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NEGATIVE DECLARATION
NEXTG NETWORKS, INC. APPLICATION
Huntington Beach Distributed Antennae System (DAS) Project

INTRODUCTION

NextG Networks, Inc. (NextG) has filed an application with the California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) for the Huntington Beach Distributed Antennae System (DAS) Project for
the installation of a telecommunications system in the City of Huntington Beach. The project
was approved by the CPUC under Categorical Exemption via the Notice to Proceed (NTP)
process and a portion of the project was constructed prior to the parties agreeing to prepare a
document under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The applicant’'s proposed
objective is to provide added diversity within the existing telecommunication network and
enhance competition for telecommunication services. The project would also permit NextG'’s
customers—the wireless carriers—to improve wireless coverage and expand capacity.

The project is to be constructed entirely within the public right-of-way within the City of
Huntington Beach. A portion of the proposed project was approved and constructed under the
NTP process prior to the CPUC being requested to analyze the entire project within the City
under CEQA. Once complete, the new system would include a total of 8,696 feet of
underground fiber-optic cable, 112,975 feet of aboveground fiber-optic cable, and 15 node
antennae.

Under the CPUC’s rules, approval of this project must comply with CEQA, including an
assessment of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed project. This Negative
Declaration has been prepared based upon the assessment of potential environmental impacts
outlined in the attached Initial Study prepared for the Huntington Beach DAS Project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

NextG is proposing the completion of its DAS within the City of Huntington Beach in
northwestern Orange County. The DAS communications network is intended to transmit
wireless voice and data communications to clients in the City. Once construction is complete,
within Huntington Beach the system would consist of 15 nodes, approximately 112,975 feet of
aerial fiber cable, and approximately 8,696 feet of underground fiber cable. Eight of the 15
nodes, 79,419 feet of aerial fiber, and approximately 1,531 feet of underground fiber have been
constructed under previous granted authority. The remaining seven nodes, and the cable to
connect them to the network, would complete the project within the City of Huntington Beach.
The remaining seven nodes include three new poles, approximately 33,555 feet of aerial fiber,
and 7,165 feet of underground fiber.
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The project consists of:

e Installation of 7,165 feet (1.36 miles) of underground conduit and fiber-optic cable
necessary to connect Nodes HB NO8, N12, N14, and N15 to the network

e Installation of 33,556 feet (6.36 miles) of overhead fiber-optic cable necessary to connect
Nodes HB NO7, and N10 through N15 installed via poles

e Installation of three new poles (two tapered steel poles (HB N12 and N14) and one
concrete pole (HB N08))

e Installation of Nodes HB NO7, NO8, and N10 to N14 repeater enclosures, fiber-optic splice
boxes, and electrical splice boxes

e This project description also includes the installation of seven operational nodes for which
NextG has completed installation. These seven existing nodes (Nodes HB NO1 through
NO6, and N09) are connected to the network via 79,419 feet of installed aerial fiber-optic
cable, and 1,531 feet of underground conduit and cable.

Installation of New Poles

A total of three new poles would need to be constructed at Nodes HB NO8, N12, and N14. Node
HB NO08 would be constructed on a new concrete pole, and Nodes HB N12 and N14 would be
constructed on new steel poles.

Installation of Aerial Cable

Approximately 79,419 feet (15.04 miles) of aerial cable have been installed and are operational.
Approximately 33,556 feet (6.36 miles) of aerial cable are proposed to be constructed. Aerial
cables have been installed on existing wooden pools, and one replacement wooden pole. Aerial
cable to be installed would be installed on five existing wood poles and three new steel or
concrete poles. The cables would be overlashed to existing wires where feasible. The cable has
been or would be grounded at the first, last, and every fifth pole by driving a copper rod into the
ground.

Installation of Underground Conduit and Cable

Approximately 1,531 feet (0.29 mile) of underground cable have been installed and are
operational. Approximately 7,165 feet (1.36 miles) of underground cable are proposed to be
constructed. This would be accomplished through trenching of a 2- to 3-foot-deep trench
between 3 and 6 feet from the edge of the pavement. The cable would be placed within an
approximately 2-inch-diameter conduit. Handholes would be placed where the cable would be
spliced or where access to the cable would be required. Each handhole would be fitted with a
traffic-rated lid.

Pole Construction

Construction of the two tapered steel poles and one concrete pole would involve the following
steps:

a) Staking the pole location
b) Flagging the work area
c) Installing silt fencing

d) Preparing a crane pad
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e) Excavating an approximately 4-foot-wide, 4-foot-long, and 3-foot-deep hole
f) Installing forms, rebar, and anchor bolts

g) Pouring concrete for a foundation of 4 feet wide, 4 feet long, and 3 feet deep
h) Removing forms and placing gravel around the base

i) Installing the new pole

i) Transferring wire and equipment

k) Removal of old pole

I) Backfilling of hole

m) Removal of excess soil and material for disposal off site.

An approximately 50-foot radius around each pole would be required for construction. Some
vegetation removal may be required at some sites, but grading of the pad is not anticipated.
Equipment needed for pole installation would include a hole auger, a boom truck, a ready-mix
concrete truck, and a backhoe.

Construction of Aerial Cables and Nodes

The antenna, other node equipment, and the cable have been or would be installed on the poles
using a crew with one bucket truck. The truck carries spooled fiber that is unwound for
installation on the poles.

Construction of Underground Conduit and Cable

Construction of the underground portion of the proposed project has involved or would involve
the placement of conduit and fiber-optic cable within the publicly owned right-of-way. A rubber-
tired backhoe or rock saw excavator has been or would be used to dig a 1- to 2-foot-deep and
14-inch-wide trench, typically 3 to 6 feet from the edge of the roadway. A 20- to 40-foot-wide
construction zone has been or would typically be required during trenching and conduit
operations. The conduit has been or would be placed in the trench. A warning tape has been or
would be placed 12 inches below grade, and a second tape has been or would be placed
3 inches above the conduit. Fiber-optic cable has been or would be pulled through the conduit
and the trench backfilled. The trench has been or would be bored under curbs, gutters, and
sidewalks. No more than 1,000 feet of trench at a time has been or would be exposed. Once
trenching has been completed, debris has been or would be removed and the asphalt or
concrete surface has been or would be restored.

Construction Schedule and Workforce

Construction of the previously installed eight nodes, approximately 79,419 feet of aerial fiber,
and 1,531 feet of underground fiber took place over an approximately 1.5-month period in 2008.
Construction required two crews: an aerial crew consisting of three to four workers who strung
all fiber; and a ground crew consisting of five to eight workers who dug trenches, bored holes,
installed poles and enclosures, and installed antennas on poles. Construction of the remaining
seven nodes and fiber-optic network is anticipated to use the same two crews and to take 1 to 2
months, depending on whether aerial cable construction and trenching are accomplished
concurrently or in stages.

Construction equipment has included and during future proposed installations would include one
bucket truck, one backhoe, one boring machine, one 1-ton flatbed truck for the aerial crew,
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three or four light trucks for the ground crew, ready-mix concrete trucks, water trucks, and a
dump truck hauling asphalt patching material.

Operation and Maintenance

NextG would be accountable for the safe and reliable operation of the DAS network after
installation. Operation and maintenance activities associated with the project are expected to be
minimal, and would include periodic system inspections.

PROJECT OBJECTIVE

The applicant's project objective is to provide added diversity within the existing
telecommunication network and enhance competition for telecommunication services. The
project would also permit NextG’s customers—the wireless carriers—to improve wireless
coverage and expand capacity.

APPLICANT PROPOSED MEASURES

NextG has included the following Applicant Proposed Measures that reduce certain associated
impacts to levels below significance. These Applicant Proposed Measures are part of the project
description and are fully enforceable by the CPUC.

Air Quality

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-1: NextG will reduce emissions by using California
on-road diesel vehicles for all diesel-powered construction equipment.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-2: NextG will use construction equipment that is
properly tuned and maintained in accordance with manufacturer specifications, thereby
maximizing equipment efficiency.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-3: NextG will encourage workers to carpool to the
jobsite as well as during any break or lunch trips. This measure will reduce criteria
pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions by 10%.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-4: NextG will suspend emission-generating
construction activity during “Stage 2” smog alerts.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-5: NextG will use best management practices to
reduce unnecessary idling time to a limit of 4 minutes. California regulations prohibit
idling of on-road diesel trucks or large off-road diesel equipment for more than 5
minutes. Therefore, NextG conservatively estimates that reducing idling times to no
more than 4 minutes will reduce criteria pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions by up
to 5%.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-6: NextG will obtain greenhouse gas emission offset
credits that are accredited to protocols specified by the California Climate Air Registry
(CCAR). To be conservative, NextG will purchase offset credits for 30% of the estimated
gross greenhouse gas emissions, irrespective of reductions achieved through other
Applicant Proposed Measures or other reducing measures. Therefore, NextG will
purchase offset credits for 30 MT CO,-E.
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Construction, Transportation, and Traffic

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-1: Because the project is located within the publicly
owned right-of-way, traffic would be controlled and coordinated. NextG will consult with
the local jurisdiction and will prepare a traffic control plan in accordance with
professional engineering standards prior to construction. Traffic control measures would
conform to the specifications of the local jurisdiction and Caltrans (if applicable).
Typically, traffic control would be set up for one day’s work operation. One lane of traffic
may need to be closed during work activities. During such periods, flagmen would be
used to direct traffic in the construction zone. Delays would typically average 3 to 5
minutes. If access to any residential or commercial driveway is obstructed by an open
trench, steel plates would be placed over excavations to provide temporary access.
NextG traffic control measures will include the following:

e Next G will identify all roadway locations where special construction techniques (e.g.,
directional drilling or night construction) would be used to minimize impacts to traffic flow.

e NextG will develop detour plans to minimize impacts to local street circulation. This will
include the use of signing and flagging to guide vehicles through and/or around the
construction zone.

o NextG will schedule truck trips outside of peak traffic hours to the extent possible.

e NextG will use haul routes minimizing truck traffic on local roadways to the extent
possible.

e NextG will include detours for bicycles and pedestrians in all areas potentially affected
by project construction.

o NextG will store construction materials only in designated areas.

e NextG will coordinate with local transit agencies for temporary relocation of routes or bus
stops in work zones, as necessary.

e NextG will inform the local transit authority of when and where construction is planned to
occur along transit routes, of the anticipated plans to manage traffic around the
construction area, and of any specific potential impacts to the transit routes.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-2: Pre-construction training would be conducted for
all construction employees prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities. The purpose of
the training would be to inform construction supervisors, workers, and inspectors of any
potential sensitive resources that may occur along the project route, explain the
importance of these resources and their sensitivity to disturbance, review regulatory
protections according to these resources, and describe controls adopted for the project.
Training would identify individual responsibilities regarding these resources and
communication procedures. Pre-construction training would also cover construction
practices, traffic controls, applicable regulations and permits, and health and safety
practices.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-3: Dust would be controlled by use of water trucks
to wet affected surfaces. Stockpiles of dirt would be covered where appropriate.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-4: Erosion control measures would be used as
appropriate and would include silt fence, and certified weed-free straw wattles and straw
bales.
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Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-5: Prior to and during construction of the project,
NextG plans to prepare and implement a Hazardous Materials Spill Prevention and
Contingency Plan (SPCP). The SPCP would evaluate potential spill scenarios, identify
avoidance and prevention measures, and identify response actions to such situations.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-6: To reduce construction-related waste, NextG
plans to recycle construction materials to the maximum extent possible.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-7: To avoid impending emergency vehicle traffic
around the construction activities, NextG will develop an emergency vehicle access plan
that includes the following:

e Evidence of advanced coordination with emergency service providers, including but
not necessarily limited to police departments, fire departments, ambulance services,
and paramedic services

e Provisions that emergency service providers will be notified of the proposed project
locations, nature, timing, and duration of any construction activities, and will be asked
for advice about any road access restrictions that could impact their response
effectiveness

e Design of project construction schedules and routes to avoid restricting movement of
emergency vehicles to the extent possible

e Provisions to be ready at all times to accommodate emergency vehicles at locations
where access to nearby properties may be blocked. Provisions could include the use
of platings over excavations, short detours, and/or alternate routes.

Cultural Resources

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-1: NextG will hire a cultural resources monitor to
observe construction activities. If historical or unique archaeological resources (such as
chipped or ground stone, historic debris, building foundation, or human bone) are
discovered during ground-disturbing activities, NextG will stop construction activities
within 10 feet of the discovery, and consult with a qualified archaeologist to assess and
develop appropriate measures. If the find is determined to be a historical or unique
archaeological resource, and if avoidance of the resource will not be feasible, the
archaeologist or cultural resources consultant will prepare a treatment plan pursuant to
the provisions of Section 15126.4(b)(3)(c) of the CEQA Guidelines, as well as all other
laws, rules, and regulations applicable to the data recovery. Such data recovery would
be performed by the qualified archaeologist or cultural resources consultant and result in
any required detailed technical reports in accordance with CEQA and all other applicable
laws, rules, and regulations. Data recovery shall result in detailed technical reports. Such
reports shall be submitted to the California Historical Resources Regional Information
System. This procedure is documented in the applicant’s construction protocols, and
included in pre-construction training (see Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-2).

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-2: NextG will inform project personnel that no
archaeological or historical resources shall be removed from the site, and that collecting
significant historical or unique archaeological resources discovered during development
of the project is prohibited by law. Prehistoric or Native American resources can include
chert or obsidian flakes, projectile points, mortars, and pestles as well as dark friable soil
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containing shell and bone dietary debris, heat-affected rock, or human burials. Historic
resources can include nails, bottles, or other items often found in refuse deposits. This
policy will be included in pre-construction training (see Applicant Proposed Measure
CTT-2).

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-3: If human remains are discovered, there shall be
no further excavation or disturbance of the discovery site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the project applicant has immediately
notified the County Coroner and otherwise complied with the provisions of Section
15064.5(e) of the CEQA Guidelines. If the remains are found to be Native American, the
County Coroner shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours.
The most likely descendant of the deceased Native American shall be notified by the
Native American Heritage Commission and given the chance to make recommendations
for the remains. If the Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify the
most likely descendant, or if no recommendations are made within 24 hours, remains
may be reinterred with appropriate dignity elsewhere on the property in a location not
subject to further subsurface disturbance. If recommendations are made and not
accepted, the Native American Heritage Commission would mediate the problem. This
policy will be included in pre-construction training (see Applicant Proposed Measure
CTT-2).

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-4: If fossil remains are discovered during earth-
moving activities by the cultural resources monitor or by construction personnel, the
applicant will contact and consult with a qualified palaeontologist. Construction within
100 feet of the discovery in non-urban areas, and within 50 feet in urban areas will be
temporarily halted or diverted until a qualified vertebrate palaeontologist examines the
discovery. This policy will be included in pre-construction training (see Applicant
Proposed Measure CTT-2).

Biological Resources

Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-1: NextG will conduct a Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP) for construction crews to educate workers to be aware of
sensitive biological resources. The WEAP training will include a brief review of any
relevant sensitive biological resources, as identified in the Pre-Construction Checklist for
Biological Resources.

NextG will retain qualified biologists and recourse specialists to monitor construction
activities where sensitive resources have been identified. NextG will confine construction
equipment and associated activities to the approved right-of-way at all locations.

Construction impacts will be limited to a 20-foot right-of-way in areas that support
sensitive resources (i.e., near areas that support riparian and wetland communities and
special-status species adjacent to the work area), and will be delineated by qualified
biologists or resource specialists prior to construction.

Work area boundaries will be delineated with flagging or other marking to minimize
surface disturbance associated with vehicle straying and to minimize the potential for
inadvertent worker intrusion into sensitive areas.
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After NextG has identified specific project routes, qualified biologists will carry out
focused pre-construction biological resource surveys consistent with approved survey
protocols to identify the location of sensitive biological resources.

Sensitive resources will be clearly mapped and marked on construction drawings or
project maps before construction in these areas.

If sensitive resources cannot be avoided, no work will be authorized until the appropriate
resource agencies (California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Services (USFWS), National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)) determine that
the action will not result in significant impacts to biological resources.

Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-2: Prior to construction, a qualified biologist will
survey project areas and establish exclusive zones around special-status plant
populations or areas identified as suitable habitat for special-status plants that were not
identifiable at the time of the field surveys.

Exclusion zones will have a minimum 20-foot radius and will be marked in the field with
stakes and flagging, and correspondingly be marked on the construction drawings.
Construction-related activities will be prohibited within these zones.

Construction activities, vehicle operation, material and equipment storage, and other
surface-disturbing construction activities will be prohibited within the exclusion zones.
Fiber-optic cable installation near these resources will be accomplished by rerouting
around the exclusion zone. If rerouting is not feasible, the fiber-optic conduit will be
bored beneath the exclusion zone.

NextG will remove all stakes and flagging demarcating exclusion zones within 60 days
after construction and site restoration have been completed in the area.

