in connection with
enforcement of this provision and removal shall be paid by entities who own or control any
part of the wireless facility.
Construction
35.

Installation hours shall be limited to Monday through Friday from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.
and Saturdays from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. No installation activities shall be permitted on
Sundays and City-designated holidays; provided. The restricted work hours described in
this condition do not apply to emergency maintenance necessary to protect health or
property. The City of Malibu may issue a Stop Work Order if permittee violates this
condition.

Site Specific Conditions
36.

In the event that the electric service provider does not currently offer an alternative
metering option, the permittee shall remove the above-grade electric meter when such
option becomes available. Prior to removing the above-grade electric meter, the permittee
shall apply for any encroachment and/or other ministerial permit(s) required to perform the
removal. Upon removal, the permittee shall restore the affected area to its original
condition that existed prior to installation of the equipment.

37.

The permittee acknowledges that the City specifically includes conditions of approval
related to (a) painting, coloring or finishing the equipment to match the pole; and (b)
installing equipment within shrouds, conduits and risers as concealment elements
engineered and designed to integrate the wireless facility with the surrounding built and
natural environment. Any future modifications to the permittee’s wireless facility must
maintain or improve all concealment elements, including undergrounding new or
replacement equipment installed after the installation of the approved equipment pursuant
to this permit.

38.

Before the permittee submits any applications for construction, encroachment, excavation
or other required permits in connection with this permit, the permittee must incorporate a
true and correct copy of this permit, all conditions associated with this permit and any
approved photo simulations into the project plans (collectively, the “Approved Plans”).
The permittee must construct, install and operate the wireless facility in substantial
compliance with the Approved Plans as determined by the Director or the Director’s
designee. Any substantial or material alterations, modifications or other changes to the
Approved Plans, whether requested by the permittee or required by other departments or
public agencies with jurisdiction over the wireless facility, must be submitted in a written
request subject to the Director’s prior review and approval, who may refer the request to
the original approval authority if the Director finds that the requested alteration,
modification or other change substantially deviates from the Approved Plans or implicates
a significant or substantial land-use concern.

39.

The permittee shall install and at all times maintain in good condition a “Network
Operations Center Information” and “RF Caution” sign on the utility pole no less than three
(3) feet below the antenna (measured from the top of the sign) and no less than nine (9)
feet above the ground line (measured from the bottom of the sign). Signs required under
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this condition shall be installed so that a person can clearly see the sign as he or she
approaches within three (3) feet of the antenna structure. If any person on or within the
public ROW is or may be exposed to emissions that exceed applicable FCC
uncontrolled/general population limits at any time the sign shall expressly so state and
provide instructions on how persons can avoid any such exposure. The sign shall also
include the name(s) of the facility owner(s), equipment owner(s) and operator(s)/carrier(s)
of the antenna(s), property owner name, as well as emergency phone number(s) for all such
parties. The sign shall not be lighted, unless applicable law, rule or regulation requires
lighting. No signs or advertising devices other than required certification, warning,
required seals or signage, other signage required by law, this Chapter, any City or
applicable state code or the Los Angeles County Fire Department Chief or his or her
designee shall be permitted. The sign shall be no larger than two (2) square feet. If such
signs are prohibited by federal law, they shall not be required.
40.

The permittee shall ensure that all signage complies with FCC Office of Engineering and
Technology Bulletin 65, CPUC General Order 95 or American National Standards Institute
C95.2 for color, symbol, and content conventions. All such signage shall at all times
provide a working local or toll-free telephone number to its network operations center, and
such telephone number shall be able to reach a live person who can exert transmitter powerdown control over this site as required by the FCC.

41.

In the event that the FCC changes any of radio frequency signage requirements that are
applicable to the project site approved herein or ANSI Z535.1, ANSI Z535.2, and ANSI
C95.2 standards that are applicable to the project site approved herein are changed, the
permittee, within 30 days of each such change, at its own cost and expense, shall replace
the signage at the project site to comply with the current standards.

42.

The permittee shall maintain the paint, color and finish of the facility in good condition at
all times.

43.

All improvements, including foundations, and appurtenant ground wires, shall be removed
from the property and the site restored to its original pre-installation conditions within 90
days of cessation of operation or abandonment of the facility.

44.

Build-Out Conditions.
a. Permittee shall not commence any excavation, construction, installation or other
work on the project site until and unless it demonstrates to the California
Department of Transportation that the project complies with all generally
applicable laws, regulations, codes and other rules related to public health and
safety, including without limitation all applicable provisions in California Public
Utilities Commission General Order 95 and MMC Chapters 8.12, 8.24 and 15.08.
b. To the extent that the pole owner requires greater or more restrictive standards than
contained in California Public Utilities Commission General Order 95, those
standards shall control.

45.

Permittee shall at all times maintain compliance with all applicable federal, State and local
laws, regulations, ordinances and other rules, including Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) requirements.
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46.

The permittee shall cooperate with all inspections. The City and its designees reserves the
right to support, repair, disable or remove any elements of the facility in emergencies or
when the facility threatens imminent harm to persons or property.

47.

Permittee shall at all times maintain accurate contact information for all parties responsible
for the facility, which shall include a phone number, street mailing address and email
address for at least one natural person. All such contact information for responsible parties
shall be provided to the Planning Department at the time of permit issuance and within one
business day of permittee’s receipt of City staff’s written request.

48.

Permittee shall undertake all reasonable efforts to avoid undue adverse impacts to adjacent
properties and/or uses that may arise from the construction, operation, maintenance,
modification and removal of the facility.

49.

The site and the facility must be maintained in a neat and clean manner and in accordance
with all approved plans and conditions of approval.

50.

Permittee shall promptly remove any graffiti on the wireless facility at permittee’s sole
expense within 48 hours after notice.

51.

The City’s grant of a permit for a small cell facility request does not waive, and shall not
be construed to waive, any standing by the city to challenge any FCC orders or rules related
to small cell facilities, or any modification to those FCC orders or rules.

52.

The antenna and associated equipment attached to the replacement streetlight pole must be
painted a grey color to match the pole. The ground mounted backup battery unit must be
visually screened and painted to blend in with the surrounding environment.

53.

The applicant or property owner must submit project plans (including structural and
electrical plans) to the City of Malibu Building Safety Division for building plan check and
permit issuance. The project plans must meet all requirements of the California Building
Code as adopted by the City of Malibu. The applicant or property owner must obtain
permits from Building Safety Division and a final inspection. Failure to obtain a permit
from the Building Safety Division will result in the voidance of this wireless
communications facility permit.

54.

The following engineering documents prepared under the responsible charge of and sealed
by a California licensed Professional Engineer must be included in the application for
building permits from the Building Safety Division:
a. A short circuit and coordination study (“SCCS”) calculated pursuant to the IEEE
551-2006: Recommended Practice for Calculating AC Short-Circuit Currents in
Industrial and Commercial Power Systems or the latest version of that standard.
The study must demonstrate the protection devices will ensure the equipment
enclosure will not be breached. The SCCS must include analysis of Voltage
Transient Surges due to contact of conductors of different voltages;
b. A one-line diagram of the electrical system;
c. Voltage Drop & Load Flow Study;
d. Load Calculation;
e. Panel Directories;
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f. A plot plan showing the location of the mounting structure including address, or
structure designation, or GPS location on the front sheet;
g. A plot plan showing the location of the service disconnecting means; and
h. An elevation drawing of the equipment and the service disconnecting means.
55.

The following structural/civil engineering documents prepared under the responsible
charge of and sealed by a California licensed professional civil engineer must be included
in the application for building permits from the Building Safety Division:
a. The azimuth, size and center-line height location of all proposed and existing
antenna(s) on the supporting structure;
b. The number, type and model of the antenna(s) that will be used with a copy of the
specification sheet;
c. The make, model, type and manufacturer of any tower involved and a design plan
stating the tower’s capacity to accommodate multiple users;
d. Site and Construction Plans. Complete and accurate plans, drawn to scale, signed,
and sealed by a California-licensed engineer, land surveyor, and/or architect, which
include the following items.
i. A site plan and elevation drawings for the facility as existing and as
proposed with all height and width measurements explicitly stated.
ii. A site plan describing the proposed tower and antenna(s) and all related
fixtures, structures, appurtenances and apparatus, including height above
pre-existing grade, materials, color and lighting;
iii. A depiction, with height and width measurements explicitly stated, of all
existing and proposed transmission equipment.
iv. A depiction of all existing and proposed utility runs and points of contact.
v. A depiction of the leased or licensed area of the site with all rights-of-way
and easements for access and utilities labeled in plan view.

Prior to Operation
56.

The applicant shall request a final Planning Department inspection immediately after the
wireless communications facility has been installed and prior to the commencement of
services and final electrical inspection by the City of Malibu Environmental Sustainability
Department.

57.

Within thirty (30) calendar days following the installation of any wireless facilities, the
applicant shall provide to the Planning Department with a field report prepared by a
qualified engineer verifying that the unit has been inspected, tested, and is operating in
compliance with FCC standards. Specifically, the on-site post-installation radiofrequency
(RF) emissions testing must demonstrate actual compliance with the FCC OET Bulletin 65
RF emissions safety guidelines for general population/uncontrolled RF exposure in all
sectors. For this testing, the transmitter shall be operating at maximum operating power,
and the testing shall occur outwards to a distance where the RF emissions no longer exceed
the uncontrolled/general population limit. Such report and documentation shall include the
make and model (or other identifying information) of the unit tested, the date and time of
the inspection, a certification that the unit is properly installed and working within
applicable FCC limits, and a specific notation of the distance from the transmitter at which
the emissions are equal to or less than the uncontrolled/general population limit.
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58.

The operation of the approved facility shall commence no later than one (1) month after
the City completes its post-installation inspection of the facility, any issues with the
facility are resolved, and the City receives the RF testing report required in the condition
of approval above, or the wireless ROW permit will expire without further action by the
City. If the carrier needs more than one month to fix any required changes, there should
be notice given to the City by the applicant before the end of said month and staff will
decide if the time requested by the carrier to fix the issue is valid.

Public Works
59.