NextG will avoid impacts to California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Lists 2 and 4 special-
status plant populations by implementing the following specific measures:

« Identify plant populations and areas identified as suitable habitat in the construction
corridor and staging areas using staking and flagging

e Conduct construction activities when the plant is not flowering or fruiting

e Minimize disturbance in areas that support special-status plants by limiting ground
disturbance and other activities to the smallest possible corridor

e Identify CNPS List 2 plant populations what may be affected at least 2 weeks prior to
disturbance, to allow for coordination with the appropriate land management and
resource agencies for determination of the appropriate measures to take to
avoid/reduce vegetation damage.

Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-3: NextG will implement the following measures:

e Use certified weed-free imported materials (or rice straw in upland areas)

e Continue to coordinate with land management agencies to ensure that the appropriate
best management practices are implemented

e County agricultural commissions and land management agencies will be contacted to
develop lists of target noxious weed species for each project and to discuss measures
to avoid the dispersal of noxious weeds
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e Educate construction supervisors and managers on weed identification and the
importance of controlling and preventing the spread of noxious weed infestations.

Land Use

Applicant Proposed Measure LU-1: NextG will comply with the City of Huntington
Beach’'s Rule 20A undergrounding district, which runs along Beach Boulevard from
Yorktown Avenue to the Pacific Coast Highway. If the Beach Boulevard Undergrounding
project has undergrounded the aboveground facilities at the Atlanta Avenue intersection
by the time NextG installs its fiber-optic cable, then NextG will underground its facilities
at this intersection by either leasing conduit from another carrier or installing
underground conduit. If the other carriers' facilities have not been undergrounded when
NextG installs its cables at this intersection, NextG will install its cables above ground
and then move the aboveground cable under ground in conjunction with the larger
undergrounding project effort.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

The Initial Study was prepared to identify potential effects on the environment from the
installation and construction of a DAS in the public right-of-way within the City of Huntington
Beach, and to evaluate the significance of these effects. The Initial Study was based on site
visits, analysis of the environmental setting, and the Proponent’s Environmental Assessment.

Based on the Initial Study, the project as proposed by NextG, including the Applicant Proposed
Measures, would have no significant impacts in the areas of aesthetics, agricultural resources,
air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, hazards and hazardous
materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources, noise,
population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation and traffic, and utilities and
service systems.

REVIEW PERIOD

All comments regarding the correctness, completeness, or adequacy of the Negative
Declaration must be received by the CPUC no later than 5:00 p.m. on December 22, 2009.

CONTACT PERSON

Jensen Uchida,

California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, California 94102
(415) 703-5484

/é Cu_,g. November 18, 2009

Julie Fitch, Director Date
Energy Division
California Public Utilities Commission
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INITIAL STUDY ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

1. PROJECT TITLE

4.

NextG Networks Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System (DAS) Project
LEAD AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS

California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)
Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, California 94102

CONTACT PERSON AND PHONE NUMBER

Jensen Uchida, CPUC Project Manager
Energy Division
(415) 703-5484

PROJECT LOCATION

The project is linear, and is located along 121,671 feet (approximately 23 miles) of publicly
owned right-of-way within the City of Huntington Beach.

5.

6.

PROJECT SPONSOR’S NAME AND ADDRESS

Robert Millar

Davis Wright Tremaine, LLP

505 Montgomery Street, Suite 800
San Francisco, California 94111
(415) 276-6500

GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION

The project is located entirely within the publicly owned right-of-way. The General Plan
designations of the areas adjacent to the project site are:

e CR: Commercial Regional

e CV-F7-sp: Commercial Visitor Max. FAR 3.0 — Specific Plan required for large-scale,
mixed-use, multiphased development projects

e |: Industrial

¢ OS-P: Parks — Public Parks

¢ OS-S: Shoreline — Publicly owned coastal beaches

e P: Public, including schools, hospitals, or churches

¢ RL-3.0-sp: Residential Low 3 dwelling units/net acre max — Specific Plan required for
large-scale, mixed-use, multiphased development projects

« RH-30-d-sp: Residential High Density, greater than 30 units per net acre

e RMH-25-d: Residential Medium High Density, 25 dwelling units/net acre max — Special
Design Standards apply (City of Huntington Beach 2008a).

Portions of the project are located with the City of Huntington Beach Coastal Zone, and are
therefore subject to the Coastal Element of the General Plan. Specifically, Nodes HB N13, HB
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N14, and HB N15, as well as the fibers to connect these nodes to the network, are within the
publicly owned right-of-way within Huntington Beach Coastal Zones 4 and 5. The proposed
location for Node HB N13 and the fiber to connect it to the network is adjacent to areas zoned
RH-30-d-sp. The proposed location for Node HB N14 and the fiber to connect it to the network
is adjacent to areas zoned CV-F7-sp. The proposed location for Node HB N15 and the fiber to
connect it to the network is adjacent to areas designated CV under the General Plan, and zoned
Coastal Conservation on the City’s zoning map. Nodes HB N13 and HB N15 are to be installed
on existing poles. Installation of Node HB N14 would require a new pole and, therefore, a
Coastal Development Permit.

7. ZONING

The project is located entirely within the publicly owned right-of-way. Zoning designations of the
areas adjacent to the project site are (City of Huntington Beach 2008b):

¢ CC: Coastal Conservation

¢ CG: Commercial General

¢ |G: Industrial General

e IL: Industrial Limited

¢ SP: Specific Plan Designations

e OS-PR: Open Space — Parks and Recreation Subdistrict

¢ PS: Public Semi-Public

e RL: Residential Low Density

¢ RM: Residential Medium Density

e RMH: Residential Medium High Density, and Residential Medium High Density small lot
subdistrict

¢ RMP: Manufactured Home Park

e SP5: Specific Plan Designation 5

* SP9: Specific Plan Designation 9.

8. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

This project description is based on information provided by NextG Networks, Inc. (NextG) of
California in their Proponent’'s Environmental Assessment (NextG 2009a) and from NextG's
responses to the May 4, 2009, data request (NextG 2009b).

NextG is proposing the completion of its Distributed Antenna System (DAS) within the City of
Huntington Beach in northwestern Orange County. The DAS communications network is
intended to transmit wireless voice and data communications to clients in the area. Once
construction is complete, the system would consist of 15 nodes, approximately 112,975 feet of
aerial fiber cable, and approximately 8,696 feet of underground fiber cable. Eight of the 15
nodes, 79,419 feet of aerial fiber, and approximately 1,531 feet of underground fiber have been
constructed. The remaining seven nodes, and the cable to connect them to the network, would
complete the project within the City of Huntington Beach. The remaining seven nodes include
three new poles, approximately 33,556 feet of aerial fiber, and 7,165 feet of underground fiber.
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8.1 Project Location and Regional Context

The project site is located in northwestern Orange County in the City of Huntington Beach
(Figure 1-1). Figure 1-2 illustrates NextG's DAS system, including facilities already constructed
as well as facilities proposed to complete the Huntington Beach DAS for the area. Figure 1-3
provides an aerial map of the Huntington Beach DAS project addressed in this document, and
Figures 1-4, 1-5, 1-6, 1-7, and 1-8 provide additional details of the portion of the project that is to
be constructed. The nodes, aerial cable, and underground cables are constructed and proposed
to be constructed within publicly owned rights-of-way.

8.2 Description of Project Components
The project consists of:

e Installation of 7,165 feet (1.35 miles) of underground conduit and fiber-optic cable
necessary to connect Nodes HB NO8, N12, N14, and N15 to the network.

e Installation of 33,556 feet (6.35 miles) of overhead fiber-optic cable necessary to connect
Nodes HB NO7, and N10 through N15 installed via poles.

e Installation of three new poles (two tapered steel poles (HB N12 and N14) and one
concrete pole (HB N08))

e Installation of Nodes HB NO7 and NO8, and N10 to N14 repeater enclosures, fiber-optic
splice boxes, and electrical splice boxes.

e This project description also includes the installation of seven operational nodes for which
NextG has completed installation. These seven existing nodes (Nodes HB NO1 through
NO6, and N0O9) are connected to the network via 79,419 feet of installed aerial fiber-optic
cable, and 1,531 feet of underground conduit and cable.

Installation of Nodes

Nodes have been or are proposed to be constructed on existing or new poles. Table 1-1
summarizes the node locations and jurisdiction controlling the right-of-way. Figures 1-2 and 1-3
provide the locations of the nodes in their regional context, and Figures 1-4 through 1-8 illustrate
the more precise locations.

Table 1-1: Location of Existing and Proposed Nodes

Node Node Right-of-Way
Identification Status Pole Type Street Address City Ownership
HB NO1 Completed | Existing Wood 4531 %> Suite Drive Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO02 Completed | Existing Wood SDL:K; Meadowlark Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO3 Completed | Existing Wood 6100 ¥ Edinger Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO4 Completed | Existing Wood 6507 %2 Bishop Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO5 Completed \F;Veopggcement 7942 Stark Avenue Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO6 Completed | Existing Wood 5972 ¥ Padua Drive Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO7 Proposed Existing Wood 501 %2 17th Street Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB NO8 Proposed New Concrete é?ri?e? Edwards Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
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Table 1-1 (Continued): Location of Existing and Proposed Nodes

Node Node Right-of-Way
Identification Status Pole Type Street Address City Ownership
HB NO9 Completed | Existing Wood 17321 La Mesa Lane | Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB N10 Proposed Existing Wood 626 Palm Avenue Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB N11 Proposed | Existing Wood 501 Pecan Street Huntington Beach Huntington Beach
HB N12 Proposed | New Steel 18475 Goldenwest Huntington Beach Huntington Beach

L .
HB N13 Proposed Existing Wood 1999 72 Pacific Coast Huntington Beach Caltrans
Highway
HB N14 Proposed New Steel 2;500 Pacific Coast Huntington Beach Caltrans
Highway
. -
HB N15* Proposed Existing Wood 21791 /2 Pacific Huntington Beach Caltrans
Coast Highway

* This node has been constructed, but has not been connected by aerial fiber cable.

Standard node equipment on each pole includes (1) a 1- to 2-inch-diameter x 24-inch-long
omni-directional antenna or a 6x24x10-inch panel antenna; (2) the node, commonly
6x6x36 inches; (3) a disconnect switch, which allows powering down the equipment; and (4) a
12x12x6-inch Wireless Tariff Rate fuse box that would be buried at the base of the pole.
Figure 1-9 shows examples of the typical equipment.

Installation of New Poles

As indicated in Table 1-1, a total of three new poles would need to be constructed at Nodes HB
NO8, N12, and N14. Node NO8 would be constructed on a new concrete pole, and Nodes N12
and N14 would be constructed on new steel poles.

Installation of Aerial Cable

Approximately 79,419 feet (21.4 miles) of aerial cable have been installed and are operational.
Approximately 33,556 feet (6.35 miles) of aerial cable are proposed to be constructed. Aerial
cables have been installed on existing wooden pools, and one replacement wooden pole. Aerial
cable to be installed would be installed on five existing wood poles and three new steel or
concrete poles. The cables would be overlashed to existing wires where feasible. The cable has
been or would be grounded at the first, last, and every fifth pole by driving a copper rod into the
ground.

Installation of Underground Conduit and Cable

Approximately 1,531 feet (0.29 mile) of underground cable have been installed and are
operational. Approximately 7,165 feet (1.35 miles) of underground cable are proposed to be
constructed. This would be accomplished through trenching of a 1- to 2-foot-deep trench
between 3 and 6 feet from the edge of the pavement. The cable would be placed within an
approximately 2-inch-diameter conduit. Handholes would be placed where the cable would be
spliced or where access to the cable would be required. Each handhole would be fitted with a
traffic-rated lid.
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8.3 Construction Methods
Pole Construction

Construction of the two tapered steel poles and one concrete pole involve the following steps:

a) Staking the pole location

b) Flagging the work area

c) Installing silt fencing

d) Preparing a crane pad

e) Excavating an approximately 5- to 7-foot-wide and 15- to 30-foot-deep hole

f) Installing forms, rebar, and anchor bolts

g) Pouring concrete for a foundation of 5 to 7 feet wide and 15 to 30 feet deep

h) Removing forms and placing gravel around the base

i) Installing the new pole

j) Transferring wire and equipment

k) Removal of old pole

[) Backfilling of hole

m) Removal of excess soil and material for disposal off site.
An approximately 50-foot radius around each pole would be required for construction. Some
vegetation removal may be required at some sites, but grading of the pad is not anticipated.

Equipment needed for pole installation would include a hole auger, a boom truck, a ready-mix
concrete truck, and a backhoe.

Construction of Aerial Cables and Nodes

The antenna, other node equipment, and the cable has been or would be installed on the poles
using a crew with one bucket truck. The truck carries spooled fiber that is unwound for
installation on the poles.

Construction of Underground Conduit and Cable

Construction of the underground portion of the proposed project has involved or would involve
the placement of conduit and fiber-optic cable within the publicly owned right-of-way. A rubber-
tired backhoe or rock saw excavator has been or would be used to dig a 1- to 2-foot-deep and
14-inch-wide trench, typically 3 to 6 feet from the edge of the roadway. A 20- to 40-foot-wide
construction zone has been or would typically be required during trenching and conduit
operations. The conduit has been or would be placed in the trench. A warning tape has been or
would be placed 12 inches below grade, and a second tape has been or would be placed
3 inches above the conduit. Fiber-optic cable has been or would be pulled through the conduit
and the trench backfilled. The trench has been or would be bored under curbs, gutters, and
sidewalks. No more than 1,000 feet of trench at a time has been or would be exposed. Once
trenching has been completed, debris has been or would be removed and the asphalt or
concrete surface has been or would be restored.
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Construction Schedule and Workforce

Construction of the previously installed eight nodes, approximately 79,419 feet of aerial fiber,
and 1,531 feet of underground fiber took place over an approximately 1.5-month period in 2008.
Construction required two crews: an aerial crew consisting of three to four workers who strung
all fiber; and a ground crew consisting of five to eight workers who dug trenches, bored holes,
installed poles and enclosures, and installed antennas on poles. Construction of the remaining
seven nodes and fiber-optic network is anticipated to use the same two crews and to take 1 to 2
months, depending on whether aerial cable construction and trenching are accomplished
concurrently or in stages.

Construction equipment has included and during future proposed installations would include one
bucket truck, one backhoe, one boring machine, one 1-ton flatbed truck for the aerial crew,
three or four light trucks for the ground crew, ready-mix concrete trucks, water trucks, and a
dump truck hauling asphalt patching material.

8.4 Operation and Maintenance

NextG would be accountable for the safe and reliable operation of the DAS network after
installation. Operation and maintenance activities associated with the project are expected to be
minimal, and would include periodic system inspections.

8.5 Applicant Proposed Measures

NextG has included the following Applicant Proposed Measures that reduce certain associated
impacts to levels below significance. These Applicant Proposed Measures are part of the project
description and are fully enforceable by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC).

Air Quality

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-1: NextG will reduce emissions by using California
on-road diesel vehicles for all diesel-powered construction equipment.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-2: NextG will use construction equipment that is
properly tuned and maintained in accordance with manufacturer specifications, thereby
maximizing equipment efficiency.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-3: NextG will encourage workers to carpool to the
jobsite as well as during any break or lunch trips. This measure will reduce criteria
pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions by 10%.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-4: NextG will suspend emission-generating
construction activity during “Stage 2” smog alerts.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-5: NextG will use best management practices to
reduce unnecessary idling time to a limit of 4 minutes. California regulations prohibit
idling of on-road diesel trucks or large off-road diesel equipment for more than 5
minutes. Therefore, NextG conservatively estimates that reducing idling times to no
more than 4 minutes will reduce criteria pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions by up
to 5%.

Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-6: NextG will obtain greenhouse gas emission offset
credits that are accredited to protocols specified by the California Climate Air Registry
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(CCAR). To be conservative, NextG will purchase offset credits for 30% of the estimated
gross greenhouse gas emissions, irrespective of reductions achieved through other
Applicant Proposed Measures or other reducing measures. Therefore, NextG will
purchase offset credits for 30 MT CO,-E.

Construction, Transportation, and Traffic

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-1: Because the project is located within the publicly
owned right-of-way, traffic would be controlled and coordinated. NextG will consult with
the local jurisdiction and will prepare a traffic control plan in accordance with
professional engineering standards prior to construction. Traffic control measures would
conform to the specifications of the local jurisdiction and Caltrans (if applicable).
Typically, traffic control would be set up for one day’s work operation. One lane of traffic
may need to be closed during work activities. During such periods, flagmen would be
used to direct traffic in the construction zone. Delays would typically average 3 to 5
minutes. If access to any residential or commercial driveway is obstructed by an open
trench, steel plates would be placed over excavations to provide temporary access.
NextG traffic control measures will include the following:

* Next G will identify all roadway locations where special construction techniques (e.g.,
directional drilling or night construction) would be used to minimize impacts to traffic
flow.

o NextG will develop and detour plans to minimize impacts to local street circulation.
This will include the use of signing and flagging to guide vehicles through and/or
around the construction zone.

o NextG will schedule truck trips outside of peak traffic hours to the extent possible.

e NextG will use haul routes minimizing truck traffic on local roadways to the extent
possible.

¢ NextG will include detours for bicycles and pedestrians in all areas potentially affected
by project construction.

o NextG will store construction materials only in designated areas.

o NextG will coordinate with local transit agencies for temporary relocation of routes or
bus stops in work zones, as necessary.

e NextG will inform the local transit authority of when and where construction is planned
to occur along transit routes, of the anticipated plans to manage traffic around the
construction area, and of any specific potential impacts to the transit routes.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-2: Pre-construction training would be conducted for
all construction employees prior to the start of ground-disturbing activities. The purpose
of the training would be to inform construction supervisors, workers, and inspectors of
any potential sensitive resources that may occur along the project route, explain the
importance of these resources and their sensitivity to disturbance, review regulatory
protections according to these resources, and describe controls adopted for the project.
Training would identify individual responsibilities regarding these resources and
communication procedures. Pre-construction training would also cover construction
practices, traffic controls, applicable regulations and permits, and health and safety
practices.
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Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-3: Dust would be controlled by use of water trucks
to wet affected surfaces. Stockpiles of dirt would be covered where appropriate.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-4: Erosion control measures would be used as
appropriate and would include silt fence, and certified weed-free straw wattles and straw
bales.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-5: Prior to and during construction of the project,
NextG plans to prepare and implement a Hazardous Materials Spill Prevention and
Contingency Plan (SPCP). The SPCP would evaluate potential spill scenarios, identify
avoidance and prevention measures, and identify response actions to such situations.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-6: To reduce construction-related waste, NextG
plans to recycle construction materials to the maximum extent possible.

Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-7: To avoid impending emergency vehicle traffic
around the construction activities, NextG will develop an emergency vehicle access plan
that includes the following:

e Evidence of advanced coordination with emergency service providers, including but
not necessarily limited to police departments, fire departments, ambulance services,
and paramedic services

¢ Provisions that emergency service providers will be notified of the proposed project
locations, nature, timing, and duration of any construction activities, and will be asked
for advice about any road access restrictions that could impact their response
effectiveness

e Design of project construction schedules and routes to avoid restricting movement of
emergency vehicles to the extent possible

¢ Provisions to be ready at all times to accommodate emergency vehicles at locations
where access to nearby properties may be blocked. Provisions could include the use
of platings over excavations, short detours, and/or alternate routes.

Cultural Resources

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-1: NextG will hire a cultural resources monitor to
observe construction activities. If historical or unique archaeological resources (such as
chipped or ground stone, historic debris, building foundation, or human bone) are
discovered during ground-disturbing activities, NextG will stop construction activities
within 10 feet of the discovery, and consult with a qualified archaeologist to assess and
develop appropriate measures. If the find is determined to be a historical or unique
archaeological resource, and if avoidance of the resource will not be feasible, the
archaeologist or cultural resources consultant will prepare a treatment plan pursuant to
the provisions of Section 15126.4(b)(3)(c) of the CEQA Guidelines, a swell as all other
laws, rules, and regulations applicable to the data recovery. Such data recovery would
be performed by the qualified archaeologist or cultural resources consultant and result in
any required detailed technical reports in accordance with CEQA and all other applicable
laws, rules, and regulations. Data recovery shall result in detailed technical reports. Such
reports shall be submitted to the California Historical Resources Regional Information
System. This procedure is documented in the applicant’s construction protocols, and
included in pre-construction training (see Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-2).
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Applicant Proposed Measure CR-2: NextG will inform project personnel that no
archaeological or historical resources shall be removed from the site, and that collecting
significant historical or unique archaeological resources discovered during development
of the project is prohibited by law. Prehistoric or Native American resources can include
chert or obsidian flakes, projectile points, mortars, and pestles as well as dark friable soil
containing shell and bone dietary debris, heat-affected rock, or human burials. Historic
resources can include nails, bottles, or other items often found in refuse deposits. This
policy will be included in pre-construction training (see Applicant Proposed Measure
CTT-2).

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-3: If human remains are discovered, there shall be no
further excavation or disturbance of the discovery site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the project applicant has immediately
notified the County Coroner and otherwise complied with the provisions of Section
15064.5(e) of the CEQA Guidelines. If the remains are found to be Native American, the
County Coroner shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours.
The most likely descendant of the deceased Native American shall be notified by the
Native American Heritage Commission and given the chance to make recommendations
for the remains. If the Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify the most
likely descendant, or if no recommendations are made within 24 hours, remains may be
reinterred with appropriate dignity elsewhere on the property in a location not subject to
further subsurface disturbance. If recommendations are made and not accepted, the
Native American Heritage Commission would mediate the problem. This policy will be
included in pre-construction training (see Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-2).

Applicant Proposed Measure CR-4: If fossil remains are discovered during earth
moving activities by the cultural resources monitor or by construction personnel the
applicant will contact and consult with a qualified palaeontologist. Construction within
100 feet of the discovery in non-urban areas, and within 50 feet in urban areas will be
temporarily halted or diverted until a qualified vertebrate palaeontologist examines the
discovery. This policy will be included in pre-construction training (see Applicant
Proposed Measure CTT-2).

Biological Resources

Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-1: NextG will conduct a Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP) for construction crews to educate workers to be aware of
sensitive biological resources. The WEAP training will include a brief review of any
relevant sensitive biological resources, as identified in the Pre-Construction Checklist for
Biological Resources.

NextG will retain qualified biologists and recourse specialists to monitor construction
activities where sensitive resources have been identified. NextG will confine construction
equipment and associated activities to the approved right-of-way at all locations

Construction impacts will be limited to a 20-foot right-of-way in areas that support
sensitive resources (i.e., hear areas that support riparian and wetland communities and
special-status species adjacent to the work area), and will be delineated by qualified
biologists or resource specialists prior to construction.
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Work area boundaries will be delineated with flagging or other marking to minimize
surface disturbance associated with vehicle straying and to minimize the potential for
inadvertent worker intrusion into sensitive areas.

After NextG has identified specific project routes, qualified biologists will carry out
focused pre-construction biological resource surveys consistent with approved survey
protocols to identify the location of sensitive biological resources.

Sensitive resources will be clearly mapped and marked on construction drawings or
project maps before construction in these areas.

If sensitive resources cannot be avoided, no work will be authorized until the appropriate
resource agencies (CDFG, USFWS, NMFS) determine that the action will not result in
significant impacts to biological resources.

Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-2: Prior to construction, a qualified biologist will
survey project areas and establish exclusive zones around special-status plant
populations or areas identified as suitable habitat for special-status plants that were not
identifiable at the time of the field surveys.

Exclusion zones will have a minimum 20-foot radius and will be marked in the field with
stakes and flagging, and correspondingly be marked on the construction drawings.
Construction-related activities will be prohibited within these zones.

Construction activities, vehicle operation, material and equipment storage, and other
surface-disturbing construction activities will be prohibited within the exclusion zones.
Fiber-optic cable installation near these resources will be accomplished by rerouting
around the exclusion zone. If rerouting is not feasible, the fiber-optic conduit will be
bored beneath the exclusion zone.

NextG will remove all stakes and flagging demarcating exclusion zones within 60 days
after construction and site restoration have been completed in the area.

NextG will avoid impacts to CNPS Lists 2 and 4 special-status plant populations by
implementing the following specific measures:

e Identify plant populations and areas identified as suitable habitat in the construction
corridor and staging areas using staking and flagging

e Conduct construction activities when the plant is not flowering or fruiting

e Minimize disturbance in areas that support special-status plants by limiting ground
disturbance and other activities to the smallest possible corridor

e Identify CNPS List 2 plant populations what may be affected at least 2 weeks prior to
disturbance, to allow for coordination with the appropriate land management and
resource agencies for determination of the appropriate measures to take to
avoid/reduce vegetation damage.

Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-3: NextG will implement the following measures:

e Use certified weed-free imported materials (or rice straw in upland areas)

« Continue to coordinate with land management agencies to ensure that the appropriate
best management practices are implemented
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e County agricultural commissions and land management agencies will be contacted to
develop lists of target noxious weed species for each project and to discuss measures
to avoid the dispersal of noxious weeds

e Educate construction supervisors and managers on weed identification and the
importance of controlling and preventing the spread of noxious weed infestations.

Land Use

Applicant Proposed Measure LU-1: NextG will comply with the City of Huntington
Beach’'s Rule 20A undergrounding district, which runs along Beach Boulevard from
Yorktown Avenue to the Pacific Coast Highway. If the Beach Boulevard Undergrounding
project has undergrounded the aboveground facilities at the Atlanta Avenue intersection
by the time NextG installs its fiber-optic cable, then NextG will underground its facilities
at this intersection by either leasing conduit from another carrier or installing
underground conduit. If the other carriers' facilities have not been undergrounded when
NextG installs its cables at this intersection, NextG will install its cables above ground
and then move the aboveground cable under ground in conjunction with the larger
undergrounding project effort.

9. SURROUNDING LAND USES AND SETTING

The project is located within the publicly owned right-of-way along roadways in developed urban
areas. The majority of the project would be located along residential or commercial
developments. A portion of the project located along Pacific Coast Highway would be placed
aerially along existing utilities adjacent to vacant or open space areas. The portion of the project
that has already been constructed is also in the publicly owned right-of-way in developed urban
areas, specifically in residential, commercial, and industrial areas.

10. OTHER PUBLIC AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED

In addition to a Permit to Construct required by the CPUC, NextG will be required to obtain the
following approvals:

Table 1-2: Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required

Agency Type of Permit or Approval

) ) Encroachment permit for construction in the publicly owned right-of-way
City of Huntington Beach .
Coastal Development Permit

Caltrans District 7 Encroachments permit for Caltrans publicly owned right-of-way
Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for
Board dewatering (if required)
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the

following pages.

[ ] Aesthetics [ ] Agricultural Resources [ ] Air Quality

[ ] Biological Resources [ ] Cultural Resources [] Geology and Soils

[ ] Hazards and Hazardous  [_] Hydrology and Water [ ] Land Use and Planning
Materials Quality

[ ] Mineral Resources [ ] Noise [ ] Population and Housing

[ ] Public Services [ ] Recreation [ ] Transportation and Traffic

[] Utilities and Service [] Mandatory Findings of
Systems Significance
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3. ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and g
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been |:|
made by or agreed to by the applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be

prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an |:|
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR) is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially

significant impact unless mitigated” on the environment, but a least one effect (1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has D
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on

attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze

only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR |:|
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

/4 Lo n 11/18/2009

Julie Fitch, Director Date
Energy Division
California Public Utilities Commission
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4. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study includes analyses of the 16 environmental issue areas listed below by section
number. These issue areas incorporate the topics presented in the CEQA’s Environmental
Checklist (identified in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et seq.)).

4.1 Aesthetics 4.9 Land Use and Planning

4.2 Agricultural Resources 4.10 Mineral Resources

4.3 Air Quality 4.11 Noise

4.4 Biological Resources 4.12 Population and Housing

4.5 Cultural Resources 4.13 Public Services

4.6 Geology and Soils 4.14 Recreation

4.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 4.15 Transportation and Traffic
4.8 Hydrology and Water Quality 4.16 Utilities and Service Systems

Explanations for the checklist findings are provided for each environmental issue area.
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4.1. AESTHETICS

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a

scenic vista? L] L] X []

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

c) Substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site ] [] X ]
and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial
light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the [ [ X [
area?

Existing Conditions

The project is located within an urbanized portion of Orange County in the City of Huntington
Beach. Construction has occurred or is proposed to occur with the publicly owned right-of-way
consisting of roadway, sidewalks, curbs, gutters, and landscaped areas. The following describes
the visual characteristics of the various node and cable locations:

Existing Node Locations

HB NO1: This node has been installed at 4531 %2 Suite Drive (Figure 1-4). The area is within the
publicly owned right-of-way in a residential community. One wooden utility pole currently exists
on the site, on the north side of Suite Drive.

HB NO2: This node has been installed at 5471 Meadowlark Drive (Figure 1-4). The area is
within the publicly owned right-of-way in a residential neighborhood. One wooden utility pole
currently exists on the site.

HB NO3: This node has been installed at 6100 %2 Edinger Avenue (Figure 1-4). The area is
within the publicly owned right-of-way near residential and commercial properties. One wooden
utility pole currently exits on the site on the southern side of Edinger Avenue.

HB NO4: This node has been installed at 6507 ¥z Bishop Drive (Figure 1-5). The area is within
the publicly owned right-of-way of a residential community. One wooden utility pole currently
exists on the site.

February 2010 4-2 Initial Study



Initial Study
NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project

HB NO5: This node has been installed at 7942 Stark Avenue (Figure 1-5). The area is within the
publicly owned right-of-way in a high-density residential community. One wooden utility pole
currently exists on the site.

HB NOG6: This node has been installed at 5972 ¥ Padua Drive (Figure 1-6). The area is within
the publicly owned right-of-way near residential homes. One wooden utility pole currently exists
on the site.

HB NO9: This node has been installed at 17321 La Mesa Lane (Figure 1-4). The area is within
the publicly owned right-of-way of a residential community. One wooden utility pole currently
exists on the site.

Installed Underground Conduit

Springdale Street where it crosses Warner Avenue: There are no overhead utility lines at this
intersection. The area is developed with commercial shopping centers and gas stations.

Heil Avenue where it crosses Beach Boulevard: This is a commercially developed area. There
are no overhead utilities at this intersection.

Installed Aerial Cable

From Suite Drive, south along Fantasia Lane, east along Rhapsody Drive, north along Melody
Lane: This aerial cable has been installed in a residential area along existing utility lines on
wooden poles.

Edinger Avenue from Melody Lane to near Gothard Lane: This aerial cable has been installed
along the southern side of Edinger Avenue on existing wooden utility poles. The area is
developed with a mix of commercial and residential uses, as well as Marina High School.

Graham Street between Meadowlark Drive and Edinger Avenue: This aerial cable has been
installed on existing wooden utility poles in a residential area.

Heil Avenue from Springdale Street to Edwards Street and south along Edwards Street to
Bishop Drive: This aerial cable has been installed in a residential and commercial area on
existing wooden utility poles.

Heil Avenue from near Sabot Lane west to Newland Street: This aerial cable has been installed
in a residential and commercial area along existing wooden utility poles.

Gothard Street between Edinger Avenue and Heil Avenue: This aerial cable has been installed
behind commercial buildings on existing wooden utility poles.

Silver Lane from Heil Avenue north along the western side of Sunview Park, along a portion of
Parkside Lane, and through the back of some residences to Stark Avenue: This portion of the
installed aerial cable goes through a residentially developed area along existing wooden utility
lines.

Springdale Street from the city limit south to Kiser Drive: This is a highly developed area with
residential and commercial uses. The aerial cable has been installed on the east side of
Springdale Street on existing wooden utility poles.

From Springdale Lane east to La Mesa Lane: This portion of the aerial cable has been installed
on existing wooden poles behind residences.
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New Node Locations on New Poles

HB NOS8: This node is proposed near the corner of Edwards Street and Garfield Avenue
(Figure 1-6). The area is within the publicly owned right-of-way near residential units. The
residential units are separated from the area by a block wall. Streetlights with steel poles are
located on the western side of Edwards Street, and larger distribution power lines are located on
the eastern side of Edwards Street.

HB N12: This node is proposed on the northwest corner of Ellis Avenue and Goldenwest Street
(Figure 1-6). The area is in the publicly owned right-of-way and is adjacent to areas formerly
used for oil extraction. Ellis Avenue has streetlights but no electrical lines, although
aboveground utility poles are located along Goldenwest Street.

HB N14: This node is located within the Huntington Beach Coastal Zone along Pacific Coast
Highway (Figures 1-8 and 4.1-1). It is located along a busy six-lane roadway, adjacent to hotel
resort developments. Streetlights and traffic signals are near the proposed site.

HB N15: This node is also located along Pacific Coast Highway. The pole and node have
already been constructed, but not connected. Figure 1-8 illustrates the location, and
Figure 4.1-2 provides a photo of the completed pole and node. This area is located near
industrial and residential facilities and contains streetlights and traffic signals.

New Node Locations on Existing Poles

HB NO7: This proposed node would be located on an existing wooden pole in a
residential/commercial area near 17th Street (Figure 1-7). The area already contains
aboveground utility lines and wooden poles.

HB N10: This proposed node would be placed on an existing wooden pole along Palm Avenue
within a residential area (Figure 1-7).

HB N11: This proposed node would be located on an existing wooden pool in a residential area
along 6th Street (Figure 1-7).

HB N13: This node is proposed to be placed on an existing wooden pole along Pacific Coast
Highway (Figures 1-7 and 4.1-3). This area is multiresidential and commercial, and contains
streetlights and aboveground utility poles.

To-Be-Built Underground Conduit
Ellis Avenue: This route is located on an existing street with street lighting only.