The proposed project includes improvements within the California Department of
Transportation’s public right-of-way. The applicant shall obtain a Caltrans Encroachment
Permit for the proposed work within the public right-of-way prior to installation.

Fixed Conditions
60.

Violation of any of the conditions of this approval shall be cause for revocation and
termination of all rights there under.

SECTION 6. The Planning Commission shall certify the adoption of this resolution.
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 30th day of June 2021.
__________________________________________
JEFFREY JENNINGS, Planning Commission Chair
ATTEST:
_____________________________________
KATHLEEN STECKO, Recording Secretary
LOCAL APPEAL - A decision of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the City Council
by an aggrieved person by written statement setting forth the grounds for appeal. An appeal shall
be filed with the City Clerk within 10 days and shall be accompanied by an appeal form and proper
appeal fee. The appellant shall pay fees as specified in the Council adopted fee resolution in effect
at the time of the appeal. Appeal forms and fee schedule may be found online at
www.malibucity.org, in person at City Hall, or by calling (310) 456-2489, extension 245.
COASTAL COMMISSION APPEAL - An aggrieved person may appeal the Planning
Commission’s approval to the Coastal Commission within 10 working days of the issuance of the
City’s Notice of Final Action. Appeal forms may be found online at www.coastal.ca.gov or by
calling (805) 585-1800. Such an appeal must be filed with the Coastal Commission, not the City.
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I CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING RESOLUTION NO. 21-40 was passed and adopted by the
Planning Commission of the City of Malibu at the special meeting thereof held on the 30th day of
June 2021, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
_____________________________________
KATHLEEN STECKO, Recording Secretary
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PLANNING

EUKON GROUP
65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
CONTACT: RICH BRUNET
TELEPHONE: (949) 553-8566 ext. 1013
EMAIL: rich.brunet@eukongroup.com

EUKON GROUP
1919 WILLIAMS STREET, SUITE 360
SIMI VALLEY, CA 93065
CONTACT: BARDO OSORIO
TELEPHONE: (714) 702-0566
EMAIL: bardo.osorio@eukongroup.com

OSP ENGINEERING CONTACT:

SURVEYOR:

EUKON GROUP
65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
CONTACT: DARREN BENSON
TELEPHONE: (949) 310-0900
EMAIL: darren.benson@eukongroup.com

CELLSITE CONCEPTS
10650 SCRIPPS RANCH BLVD., SUITE 224,
SAN DIEGO, CA 92131

90% ZONING
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04/24/20

POLE DESIGN UPDATE
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DESCRIPTION

BY

65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
TEL: (949) 553-8566

Call before you dig.

SHEET
T-1

PROPERTY INFORMATION:
LAT (DECIMAL):
34.039639°
LONG (DECIMAL):
-118.668111°
LAT (DEG. MIN. SEC.):
34°02'22.07" N
LONG (DEG. MIN. SEC.): 118°40'05.2" W
ELEVATION:
16.67' (AMSL)
POLE OWNER:
SCE
JURISDICTION:
CITY OF MALIBU

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618
OFFICE: (925) 279-6000

APPLICANT'S REPRESENTATIVE

UTILITY COMPANY:

EUKON GROUP
1919 WILLIAMS STREET, SUITE 360
SIMI VALLEY, CA 93065
CONTACT: BARDO OSORIO
TELEPHONE: (714) 702-0566
EMAIL: bardo.osorio@eukongroup.com

POWER PROVIDER:
TELCO PROVIDER:

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS SET OF
DRAWINGS IS PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL TO
VERIZON WIRELESS

TOLL FREE: 1-800-227-2600 OR
www.digalert.org

Know what's below.

PROJECT SUMMARY
APPLICANT/LESSEE

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

TO OBTAIN LOCATION OF PARTICIPANTS
UNDERGROUND FACILITIES BEFORE
YOU DIG IN CALIFORNIA (SOUTH), CALL
DIG ALERT
R

ANY USE OR DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT RELATES
TO VERIZON WIRELESS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED

CALIFORNIA STATUTE
REQUIRES MIN OF 2
WORKING DAYS NOTICE
BEFORE YOU EXCAVATE

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

A&E CONTACT:

02/28/20

1

an SFC Communications, Inc. Company

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE
POLE #4303313E
VERIZON ADDRESS: 22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY.
MALIBU, CA 431953
CITY ADDRESS: 22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY.
VZ LOCATION #431953
POWER ADDRESS: 22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY., WTR
VICINITY MAP

DATE

0

Eukon

SCL MALIBU 2

PROJECT TEAM

REV.

DESCRIPTION
TITLE SHEET

A-1

SITE PLAN

A-2

ENLARGED SITE PLAN

A-3

EXISTING AND NEW ELEVATIONS

A-4

EXISTING AND NEW ELEVATIONS

S-1

AMERON POLE DETAILS (FOR REFERENCE ONLY)

S-2

AMERON POLE DETAILS (FOR REFERENCE ONLY)

SCE
VZW

SMALL CELL PROJECT

PROPERTY LOCATION:
PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

KMZ

SITE
EXPIRATION DATE: 12-31-20
DATE SIGNED: 02-29-20

CONSTRUCTION INFORMATION
U

TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION:

II-B

CURRENT ZONING:

PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

ADA COMPLIANCE:

FACILITY IS UNMANNED AND NOT FOR HUMAN HABITATION.
MACHINERY SPACES ARE EXEMPT FROM ACCESSIBILITY.

GENERAL CONTRACTOR NOTES
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS IF NOT PRINTED AT FULL SIZE (24 X 36)
CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL PLANS AND EXISTING DIMENSIONS AND CONDITIONS
ON THE JOB SITE AND SHALL IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE ARCHITECT IN WRITING OF ANY
DISCREPANCIES BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK OR BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SAME.

DRIVING DIRECTIONS

x

FROM: VERIZON OFFICE
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

TO: 22651 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
GET ON I-405 N FROM VALLEY OAK DR, BARRANCA PKWY AND SAND CANYON AVE.
USE THE RIGHT 2 LANES TO TAKE RAMP ONTO I-405 N.
MERGE ONTO I-405 N. KEEP LEFT AT THE FORK TO STAY ON I-405 N.
USE THE SECOND FROM THE RIGHT LANE TO TAKE EXIT 53B FOR I-10 W/ I-10 E TOWARD
SANTA MONICA/ LOS ANGELES.
KEEP LEFT AT THE FORK, FOLLOW SIGNS FOR I-10 W/ SANTA MONICA AND MERGE ONTO
I-10 W.
CONTINUE ONTO CA-1 N
DESTINATION WILL BE ON THE RIGHT.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
THIS PROJECT IS A VERIZON WIRELESS UNMANNED TELECOMMUNICATION WIRELESS
FACILITY. IT WILL CONSIST OF THE FOLLOWING:

CODE COMPLIANCE
x
x
x
x
x
NOT TO SCALE

NORTH

2019 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE
2019 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE
2019 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE
2019 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE
2019 CALIFORNIA GREEN BUILDING CODE

x
x

2019 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE
2019 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE

x
x
x
x
x
x

SCE TO REPLACE EXISTING (28'-4” AGL) CONCRETE STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E
WITH A NEW 29'-6" (29'-3" AGL) AMERON OCTAGONAL CONCRETE STREET LIGHT
STANDARD #4303313E ON NEW REINFORCED FOUNDATION.
VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO INSTALL (1) NEW AMPHENOL CANISTER
ANTENNA WITH NEW CONCEALMENT SHROUD FOR CABLING ON TOP OF
REPLACEMENT STREET LIGHT POLE.
INSTALL (1) NEW RADIO 8843 WITHIN ERICSSON SHROUD.
VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE (1) CHARLES BATTERY BACK-UP UNIT
IN CONCRETE SIDEWALK.
VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE (1) 17"X30"X18" (FIBER) PULL BOX.
VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE (1) 17"X30"X18" (POWER) PULL BOX
WITH NEMA 4 RATED DISCONNECT IN CONCRETE SIDEWALK.
VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE (1) 17"X30"X18" (POWER) PULL BOX IN
CONCRETE SIDEWALK.

VERIZON ADDRESS:
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
CITY ADDRESS:
22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY

OCCUPANCY:

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE

N/A

SCL MALIBU 2

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL SIZE OF THIS PLAN IS 24" X 36". SCALE RATIO IS NOT VALID FOR REDUCED OR ENLARGED SHEET SIZES

AREA OF CONSTRUCTION:

SHEET TITLE:

TITLE SHEET

T-1

ATTACHMENT 2

NEW PULL BOX LOCATION

NOTES:

PULL BOX #

1. IT SHALL BE THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILITY TO COORDINATE
WITH THE PROPERTY OWNER & NECESSARY UTILITY COMPANIES FOR
THE LOCATION OF ALL EXISTING BELOW GRADE UTILITIES PRIOR TO
BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE
FOR ANY DAMAGE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH EXISTING BELOW GRADE
UTILITIES.

PULL BOX 1

PULL BOX SIZE
17"x30"x18"
(VZW FIBER) PULL BOX

NEW ITEM #

LOCATION
88'-4"± W. C/L PARKING DRIVEWAY. &
54'-6"± N. C/L PACIFIC COAST HWY.

ISSUE STATUS

DESCRIPTION
6'-6" SITE POLE TO VZW (FIBER) PULL BOX #1
(1)-2" SCH. 40 PVC CONDUIT (VZW FIBER)

1

REV.

DATE

DESCRIPTION

BY

0

02/28/20

90% ZONING

AS

1

04/24/20

POLE DESIGN UPDATE

FE

2. CONTRACTOR TO COORDINATE WITH UTILITY COMPANY FOR
CONNECTION OF TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT POWER TO THE SITE.
THE TEMPORARY POWER AND ALL HOOKUP COSTS TO BE PAID BY
CONTRACTOR.
3. CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY LOCAL UTILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR DEPTH,
SIZE & SEPARATION OF CONDUITS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. NOTIFY
CONSTRUCTION MANAGER IMMEDIATELY OF ANY DISCREPANCIES.
4. CONTRACTOR TO CALL DIG ALERT (800)-227-2600 A MINIMUM OF 48 HRS
PRIOR TO EXCAVATING FOR UNDERGROUND UTILITY LOCATIONS.
CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO HAVE ALL NONPUBLIC UTILITIES
LOCATED AT THEIR OWN EXPENSE.

VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE
(1) 17"x30"x18" FIBER PULL BOX #1

Eukon

an SFC Communications, Inc. Company

7
A-8

5. NEW UTILITY SERVICES SHOWN NEED TO BE VERIFIED & APPROVED BY
UTILITY COMPANIES BEFORE START OF CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR
TO VERIFY WITH CLIENT PROJECT MANAGER TO OBTAIN FINAL
APPROVAL.

65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
TEL: (949) 553-8566

6" WATER LINE 47'-3" N. C/L
8" SO CAL GAS 44' N. C/L

1

CABINET (TYP.)
SEE SHEET A-2
FOR ENLARGED PLAN

REFER TO SHEET E-1 FOR
ELECTRICAL DESIGN

6. LINES SHOWN DO NOT REPRESENT THE EXACT LOCATION OF THE
CONDUIT RUNS CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY SERVICE LOCATIONS
w/ACTUAL FIELD CONDITIONS.

EXIST. BUILDING

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS SET OF
DRAWINGS IS PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL TO
VERIZON WIRELESS

EXISTING SCE PULLBOX
(POWER POC)

TELCO MANHOLE
WATER METER

TRAFFIC SIGNAL HANDHOLE

7. CONTRACTOR SHALL IMMEDIATELY INFORM CLIENT OF ANY
ACCIDENTAL DAMAGE TO EXISTING UTILITIES BY TELEPHONE AND
E-MAIL REGARDLESS OF ABILITY TO REPAIR OR MITIGATE. A FOLLOW-UP
E-MAIL REPORT WITH DIGITAL PHOTOS WILL BE REQUIRED DAILY UNTIL
RESOLUTION HAS BEEN ACCEPTED BY CLIENT AND AFFECTED SERVICE
PROVIDERS AND RECIPIENTS. AT THEIR OWN EXPENSE, CONTRACTOR
WILL EXERCISE ALL EFFORTS TO HAVE REPAIRS MADE BY QUALIFIED
TECHNICIANS AS APPROVED BY SERVICE PROVIDER.

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION

CATV (TYP.)

ANY USE OR DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT RELATES
TO VERIZON WIRELESS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED

GTE VAULT
EXIST. SIGN

VAULT
GAS VAULT

FIRE HYDRANT

ROW

CONC. SIDEWALK
C/F

W
G
T

W
G
T

NOTE:

60'-0"

W

W

W

W

W

T

1

T

W

T

T

T

T

W

W

T
EXIST. STREETLIGHT POLE
#4505315E

W

W

W

W

W
G
T

T

T

TELCO 40.3' N. C/L
TELCO 43' N. C/L

EXISTING SCE VAULT

12" WATER 34' N. C/L

1,2
A-4

100'-0"
1 SACK SLURRY MIX

EXIST. STREETLIGHT POLE
#4303330E

EXIST. STREETLIGHT POLE
#4303317E

CATV HANDHOLE

WATER VALVE (TYP.)
NEW 3" SCE POWER
OR 2" VZW POWER
OR 2" VZW FIBER

EXIST. VAULT

40'-0"

6" MIN.

TYPICAL CONDUIT PLACEMENT DETAIL (TRENCH)

N.T.S.

C/F

G

G
CONC. SIDEWALK

G

G

G

G

CONC. SIDE
G WALK

G

G

G

G

G

WATER METER

GTE HANDHOLE
TELCO PEDESTAL

VAULT

EDISON VAULT

EXPIRATION DATE: 12-31-20
DATE SIGNED: 02-29-20

WATER METER

GAS VAULT

ROW

WATER VALVE

FIRE HYDRANT

SCE TO REPLACE EXISTING (28'-4" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E WITH A NEW 29'-6"
(29'-3" AGL) OCTAGONAL CONCRETE STREET LIGHT POLE
#4303313E. VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE (1)
AMPHENOL CANISTER ANTENNA, (2) NEW ERICSSON SHROUD
WITH (1) NEW 8843 RADIO.

.
ING DRIVEWAY >
387' ± W. C/L PARK
G N. CURBFACE
MEASURED ALON

12:00
CURBFACE

SEWER

S

STORM DRAWN

SD

GAS

G

GASOLINE

GS

R

Know what's below.

TOLL FREE: 1-800-227-2600 OR
www.digalert.org

HDD / OPEN TRENCH GRASS/DIRT PARKWAY FOOTAGE:
HDD / OPEN TRENCH TOTAL PROJECT FOOTAGE:
ALL NEW TRENCH WILL BE 1' WIDTH UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED

284'-0"

0°

0
284'-0"

CONDUIT CURVE DATA
ANGLE
RADIUS
LENGTH
45°

3'-0"

2'-4"

90°

3'-0"

2'-4"

SHEET TITLE:
270°

SITE PLAN

90°

5°

Call before you dig.

CALIFORNIA STATUTE
REQUIRES MIN OF 2
WORKING DAYS NOTICE
BEFORE YOU EXCAVATE

HDD / OPEN TRENCH CONC. PARKWAY FOOTAGE:

5°

W

0

22

T

WATER

HDD / OPEN TRENCH A/C STREET FOOTAGE:

13

PHONE

TO OBTAIN LOCATION OF PARTICIPANTS
UNDERGROUND FACILITIES BEFORE
YOU DIG IN CALIFORNIA (SOUTH), CALL
DIG ALERT

5°

E

OIL

1-2" VZW FIBER

CITY PERMIT INFORMATION

POWER

1-2" VZW POWER
9:00

3:00

°

UTILITY LINETYPE LEGEND:

6:00

1-1" SCE POWER
(ST. LIGHTING)

45

THE LOCATIONS AND EXISTENCE OF ANY
UNDERGROUND PIPES, STRUCTURES OR CONDUITS
SHOWN ON THIS PLAN WERE OBTAINED BY A
SEARCH OF AVAILABLE RECORDS. THERE MAY BE
EX. UTILITIES OTHER THAN THOSE SHOWN ON THIS
PLAN. THE CONTRACTOR IS REQUIRED TO TAKE
PRECAUTIONARY MEASURES TO PROTECT THE
UTILITY LINES SHOWN AND ANY OTHER LINES NOT
SHOWN ON THIS PLAN.

31

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL SIZE OF THIS PLAN IS 24" X 36". SCALE RATIO IS NOT VALID FOR REDUCED OR ENLARGED SHEET SIZES

2" SO CAL GAS 36' S. CL

UNDERGROUND UTILITIES NOTE:

SCL MALIBU 2

CATV VAULT
VAULT

180°

SITE PLAN

VERIZON ADDRESS:
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
CITY ADDRESS:
22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY

36" MIN.

SMALL CELL PROJECT
C/L

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE

NEW EXCAVATION. REPLACE BASE
AND FINISHED SURFACE EQUAL TO
OR GREATER THAN EXISTING AS PER
AGENCY STANDARDS AND APPROVAL
OF CITY, COUNTY OR STATE
INSPECTOR.

W
G
T

2

T

T

W

W

W
G
T

W
G
T

1,2
A-3

T

T

T

CONTRACTOR TO ALLOW INGRESS AND EGRESS TO DRIVEWAYS AT ALL
TIMES DURING CONSTRUCTION.

W
G
T

W
G
T

W
G
T

W
G
T

W
G
T

54'-0"

CONCRETE SIDEWALKS SHALL BE SAWCUT TO THE NEAREST SCORE MARK
AND BE REPLACED EQUAL IN DIMENSION TO THAT REMOVED.

W
G
T

W
G
T

W
G
T

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

2

CONC. SIDEWALK

NOTE TO CONTRACTOR:

SCALE
1/16"=1'-0"

16'

0

8'

16'

32'

64'

1

A-1

PULL BOX #
PULL BOX 1

PULL BOX SIZE
17"x30"x18"
(VZW FIBER) PULL BOX

ISSUE STATUS

REFER TO SHEET E-1 FOR
ELECTRICAL DESIGN

NEW PULL BOX LOCATION

NOTES:
1. IT SHALL BE THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILITY TO COORDINATE
WITH THE PROPERTY OWNER & NECESSARY UTILITY COMPANIES FOR
THE LOCATION OF ALL EXISTING BELOW GRADE UTILITIES PRIOR TO
BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE
FOR ANY DAMAGE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH EXISTING BELOW GRADE
UTILITIES.

LOCATION
88'-4"± W. C/L PARKING DRIVEWAY. &
54'-6"± N. C/L PACIFIC COAST HWY.

REV.

REFER TO SHEET E-1 FOR
ELECTRICAL DESIGN

6'-0"

2'-1"

DATE

DESCRIPTION

BY

0

02/28/20

90% ZONING

AS

1

04/24/20

POLE DESIGN UPDATE

FE

2"

NEW ITEM #

2. CONTRACTOR TO COORDINATE WITH UTILITY COMPANY FOR
CONNECTION OF TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT POWER TO THE SITE.
THE TEMPORARY POWER AND ALL HOOKUP COSTS TO BE PAID BY
CONTRACTOR.

1

ROW

DESCRIPTION

2'-0"

6'-0"

FIBER
2'-0"

2'-9"

2'-1"

Eukon

3'-0"

2'-0"

2'-0"

4. CONTRACTOR TO CALL DIG ALERT (800)-227-2600 A MINIMUM OF 48 HRS
PRIOR TO EXCAVATING FOR UNDERGROUND UTILITY LOCATIONS.
CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO HAVE ALL NONPUBLIC UTILITIES
LOCATED AT THEIR OWN EXPENSE.

3'-9"

4'-2"

VARIES

3. CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY LOCAL UTILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR DEPTH,
SIZE & SEPARATION OF CONDUITS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. NOTIFY
CONSTRUCTION MANAGER IMMEDIATELY OF ANY DISCREPANCIES.

6'-0"

3'-0"

6'-6" SITE POLE TO VZW (FIBER) PULL BOX #1
(1)-2" SCH. 40 PVC CONDUIT (VZW FIBER)

10'-0"

an SFC Communications, Inc. Company

C/F

5. NEW UTILITY SERVICES SHOWN NEED TO BE VERIFIED & APPROVED BY
UTILITY COMPANIES BEFORE START OF CONSTRUCTION. CONTRACTOR
TO VERIFY WITH CLIENT PROJECT MANAGER TO OBTAIN FINAL
APPROVAL.

W

1,2
A-3

6. LINES SHOWN DO NOT REPRESENT THE EXACT LOCATION OF THE
CONDUIT RUNS CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY SERVICE LOCATIONS
w/ACTUAL FIELD CONDITIONS.

G

G

7. CONTRACTOR SHALL IMMEDIATELY INFORM CLIENT OF ANY
ACCIDENTAL DAMAGE TO EXISTING UTILITIES BY TELEPHONE AND
E-MAIL REGARDLESS OF ABILITY TO REPAIR OR MITIGATE. A FOLLOW-UP
E-MAIL REPORT WITH DIGITAL PHOTOS WILL BE REQUIRED DAILY UNTIL
RESOLUTION HAS BEEN ACCEPTED BY CLIENT AND AFFECTED SERVICE
PROVIDERS AND RECIPIENTS. AT THEIR OWN EXPENSE, CONTRACTOR
WILL EXERCISE ALL EFFORTS TO HAVE REPAIRS MADE BY QUALIFIED
TECHNICIANS AS APPROVED BY SERVICE PROVIDER.

T

T

T

T

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS SET OF
DRAWINGS IS PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL TO
VERIZON WIRELESS

T1

T

ANY USE OR DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT RELATES
TO VERIZON WIRELESS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED

T

T

T

T

T

VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE
(1) 17"x30"x18" FIBER PULL BOX #1

G

G

T

T

T

T

T

T

T

7
A-8

G

G

G

G

G

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

W

65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
TEL: (949) 553-8566

6" WATER LINE 47'-3" N. C/L
1,2
A-4

CONCRETE SIDEWALKS SHALL BE SAWCUT TO THE NEAREST SCORE MARK
AND BE REPLACED EQUAL IN DIMENSION TO THAT REMOVED.

NOTE:
CONTRACTOR TO ALLOW INGRESS AND EGRESS TO DRIVEWAYS AT ALL
TIMES DURING CONSTRUCTION.

W

W

W

W

W

W

TELCO 40.3' N. C/L
TELCO 43' N. C/L
12" WATER 34' N. C/L

60'-0"

SCE TO REPLACE EXISTING (28'-4" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E WITH A NEW
29'-6" (29'-3" AGL) OCTAGONAL CONCRETE STREET LIGHT
POLE #4303313E. VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO
PLACE (1) AMPHENOL CANISTER ANTENNA, (2) NEW
ERICSSON SHROUD WITH (1) NEW 8843 RADIO.

8" SO CAL GAS 44' N. C/L

W

W

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

NOTE TO CONTRACTOR:

W

54'-0"

1-2" VZW POWER

51'-10"

6:00

1-1" SCE POWER
(ST. LIGHTING)

9:00

3:00

1-2" VZW FIBER

SMALL CELL PROJECT

12:00
CURBFACE

EXPIRATION DATE: 12-31-20

C/L

.
ING DRIVEWAY >
387' ± W. C/L PARK
G N. CURBFACE
MEASURED ALON

CITY PERMIT INFORMATION
T

WATER

W

SEWER

S

STORM DRAWN

SD

GAS

G

GASOLINE

GS

Know what's below.

TOLL FREE: 1-800-227-2600 OR
www.digalert.org

Call before you dig.

CALIFORNIA STATUTE
REQUIRES MIN OF 2
WORKING DAYS NOTICE
BEFORE YOU EXCAVATE

HDD / OPEN TRENCH CONC. PARKWAY FOOTAGE:
HDD / OPEN TRENCH GRASS/DIRT PARKWAY FOOTAGE:
HDD / OPEN TRENCH TOTAL PROJECT FOOTAGE:
ALL NEW TRENCH WILL BE 1' WIDTH UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED

0°

0
284-0"
0
284'-0"

CONDUIT CURVE DATA
ANGLE
RADIUS
LENGTH
45°

3'-0"

2'-4"

90°

3'-0"

2'-4"

SHEET TITLE:

°

45

270°

90°
5°

OIL

R

HDD / OPEN TRENCH A/C STREET FOOTAGE:

5°

PHONE

TO OBTAIN LOCATION OF PARTICIPANTS
UNDERGROUND FACILITIES BEFORE
YOU DIG IN CALIFORNIA (SOUTH), CALL
DIG ALERT

13

E

5°

POWER

22

UTILITY LINETYPE LEGEND:

180°

ENLARGED SITE PLAN

SCALE
3/8"=1'-0"

2'

0

1'

2'

4'

8'

VERIZON ADDRESS:
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
CITY ADDRESS:
22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY

THE LOCATIONS AND EXISTENCE OF ANY
UNDERGROUND PIPES, STRUCTURES OR CONDUITS
SHOWN ON THIS PLAN WERE OBTAINED BY A
SEARCH OF AVAILABLE RECORDS. THERE MAY BE
EX. UTILITIES OTHER THAN THOSE SHOWN ON THIS
PLAN. THE CONTRACTOR IS REQUIRED TO TAKE
PRECAUTIONARY MEASURES TO PROTECT THE
UTILITY LINES SHOWN AND ANY OTHER LINES NOT
SHOWN ON THIS PLAN.

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE

SCL MALIBU 2

UNDERGROUND UTILITIES NOTE:

31

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL SIZE OF THIS PLAN IS 24" X 36". SCALE RATIO IS NOT VALID FOR REDUCED OR ENLARGED SHEET SIZES

DATE SIGNED: 02-29-20

1

ENLARGED SITE
PLAN A

A-2

ISSUE STATUS

EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE / 8843

REV.

WEIGHT
ATTACHED
WEIGHT
ABOVE TOP
(LBS)
OF POLE
(LBS)

WEIGHT
ATTACHED
TO SIDES
OF POLE
(LBS)

MANUFACTURER
SPEC #

# OF
ATTACHMENTS

ANTENNA

AMPHENOL
2C4U3MT360X06XYS0

1

24.0"x14.6"Ø

24.3 LBS

24.3 LBS

N/A

RRU

ERICSSON RADIO UNIT 8843

1

15"x13.2"x11.0"

71 LBS

N/A

71 LBS

POLE
MOUNTING
DUAL BAND
RADIO SHROUD

ERICSSON
SXK 125 4600
ERICSSON
SXK 125 4244
COMMSCOPE
MTM100528
AMERON
MTM1078-1000

ATTACHMENT ITEM

ANTENNA MOUNT
ADAPTOR PLATE

TOP OF NEW ANTENNA

SIZE
(LxWxD)

2

N/A

20.5 LBS

N/A

41 LBS

2

N/A

27.8 LBS

N/A

55.6 LBS
N/A

12.0"x14.5"x14.5"

15 LBS

15 LBS

11.25"x11.25"x1"

19.5 LBS

19.5 LBS

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

22.92 LBS

N/A

PSU

PSU AC-08

2

TOTAL

N/A

N/A

2.72"x10.79"x7.09" 11.46 LBS
N/A

N/A

BY

90% ZONING

AS

04/24/20

POLE DESIGN UPDATE

FE

an SFC Communications, Inc. Company

58.8 LBS 190.52 LBS

ELEV. 32'-3" (A.G.L.)

65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
TEL: (949) 553-8566

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS SET OF
DRAWINGS IS PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL TO
VERIZON WIRELESS

NEW ANTENNA RAD CENTER
ELEV. 31'-3" (A.G.L.)

ANY USE OR DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT RELATES
TO VERIZON WIRELESS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED

TOP OF LUMINAIRE
TOP OF LUMINAIRE

ELEV. 30'-4" (A.G.L.)
TOP OF POLE
ELEV. 29'-3" (A.G.L.)

ELEV. 29'-10" (A.G.L.)

TOP OF POLE
ELEV. 28'-4" (A.G.L.)


Beyond this point you are entering a controlled
area where RF emissions may exceed the FCC
General Population Exposure Limits.
Follow all posted signs and site guidelines for
working in a RF environment.

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

6" DIA.

DESCRIPTION

02/28/20

1

Eukon

1
1

DIPLEXER

DATE

0

NEW AMPHENOL CANISTER ANTENNA
MOUNTED ON TOP OF ANTENNA MOUNT

Beyond this point you are entering a controlled
area where RF emissions may exceed the FCC
General Population Exposure Limits.
Follow all posted signs and site guidelines for
working in a RF environment.

(1) NEW 8843 RADIO WITHIN (1)
ERICSSON SHROUDS ON SIDE OF
POLE (760239163-SPEC) WITH 5"
STAND OFF BRACKET

NEW RF NOTICE SIGNAGE
3' TO 4' BELOW ANTENNA

SMALL CELL PROJECT

EXISTING (28'-11" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE ST. LIGHT #4303313E

SCE TO REPLACE EXISTING (28'-4" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E WITH A
NEW 29'-6" (29'-3" AGL) OCTAGONAL CONCRETE
STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E.

EXPIRATION DATE: 12-31-20

NEW RF NOTICE SIGNAGE
9' TO 10' ABOVE GROUND

DATE SIGNED: 02-29-20


Beyond this point you are entering a controlled
area where RF emissions may exceed the FCC
General Population Exposure Limits.

3'-10"

VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE
(1) 17"x30"x18" SCE DISTRUBUTION PULL BOX #3

4'-2"

2'-9"

2'-6"

9" DIA.

PACIFIC COAST HWY

CONC. S.W.

PACIFIC COAST HWY

CONC. S.W.

GROUND LEVEL

GROUND LEVEL

ELEV. 0'-0" (REF.)

ELEV. 0'-0" (REF.)