Magnolia Street: This is a small segment of publicly owned right-of-way with few aboveground
utility poles.

Edwards Street south of Ellis Avenue: This proposed route would be along a four-lane roadway
with streetlights and distribution power lines.

Huntington Drive and Pacific Coast Highway: This small segment would align through a resort
and commercial areas along Pacific Coast Highway.
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To-Be-Built Aerial Cable

Edwards north of Ellis Avenue: This aerial cable route would be on existing utility poles
containing power, telephone, and cable TV.

Kiser and Vatcher Drives: This aerial cable route would be on existing utility poles containing
power, telephone, and cable TV. Unlike other routes, this would not be on the residential
streets, but on a utility easement in the backyards of the homes.

Atlanta Avenue: This route follows a major roadway with aboveground utilities containing power,
cable TV, and telephone.

Huntington Street South: The route would be placed on existing utility poles containing power,
cable TV, and telephone.

Near Huntington North: This route would follow the existing power, phone, and cable TV lines.

Newland Street: This route would follow the existing aboveground utility lines through a
generally industrial area.

Palm Avenue/Acacia Avenue/13th Street: This route also would be on existing wooden poles
containing utilities.

Impacts
Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Implementation of the proposed project would not significantly affect scenic vistas. The
project area is generally flat and, therefore, pre-construction of aboveground and
underground structures would not impact vistas. See response (c) below.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

The California Department of Transportation (2008) indicates that Pacific Coast Highway is
eligible for designation as a state scenic highway. The nodes that would be located on
Pacific Coast Highway would be located in urban areas where traffic signals and streetlights
already exist. Therefore, there would be a less-than-significant impact to this eligible state
scenic highway.

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Implementation of the project would result in the placement of aboveground and
underground structures within the project area. This includes (1) new nodes on new poles,
(2) new nodes on existing poles, (3) new aboveground aerial cable attached to poles, (4)
new underground cable, and (5) existing nodes and cables:

New Nodes on New Poles

Four new nodes on new poles are proposed. One, HB N15, is already constructed, and its
visual characteristics are shown in Figure 4.1-2. This node is relatively non-obtrusive and
blends in with the streetlights and traffic signals. HB N14 would also be constructed on
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d)

Pacific Coast Highway. As shown in Figure 4.1-1, it would be located within a hotel
commercial zone and would blend with other structures in the area. HB N12 and HB NO8
would be in an area with streetlights and electrical distribution lines and would also blend
into the area.

New Nodes on Existing Poles

The nodes on existing poles, as illustrated in Figure 1-9, would add another component to
the existing pole, but would not in themselves create a significant impact since a small box,
antenna, and other equipment would be added. This is illustrated in Figure 4.1-3.

New Aerial Cable

Placement of additional aerial cables on existing poles would further add to the number of
cables attached to the poles. These would be attached near the phone and cable TV cables
and would incrementally add to the visual impact of these structures. This additional impact
would constitute a less-than-significant impact due to the presence of other cables on the
pole. As an example, a photo of a location where aerial cable would be installed can be
seen in Figure 4.1-4.

New Underground Cable Installation

Construction of underground conduits and cable would place these structures within existing
roadways and would not constitute a significant impact.

Existing Node and Cable Installation

The portion of the project that has been constructed and is currently operational was added
within the publicly owned right-of-way along existing utility lines. The addition of the nodes
and one new cable along these existing utility lines does not substantially degrade the
existing visual character of the surrounding areas, and therefore does not constitute a
significant impact. Examples of the portions of the project that have been installed can be
seen in Figures 4.1-5 and 4.1-6.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Construction activities associated with project components would occur Monday through
Saturday between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. The City of Huntington Beach or Caltrans could
require that some construction be conducted at night to relieve traffic congestion. In that
case, nighttime lighting may be required. This would be temporary in nature, lasting a night
or two at any one place, and would be considered a less-than-significant impact. No long-
term impacts would occur.
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FIGURE 4.1-5
Aerial Cable along Magnolia Avenue near Slater Avenue

NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project




Initial Study
NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

February 2010 4-16 Initial Study



Z:\Projects\j637701\MAPDOC\WORKING

DUDEK

6377-01
FEBRUARY 2010

FIGURE 4.1-6
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4.2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the ] ] ] X
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act [] [] ] X
contract?

c) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in ] ] ] X
conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use?

Existing Conditions

The project has been or would be located entirely within the existing publicly owned right-of-way
along existing roadways and within generally urban and residentially developed areas. A portion
of the project would be located adjacent to undeveloped areas along Pacific Coast Highway. No
portion of the project site or adjacent areas is considered to be Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (California Department of Conservation 2006).

Impacts

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

The project has been or would be located entirely within the existing publicly owned right-of-
way along existing roadways and within generally urban and residentially developed areas.
A portion of the project would be located adjacent to undeveloped areas along Pacific Coast
Highway. No portion of the project site or adjacent areas is considered to be Prime
Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (California Department of
Conservation 2006). The project is not expected to result in impacts to agricultural
resources.
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b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

The project is located within a publicly owned right-of-way and is not zoned for agricultural
use or under a Williamson Act Contract (California Government Code, Sections 51200—-
51297.4).

c) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

There has been or would be no conversion of farmland since the project site is in a publicly
owned right-of-way and is not used for agriculture.
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4.3. AIR QUALITY

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air ] ] X ]

quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing ] ] X ]
or projected air quality violation?

¢) Resultin a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal
or state ambient air quality standard [ [] X ]
(including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

Greenhouse Gases

f) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the [ [ I [
environment?*

g) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy
or regulation of an agency adopted for
the purpose of reducing the emissions [] [] [l I
of greenhouse gases?*

* Significance criteria for greenhouse gases taken from Appendix G proposed revisions to the CEQA Guidelines
(OPR 2008).

Existing Conditions

The project has been or would be located within the publicly owned right-of-way within the City
of Huntington Beach. The City of Huntington Beach is located within the South Coast Air Basin.
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) is the agency principally
responsible for comprehensive air pollution control in the South Coast Air Basin. The SCAQMD
develops rules and regulations, establishes permitting requirements for stationary sources,
inspects sources, and enforces such measures through educational programs or fines, when
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necessary. Regional planning efforts to improve air quality include a variety of strategies to
reduce emissions from motor vehicles and to minimize emissions from stationary sources.

The applicable air quality plan for the South Coast Air Basin is the Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP). The AQMP is based on the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
growth forecast for the region, and incorporates measures to meet state and federal
requirements. The significance of air quality impacts is based on the degree to which the project
is consistent with SCAG’s growth forecasts. If a project is consistent with growth forecasts, its
resulting impacts were anticipated in the AQMP and are considered to be less than significant.
Growth forecasts in the AQMP are based on approved General Plans, Community Plans, and
Redevelopment Plans.

The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook (SCAQMD 1993) sets forth quantitative emission
significance thresholds below which a project would not have a significant impact on ambient air
quality. Project-related air quality impacts estimated in this environmental analysis would be
considered significant if any of the applicable significance thresholds presented in Table 4.3-1,
SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds, are exceeded.

Table 4.3-1: SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Pollutant Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants Mass Daily Thresholds Construction Operation
VOC (Volatile Organic Compounds) 75 Ibs/day 55 Ibs/day
NOy (Oxides of Nitrogen) 100 Ibs/day 55 lbs/day
CO (Carbon Monoxide) 550 Ibs/day 550 Ibs/day
SOx (Sulfur Oxides) 150 Ibs/day 150 Ibs/day
PMjo (Particulate Matter less than 10 microns) 150 Ibs/day 150 Ibs/day
PM, s (Particulate Matter less than 2.5 microns) 55 Ibs/day 55 Ibs/day
Lead? 3 Ibs/day 3 Ibs/day

Toxic Air Contaminants and Odor Thresholds

] ] ] Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk > 10 in 1 million
(Including carcinogens and non-carcinogens)
Hazard Index > 1.0 (project increment)

Project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to SCAQMD Rule 402

Odor (SCAQMD 1976)

Ambient Air Quality for Criteria Pollutants b

SCAQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment
standards:

NO; 1-hour average

NO, annual average

0.18 ppm (state)

0.030 ppm (state)

SCAQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment
standards:

CO 1-hour average 20 ppm (state)

CO 8-hour average

9.0 ppm (state/federal)
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Table 4.3-1 (Continued): SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Pollutant Thresholds

PM1o 24-hour average 10.4 ug/m?® (construction)°

2.5 ug/m?® (operation)

PM1o annual arithmetic mean 20 pug/m

PMz5 24-hour average 10.4 ug/m?® (construction)°

2.5 ug/m® (operation)

SOURCE: SCAQMD 1993.

2 The phasing out of leaded gasoline started in 1976. As gasoline no longer contains lead, the project is not anticipated to result in impacts
related to lead; therefore, it is not discussed in this analysis.

b Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollutants based on SCAQMD Rule 1303, Table A-2 unless otherwise stated (SCAQMD 2002).

¢ Ambient air quality threshold based on SCAQMD Rule 403 (SCAQMD 2005).

NOTES: Ibs/day = pounds per day; ppm = parts per million; wg/m3 = microgram per cubic meter; > = greater than or equal to

Thresholds listed in Table 4.3-1 represent screening-level thresholds that can be used to
evaluate whether project-related emissions could cause a significant impact on air quality.
Emissions below the screening-level thresholds would not cause a significant impact. For non-
attainment pollutants, if emissions exceed the thresholds shown in the table, the project could
have the potential to result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in these pollutants and
thus could have a significant impact on the ambient air quality.

In addition to the emission-based thresholds listed above, SCAQMD also recommends the
evaluation of localized air quality impacts to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of the
project as a result of construction activities. The significance thresholds for NO, and CO
represent the allowable increase in concentrations above background levels in the vicinity of a
project that would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the relevant national or state
ambient air quality standards (AAQS), while the threshold for PM;, represents compliance with
Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) (SCAQMD 2005). The significance threshold for PM, 5 is intended to
ensure that construction emissions do not contribute substantially to existing exceedances of
the PM,s AAQS. For project sites of 5 acres or less, the SCAQMD Localized Significance
Threshold Methodology (SCAQMD 2008) includes “lookup tables” that can be used to
determine the maximum allowable daily emissions that would satisfy the localized significance
criteria (i.e., the emissions would not cause an exceedance of the applicable concentration
limits for NO,, CO, PMjo, and PM;s) without performing project-specific dispersion modeling.
The allowable emission rates depend on the following parameters:

a) Source-Receptor Area (SRA) in which the project is located
b) Size of the project site

c) Distance between the project site and the nearest sensitive receptor (e.g., residences,
schools, hospitals).

The project site is located in SRA 18 (North Coastal Orange County). Construction that has
already been completed consisted of 0.10 acre, and the proposed construction consists of
another 0.19 acre. The nearest sensitive receptors are single-family residences that are
adjacent to the project site. Therefore, the values used to determine the applicable local
significance thresholds from the SCAQMD lookup tables for SRA 18 were the thresholds for
sites that are within 75 feet (25 meters) or less, the threshold values for the shortest distance to
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a sensitive receptor. The thresholds are shown in Table 4.3-2, Localized Significance
Thresholds for SRA 18.

Table 4.3-2: Localized Significance Thresholds for SRA 18

Pollutant Localized Significance Thr(_ashold for Sensit_ive Receptors within
75 feet/25 meters on sites up to 1 acre in size (Ibs/day)
NO> 158
CcoO 333
Respirable Particulate Matter (PM1o) 4
Fine Particulate Matter (PM,.s) 3

SOURCE: SCAQMD 2008, Appendix C.

Impacts

Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

The project would not alter or introduce new conflicts with land use designations. The
project does not include development of new homes or businesses and, therefore, would not
induce population growth in the South Coast Air Basin. Emissions during construction of the
remaining portion of the project would be less than the SCAQMD’s recommended
thresholds of significance, as discussed in response (b), below, and operation of the project
would result in minimal emissions from occasional vehicle trips to maintain the project
facilities. The types and quantities of construction equipment that was used to install eight
nodes and 116,886 feet of fiber and would be used for construction of the remaining seven
nodes and 40,721 feet of cable was and would be typical of the industry and not of sufficient
guantity to exceed those assumptions used in the preparation of construction equipment
emissions in the AQMP (see Table 4.3-3, Estimated Maximum Daily Construction
Emissions). Because the AQMP has accounted for construction-related emissions,
construction emissions generated by the project would be consistent with those included in
the emissions inventory of the AQMP and, therefore, would be consistent with construction-
related emissions projected in the AQMP. In addition, NextG has incorporated Applicant
Proposed Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, AQ-4, and AQ-5 into the project, which will further
reduce criteria pollutant emissions. Impacts would thus be less than significant.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation?

Construction-Related Impacts

Air quality impacts associated with both the construction of the completed eight nodes and
116,886 feet of fiber and the remaining seven nodes and 40,721 feet of cable, consisted of
and would consist of construction equipment emissions and clearing, excavation, and
unpaved surface travel, which can produce particulate matter emissions. Construction
activities generated and would generate mobile sources of air pollutants from on-site
equipment operations and increased traffic to and from the site, including delivery of
equipment and materials, and temporary increase in the number of construction-related
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employees. Construction emissions can vary substantially from day to day, depending on
the level of activity, the specific type of operation, and, for dust, the prevailing weather
conditions. Therefore, emission levels were estimated approximately on a reasonable worst-
case scenario basis with a corresponding uncertainty in precise air quality impacts. Fugitive
dust emissions primarily result from grading and site preparation activities. NO,, CO, and
SO, emissions primarily result from the use of construction equipment and motor vehicles.

Emissions from the construction phase of the project were estimated through the use of the
Sacramento Metropolitan  Air Quality Management Districts (SMAQMD's) Road
Construction Emissions Model, Version 6.3.1. This model was used since it was the only
model available that estimated emissions from linear construction projects. Emissions
calculations are included in Attachment 1. The following assumptions were made when
using the SMAQMD model to calculate a conservative estimate of the air quality emissions
for the construction of the project:

e It was conservatively estimated that installation of the eight nodes and 116,886 feet of fiber
that have already been completed took approximately 1.5 months to construct.

e The remaining portion of the project would commence in 2010 and last 2 months.

e No substantial import or export of soil did occur or would occur.

¢ A mix of typical construction equipment was used and is anticipated, including one bucket
truck, one backhoe, one boring machine, one 1-ton flatbed truck for the aerial crew, three
or four light trucks for the ground crew, two ready-mix concrete trucks, two water trucks,
and a dump truck hauling asphalt patch material.

e To account for dust control measures in the calculations, it was assumed that the active
sites were and would be watered daily, per Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-3.

e Twelve construction employees traveled and would travel to and from the site on a daily
basis, commuting an estimated 20 miles each way.

During construction, the project would be subject to SCAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust)
(SCAQMD 2005), which sets forth general and specific requirements for all construction
sites (as well as other fugitive dust sources) in the SCAQMD, but does not require a permit
for construction activities.

Table 4.3-3 shows the estimated maximum unmitigated daily construction emissions
associated with construction of the previously installed nodes and cable and the remaining
construction phase of the project in comparison to the SCAQMD significance thresholds.

Table 4.3-3: Estimated Daily Maximum Construction Emissions (Ibs/day unmitigated)

voC NOx (610) SOx PM1o | PMas
Proposed Project — Installed 2.6 145 12.7 <1 1.2 1.1
Proposed Project — To Be Built 2.6 145 12.7 <1 1.2 1.1
Criteria Pollutant Mass Emissions Daily Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Localized Significance Threshold for SRA 18 NA 158 333 NA 4 3
Thresholds Exceeded? No No No No No No

SOURCE: SMAQMD Road Construction Emissions Model, Version 6.3.1. See Attachment 1 for complete results.
NA = Not applicable
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As shown, daily construction emissions did not and would not exceed the thresholds for
VOC, NO,, CO, SOy, PMy, or PM,s. As such, the project would result in a less-than-
significant air quality impact with respect to these criteria.

As indicated in the discussion of the thresholds of significance, the SCAQMD recommends
the evaluation of localized NO,, CO, PMy,, and PM,s impacts as a result of construction
activities to sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity of the project site. The allowable
emission rates for SRA 18 (North Coastal Orange County) are also shown in Table 4.3-3. As
shown, construction activities would not generate emissions in excess of site-specific
localized significance thresholds. In addition, NextG has incorporated Applicant Proposed
Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, AQ-4, and AQ-5 into the project, which will further reduce
criteria pollutant emissions. Therefore, construction-related air quality impacts would be less
than significant.

Operation-Related Impacts

No long-term emissions would be associated with the project, aside from minimal emissions
resulting from travel to and from the project for maintenance purposes. These emissions
would neither result in the violation of any air quality standard (comprising only an
incremental contribution to overall air basin quality readings), nor contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation. Any impact is assessed as less than significant.

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which
the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
guality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds
for ozone precursors)?

Implementation of the project would result in short-term impacts to air quality associated with
construction of the completed eight nodes and 116,886 feet of cable and the remaining
seven nodes and 40,721 feet of cable. The cumulative effect of the project and other
projects in the vicinity would incrementally contribute to the South Coast Air Basin’s inability
to attain federal and state AAQS for Oz, PMy, and PM, s. Short-term cumulative effects to air
guality due to construction activities would be less than significant through implementation of
dust abatement procedures in accordance with SCAQMD rules, as well as the control of
construction-generated CO, VOC, and NO, through implementation of Applicant Proposed
Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, AQ-4, and AQ-5.

As stated in the previous response, operations of the project would generate minimal air
guality impacts that are less than significant and not cumulatively considerable.

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Air quality problems arise when the rate of pollutant emissions exceeds the rate of
dispersion. Reduced visibility, eye irritation, and adverse health impacts upon those persons
termed sensitive receptors are the most serious hazards of existing air quality conditions in
the area. Some land uses are considered more sensitive to changes in air quality than
others, depending on the population groups and the activities involved. People most likely to
be affected by air pollution, as identified by the California Air Resources Board (CARB),
include children, the elderly, athletes, and people with cardiovascular and chronic
respiratory diseases. Sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds,

February 2010 4-26 Initial Study



Initial Study
NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project

f)

childcare centers, athletic facilities, long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers,
convalescent centers, and retirement homes. Existing sensitive receptors in proximity to the
project site consist of single-family residences located adjacent to the project site.

The project would not require the extensive use of heavy-duty construction equipment. The
construction period would last for 2 months, after which project-related emissions of toxic air
contaminants (TACs) would cease. Thus, the project would not result in a long-term source
of TAC emissions. No residual TAC emissions and corresponding cancer risk are
anticipated after construction. As such, the exposure of project-related TAC emission
impacts to sensitive receptors during construction would be less than significant.

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

The construction of the completed seven nodes and remaining eight nodes and cable could
generate fumes from the operation of construction equipment and from asphalt paving,
which may be considered objectionable by some people. Such exposures would be short
term and/or transient since they would occur during the construction phase only.
Furthermore, the SCAQMD rules restrict the VOC content (the source of odor-causing
compounds) in asphalts and paints. The project would utilize typical construction techniques
in compliance with SCAQMD rules. The area to be paved is small (approximately 0.2 acre),
and the odors would be temporary. As such, project construction would not cause an odor
nuisance, and odor impacts would be less than significant.

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions contributing to global climate change have only recently
been addressed in CEQA documents, such that CEQA and case law do not provide much
guidance relative to their assessment. Quantitative significance thresholds for this topic
have not been adopted by the State of California or any particular air pollution control
district, although the SCAQMD has adopted an interim threshold of 10,000 metric tons of
carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO,e) (operational emissions plus construction emissions
amortized over 30 years) for "industrial” projects for which the SCAQMD is the lead agency
and is in the process of developing guidelines for projects for which other agencies are the
lead agency. The CEQA Guidelines do, however, provide guidance regarding topics such as
climate change, in Section 15144, Forecasting. Section 15144 notes that preparation of an
environmental impact analysis document necessarily involves some degree of forecasting.
While forecasting the unforeseeable is not possible, an agency must use its best efforts to
find out and disclose all that it reasonably can.

The State of California Governor's Office of Planning and Research has issued a Technical
Advisory titled CEQA and Climate Change: Addressing Climate Change through California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review (OPR 2008). This advisory provides guidance to
land use agencies in the interim period, until the State of California CEQA Guidelines are
revised. The advisory states that “public agencies are encouraged but not required to adopt
thresholds of significance for environmental impacts. Even in the absence of clearly defined
thresholds for GHG emissions, the law requires that such emissions from CEQA projects
must be disclosed and mitigated to the extent feasible whenever the lead agency
determines that the project contributes to a significant, cumulative climate change impact”
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(p- 4, third paragraph). Furthermore, the advisory document indicates that, “in the absence
of regulatory standards for GHG emissions or other scientific data to clearly define what
constitutes a ‘significant impact’, individual lead agencies may undertake a project-by-
project analysis, consistent with available guidance and current CEQA practice” (p. 6, third
bullet item).

While the project would result in emissions of GHGs during construction, no guidance exists
to indicate what level of GHG emissions would be considered substantial enough to result in
a significant adverse impact on global climate.

At this time, no mandatory GHG regulations or finalized agency thresholds of significance
apply to this project. However, as discussed above, the SCAQMD has issued interim GHG
significance threshold guidance. The SCAQMD interim CEQA GHG significance threshold
for an industrial project is 10,000 MTCOe per year (operational emissions plus 30-year
amortized construction emissions).

As with other individual small projects (e.g., projects that are not within the identified AB 32
mandatory GHG reporting sectors), the emissions increases that would result under the
NextG project would not be expected to individually have a significant impact on global
climate change.

The project would generate GHG emissions primarily during construction activities.
Construction of the proposed project would result in emissions of GHGs from on-site
construction equipment as well as from off-site worker and delivery truck trips. The most
common GHGs associated with fuel combustion include CO2 and methane, which would be
emitted from on-road vehicles and non-road equipment during project construction.

Based on the SMAQMD construction model results, the estimated GHG emissions
associated with construction of both the completed eight nodes and 116,886 feet of fiber,
and the remaining seven nodes and 40,721 feet of fiber would be approximately 100 metric
tons, as noted in Table 4.3-4.

Table 4.3-4: Estimated Project Construction Emissions of Greenhouse Gases

Construction Year Metric Tons COzE
2008 48.55
2010 51.49

SOURCE: SMAQMD Road Construction Emissions Model, Version 6.3.1. See Attachment 1 for complete results.

The project's contribution to the State of California's total emissions (484 million metric tons
CO; equivalent, including out-of-state electrical generation, in 2004 (CARB 2007)) would be
less than 0.00001%. In addition, the project would be subject to many of the measures to be
adopted pursuant to the AB 32 Scoping Plan (CARB 2008), including but not limited to GHG
emission standards for passenger vehicles and light trucks and the Low Carbon Fuel
Standard.

Over the entire construction phase of the proposed project, approximately 100 MTCO,e
would be emitted as shown in Table 4.3-4. Amortized over a 30-year period, this equals 3.3
MTCO,e per year. While this represents a short-term increase in the baseline GHG
emissions inventory, it is well below the SCAQMD 10,000 MTCOe significance threshold.
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However, the CPUC Energy Division has a policy of maximum GHG reductions in order to
ensure that a project does not conflict with the implementation of AB 32. Therefore, to
ensure no conflict with the goals of AB 32 and with CPUC Policy, NextG will reduce impacts
associated with GHG emissions by at least 30% through Applicant Proposed Measure
AQ-6. As described previously, Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-6 states that NextG will
obtain greenhouse gas emission offset credits that are accredited to protocols specified by
the California Climate Air Registry (CCAR). To be conservative NextG will purchase offset
credits for 30% of the estimated gross greenhouse gas emissions, irrespective of reductions
achieved through other Applicant Proposed Measures or other reducing measures.
Therefore, NextG will purchase offset credits for 30 MT CO,-E. In addition to Applicant
Proposed Measure AQ-6, NextG will implement Applicant Proposed Measures AQ-1, AQ-2,
AQ-3, and AQ-5, which will further reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

With implementation of Applicant Proposed Measures AQ-1, AQ-2, AQ-3, AQ-5, and AQ-6,
this impact is considered less than significant.

Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

The Climate Change Scoping Plan, approved by the CARB December 12, 2008, provides
an outline for actions to reduce California’s GHG emissions. The Scoping Plan requires
CARB and other state agencies to adopt regulations and other initiatives to reduce GHGs.
At this time, no mandatory GHG regulations or finalized agency guidelines would apply to
this project.

Implementation of Applicant Proposed Measure AQ-6 would require that 30% of the GHG
emissions associated with construction of the project would be offset; thus, achieving a
reduction consistent with the strategies of the Scoping Plan. In addition to Applicant
Proposed Measure AQ-6, NextG will implement Applicant Proposed Measures AQ-1, AQ-2,
AQ-3, and AQ-5, which will further reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Project construction
would not conflict with the emission reduction goals envisioned in the Scoping Plan.
Therefore, the project would result in a less than significant impact under this threshold.
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4.4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,

sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game

or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on

federally protected wetlands as defined

by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh,

vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption,

or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery

sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted

Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural

Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat

conservation plan?
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Existing Conditions

The Huntington Beach area contains wetlands, including the Bolsa Chica Wetlands, Huntington
Beach Wetlands, and the wetlands at the mouth of the Santa Ana River. These areas contain a
number of listed species, including Belding’s savannah sparrow, California least tern, and
snowy plover. The project area is within the publicly owned right-of-way and is primarily paved,
containing some landscaping and some non-native trees, including palm trees. There is a
potential that runoff from the construction areas could enter some of these sensitive wetlands
via storm drains and storm channels.

Impacts

Would the project:

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

The project has been and would be constructed within the publicly owned right-of-way,
which consists of primarily paved surfaces with no habitat for sensitive species. Therefore,
the project poses no direct impact to sensitive species. There would be a potential for
indirect impact to habitat containing special-status species from construction runoff or
release of hazardous substances during construction. Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-2,
CTT-4), CTT-5, BIO-1, and BIO-3, as described in Section 1, Subsection 8.5 of this Initial
Study, would reduce the likelihood that the project would impact sensitive species or their
habitat. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact to these species would occur.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

Construction of the project has been and would be within the publicly owned right-of-way,
which contains primarily paved surfaces with some landscaped areas. The project has not
and would not have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or any other
sensitive habitat. Additionally, implementation of Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-2, CTT-
4, CTT-5, BIO-1, BIO-2, and BIO-3 would prevent any indirect impact to habitat in the area.
The impact is considered less than significant.

¢) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) (including but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Construction of the project has been and would be within the publicly owned right-of-way,
which is paved or landscaped. These areas do not contain wetlands, resulting in no
significant direct impact. Additionally, implementation of Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-
2, CTT-4, CTT-5, BIO-1, BIO-2, and BIO-3 would ensure that any resulting indirect impacts
to these resources are less than significant.
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d)

e)

f)

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Because the project has been and would be constructed in the publicly owned right-of-way,
no tree removal is anticipated and no migratory routes have been identified in the project
area. However, pruning of ornamental trees, including palm trees, may be required in order
to string the aerial cable. As stated in Applicant Proposed Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2 in
Section 1, Subsection 8.5 of this Initial Study, NextG will hire a qualified biologist to conduct
pre-construction surveys along the construction route to identify sensitive resources that will
be avoided, unless otherwise authorized by the resource agencies, With implementation of
Applicant Proposed Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2, potential impacts to nesting birds would be
less than significant.

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as
atree preservation policy or ordinance?

The project has not and would not result in tree removal or impacts to biological resources;
therefore, no impact to local policies or ordinances would occur.

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

The project site is not located within a habitat conservation area, natural communities
conservation plan area, or other habitat conservation area; therefore, no impact would
occur.
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4.5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource ] ] X ]
as defined in Section 15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological ] ] X ]
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or ] ] X ]
unique geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal ] ] X ]
cemeteries?

Existing Conditions

The Huntington Beach area, due partially to its proximity to the coast and coastal resources, has
historically contained a number of cultural resources. The Proponent’s Environmental
Assessment (NextG 2009a) provides a list of known cultural resource sites within the area. The
project would be constructed within the publicly owned right-of-way, which has been previously
disturbed by grading, roadway, and sidewalk construction. It is not likely that intact resources
would still exist in most of this area; however, there is a potential that resources could be
present in less disturbed areas. Huntington Beach in general consists of alluvial deposits that
could contain paleontological resources.

Impacts
Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in Section 15064.5?

Based on records searches conducted for the project, no historical resources are located in
the vicinity of the project; therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

The project area is considered to contain sensitive cultural resources. The records search
indicates that up to nine previously recorded sites may occur within areas where work may
occur. The project would involve boring for three poles and the trenching for laying of
conduit and fiber. This excavation would be in previously disturbed areas. However, due to
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the presence of resources within the area, there is a slight potential that construction could
uncover resources during excavation. Incorporation of Applicant Proposed Measures CR-1
and CR-2, as stated in Section 1, Subsection 8.5 of this Initial Study, would ensure that
impacts to cultural resources would be less than significant.

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Construction of the conduits and the installation of poles would have a potential to disturb
paleontological resources. Since the excavations would be relatively shallow and in
disturbed areas, it is unlikely that any resources still in their stratigraphic context would be
impacted. This impact is therefore considered less than significant.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

The potential for impacts to previously undisturbed human remains during construction is
remote, but possible due to the presence of burials within portions of the city. To avoid this
potentially significant impact, NextG will hire a cultural resources monitor to observe all
earth-moving activities and will temporarily halt construction activities until proper
procedures are followed, as described in Applicant Proposed Measures CR-1 and CR-3, in
Section 1, Subsection 8.5 of this Initial Study. With Applicant Proposed Measures CR-1 and
CR-3 incorporated into the project impacts to human remains would be less than significant.
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4.6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

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

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iif) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

O O O O
O O O O
X X X X
O O O O

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil
that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site [ [ X [
landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating [] [l X []
substantial risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not [ [ [ I
available for the disposal of
wastewater?
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Existing Conditions

The City of Huntington Beach is located on a relatively flat coastal plan consisting primarily of
alluvium. The Environmental Hazards Element of the City of Huntington Beach General Plan
(City of Huntington Beach 1996a) describes the geology and the seismic hazards in the region.
The seismic environment in the area is dominated by the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone. This is
a right-lateral fault system consisting of a series of fault segments and anticlinal folds. These
segments occur along most of the project alignments in a northwest-to-southeast series of fault
segments. This fault is expected to produce an earthquake up to magnitude 7 and acceleration
of 0.29 to 0.55 g.

The coastal and southeastern portions of the project area have a very high and high potential
for liquefaction based on the information provided in the Huntington Beach General Plan (City of
Huntington Beach 1996a). Much of the Huntington Beach Coastal Zone area of the project is
identified as a moderate run-up area for tsunami. The area also contains high to moderate
expansive soils.

Impacts

Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42 (Hart 1988).

The City of Huntington Beach is located in an area of high seismic activity and faulting.
An Alquist-Priolo Earthquake study area is located within the City for the Newport-
Inglewood Fault Zone. The various segments of the fault cross the underground
trenches and aerial cable routes, and would be near several of the nodes. The applicant
will design the project to comply with the City’s seismic design standards for utilities,
resulting in a less-than-significant impact.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

The project area may be subject to severe ground shaking from a seismic event, since
the area has a high liquefaction potential. The project facilities will be or would be
subjected to strong seismic shaking from an event on the Newport-Inglewood Fault and
from other faults in the Los Angeles Basin. The applicant will ensure that the project
complies with the City’s seismic design standards for utilities, resulting in a less-than-
significant impact.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

The Huntington Beach area, including the project area, is prone to liquefaction. The
applicant will ensure that the project is in compliance with the City’s seismic design
standards for utilities, resulting in a less-than-significant impact.
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b)

d)

iv) Landslides?
The project area is relatively flat and not prone to landslides. No impact would occur.
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

The erosion hazard of the soils in most of the project area is slight. Implementation of
Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-4 would ensure that the impacts are less than significant.

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

As described above, the area is prone to liquefaction. The impact is considered less than
significant.

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Soils in the area are moderately to highly expansive. The applicant will ensure that the
project complies with the City’s design standards for utilities, resulting in a less-than-
significant impact.

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

Septic tanks or alternative wastewater systems are not a part of the project. No impact
would occur.
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4.7.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the project:

Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a)

b)

d)

Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included
on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport

9)

land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project result
in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

[] [] X ]
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Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

h)

Expose people or structures to a

significant risk of loss, injury, or death

involving wildland fires, including where

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized [ [ [ X
areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands?

Existing Conditions

The Huntington Beach area is a historic oil-producing area and has a number of hazardous
waste sites located throughout the city. The project has been and would be constructed within
the publicly owned right-of-way that has been previously graded and has roadways, sidewalks,
and other structures already constructed on the site. No known hazardous waste sites are found
within the project alignments (NextG 2009a). The City of Huntington Beach (1996a) does
identify most of the project area as having potential for methane due to the area's history of oil
and gas extraction.

Impacts

Would the project:

a)

b)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Implementation of Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-5 (equipment maintenance and
refueling restrictions; prepare and implement a construction and operation safety and
emergency response plan) as described in Section 1, Subsection 8.5 of this Initial Study, will
ensure, as a result of the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, that
impacts will be less than significant. Additionally, hazardous materials would be stored at
off-site facilities within secure storage areas. Impacts would be less than significant.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

Once constructed, the facilities would not release hazardous materials. Implementation of
Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-5 would reduce any potential for release of hazardous
materials into the environment during construction, resulting in a less-than-significant
impact.