VERIZON ADDRESS:
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
CITY ADDRESS:
22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY

3
A-8

3'-10"
EXISTING CMU WALL

EXISTING CMU WALL

SHEET TITLE:

5'-0"

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL SIZE OF THIS PLAN IS 24" X 36". SCALE RATIO IS NOT VALID FOR REDUCED OR ENLARGED SHEET SIZES

VERIZON GC TO PLACE PROPOSED BBU

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE

SCL MALIBU 2

Follow all posted signs and site guidelines for
working in a RF environment.

EXISTING AND NEW
ELEVATIONS
BOTTOM OF NEW FOUNDATION
ELEV. 5'-6" (BGL)

4'-6"

EXISTING SIDE ELEVATION

SCALE
3/8"=1'-0"

2'

0

1'

2'

4'

8'

2

NEW SIDE ELEVATION

SCALE
3/8"=1'-0"

2'

0

1'

2'

4'

8'

1

A-3

ISSUE STATUS

EQUIPMENT SCHEDULE / 8843

REV.

WEIGHT
ATTACHED
WEIGHT
ABOVE TOP
(LBS)
OF POLE
(LBS)

WEIGHT
ATTACHED
TO SIDES
OF POLE
(LBS)

MANUFACTURER
SPEC #

# OF
ATTACHMENTS

ANTENNA

AMPHENOL
2C4U3MT360X06XYS0

1

24.0"x14.6"Ø

24.3 LBS

24.3 LBS

N/A

RRU

ERICSSON RADIO UNIT 8843

1

15"x13.2"x11.0"

71 LBS

N/A

71 LBS

POLE
MOUNTING
DUAL BAND
RADIO SHROUD

ERICSSON
SXK 125 4600
ERICSSON
SXK 125 4244
COMMSCOPE
MTM100528
AMERON
MTM1078-1000

ATTACHMENT ITEM

ANTENNA MOUNT
ADAPTOR PLATE

TOP OF NEW ANTENNA
ELEV. 32'-3" (A.G.L.)

SIZE
(LxWxD)

2

N/A

20.5 LBS

N/A

41 LBS

2

N/A

27.8 LBS

N/A

55.6 LBS
N/A

12.0"x14.5"x14.5"

15 LBS

15 LBS

11.25"x11.25"x1"

19.5 LBS

19.5 LBS

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

22.92 LBS

N/A

PSU

PSU AC-08

2

TOTAL

N/A

N/A

2.72"x10.79"x7.09" 11.46 LBS
N/A

N/A

DESCRIPTION

BY

02/28/20

90% ZONING

AS

1

04/24/20

POLE DESIGN UPDATE

FE

Eukon

1
1

DIPLEXER

DATE

0

an SFC Communications, Inc. Company

58.8 LBS 190.52 LBS

65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
TEL: (949) 553-8566

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS SET OF
DRAWINGS IS PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL TO
VERIZON WIRELESS

NEW ANTENNA RAD CENTER
ELEV. 31'-3" (A.G.L.)

ANY USE OR DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT RELATES
TO VERIZON WIRELESS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED

TOP OF LUMINAIRE
TOP OF LUMINAIRE

ELEV. 30'-4" (A.G.L.)
TOP OF POLE
ELEV. 29'-3" (A.G.L.)

ELEV. 29'-10" (A.G.L.)

TOP OF POLE
ELEV. 28'-4" (A.G.L.)

NEW AMPHENOL CANISTER
ANTENNA MOUNTED ON TOP OF
ANTENNA MOUNT

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

6" DIA.
(1) NEW 8843 RADIO WITHIN (1)
ERICSSON SHROUD ON SIDE OF
POLE (760239163-SPEC) WITH 5"
STAND OFF BRACKET

NEW RF NOTICE SIGNAGE
3' TO 4' BELOW ANTENNA

EXISTING (28'-4" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE ST. LIGHT #4303313E

SMALL CELL PROJECT
SCE TO REPLACE EXISTING (28'-4" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E WITH A
NEW 29'-6" (29'-3" AGL) OCTAGONAL CONCRETE
STREET LIGHT POLE #4303313E.

NEW RF NOTICE SIGNAGE
9' TO 10' ABOVE GROUND

EXPIRATION DATE: 12-31-20

VERIZON CONTRACTOR TO PLACE
(1) 17"x30"x18" (FIBER) PULL BOX

6'-0"

EXISTING CMU WALL

2'-0"

6'-0"

6'-0"

GROUND LEVEL

GROUND LEVEL

ELEV. 0'-0" (REF.)

ELEV. 0'-0" (REF.)

VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE
(1) 17"x30"x18" VZW WTR (FSB) PULL BOX #2
WITH NEMA 4 RATED DISCONNECT
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5'-0"

9" DIA.

6"

2'-0"

3'-0"
2'-0"

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL SIZE OF THIS PLAN IS 24" X 36". SCALE RATIO IS NOT VALID FOR REDUCED OR ENLARGED SHEET SIZES

VERIZON GC TO PLACE PROPOSED BBU

SHEET TITLE:

EXISTING AND NEW
ELEVATIONS

BOTTOM OF NEW FOUNDATION
ELEV. 5'-6" (BGL)

EXISTING FRONT ELEVATION

SCALE
3/8"=1'-0"

2'

0

1'

2'

4'

8'

2

NEW FRONT ELEVATION

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE

VERIZON WIRELESS CONTRACTOR TO PLACE
(1) 17"x30"x18" SCE DISTRUBUTION PULL BOX #3

SCL MALIBU 2
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VERIZON ADDRESS:
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
CITY ADDRESS:
22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY

DATE SIGNED: 02-29-20

EXISTING (28'-11" AGL) OCTAGONAL
CONCRETE ST. LIGHT #4303313E

4'-6"

SCALE
3/8"=1'-0"

2'

0

1'

2'

4'

8'

1
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ISSUE STATUS
REV.

DATE

DESCRIPTION

BY

0

02/28/20

90% ZONING

AS

1

04/24/20

POLE DESIGN UPDATE

FE

Eukon

an SFC Communications, Inc. Company

65 POST, SUITE 1000
IRVINE, CA 92618
TEL: (949) 553-8566

PROPRIETARY INFORMATION
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS SET OF
DRAWINGS IS PROPRIETARY & CONFIDENTIAL TO
VERIZON WIRELESS

15505 SAND CANYON AVENUE
IRVINE, CA 92618

ANY USE OR DISCLOSURE OTHER THAN AS IT RELATES
TO VERIZON WIRELESS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED

VERIZON ADDRESS:
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY
MALIBU, CA 90265
CITY ADDRESS:
22651.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY

SCE STREET LIGHT POLE

SCL MALIBU 2

NOTE: THE ORIGINAL SIZE OF THIS PLAN IS 24" X 36". SCALE RATIO IS NOT VALID FOR REDUCED OR ENLARGED SHEET SIZES

SMALL CELL PROJECT

SHEET TITLE:

AMERON POLE
DETAILS

AMERON POLE DETAILS (FOR REFERENCE ONLY)

SCALE
NONE
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SHEET TITLE:

AMERON POLE
DETAILS

AMERON POLE DETAILS (FOR REFERENCE ONLY)

SCALE
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ATTACHMENT 3

ATTACHMENT 4

SCL Malibu 2
Propagation Maps

February 19, 2020

SCL Malibu 2 – General Map

Confidential and proprietary materials for authorized Verizon personnel and outside agencies only. Use, disclosure or
distribution of this material is not permitted to any unauthorized persons or third parties except by written agreement.

2

Verizon Coverage without SCL Malibu 2

Confidential and proprietary materials for authorized Verizon personnel and outside agencies only. Use, disclosure or
distribution of this material is not permitted to any unauthorized persons or third parties except by written agreement.

3

Verizon Coverage with SCL Malibu 2

Confidential and proprietary materials for authorized Verizon personnel and outside agencies only. Use, disclosure or
distribution of this material is not permitted to any unauthorized persons or third parties except by written agreement.

4

SCL Malibu 2 Coverage Only

Confidential and proprietary materials for authorized Verizon personnel and outside agencies only. Use, disclosure or
distribution of this material is not permitted to any unauthorized persons or third parties except by written agreement.

5

Alternative Site Analysis
SCL Malibu 2
Adjacent from 22653 Pacific Coast Hwy, Malibu,
CA 90265 (City assigned address 22651.5 Pacific
Coast Highway)

On this aerial map, Verizon Wireless’ proposed site SCL Malibu 2 is identified by a yellow pin and
the alternative sites are identified by green pins.

ATTACHMENT 5

Proposed Site - SCL Malibu 2
Verizon Wireless proposes to replace an existing 29’-2” AGL SCE streetlight in the public
right-of-way adjacent from 22653 Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu, CA 90265 (Lat/Long:
34.039639, -118.668111). Verizon Wireless determined that this site is the most viable
since existing infrastructure is available and the location is feasible from a radio frequency
perspective. This proposed location is the best available and least intrusive means to address the
significant gap in coverage and has a good line of sight to meet coverage objectives.

Alternative 1
The first alternative is located approximately 165 feet southeast of the proposed site
on the south side of Pacific Coast Highway. The streetlight pole is situated in the public rightof-way adjacent to a private property zoned Multifamily Residential (6du/acre).
Alternative 1 is immediately located between two driveways leading to residential
parking for single and multi family housing. Therefore, there isn't sufficient room to
relocate the alternative streetlight 3-feet east as proposed. Proposed construction would
also disrupt ingress and egress from both properties. As such, the proposed site location
is a less intrusive option to Alternative 1.

Alternative 2
The second alternative is located approximately 85 feet south of the proposed site on the
south side of Pacific Coast Highway. The streetlight pole is situated in the public right-of-way
adjacent to a private property zoned Multifamily Residential (6du/acre). Alternative 2 is also
located between two driveways leading to residential parking for multi family housing.
Therefore, there isn't sufficient room to place all proposed underground handholes and fiber.
Proposed construction would also disrupt ingress and egress from both properties. As such, the
proposed site location is a less intrusive option to Alternative 2.