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Construction would occur within 0.25 mile of several schools, including Ethel Dwyer Middle
School, Edison High School, Agnes Smith Elementary School, Carden Conservatory, and
Crag Elementary School. Hazardous materials would be used during construction and would
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d)

f)

g)

h)

involve chemicals used during routine construction activities. Implementation of Applicant
Proposed Measure CTT-5 will ensure that impacts to schools are at less-than-significant
levels.

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No known hazardous material sites would be located within the project route or facility
locations. No impact would occur.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

The project is not located within an airport land use plan, or within 2 miles of a public airport
or public use airport. No impact would occur.

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airport. No impact would occur.

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Access along project area roadways during construction is expected to be maintained so
that residents living in the vicinity are not significantly impacted by the project. No street
closures are planned or anticipated as a part of the project (see Applicant Proposed
Measure CTT-1). Due to the temporary nature of construction and location of project
components, the project is not expected to physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Implementation of Applicant Proposed
Measure CTT-7 will further ensure that the project will not interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. With both Applicant Proposed
Measures CTT-1 and CTT-7 incorporated into the project, impacts would be less than
significant.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

The project area is within an urbanized area and is not prone to wildfire. The impact is less
than significant.
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4.8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Potentially
Significant

Would the project: Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant No
Impact Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements? []

b) Substantially deplete groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of [
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to
a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

c) Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a ]
manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or [
amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or
off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing
or planned stormwater drainage []
systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water
quality? []

[

X

[l
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Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No

Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood

hazard area as mapped on a federal

Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood ] ] ] X

Insurance Rate Map or other flood

hazard delineation map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard

area structures which would impede or [] ] ] X

redirect flood flows?
i) Expose people or structures to a

significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving flooding, including flooding as ] ] X ]

a result of the failure of a levee or

dam?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or

mudflow? [ [ [ B

Existing Conditions

The project is or would be located within the roadways and sidewalk areas of the publicly owned
right-of-way. Drainage from these areas enters the street gutters through storm drains and
eventually travels into the storm channels that drain into Anaheim Bay. Groundwater levels are
shallow, and groundwater could be encountered during auguring for poles. The City of
Huntington Beach (1996a) identifies the portion of the project area east of Beach Boulevard as
potentially flooding by sheet flow from 1 to 3 feet in depth. Portions of Pacific Coast Highway
may be subjected to coastal flooding, including wave action during extremely high tides.

Impacts

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Construction activities (grading, trenching, and dewatering) could impact surface water and
groundwater. NextG will manage construction-induced sediment and excavated spoils in
accordance with the requirements of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for stormwater runoff

associated with construction activities.

Prior to the onset of construction, NextG will complete a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) that outlines best management practices (BMPs) to control discharges from
construction areas. NextG will provide a copy of the SWRCB-approved NPDES permit to the

CPUC prior to start of construction.
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b)

d)

f)

If the build requires directional boring activities near streams, NextG will provide the CPUC
with a Frac-Out Contingency Plan. The plan will outline procedures NextG would put in
place for containment, as well as cleanup equipment that must be present for use at staging
areas and construction sites.

With implementation of Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-2, CTT-4, and CTT-5, and
adherence to the SWPPP and the requirements of the NPDES permit, impacts would be
less than significant.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or
planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

The project may require pumping of a minor amount of groundwater when constructing the
base supports for the three proposed new poles. If dewatering is required for pole
construction, an NPDES permit must be obtained from the Santa Ana Regional Water
Quality Control Board prior to discharge into the drainage system (see discussion under
Section 4.8(a) of this Initial Study). No other impacts related to groundwater are expected to
occur as a result of the project. Impacts to groundwater are considered less than significant.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on or off site?

The project would involve minor construction within the publicly owned right-of-way. No
alteration of the course of a stream or river would occur, and no impact would occur.
Implementation of Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-4 would reduce any potential for
erosion during construction.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

The project would involve minor construction within the publicly owned right-of-way. The
project will not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that
would result in flooding. No alteration of the course of a stream or river would occur and no
impact would occur.

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

The project would not be adding a significant amount of impervious area to the project area,
since facilities would be constructed primarily on previously paved areas.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Implementation of Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-2, CTT-4, and CTT-5, along with
compliance with the NPDES permit, will reduce construction activities that could degrade
water quality to less-than-significant levels.
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9)

h)

i)

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map?

The project does not involve placement of housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map, because the project does not include any residential housing within
those zones. No impact would occur.

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect
flood flows?

Structures that have been or are proposed to be placed within the 100-year flood zone will
be small and limited to poles, aboveground aerial cables, and underground cables. These
will not impede or redirect flood flows. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving
flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

The project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or
death involving flooding, since this is a utility project and will not involve redirection of any
flood flows or impoundment of water. The impact is considered less than significant.

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

Portions of Pacific Coast Highway could be subjected to tsunami. The facilities that would be
constructed along the Pacific Coast Highway could be impacted by a tsunami. No portion of
the project site is expected to be subjected to seiche or mudflow. The portion of the project
site along Pacific Coast Highway is developed with existing traffic lights, streetlights, and
commercial buildings. The addition of fiber-optic cable and wireless telecommunication
nodes would not significantly alter the existing risks posed by tsunamis in this area.
Additionally, these utilities will be constructed in compliance with City of Huntington Beach
design requirements. Impacts of the project are considered less than significant.
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4.9. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Physically divide an established

community? [l [] I []

b) Conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general
plan, specific plan, local coastal [l [] I []
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community ] [] [] X
conservation plan?

Existing Conditions

The project is located entirely within the publicly owned right-of-way within developed urban
areas of the City of Huntington Beach. The majority of the existing landscape of the project area
is characterized by major roadways and smaller ancillary streets containing residences,
commercial businesses, parks or recreation areas, and industry, such as active oil wells. In
some areas, namely along Pacific Coast Highway, the project site is located adjacent to vacant
or open space areas. The fifteen nodes and associated cable to connect them to the network
are located in residential, commercial, and industrial areas. Twelve of the total fifteen proposed
new node locations currently have existing wood utility poles with utility lines connecting to them
Installation of the remaining three proposed new nodes (HB NO8, N12, and N14) would include
the installation of new concrete or steel poles in residentially and commercially developed
areas. Node HB NO8, and its corresponding new concrete pole, would be located in a
residentially developed area on the northwestern corner of the intersection of Edwards Street
and Garfield Avenue. The underground conduit that would connect Node HB NO8 to the network
would be adjacent to single-family residences along the western side of Edwards Street. Node
HB N12, and its corresponding new steel pole, would be located in an industrial and
residentially developed area on the northwestern corner of the intersection of Ellis Avenue and
Goldenwest Street. The intersection of Ellis Avenue and Goldenwest Street experiences heavy
traffic and includes existing streetlight and traffic signal poles. Immediately adjacent to the
proposed new pole site is a fenced-off, abandoned oil field that continues along the northern
side of Ellis Avenue west toward Edwards Street, where the project also proposes to install the
underground conduit and cable to connect node HB N12. The remaining other corners of the
intersection of Ellis Avenue and Goldenwest Streets (east, southeast, and south) are developed
with residential communities. Node HB N14 and its corresponding new steel pole would be
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located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Twin Dolphin Road and Pacific Coast
Highway, in front of an existing large, corporate, multistory hotel. The intersection of Twin
Dolphin Road currently includes streetlight and traffic signal poles.

Impacts

Would the project:

a)

b)

Physically divide an established community?

Construction of the previously installed eight nodes endured for approximately 1.5 months
and construction of the proposed project's remaining seven nodes would last approximately
2 months. Once installation of these remaining nodes is complete, the proposed new DAS
network would not introduce a new land use or result in any land use compatibility conflicts.
Therefore, impacts related to the physical division of an established community as a result
of the project would be less than significant.

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including but not limited to the General Plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect?

The project’s nodes and cable have been or would be installed within the existing right-of-
way. Figure 4.9-1 shows the project location and the adjacent General Plan designations.
The General Plan designations of the areas adjacent to the project site are (City of
Huntington Beach 2008a):

¢ CR: Commercial Regional

e CV-F7-sp: Commercial Visitor Max. FAR 3.0 — Specific Plan required for large-scale,
mixed-use, multiphased development projects

e |: Industrial

¢ OS-P: Parks — Public Parks

¢ OS-S: Shoreline — Publicly owned coastal beaches

e P: Public, including schools, hospitals, or churches

¢ RL-3.0-sp: Residential Low 3 dwelling units/net acre max — Specific Plan required for
large-scale, mixed-use, multiphased development projects

« RH-30-d-sp: Residential High Density, greater than 30 units per net acre

e RMH-25-d: Residential Medium High Density, 25 dwelling units/net acre max — Special
Design Standards apply.

Figure 4.9-2 shows the project location and the adjacent zoning designations. Zoning
designations of the areas adjacent to the project site are (City of Huntington Beach 2008b):

¢ CC: Coastal Conservation
¢ CG: Commercial General
¢ IG: Industrial General

e |L: Industrial Limited
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¢ SP: Specific Plan Designations

e OS-PR: Open Space — Parks and Recreation Subdistrict

¢ PS: Public Semi-Public

e RL: Residential Low Density

¢ RM: Residential Medium Density

e RMH: Residential Medium High Density, and Residential Medium High Density small lot
subdistrict

e RMP: Manufactured Home Park.

e SP5: Specific Plan Designation 5

* SP9: Specific Plan Designation 9.

Portions of the project are located with the City of Huntington Beach Coastal Zone, and are
therefore subject to the Coastal Element of the General Plan (City of Huntington Beach
2008c). Specifically, Nodes HB N13, N14, and N15, as well as the fibers to connect these
nodes to the network, are within the publicly owned right-of-way within Huntington Beach
Coastal Zones 4 and 5. The proposed location for Node HB N13 and the fiber to connect it
to the network are adjacent to areas zoned RH-30-d-sp. The proposed location for Node HB
N14 and the fiber to connect it to the network are adjacent to areas zoned CV-F7-sp. The
proposed location for Node HB N15 and the fiber to connect it to the network is adjacent to
areas designated CV under the General Plan, and zones Coastal Conservation on the City’s
zoning map. Nodes HB N13 and HB N15 are to be installed on existing poles. Installation of
Node HB N14 would require a new pole and, therefore, a Coastal Development Permit (City
of Huntington Beach 2008c).

As indicated in Table 4.9-1, the project would be consistent with all applicable land use
policies, zoning codes, and local regulations. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant.

Table 4.9-1: Consistency Analysis with Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation for

the Proposed Project

Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation

Consistency Determination

Coastal Commission

California Coastal Act. The California Coastal Act
was enacted in 1976 by the State Legislature to
provide long-term protection of the state’s 1,100
miles of coastline. The Coastal Act policies, among
other aspects, focus on protection and expansion
of public access to the shoreline and recreational
opportunities; protection, enhancement, and
restoration of biological resources; and protection
of scenic seascapes and coastal landscapes.

Management of the conservation and development of
coastal resources within the project area reside with local
jurisdictions upon certification of the Local Coastal
Program. The Coastal Element of the City of Huntington
Beach’s General Plan (City of Huntington Beach 2008c)
serves as the Local Coastal Program under the
California Coastal Act. See consistency determination
with the Coastal Element of the General Plan below.

City of Huntington Beach General Plan — Land Us

e Element

Policy LU 2.1.1. Plan and construct public
infrastructure and service improvements as
demand necessitates to support the land uses
specified in the Land Use Plan (City of Huntington
Beach 1996b.

The project would provide the surrounding residential
and commercial areas with enhanced telecommunication
coverage and capacity. The project is consistent with this

policy.
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Table 4.9-1 (Continued): Consistency Analysis with Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or

Regulation for the Proposed Project

Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation

Consistency Determination

City of Huntington Beach General Plan — Coastal

Element

Policy C 4.2.3. Promote the preservation of
significant public view corridors to the coastal
corridor, including views of the sea and the
wetlands, through strict application of local
ordinances, design guidelines, and related planning
efforts, including defined view corridors.

Policy C 4.2.4. Wireless communication facilities
shall be sited, to the maximum extent feasible, to
minimize visual resource impacts. Minimization
may be accomplished through one or more of the
following techniques: co-locating antennas on one
structure, stealth installations, locating facilities
within existing building envelopes, or minimizing
visual prominence through colorization or
landscaping and removal of facilities that become
obsolete.

The project has occurred or would occur entirely within
an existing publicly owned right-of-way. The project
proposes to construct one new pole in the Huntington
Beach Coastal Zone to hold Node HB N14. Node HB
N14, and its corresponding new steel pole, would be
located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Twin
Dolphin Road and Pacific Coast Highway, in front of an
existing large, corporate, multistory hotel. The
intersection of Twin Dolphin Road currently includes
streetlight and traffic signal poles. Node HB N14 would
be connected to the network through underground
conduit and cable. The project proposes to install two
other nodes and overhead transmission lines to connect
them to the network within the Huntington Beach Coastal
Zone (Node HB N13, and Node HB N15, which is
already installed but not connected). These two
additional nodes would be installed on existing structures
where utility poles and lines already exist. The addition of
these nodes, cables to connect them, and the one
additional pole to hold Node HB N14 would not result in
a substantial change from existing visual conditions.
Therefore, the project would not change the existing
visual quality of the Huntington Beach Coastal Zone. The
project would not conflict with policies C 4.2.3 and C
4.2.4. For a more thorough discussion on the project and
visual impacts see Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of this Initial
Study.

Policy C 4.2.5. New wireless communication
facilities affecting the public view shed and/or
located in areas designated Water Recreation,
Conservation, Parks, and Shoreline shall be
conditioned to require removal within six (6) months
of termination of use and restoration of the site to
its natural state.

The applicant, NextG, would remove the proposed
nodes, and the proposed new pole to hold Node HB
N14, once the nodes were installed but were at some
point in the future no longer planned for use. The
proposed project is not considered to be in conflict with
this policy.

City of Huntington Beach General Plan — Utilities

Element

Policy U 5.1.2. Continue to underground
aboveground electrical transmission lines.

Policy U 5.1.3. Review requests for new utility
facilities, relocations, or expansions to existing
facilities (City of Huntington Beach 1996c).

The project has been modified to underground the new
fiber-optic cable network wherever existing aboveground
utility lines do not currently exist and to the extent
feasible. The proposed project includes adding additional
overhead cable where existing overhead utilities occur,
along the existing publicly owned right-of-way. The
project would not result in a substantial change from
existing conditions and is not considered to be a conflict
with policies U 5.1.2 or U 5.1.3.
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Table 4.9-1 (Continued): Consistency Analysis with Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or

Regulation for the Proposed Project

Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation

Consistency Determination

Policy U 5.1.4: Require the review of new, and/or
expansions of existing, industrial, and utility
facilities to ensure that such facilities will not
visually impair the City’s coastal corridors and entry
nodes.

The project would occur entirely within an existing
publicly owned right-of-way. The project proposes to
construct one new pole in the Huntington Beach Coastal
Zone to hold Node HB N14. Node HB N14, and its
corresponding new steel pole, would be located at the
northeast corner of the intersection of Twin Dolphin Road
and Pacific Coast Highway, in front of an existing large,
corporate, multistory hotel. The intersection of Twin
Dolphin Road currently includes streetlight and traffic
signal poles. Node HB N14 would be connected to the
network through underground conduit and cable. The
project proposes to install two other nodes and overhead
transmission lines to connect them to the network within
the Huntington Beach Coastal Zone (Node HB N13, and
Node HB N15, which is already installed but not
connected). These two additional nodes would be
installed on existing structures where utility poles and
lines already exist. The addition of these nodes, cables
to connect them, and the one additional pole to hold
Node HB N14 would not result in a substantial change
from existing visual conditions. Therefore, the project
would not change the existing visual quality of the
Huntington Beach Coastal Zone. The project would not
conflict with policy U 5.1.4. For a more thorough
discussion on the proposed project and visual impacts
see Section 4.1, Aesthetics, of this Initial Study.

City of Huntington Beach Zoning Ordinance

230.96 Wireless Communication Facilities. Also
known as the “Wireless Ordinance,” this section of
the local zoning code states, among other things,
that “a. Any wireless communication facilities to be
constructed on or beneath the public right-of-way
must obtain an encroachment permit from the City
and the applicant must provide documentation
demonstrating that the applicant is a state-
franchise telephone corporation exempt from local
franchise requirements”, and “b. All equipment
associated with the operation of a facility...,
excepting antennas, shall be placed underground
in those portions of the street, sidewalks, and
public right-of-way where cable television,
telephone or electric lines are underground.” (City
of Huntington Beach 2008b, Section 230.96.12).

The project applicant shall obtain an encroachment
permit from the City of Huntington Beach and will provide
sufficient documentation demonstrating exemption status
from local franchise requirements. The project has been
modified to underground the new fiber-optic cable
network wherever existing aboveground utility lines do
not currently exist and to the extent feasible. The project
includes adding one additional overhead cable where
existing overhead utilities occur, along the existing
publicly owned right-of-way, and adding three new poles
also within the existing publicly owned right-of-way. The
proposed project would not result in a significant change
from existing conditions and is not considered to be a
substantial conflict with Zoning Ordinance 230.96.