Alternative 3
The third alternative is located approximately 150 feet southwest of the proposed site on the
south side of Pacific Coast Highway. The streetlight pole is situated in the public right-of-way
adjacent to a private property zoned Multifamily Residential (6du/acre). Alternative 3 is also
located between two driveways leading to residential parking for multi family housing.
Therefore, there isn't sufficient room to place all proposed underground handholes and fiber, or
relocate the streetlight 3 ft east of existing as proposed. Construction would also disrupt ingress
and egress from both properties. As such, the proposed site location is a less intrusive option to
Alternative 3.

Radio Frequency - Electromagnetic Energy
(RF-EME) Jurisdictional Report
Site No. 431953
SCL Malibu 2
Pole #4303313E

22653 Pacific Coast Hwy.
Malibu, California 90265
Los Angeles County
34° 2' 22.70'' N, -118° 40' 5.20'' W NAD83

EBI Project No. 6220001582
April 10, 2020

Prepared for:

Verizon Wireless
c/o Eukon Group
65 Post, Suite 1000
Irvine, CA 92618
Prepared by:
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Purpose of Report
EnviroBusiness Inc. (dba EBI Consulting) has been contracted by Verizon via Eukon Group to conduct
radio frequency electromagnetic (RF-EME) modeling for Verizon Site 431953 to be located on a light
pole at 22653 Pacific Coast Hwy. in Malibu, California to determine RF-EME exposure levels from
proposed Verizon wireless communications equipment at this site. As described in greater detail in
Appendix C, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has developed Maximum Permissible
Exposure (MPE) Limits for general public exposures and occupational exposures. This report
summarizes the results of RF-EME modeling in relation to relevant FCC RF-EME compliance standards
for limiting human exposure to RF-EME fields.
Modeling results included in this report are based on drawings dated December 27, 2019 as provided to
EBI Consulting. Subsequent changes to the drawings or site design may yield changes in the MPE levels
or FCC Compliance recommendations.
Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) Summary
Location

% of FCC General
Public/Uncontrolled
Exposure Limit

% of FCC
Occupational/Controlled
Exposure Limit

Power Density
(mW/cm2)

Horizontal
Approach Distance
of Occupational
Limit

Horizontal
Approach Distance
of General Public
Limit

Proposed Verizon Equipment
Antenna
Face
(Max
Emission
Level)

Ground
Level

1,766.30

353.26

8.2427

8

20

0.40

0.08

0.0019

N/A

N/A

These results are calculated based on max power assumptions for this site. The mounted antenna will
contribute the majority to these emissions. Workers accessing any equipment on the light pole should
follow all safety procedures outlined by the carrier and property owner.
Statement of Compliance
Based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no calculated levels above the FCC’s general public
or occupational limits at ground level. At the antenna face (max emission) level, the general public is
recommended to maintain a horizontal distance of 20 feet, while occupational workers are
recommended to maintain a horizontal distance of 8 feet from the front of the antenna.
Signage recommendations are presented in Section 3.0 to bring the site into compliance with the FCC
Rules and Regulations.
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1.0

Site No. 431953
22653 Pacific Coast Hwy., Malibu, California

SITE DESCRIPTION AND ANTENNA INVENTORY

This project involves the installation of 1 (one) active wireless telecommunication antenna on a light
pole at 22653 Pacific Coast Hwy. in Malibu, California. This site is located in the right of way.

Ant #

Operator

Antenna Make

Antenna Model

Frequency
(MHz)

Azimuth (deg.)

Aperture (feet)

Total Power
Input (Watts)

Antenna Gain
(dBd)

Total ERP
(Watts)

Total EIRP
(Watts)

The antenna are to be mounted on top of a proposed light pole and operating in the directions,
frequencies, and heights mentioned below.

1

Verizon

AMPHENOL

C2U3MT360X12F0ys0-T00 700

700

0

4.0

160.0

5.59

516.6

847.2

1

Verizon

AMPHENOL

C2U3MT360X12F0ys0-T00 850

850

0

4.0

160.0

6.05

574.3

941.8

1

Verizon

AMPHENOL

C2U3MT360X12F0ys0-T00 1900

1900

0

4.0

160.0

7.56

813.1

1333.4

1

Verizon

AMPHENOL

C2U3MT360X12F0ys0-T00 2100

2100

0

4.0

160.0

7.33

771.1

1264.6

ID

Carrier

X

Y

Antenna Radiation
Centerline

Z-Height Ground

1

Verizon

33.9

20.9

31.3

29.3

*Z-Height represents the distance measured from the bottom of the antenna.
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2.0

Site No. 431953
22653 Pacific Coast Hwy., Malibu, California

BACKGROUND INFORMATION AND MODELING PROCEDURE

EBI has performed theoretical modeling using RoofMaster™ software to estimate the worst-case power
density at the site antenna face and ground-level resulting from the operation of the antenna. Using the
computational methods set forth in Federal Communications (FCC) Office of Engineering & Technology
(OET) Bulletin 65, “Evaluating Compliance with FCC Guidelines for Human Exposure to Radiofrequency
Electromagnetic Fields” (OET-65), RoofMaster™ calculates predicted power density in a scalable grid
based on the contributions of all RF sources characterized in the study scenario. At each grid location,
the cumulative power density is expressed as a percentage of the FCC limits. Manufacturer antenna
pattern data is utilized in these calculations. RoofMaster™ models consist of the Far Field model as
specified in OET-65 and an implementation of the OET-65 Cylindrical Model (Sula9). The models utilize
several operational specifications for different types of antennas to produce a plot of spatially-averaged
power densities that can be expressed as a percentage of the applicable exposure limit..
For this report, EBI utilized antenna and power data provided by Verizon and compared the resultant
worst-case MPE levels to the FCC’s occupational/controlled exposure limits outlined in OET Bulletin 65.
The assumptions used in the modeling are based upon information provided by Verizon and information
gathered from other sources. The parameters used for modeling are summarized in Section 1.0.
The Site Safety Plan also presents areas where Verizon Wireless antennas contribute greater than 5% of
the applicable MPE limit for a site. A site is considered out of compliance with FCC regulations if there
are areas that exceed the FCC exposure limits and there are no RF hazard mitigation measures in place.
Any carrier which has an installation that contributes more than 5% of the applicable MPE must
participate in mitigating these RF hazards.
A graphical representation of the RoofMaster™ modeling results is presented in Appendix B. It should
be noted that RoofMaster™ is not suitable for modeling microwave dish antennas; however, these units
are designed for point-to-point operations at the elevations of the installed equipment rather than
ground level coverage.
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Site No. 431953
22653 Pacific Coast Hwy., Malibu, California

MITIGATION/SITE CONTROL OPTIONS

EBI’s modeling indicates that there are no areas in front of the Verizon antenna that exceed the FCC
standards for occupational or general public exposure at ground level. All exposures above the FCC’s
safe limits require that individuals be elevated above the ground. In order to alert people accessing the
light pole, a yellow caution sign is recommended for installation on the light pole, 5 feet below the
antenna, facing the right of way (24.25 feet above ground level).
To reduce the risk of exposure and/or injury, EBI recommends that access to areas associated with the
active antenna installation be restricted and secured where possible.
These protocols and recommended control measures have been summarized and included with a
graphic representation of the antennas and associated signage and control areas in a RF-EME Site Safety
Plan, which is included as Appendix B. Individuals and workers accessing the light pole should be
provided with a copy of the attached Site Safety Plan, made aware of the posted signage, and signify their
understanding of the Site Safety Plan.
Implementation of the signage recommended in the Site Safety Plan and in this report will bring this site
into compliance with the FCC’s rules and regulations.
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4.0

Site No. 431953
22653 Pacific Coast Hwy., Malibu, California

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

EBI has prepared this Radiofrequency – Electromagnetic Energy (RF-EME) Compliance Report for
proposed Verizon telecommunications equipment to be located on a light pole at 22653 Pacific Coast
Hwy. in Malibu, California.
EBI has conducted theoretical modeling to estimate the worst-case power density from the proposed
Verizon antenna to document potential MPE levels at this location and to ensure that site control
measures are adequate to meet FCC and OSHA requirements.
Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) Summary
Location

% of FCC General
Public/Uncontrolled
Exposure Limit

% of FCC
Occupational/Controlled
Exposure Limit

Power
Density
(mW/cm2)

Horizontal
Approach
Distance of
Occupational
Limit

Horizontal
Approach
Distance of
General
Public Limit

Proposed Verizon Equipment
Antenna Face
(Max Emission Level)

Ground Level

1,766.30

353.26

8.2427

8

20

0.40

0.08

0.0019

N/A

N/A

Based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no calculated levels above the FCC’s general public
or occupational limits at ground level. At the antenna face (max emission) level, the general public is
recommended to maintain a horizontal distance of 20 feet, while occupational workers are
recommended to maintain a horizontal distance of 8 feet from the front of the antenna.
Workers should be informed about the presence and locations of antennas and their associated fields.
Recommended control measures are outlined in Section 3.0 and within the Site Safety Plan in Appendix
B; Verizon should also provide procedures to shut down and lockout/tagout this wireless equipment in
accordance with Verizon’s standard operating protocol. Non-telecom workers who will be working in
areas of exceedance are required to contact Verizon since only Verizon has the ability to lockout/tagout
the facility, or to authorize others to do so.
To reduce the risk of exposure and/or injury, EBI recommends that access to areas associated with the
active antenna installation be restricted and secured where possible.
Implementation of the signage recommended in the Site Safety Plan and in this report will bring this site
into compliance with the FCC’s rules and regulations.
5.0

LIMITATIONS

This report was prepared for the use of Verizon Wireless. It was performed in accordance with
generally accepted practices of other consultants undertaking similar studies at the same time and in the
same locale under like circumstances. The conclusions provided by EBI are based solely on the
information provided by the client. The observations in this report are valid on the date of the
investigation. Any additional information that becomes available concerning the site should be provided
to EBI so that our conclusions may be revised and modified, if necessary. This report has been prepared
in accordance with Standard Conditions for Engagement and authorized proposal, both of which are
integral parts of this report. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made.

EBI Consulting  21 B Street  Burlington, MA 01803  1.800.786.2346

5

RF-EME Compliance Report
EBI Project No. 6220001582

Site No. 431953
22653 Pacific Coast Hwy., Malibu, California

Appendix A
Certifications
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Preparer Certification
I, Jonathan Ilgenfritz, state that:
▪

I am an employee of EnviroBusiness Inc. (d/b/a EBI Consulting), which provides RF-EME safety
and compliance services to the wireless communications industry.

▪

I have successfully completed RF-EME safety training, and I am aware of the potential hazards
from RF-EME and would be classified “occupational” under the FCC regulations.

▪

I am fully aware of and familiar with the Rules and Regulations of both the Federal
Communications Commissions (FCC) and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration
(OSHA) with regard to Human Exposure to Radio Frequency Radiation.

▪

I am fully aware of and familiar with the Verizon Wireless Signage & Demarcation Policy.

▪

I have reviewed the data provided by the client and incorporated it into this Site Compliance
Report such that the information contained in this report is true and accurate to the best of my
knowledge.
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Reviewed and Approved by:

sealed 11apr2020

Michael McGuire
Electrical Engineer
mike@h2dc.com

Note that EBI’s scope of work is limited to an evaluation of the Radio Frequency – Electromagnetic Energy (RFEME) field generated by the antennas and broadcast equipment noted in this report. The engineering and design of
the building and related structures, as well as the impact of the antennas and broadcast equipment on the
structural integrity of the building, are specifically excluded from EBI’s scope of work.
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Appendix B
Radio Frequency Electromagnetic Energy
Safety Information and Signage Plans
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Antenna Face Simulation
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Ground Level Simulation
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Elevation Simulation and Signage Plan

Post on the pole
5.0’ below the
antenna facing
ROW

Sign

Description
Yellow Caution Sign
Used to alert individuals that they are entering an
area where the power density emitted from
transmitting antenna(s) may exceed the FCC’s
maximum permissible exposure limits for the
occupational and general population.

Posting Instructions

Required Signage / Mitigation

Securely post on the light pole
facing the ROW 5.0 feet
below the antenna (24.3 feet
above ground level).

1 sign posted below the antenna
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RF Signage and Safety Information
RF Signage

Areas or portions of any transmitter site may be susceptible to high power densities that could cause personnel
exposures in excess of the FCC guidelines. These areas must be demarcated by conspicuously posted signage
that identifies the potential exposure. Signage MUST be viewable regardless of the viewer’s position.

GUIDELINES
This sign will inform anyone of
the basic precautions to
follow when entering an
access point to an area with
transmitting radiofrequency
equipment.

NOTICE
This sign indicates that RF
emissions may exceed the
FCC General Population MPE
limit.

CAUTION
This sign indicates that RF
emissions may exceed the
FCC Occupational MPE limit.

WARNING
This sign indicates that RF
emissions may exceed at least
10x the FCC Occupational
MPE limit.

NOC INFORMATION
Information signs are used as a means to provide contact information for any questions or
concerns. They will include specific cell site identification information and the Verizon Wireless
Network Operations Center phone number.

Physical Barriers

Physical barriers are control measures that require awareness and participation of personnel. Physical barriers
are employed as an additional administration control to complement RF signage and physically demarcate an
area in which RF exposure levels may exceed the FCC General Population limit. Example: chain-connected
stanchions

Indicative Markers

Indicative markers are visible control measures that require awareness and participation of personnel, as they
cannot physically prevent someone from entering an area of potential concern. Indicative markers are
employed as an additional administration control to complement RF signage and visually demarcate an area in
which RF exposure levels may exceed the FCC General Population limit. Example: paint stripes

Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) Requirements

A formal adopter of FCC Standards, OSHA stipulates that those in the Occupational classification must
complete training in the following: RF Safety, RF Awareness, and Utilization of Personal Protective Equipment.
OSHA also provides options for Hazard Prevention and Control:
•
•
•
•

Hazard Prevention
Utilization of good equipment
Enact control of hazard areas
Limit exposures
Employ medical surveillance and accident
response

•
•
•
•

Control
Employ Lockout/Tag out
Utilize personal alarms & protective clothing
Prevent access to hazardous locations
Develop or operate an administrative
control program
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Appendix C
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) Requirements
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The FCC has established Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits for human exposure to
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic (RF-EME) energy fields, based on exposure limits recommended by the
National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and, over a wide range of
frequencies, the exposure limits developed by the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, Inc.
(IEEE) and adopted by the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) to replace the 1982 ANSI
guidelines. Limits for localized absorption are based on recommendations of both ANSI/IEEE and NCRP.
The FCC guidelines incorporate two separate tiers of exposure limits that are based upon
occupational/controlled exposure limits (for workers) and general public/uncontrolled exposure limits
for members of the general public.
Occupational/controlled exposure limits apply to situations in which persons are exposed as a
consequence of their employment and in which those persons who are exposed have been made fully
aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control over their exposure. Occupational/
controlled exposure limits also apply where exposure is of a transient nature as a result of incidental
passage through a location where exposure levels may be above general public/uncontrolled limits (see
below), as long as the exposed person has been made fully aware of the potential for exposure and can
exercise control over his or her exposure by leaving the area or by some other appropriate means.
General public/uncontrolled exposure limits apply to situations in which the general public may be
exposed or in which persons who are exposed as a consequence of their employment may not be made
fully aware of the potential for exposure or cannot exercise control over their exposure. Therefore,
members of the general public would always be considered under this category when exposure is not
employment-related, for example, in the case of a telecommunications tower that exposes persons in a
nearby residential area.
Table 1 and Figure 1 (below), which are included within the FCC’s OET Bulletin 65, summarize the MPE
limits for RF emissions. These limits are designed to provide a substantial margin of safety. They vary by
frequency to take into account the different types of equipment that may be in operation at a particular
facility and are “time-averaged” limits to reflect different durations resulting from controlled and
uncontrolled exposures.
The FCC’s MPEs are measured in terms of power (mW) over a unit surface area (cm 2). Known as the
power density, the FCC has established an occupational MPE of 5 milliwatts per square centimeter
(mW/cm2) and an uncontrolled MPE of 1 mW/cm2 for equipment operating in the 1900 MHz frequency
range.
Equipment operating in the 700 MHz frequency range has an established occupational MPE of 2.33
(mW/cm2) and a general public MPE of 0.47 mW/cm2, equipment operating in the 850 MHz frequency
range the occupational MPE is 2.83 mW/cm2 and the general public MPE is 0.57 mW/cm2, and
equipment operating in the 1900 and 2100 MHz frequency range the occupational MPE is 5 mW/cm2 and
general public MPE is 1 mW/cm2. These limits are considered protective of these populations.

EBI Consulting  21 B Street  Burlington, MA 01803  1.800.786.2346

RF-EME Compliance Report
EBI Project No. 6220001582

Site No. 431953
22653 Pacific Coast Hwy., Malibu, California

Table 1: Limits for Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)
(A) Limits for Occupational/Controlled Exposure
Frequency Range
(MHz)
0.3-3.0
3.0-30
30-300
300-I,500
1,500-100,000

Electric Field
Strength (E)
(V/m)
614
1842/f
61.4
---

Magnetic Field
Strength (H)
(A/m)
1.63
4.89/f
0.163
---

Power Density (S)
(mW/cm2)
(100)*
(900/f2)*
1.0
f/300
5

Averaging Time
[E]2, [H]2, or S
(minutes)
6
6
6
6
6

(B) Limits for General Public/Uncontrolled Exposure
Frequency Range
(MHz)

Electric Field
Strength (E)
(V/m)
614
824/f
27.5
---

Power Density (S)
(mW/cm2)
(100)*
(180/f2)*
0.2
f/1,500
1.0

Averaging Time
[E]2, [H]2, or S
(minutes)
30
30
30
30
30

Power Density (mW/cm2)

0.3-1.34
1.34-30
30-300
300-1,500
1,500-100,000
f = Frequency in (MHz)
* Plane-wave equivalent power density

Magnetic Field
Strength (H)
(A/m)
1.63
2.19/f
0.073
---
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Based on the above, the most restrictive thresholds for exposures of unlimited duration to RF energy
for several personal wireless services are summarized below:
Personal Wireless Service
Microwave (Point-to-Point)
Broadband Radio (BRS)
Wireless Communication (WCS)
Advanced Wireless (AWS)
Personal Communication (PCS)
Cellular Telephone
Specialized Mobile Radio (SMR)
Long Term Evolution (LTE)
Most Restrictive Frequency Range

Approximate
Frequency

Occupational
MPE

Public MPE

5,000 - 80,000 MHz
2,600 MHz
2,300 MHz
2,100 MHz
1,950 MHz
870 MHz
855 MHz
700 MHz
30-300 MHz

5.00 mW/cm2
5.00 mW/cm2
5.00 mW/cm2
5.00 mW/cm2
5.00 mW/cm2
2.90 mW/cm2
2.85 mW/cm2
2.33 mW/cm2
1.00 mW/cm2

1.00 mW/cm2
1.00 mW/cm2
1.00 mW/cm2
1.00 mW/cm2
1.00 mW/cm2
0.58 mW/cm2
0.57 mW/cm2
0.47 mW/cm2
0.20 mW/cm2