City of Huntington Beach Municipal Code

17.64. Undergrounding of Utilities. Also known
as the “Undergrounding Ordinance,” this section
requires that “all new public and private utility lines
and distribution facilities,...shall be installed
underground,” and states that “this section shall not
apply to main feeder lines or transmission lines
located within the public right-of-way of an arterial
highway as shown in the circulation element of the
general plan.” (Municipal Code 17.64.060, City of
Huntington Beach 2009b).

The proposed project has been modified to underground
the new fiber-optic cable network wherever existing
aboveground utility lines do not currently exist and to the
extent feasible. The project includes adding one
additional overhead cable where existing overhead
utilities occur, along the existing publicly owned right-of-
way, and adding three new poles also within the existing
publicly owned right-of-way. The project would not result
in a significant change from existing conditions and is not
considered to be a substantial conflict with Municipal
Code 17.64.

February 2010

4-53

Initial Study




Initial Study
NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project

Table 4.9-1 (Continued): Consistency Analysis with Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or

Regulation for the Proposed Project

Applicable Land Use Plan, Policy, or Regulation Consistency Determination

City of Huntington Beach Underground Utility District

Pursuant to CPUC Rule 20A, Southern California As stated in Applicant Proposed Measure LU-1, NextG

Edison has established a funding program for will install underground fiber-optic cable along Atlanta
current and future Underground Utility Districts Avenue where it crosses Beach Boulevard either during
within the City of Huntington Beach. The City of initial construction of the proposed project; or, if the other
Huntington Beach’s Underground Utilities carriers’ fiber-optic lines have not been installed under
Coordinating Committee determines the location ground when NextG installs its fiber-optic cable, then
and priority of where this funding will be spent by NextG will install its fiber-optic cable above ground and
creating Underground Utility Districts. The City of move it under ground when the Beach Boulevard
Huntington Beach currently has one Rule 20A Underground Project moves all other carriers’ lines under
Underground Utility District that runs along Beach ground. The proposed project is not anticipated to
Boulevard from Yorktown Avenue south to the conflict with the Beach Boulevard Underground Utility
Pacific Coast Highway. The three top aerial lines District.

located on the east side of Beach Boulevard from
Atlanta Avenue to Pacific Coast Highway are
Southern California Edison 66 kilovolt electrical
transmission lines, and are exempt from
undergrounding by Municipal Code 17.64. These
aerial lines will remain. All other aerial wires on
these poles will be moved under ground. (City of
Huntington Beach 2006).

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

None of the project components are located on lands covered by a habitat conservation plan
or natural community conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
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4.10. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a

known mineral resource that would be

of value to the region and the residents [ [ [ X
of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a

locally-important mineral resource

recovery site delineated on a local ] ] ] X
general plan, specific plan, or other

land use plan?

Existing Conditions

Since the 1920s Huntington Beach has been, and continues to be, a source of large-scale oil
and gas production (City of Huntington Beach 1996d). According to Figure IV-3, Orange County
Mineral Resources, in the Orange County General Plan, no locally significant mineral resources
have been identified within the project area (County of Orange 2005).

Impacts

Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

The project alignment is located within the previously developed publicly owned right-of-
way. The majority of the project is an aerial installation that has not or would not impact the
underlying land. The remaining underground fiber installation would be achieved through
minimal ground disturbance in developed areas that have been previously disturbed.
Therefore, the project would not interfere with the current or future extraction of oil and gas
in the area, or result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource. Impacts to
mineral resources are not anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on alocal general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

See response (a) above. Impacts to mineral resources are not anticipated as a result of the
proposed project.
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4.11. NOISE

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a)

b)

d)

f)

Exposure of persons to or generation
of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation
of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without
the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area
to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise
levels?

]

]

X

]

Existing Conditions

The project is within the publicly owned right-of-way in developed areas within the City of
Huntington Beach, which includes existing utility lines, such as power lines, telephone lines, and
cable television lines. Based on the City of Huntington Beach’s Noise Element (City of
Huntington Beach 1996e), noise levels along the major roadways, 50 feet from the roadway,
range from 55 to 65 dB(A). Residential areas parallel to Kiser Drive and Vatcher Drive would be
expected to have lower noise levels near 50 dB(A).

February 2010

4-56

Initial Study




Initial Study
NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project

Residential areas, hospitals, and schools are considered by the City of Huntington Beach to be
sensitive receptors. The permanent and construction noise exterior levels are required to be below
60 dB(A). Sensitive receptors are limited along the proposed project and consist of existing
residential areas. With the exception of residential areas along Kiser Drive and Vatcher Drive, these
residential areas are along major roadways and are buffered from street noise by block walls.

Impacts

Would the project:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

Construction activities would result in temporary increases in noise levels in the area of
construction activity.

Construction activities associated with project components would occur Monday through
Saturday between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. The City of Huntington Beach or Caltrans could
require that some construction be conducted at night to relieve traffic congestion. In that
case, some nighttime noise from construction may occur. This would be temporary in nature,
lasting a night or two at any one place, and would be considered a less-than-significant
impact.

The least-impacting construction activities would be in the location where fiber cable is
strung on existing poles. This activity would use a bucket truck outfitted with a cable spool.
Noise levels would be in the 60 dB(A) range and would only last for a few hours in a
particular location. This will occur in residential areas including along Kiser Drive and
Vatcher Drive. It is expected that exterior noise levels will not exceed 60 dB(A), resulting in a
less-than-significant impact.

Trenching and installation of the underground cable, placement of the three new poles, and
construction of the new nodes would require up to 3 days in any one place. Noise levels up
to 80 dB(A) may occur during these activities. Areas near residential areas are buffered by
block walls that are expected to reduce exterior noise levels to 60 dB(A) at residential units.
The remainder of the construction will be near commercial uses where noise levels are
already high.

During construction NextG will ensure that:

¢ All equipment will have sound-control devices no less effective than those provided on
original equipment

e No equipment will have an unmuffled exhaust

e Construction equipment will be located as far from sensitive receptors (e.g. residences,
schools, places of worship, and hospitals) as possible

« If traffic control devices requiring electrical power are employed within 500 feet of sensitive
receptors, the devices will be battery/solar powered instead of powered by electrical
generators

e The name and telephone number of a person for the public to contact to resolve noise-
related problems will be easily viewable by the public during construction activities.
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b)

d)

€)

f)

In addition, NextG would implement a variety of measures to reduce noise levels from
directional boring where noise levels of 60 dBA or greater would be experienced at sensitive
receptor locations. Noise reducing measures would include:

¢ Application of noise-reducing mufflers to the boring rig exhaust

e Shielding erected between the noise source and the receptor

¢ As an extreme measure, a temporary enclosure would be erected to house the boring
operation.

The noise generated from construction activities would be short term in duration and are
considered less than significant.

Once construction is complete, the proposed project is not expected to generate noise.
Impacts associated with operations are considered less than significant.

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Construction activity associated with the proposed project would not result in excessive
ground-borne noise or perceptive vibration. Removal of pavement and drilling for new poles
would create short-term, low levels of ground-borne noise and vibrations. No high vibration-
producing activities, such as pile driving, are proposed. Once construction is complete, the
proposed project is not expected to generate vibration or noise. Therefore, impacts
associated with construction-related noise and vibrations are considered less than
significant.

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

The DAS system does not and would not once constructed, produce noise, and therefore,
would create no increase in ambient noise levels. Therefore, no impact would occur.

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without the project?

As discussed in response (a) above, there would be a short-term increase in noise levels
during construction; however, due to the short duration and location, the impacts are
considered less than significant.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

The project is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public airport
or public use airport. Therefore, no impact would occur.

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The project is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no impact would
occur.
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4.12. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No

Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Induce substantial population growth in

an area, either directly (for example, by

proposing new homes and businesses)

or indirectly (for example, through [ [ [ I

extension of roads or other

infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of

existing housing, necessitating the

construction of replacement housing [ [ [ X

elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of

people, necessitating the construction [] [] ] X
of replacement housing elsewhere?

Existing Conditions

The project is within the publicly owned right-of-way in developed areas within the City of
Huntington Beach, which includes existing utility lines, such as power lines, telephone lines, and
cable television lines.

Impacts

Would the project:

a)

b)

c)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

The proposed project would not result in substantial population growth in the area because
no new homes or businesses are proposed and no infrastructure related to population
growth is proposed. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No housing would be displaced by the proposed project and no impact would occur.

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

The project would not displace people or housing, or require replacement housing
elsewhere. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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4.13. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any
of the public services:

i) Fire protection? ] ] X []
i) Police protection? ] ] ] X
iii) Schools? ] H ] X
iv) Parks? ] ] ] X

[] [] L] X

v) Other public facilities?

Existing Conditions

The project is within the publicly owned right-of-way in developed areas within the City of
Huntington Beach, which includes existing utility lines, such as power lines, telephone lines, and
cable television lines.

Impacts

Would the project:

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
government facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times
or other performance objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire Protection?

The project would not introduce any new fire hazards that would require an increase in
fire protection. A portion of the proposed underground fiber-optic cable that would
otherwise be installed in front of Huntington Beach Fire Station No. 6, located at 18591
Edwards Street, will be installed on the opposite side of the street from the fire station.
Construction and installation of the underground cable will not interfere with access to
and from the fire station. Impacts would be less than significant.

ii) Police Protection?

The project would be an unmanned facility and would not generate population growth.
Therefore, the project would not require an increase in police protection services, and no
impact would occur.
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iii) Schools?

The project would not result in an increase of population or housing in the project area.
Therefore, no new demand on local schools would occur.

iv) Parks?

The project would not result in an increase of population or housing in the project area.
Therefore, no new demand on local parks would occur.

v) Other Public Facilities?

The project would not result in an increase of population or housing in the project area.
Therefore, no new demand on other local public facilities would occur.
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4.14. RECREATION

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that [] ] ] X
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have ] ] ] 2
an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Existing Conditions

The project is within the publicly owned right-of-way in developed areas within the City of
Huntington Beach, which includes existing utility lines, such as power lines, telephone lines, and
cable television lines.

Impacts

Would the project:

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

The proposed project is not expected to cause an increase in the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

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

The proposed project does not include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities. Therefore, no impacts would occur.
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4.15. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial ] ] X ]
increase in either the number of vehicle
trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county ] ] X ]
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that [] [l [l I
results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or ] ] X ]
incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency
access?

[]
[]
X
[]

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? ]

[]
X
]

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, [] [l X []
bicycle racks)?

Existing Conditions

The proposed project would be constructed along roadways in the City of Huntington Beach,
ranging from major roadways to residential streets. A number of the roadways where the
proposed project would be constructed have high average daily traffic (ADT), as shown in Table
4.15-1.
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Table 4.15-1: Average Daily Traffic in the Project Area

Roadway ADT
Pacific Coast Highway 34,000
Ellis Avenue 6,000
Edwards Street 15,000
Atlanta Avenue 31,000
Garfield Avenue 16,000
Newland Street 16,000

SOURCE: City of Huntington Beach 2009a.

Impacts

Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

During the peak of construction, up to 10 trips per day have been or may be generated on
the roadways by construction vehicles over a 2-month period. It is expected that this short-
term construction-related traffic impact would not exceed an established level of service or
roadway capacity, since it represents less than 0.1% of traffic on the roadways and would
occur for a short period of time. Additionally, NextG will schedule truck trips outside of peak
morning and evening commute hours. Impacts would be less than significant.

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by
the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

Due to the low number of construction vehicles required by the proposed project, no
changes in the level of service are anticipated during the 1- to 2-month construction period.
Impacts would be less than significant.

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels
or achange in location that results in substantial safety risks?

Construction and operational traffic associated with the proposed project is not expected to
result in a change in air traffic patterns, since no airport or air patterns are involved with the
proposed project. No impact would occur.

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

The project would result in trenching and laying of conduit, construction of new utility poles,
and laying of aerial cable. This would result in potential lane closures, loss of access, and
short-term traffic congestion. This would occur for a maximum of 2 to 3 days at any location.
With the implementation of Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-2, the impact would be less
than significant.
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e)

f)

g9)

Result in inadequate emergency access?

Construction-related activities associated with the project could result in short-term
restriction of access. To address potential impacts to emergency access, NextG has
incorporated into the project Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-1, CTT-2, and CTT-7,
which include the development of an emergency vehicle access plan. With Implementation
of Applicant Proposed Measures CTT-1, CTT-2, and CTT-7, impacts would be less than
significant.

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

No demand for parking would be created by the project during operation. During
construction, work crews would comprise fewer than 10 personnel, who would park adjacent
to construction areas. Trenching activities could affect parking for area business and other
facilities. Since access to the areas will be maintained during construction and parking will
be restricted for no more than 3 days, no significant impact would occur.

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

There may be short-term impacts to bicycle paths or bus turnouts during construction for 1
to 2 days in any location. As stated in Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-1 in Section 1,
Subsection 8.5 of this Initial Study, NextG will include pedestrian and bicycle detours in all
areas potentially impacted, will consult with the local jurisdiction and prepare a traffic control
plan, and will coordinate with local transit agencies for temporary relocation of routes or bus
stops in work zones, as necessary. With implementation of Applicant Proposed Measure
CTT-1, this impact is considered less than significant.
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4.16. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than
Potentially Significant with Less Than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable ] ] ] X
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of
new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which ] [] [] X
could cause significant environmental
effects?

¢) Require or result in the construction of
new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the [] ] ] X
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new [] [l [l X
or expanded entitlements needed?

e) Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the [ [ [ I
project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the ] ] X ]
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid ] ] X ]
waste?

Existing Conditions

The project is within the publicly owned right-of-way in developed areas within the City of
Huntington Beach, which includes existing utility lines, such as power lines, telephone lines, and
cable television lines.

February 2010 4-66 Initial Study




Initial Study
NextG Networks Huntington Beach DAS Project

Impacts

Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

f)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

The project would not generate a demand for water or wastewater treatment, and thus
would not exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control
Board. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities
or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

The project would not generate a demand for water or wastewater treatment. Therefore, the
project would not cause a violation in wastewater treatment requirements, or require the
construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

During construction of the proposed project, all ground disturbance would be limited to the
previously developed publicly owned right-of-way. To avoid impacts to the existing
stormwater system, the applicant is planning to tunnel or bore under existing curbs and
gutters where the project proposes to install underground fiber-optic communication lines.
Therefore, the project would not require or result in the construction of new stormwater
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, and no impacts would occur.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

The project would not generate a demand for water or wastewater treatment. Therefore, the
project would not cause a violation in wastewater treatment requirements, or require the
construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

The project would not generate a demand for water or wastewater treatment. Therefore, the
project would not cause a violation in wastewater treatment requirements, or require the
construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

The project would generate a minimal amount of solid waste during construction. No regular
solid waste disposal is proposed as a part of the project. To reduce construction-related
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waste, NextG would recycle construction materials to the maximum extent possible, as
described in Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-6. Therefore, the amount of solid waste
generated by the project would not be substantial or interfere with the sufficient permitted
capacity of nearby landfills. Impacts would be less than significant.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

NextG and its contractors comply with all relevant federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste. With the implementation of Applicant Proposed Measure
CTT-7, recycling of construction waste, and compliance with applicable laws and
regulations, impacts would be less than significant.
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4.17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
. Significant  with Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the [ [ X [
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b) Have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection [ [ I [
with the effects of past projects, the effects
of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects.)

c) Have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human ] ] X ]
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Explanation of Mandatory Findings of Significance Checklist

a) As discussed in the sections above, the project would involve the construction of a utility
system and would not significantly impact fish or wildlife resources, nor impact rare,
threatened, or endangered species. The proposed project, with incorporation of
Applicant Proposed Measures, would not significantly impact cultural or biological
resources.

b) No significant cumulative impacts have been identified with the implementation of the
proposed project.

c) No substantial environmental effects that would cause adverse effects on human beings
have been identified.
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Road Construction Emissions Model, Version 6.3.1

Emission Estimates for -> Next G Project - Proposed Total Exhaust Fugitive Dust Total Exhaust Fugitive Dust

Project Phases (English Units) ROG (Ibs/day) CO (Ibs/day) NOx (Ibs/day) ~ PM10 (Ibs/day) PM10 (Ibs/day)  PM10 (Ibs/day) PM2.5 (Ibs/day) PM2.5 (Ibs/day)  PM2.5 (Ibs/day)
Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.6 7.6 2.9 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
Grading/Excavation 17 12.3 14.0 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.1
Drainage/Utilities/Sub-Grade 1.8 12.7 14.5 1.0 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.6 0.1
Paving 2.6 0.1 0.1 1.2 1.2 - 1.1 1.1 -
Maximum (pounds/day) 2.6 12.7 14.5 1.2 1.2 0.3 1.1 1.1 0.1
Total (tons/construction project) 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Notes: Project Start Year -> 2010

Project Length (months) -> 2 CO,E CO.E
Total Project Area (acres) -> 0.192 (tons/project) (Mtons/yr)

Maximum Area Disturbed/Day (acres) -> 0.027 56.76 51.49

Total Soil Imported/Exported (yd?/day)-> 0
PM10 and PM2.5 estimates assume 50% control of fugitive dust from watering and associated dust control measures if a minimum number of water trucks are specified.