MPE limits are designed to provide a substantial margin of safety. These limits apply for continuous
exposures and are intended to provide a prudent margin of safety for all persons, regardless of age,
gender, size, or health.
Personal Communication Services (PCS) facilities operate within a frequency range of 1850-1990 MHz.
Facilities typically consist of: 1) electronic transceivers (the radios or cabinets) connected to wired
telephone lines; and 2) antennas that send the wireless signals created by the transceivers to be received
by individual subscriber units (PCS telephones). Transceivers are typically connected to antennas by
coaxial cables.
Advanced Wireless Services (AWS) facilities operate within a frequency range of 2155-2180 MHz.
Facilities typically consist of: 1) electronic transceivers (the radios or cabinets); and 2) antennas that
send the wireless signals created by the transceivers to be received by individual subscriber units.
Transceivers are typically connected to antennas by coaxial cables.
Because of the short wavelength of PCS/AWS services, the antennas require line-of-site paths for good
propagation, and are typically installed above ground level. Antennas are constructed to concentrate
energy towards the horizon, with as little energy as possible scattered towards the ground or the sky.
This design, combined with the low power of PCS facilities, generally results in no possibility for
exposure to approach Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) levels, with the exception of areas directly
in front of the antennas.
FCC Compliance Requirement
A site is considered out of compliance with FCC regulations if there are areas that exceed the FCC
exposure limits and there are no RF hazard mitigation measures in place. Any carrier which has an
installation that contributes more than 5% of the applicable MPE must participate in mitigating these RF
hazards.
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February 19, 2020
RE: Verizon Wireless SCL site located at: 22653 Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu CA 90265
To Whom It May Concern,
We write to inform you that Verizon Wireless has performed a radio frequency (RF) compliance
pre-construction evaluation for the above-noted proposed site and based on the result of the evaluation, the site
will be compliant with FCC Guidelines.
The FCC has established safety rules relating to potential RF exposure from cell sites. The rules are codified at
47 C.F.R § 1.1310. The FCC provides guidance on how to ensure compliance with its rules in the FCC Office
of Engineering and Technology Bulletin 65 (available
at https://transition.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Engineering_Technology/Documents/bulletins/oet65/oet65.pdf). The FCC
developed the RF standards, known as Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits, in consultation with
numerous other federal agencies, including the Environmental Protection Agency, the Food and Drug
Administration, and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration. The FCC provides information about
the safety of radio frequency (RF) emissions from cell towers on its website
at: https://www.fcc.gov/engineering-technology/electromagnetic-compatibility-division/radio-frequencysafety/faq/rf-safety.
Please refer to the FCC Office of Engineering and Technology Bulletin 65 and the attached Verizon Wireless
RF Brochure for information on RF exposure guidelines, RF safety, and landlord responsibilities. Questions
related to compliance with federal regulations should be directed
to VZWRFCompliance@VerizonWireless.com.
Please contact your local Verizon Wireless resource below if you have additional site-specific questions.
Contact Name
Steve Lamb

Contact Email
WestSoCalNetworkCompliance@verizonwireless.com

Contact Phone
760-636-3918

Sincerely,

Jeremy Lee
Manager-RF System Design
Verizon Wireless
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Tyler Eaton
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Beate <newdna@gmail.com>
Tuesday, June 8, 2021 2:14 PM
Tyler Eaton
wireless hearing on June 21st

Re. Wireless communication facility No 18-008, Coastal Dev Permit No 18-032
Hi Tyler, just phoned you abt this, but adding here in case:
Got a pink public hearing Notice issued to owners and occupants within 500
or 1,000 feet, depending on the zoning district I'm on Malibu Rd, so I'm not
sure why I got a notice, as the only addresses I see in the list (Updates made in red;)
are on PCH,
One seems to be at Aviation Nation, part of the Malibu Inn:
22967.5 PACIFIC COAST HWY X Replacement WCF in ROW height is 34 feet 9 inches NPH DECISION ISSUED ON 5/3/21 ‐
APPEAL FILED
ON 5/12/21; A CITY COUNCIL HEARING HAS
NOT BEEN SCHEDULED.

And another at the bottom of the statement for 22761 PCH, 04/13/21, which
looks like it might be Zuma Jay Wagner's surf shop? I'm sure he'd be thrilled
to have a 5G lamp post in front of his business! It's also the 99 High Tide
medicinal marijuanna shop, where I go to get non-psychoactive CBD for
arthritis and another auto-immune condition. I won't be able to negotiate
thru there anymore as I'm frequency-sensitive. They'll have to deliver. A lot
of their health-conscious customers (both shops, as well as the holistic Vet!)
are going to be upset.
I've been protesting cell towers and wireless broadcasting antennas to the
city for years. I certainly don't want more than the 3 broadcasters we have on
Malibu road. Particularly the new LED compurterised ones being added to
the lightpoles.
We had an Edison-caused explosion just last month right outside my
building, which precipitated a pole fire. Edison workers admitted they caused it, and
1

because they had no supplies w. them to fix it, we had no electricity for 6 hours!

happen to any of these LED wireless fixtures.

This could

I wrote to Richard Bloom this morning to protest against AB-556:
"Congress decided to explicitly preserve to local governments the "general authority" to regulate this
infrastructure under the TCA. Please prioritize local rights over corporate telecom profit."
 When they say 1 in 8 homes has no access to broadband, that's bogus. We already paid for the

Verizon fiberoptic lines all over California. They're on every utility pole, with extra loops for future
extensions. They're safer, faster, more private, more energy-efficient, and can't be hacked like
wireless can. Telecom already wires them to the home, but still uses wireless modems!

Please advise as to what's happening w. the poles.
‐‐
All the Best, Beate Nilsen
25136 Malibu Rd
456-6984
Click to
Feed the Hungry: Free !!

2

ATTACHMENT 8

500' RADIUS
SCL_MALIBU_2
R.O.W. 4452-022-006

4452-025-023

95

4452-020-038

4452-025-021

6

3951

8

94

93

4

4452-022-016

H

H

4452-022-017
22741

4452-022-003
4452-022-015

22669

91

4452-022-005

98

4452-022-010

4452-022-007
22661

22725

22729

22619

4452-022-004

22605

96

92

2

97

1

H

85-88

3

22541

22601

22611

22626
4452-003-075
TO
4452-003-098

22616
4452-003-029

82

78-81

22630
4452-003-100 TO 104
4452-003-028

4452-003-002

83

22640

84

22648

89 H

22660
4452-003-027

4452-004-040

H

22664
069
4452-004-066 TO

ATTACHMENT 9

MG

4452-004-042

90

4452-004-038

4452-004-070

22706

53

22548

22600

4452-003-011
4452-003-032
TO
4452-003-073

52

10-51

54-77

Map Prepared by:

Leon Mapping & GIS Services
15031 Chatsworth St, Ste 17
Mission Hills, CA 91345
818-235-7649
leonmapping@hotmail.com
www.laradiusmaps.com

9

7

STATE ROUTE 1

PACIFIC COAST HWY

22716

4452-023-004

-016
-006
22625

22653

4452-023-015

4452-022-018

4452-023

4452-020-053

4452-023-002

4452-020-052

3947

-003

5

3949

0
POLE #4303313E
22653 PACIFIC COAST HWY.
MALIBU, CA 9026

125

250

Feet
500

´

DATE: 0
UPDATE:________
CONTACT: VERIZON C/O OF EUKONGROUP
PHONE : (805) 637-7407

City Of Malibu
23825 Stuart Ranch Road
Malibu, CA 90265
Phone (310) 456-2489

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Notice of Public Hearing
Wireless Communications
f a c i l i t y Ap p l i c a t i o n

Notice of Public Hearing
W i r e l e s s C o m m u n i c a t i o n F a c i l i t y Ap p l i c a t i o n
You have received this notice because you are within 500-feet of a wireless telecommunication facility application pending a Planning
Commission public hearing on MONDAY JUNE 21, 2021, at 6:30 p.m. which will be held via teleconference only in order to reduce the risk
of spreading COVID-19 pursuant to the Governor’s Executive Orders N-25-20 & N-29-20 & the County of Los Angeles Public Health
Officer’s Safer at Home Order. Before the Planning Commission issues a decision on the application, the City of Malibu is providing an
opportunity for members of the public to provide comments on the application. Interested parties are invited to submit written comments,
concerns, or questions at any time prior to the beginning of the public hearing.
WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY NO. 18-008, COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 18-032, VARIANCE NO. 18-039, AND
SITE PLAN REVIEW NO. 18-034 - An application, filed on July 10, 2018, for the installation of a wireless antenna at a height of 32 feet, 3
inches with electrical support equipment attached to a replacement streetlight pole and a ground mounted backup battery unit on the land
side of Pacific Coast Highway, including a site plan review to place a wireless communications facility in the public right-of-way and a
variance for construction of a wireless facility over 28 feet in height. In addition to City-issued permits, the applicant is required to obtain
permits for use of the pole by the applicable pole owner and will need to obtain an encroachment permit from Caltrans.

Nearest Location / APN:
GPS Coordinates / Pole ID:
Nearest Zoning:
Property Owner:
Appealable to:
Environmental Review:
CONTACTS:
City Case Planner:
Applicant:

22651.5 Pacific Coast Highway / 4452-022-005
34.039575, -118.66802 / #4303313E
Community Commercial (CC)
Caltrans, public right-of-way
City Council and California Coastal Commission
Categorical Exemption CEQA Guidelines Section 15303(d)
Tyler Eaton, Assistant Planner, teaton@malibucity.org (310) 456-2489, ext. 273
Bardo Osorio, Eukon Group, on behalf of Verizon Wireless
bardo.osorio@eukongroup.com
(949) 702-0566

A written staff report will be available at or before the hearing for the project, typically 10 days before the hearing in the Agenda Center:
http://www.malibucity.org/agendacenter. You will have an opportunity to testify at the public hearing. If the City’s action is challenged in
court, testimony may be limited to issues raised before or at the public hearing. To view or sign up to speak during the meeting, visit
www.malibucity.org/virtualmeeting.
REQUEST TO VIEW RECORDS: To review materials, please contact the Case Planner as indicated above.
LOCAL APPEAL: A decision of the Planning Commission may be appealed to the City Council by an aggrieved person by written
statement setting forth the grounds for appeal. An appeal shall be emailed to psalazar@malibucity.org within ten days followi ng the date of
action and the filing fee shall be mailed to Malibu Planning Department, attention: Patricia Salazar, 23825 Stuart Ranch Road, Malibu, CA
90265. Payment must be received within 10 days of the appeal deadline. Appeal forms may be found online at www.malibucity.org/
planningforms. If you are unable to submit your appeal online, please contact Patricia Salazar by calling (310) 456-2489, extension 245, at
least two business days before your appeal deadline to arrange alternative delivery of the appeal.
COASTAL COMMISSION APPEAL: An aggrieved person may appeal the Planning Commission’s approval directly to the Coastal
Commission within 10 working days of the issuance of the City’s Notice of Final Action. More information may be found online at
www.coastal.ca.gov or by calling 805-585-1800.
RICHARD MOLLICA, Planning Director

Date: May 27, 2021
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