Notes:
CO,E Carbon dioxide equivalent

Mtons metric tons (= 1.1023 tons)







Road Construction Emissions Model, Version 6.3.1

Emission Estimates for -> Next G Project - Completed Total Exhaust Fugitive Dust Total Exhaust Fugitive Dust

Project Phases (English Units) ROG (Ibs/day) CO (Ibs/day) NOx (Ibs/day) ~ PM10 (Ibs/day) PM10 (Ibs/day)  PM10 (Ibs/day) PM2.5 (Ibs/day) PM2.5 (Ibs/day)  PM2.5 (Ibs/day)
Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.6 7.6 2.9 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.1
Grading/Excavation 17 12.3 14.0 0.9 0.7 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.1
Drainage/Utilities/Sub-Grade 1.8 12.7 14.5 1.0 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.6 0.1
Paving 2.6 0.1 0.1 1.2 1.2 - 1.1 1.1 -
Maximum (pounds/day) 2.6 12.7 14.5 1.2 1.2 0.3 1.1 1.1 0.1
Total (tons/construction project) 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Notes: Project Start Year -> 2008

Project Length (months) -> 2 CO,E CO.E
Total Project Area (acres) -> 0.101 (tons/project) (Mtons/yr)

Maximum Area Disturbed/Day (acres) -> 0.027 53.51 48.55

Total Soil Imported/Exported (yd?/day)-> 0
PM10 and PM2.5 estimates assume 50% control of fugitive dust from watering and associated dust control measures if a minimum number of water trucks are specified.

Notes:
CO,E Carbon dioxide equivalent

Mtons metric tons (= 1.1023 tons)




Road Construction Emissions Model

Data Entry or sheet

Note: equired data input sections have a yellow background.

Optional data input sections have a blue background. Only areas with a

yellow or blue background can be modified. Program defaults have a white background.
The user is required to enter information in cells C10 through C25.

nput Type
Project Name Next G Project - Completed
Construction Start Year 2008
Project Type

1
Project Construction Time 15
Predominant Soil/Site Type: Enter 1 2 or 3

1
Project Length 0.71
Total Project Area 0.1010
Maximum Area Disturbed/Day 0.0268

ater Trucks sed 1

Soil Imported 0.0
Soil Exported 0.0
Average Truck Capacity 20.0

Version 6.3.1

Enter a Year between 2005 and 2025
(inclusive)

1 New oad Construction

2 oad idening

3 ridge/Overpass Construction
months

1. Sand Gravel

2. eathered ock-Earth

3. lasted ock

miles

acres

acres

1. Yes 2.
No

yd*/day
yd®/day
yd3 (assume 20 if unknown)

To begin a new project click this button to clear
data previously entered. This button will only work
if you opted not to disable macros when loading

this spreadsheet.

The remaining sections of this sheet contain areas that can be modified by the user, although those modifications are optional.

Note: The program s estimates of construction period phase length can be overridden in cells C34 through C37.

Program
ser Override of Calculated
Construction Periods Construction Months Months 2005 % 2006 % 2007 %
Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Grading/Excavation 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Drainage/ tilities/Sub-Grade 0.53 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Paving 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Totals 0.00 1.50
auling emission default values can be overridden in cells C45 through C46.
Soil auling Emissions ser Override of
User nput Soil auling Defaults Default alues
Miles/round trip 30
ound trips/day 0




ehicle miles traveled/day (calculated)

0

auling Emissions ROG NOXx CO PM10 PM2.5 CO2
Emission rate (grams/mile) 1.11 14.47 7.75 0.56 0.48 1855.42
Emission rate (grams/trip) 11.78 8.19 205.93 0.02 0.01 223.55
Pounds per day 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Tons per contruction period 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
orker commute default values can be overridden in cells C60 through C65.
ser Override of ~ orker
or er Commute Emissions Commute Default alues Default alues
Miles/ one-way trip 20
One-way trips/day 2
No. of employees: Grubbing/Land Clearing 12.00 1
No. of employees: Grading/Excavation 12.00 3
No. of employees: Drainage/ tilities/Sub-Grade 12.00 3
No. of employees: Paving 12.00 4
ROG NOx Cco PM10 PM2.5 CO2 CO,E
Emission rate - Grubbing/Land Clearing (grams/mile) 0.169 0.294 2.971 0.034 0.019 426.400
Emission rate - Grading/Excavation (grams/mile) 0.169 0.294 2.971 0.034 0.019 426.400
Emission rate - Draining/ tilities/Sub-Grade (gr/mile) 0.169 0.294 2.971 0.034 0.019 426.400
Emission rate - Paving (grams/mile) 0.169 0.294 2.971 0.034 0.019 426.400
Emission rate - Grubbing/Land Clearing (grams/trip) 0.953 0.402 9.269 0.120 0.012 191.400
Emission rate - Grading/Excavation (grams/trip) 0.953 0.402 9.269 0.120 0.012 191.400
Emission rate - Draining/ tilities/Sub-Grade (gr/trip) 0.953 0.402 9.269 0.120 0.012 191.400
Emission rate - Paving (grams/trip) 0.953 0.402 9.269 0.120 0.012 191.400
Pounds per day - Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.279 0.353 4.121 0.049 0.021 471.056
Tons per const. Period - Grub/Land Clear 0.000 0.001 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.777
Pounds per day - Grading/Excavation 0.279 0.353 4.121 0.049 0.021 471.056
Tons per const. Period - Grading/Excavation 0.002 0.002 0.027 0.000 0.000 3.109
Pounds per day - Drainage/ tilities/Sub-Grade 0.279 0.353 4.121 0.049 0.021 471.056
Tons per const. Period - Drain/ til/Sub-Grade 0.002 0.002 0.024 0.000 0.000 2.720
Pounds per day - Paving 0.279 0.353 4.121 0.049 0.021 471.056
Tons per const. Period - Paving 0.001 0.001 0.010 0.000 0.000 1.166
tons per construction period 0.005 0.006 0.068 0.001 0.000 7.772 8.181
ater truck default values can be overriden in cells C91 through C93 and E91 through E93.
ater Truc Emissions ser Override of Program Estimate of se.r Override of Truck .Default alues
Default ater Trucks Number of ater Trucks Miles Traveled/Day Miles Traveled/Day
Grubbing/Land Clearing - Exhaust 2.00 1 10.00 40
Grading/Excavation - Exhaust 2.00 1 10.00 40
Drainage/ tilities/Subgrade 2.00 1 10.00 40
ROG NOXx CO PM10 PM2.5 CO2
Emission rate - Grubbing/Land Clearing (grams/mile) 111 14.47 7.75 0.56 0.48 1855.42
Emission rate - Grading/Excavation (grams/mile) 1.11 14.47 7.75 0.56 0.48 1855.42




Emission rate - Draining/ tilities/Sub-Grade (gr/mile) 1.10 14.47 7.75 0.56 0.48 1855.42
Pounds per day - Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.05 0.64 0.34 0.02 0.02 81.74
Tons per const. Period - Grub/Land Clear 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.54
Pound per day - Grading/Excavation 0.05 0.64 0.34 0.02 0.02 81.74
Tons per const. Period - Grading/Excavation 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.54
Pound per day - Drainage/ tilities/Subgrade 0.05 0.64 0.34 0.02 0.02 81.74
Tons per const. Period - Drainage/ tilities/Subgrade 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47
ugitive dust default values can be overridden in cells C110 through C112.
P ser Override of Max Default PM10 PM10 PM2.5 PM2.5
Fu 9 itive Dust Acreage Disturbed/Day Maximum Acreage/Day pounds/day tons/per period pounds/day tons/per period
ugitive Dust - Grubbing/Land Clearing 0.026772268 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
ugitive Dust - Grading/Excavation 0.026772268 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
ugitive Dust - Drainage/ tilities/Subgrade 0.026772268 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0
Off-Road E uipment Emissions
Default

Grubbing/Land Clearing Number of ehicles 0oG Cco NOx PM10 PM2.5 COo2

Override of Default Number of ehicles Program-estimate Type pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day

Aerial Lifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Air Compressors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ore/Drill igs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Cement and Mortar Mixers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Concrete/Industrial Saws 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Cranes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Crushing/Proc. Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Excavators 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Generator Sets 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Graders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off- ighway Tractors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off- ighway Trucks 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Construction Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other General Industrial Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Material andling Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pavers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Paving Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Plate Compactors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pressure  ashers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pumps 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ollers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ough Terrain  orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1| ubber Tired Do ers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ubber Tired Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Scrapers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




0.00 1|Signal oards 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Skid Steer Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Surfacing Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sweepers/Scrubbers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 Tractors/Loaders/ ackhoes 0.22 2.15 1.44 0.07 0.06 327.38

Trenchers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 eavy Duty On- oad Trucks 0.07 0.96 0.51 0.04 0.03 122.60

elders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Grubbing/Land Clearing pounds per day 0.3 3.1 2.0 0.1 0.1 450.0

Grubbing/Land Clearing tons per phase 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
Default

Grading/Excavation Number of ehicles 0oG Cco NOx PM10 PM2.5 Cco2

Override of Default Number of ehicles Program-estimate Type pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day|

1.00 Aerial Lifts 0.23 0.84 1.49 0.12 0.11 128.30

Air Compressors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 ore/Drill igs 0.79 2.94 9.00 0.32 0.30 1641.74

0.00 Cement and Mortar Mixers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Concrete/Industrial Saws 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0|Cranes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Crushing/Proc. Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Excavators 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Generator Sets 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Graders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off- ighway Tractors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 Off- ighway Trucks 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0|Other Construction Equipment 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.77

Other General Industrial Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Material andling Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pavers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Paving Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Plate Compactors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pressure  ashers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pumps 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ollers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ough Terrain  orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ubber Tired Do ers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1| ubber Tired Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Scrapers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Signal oards 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Skid Steer Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Surfacing Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sweepers/Scrubbers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 Tractors/Loaders/ ackhoes 0.22 2.15 1.44 0.07 0.06 327.38

0.00 Trenchers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

2.00 eavy Duty On- oad Trucks 0.15 1.91 1.02 0.07 0.06 245.21

elders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Grading/Excavation pounds per day 1.4 7.8 13.0 0.6 0.5 23434

Grading tons per phase 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 20.6
Default

Drainage/Utilities/Subgrade Number of ehicles 0oG Cco NOx PM10 PM2.5 Cco2

Override of Default Number of ehicles Program-estimate pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day

1.00 Aerial Lifts 0.23 0.84 1.49 0.12 0.11 128.30

Air Compressors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 ore/Drill igs 0.79 2.94 9.00 0.32 0.30 1641.74

2.00 Cement and Mortar Mixers 0.08 0.40 0.52 0.03 0.03 64.89

Concrete/Industrial Saws 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Cranes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Crushing/Proc. Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 Excavators 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Generator Sets 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Graders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off- ighway Tractors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 Off- ighway Trucks 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Construction Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other General Industrial Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Material andling Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pavers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Paving Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Plate Compactors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pressure  ashers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pumps 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ollers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ough Terrain  orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ubber Tired Do ers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 ubber Tired Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Scrapers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Signal oards 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Skid Steer Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Surfacing Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sweepers/Scrubbers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 Tractors/Loaders/ ackhoes 0.22 2.15 1.44 0.07 0.06 327.38

0.00 1|Trenchers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

2.00 eavy Duty On- oad Trucks 0.15 1.91 1.02 0.07 0.06 245.21

elders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Drainage pounds per day 15 8.2 135 0.6 0.6 2407.5

Drainage tons per phase 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 18.5
Default

Paving Number of ehicles 0oG Cco NOx PM10 PM2.5 Cco2

Override of Default Number of ehicles Program-estimate Type pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day pounds/day|

Aerial Lifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Air Compressors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ore/Drill igs 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Cement and Mortar Mixers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Concrete/Industrial Saws 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Cranes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Crushing/Proc. Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Excavators 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Generator Sets 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Graders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off- ighway Tractors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Off- ighway Trucks 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Construction Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other General Industrial Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Other Material andling Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1|Pavers 0.92 2.92 5.41 0.48 0.44 386.18

1|Paving Equipment 0.69 2.19 4.07 0.36 0.33 291.96

Plate Compactors 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pressure  ashers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Pumps 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1| ollers 0.61 2.12 3.75 0.33 0.30 299.86

ough Terrain  orklifts 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ubber Tired Do ers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

ubber Tired Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Scrapers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 1|Signal oards 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Skid Steer Loaders 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Surfacing Equipment 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sweepers/Scrubbers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Tractors/Loaders/ ackhoes 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Trenchers 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1.00 eavy Duty On- oad Trucks 0.07 0.96 0.51 0.04 0.03 122.60
Paving pounds per day 2.3 8.2 13.7 12 1.1 1100.6
Paving tons per phase 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.6
Total Emissions all Phases (tons per construction period) > 0.0 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.0 43.8

Equipment default values for horsepower load factor and hours/day can be overridden in cells C285 through C317 E285 through E317 and G285 through G317.

Default alues Default alues Default alues

E uipment orsepower Load actor ours/day
Aerial Lifts 60 0.46 8
Air Compressors 106 0.48 8

ore/Drill igs 291 0.75 8
Cement and Mortar Mixers 10 0.56 8
Concrete/Industrial Saws 19 0.73 8
Cranes 399 0.43 8
Crushing/Proc. Equipment 142 0.78 8
Excavators 168 0.57 8

orklifts 145 0.30 8




Generator Sets
Graders
Off- ighway Tractors
Off- ighway Trucks
Other Construction Equipment
Other General Industrial Equipment
Other Material andling Equipment
Pavers
Paving Equipment
Plate Compactors
Pressure ashers
Pumps

ollers

ough Terrain orklifts

ubber Tired Do ers

ubber Tired Loaders
Scrapers
Signal oards
Skid Steer Loaders
Surfacing Equipment
Sweepers/Scrubbers
Tractors/Loaders/ ackhoes
Trenchers

elders

549 0.74 8
174 0.61 8
267 0.65 8
479 0.57 8
75 0.62 8
238 0.51 8
191 0.59 8
100 0.62 8
104 0.53 8

8 0.43 8

1 0.60 8
53 0.74 8
95 0.56 8
93 0.60 8
357 0.59 8
157 0.54 8
313 0.72 8
20 0.78 8
44 0.55 8
362 0.45 8
91 0.68 8
108 0.55 8
63 0.75 8
45 0.45 8
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Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

1. Introduction

This attachment provides responses to comments received during the Draft Initial Study (IS)
and Negative Declaration (ND) for the NextG Huntington Beach Digital Antenna System (DAS)
project public review period, which began on November 23, 2009, and ended on December 22,
2009, providing 30 days for public review. Detailed responses are provided to individual
comments in Section 1.4, which also provides copies of comments submitted on the Draft
IS/ND.

2. Comment Letters Received

Table 1-1 provides an index of all comment letters received and corresponding numbered
responses. Comment letters are organized by category and then chronologically in the order the
letter was received. Each letter is assigned a letter designation and each comment within that
letter is numbered. Comment letters, bracketed by comment, are reproduced in their entirety
and are followed by responses to each comment. Changes to the IS/ND, where deemed
appropriate, are summarized in the response and refer to the applicable section in the IS/ND.
Text changes are indicated with strikethrough/underline. A clean version of the text is provided
in the Final IS/ND.

Table 1-1: Index to Comment Letters and Responses to Comments

Document Letter Response
Designation Agency/Respondent and Date of Letter Designations

Public Agencies and Organizations

A Department of Toxic Substances Control (Greg Holmes), A-1-A-12
December 14, 2009

B Department of Transportation, District 12 (Maryam Molavi), B-1-B-4
December 21, 2009

C City of Huntington Beach, Office of City Attorney (Scott Field), C-1-C-56

December 22, 2009

D Governor's Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and D-1-D-3
Planning Unit (Scott Morgan), December 24, 2009

The Applicant

E NextG Nextworks of California, Inc. (Davis Wright Montgomery— E1-E-16
Suzanne Toller, Kerry Shea, Robert Millar), December 22, 2009

F NextG Nextworks of California, Inc. (Davis Wright Montgomery—Robert F-1-F-10
Millar), January 11, 2010

February 2010 1 Attachment 2




Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

3. Public Meeting

In order to help understand the proposed project and to obtain public comments on the IS/ND,
the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) held a public meeting on Thursday,
December 3, 2009, in Community Room B at the Huntington Beach Central Library at
7111 Talbert Avenue in Huntington Beach, California, from 6:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. At the public
meeting, the environmental team and CPUC staff were available to discuss the environmental
document and to obtain public comments on the environmental document. Attendees were
provided with comment cards and contact information with the option to submit comments at a
later date. No comments were received as a result of this meeting.
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Comments and Responses

Comment Letter A

\.\.\.
_‘_' LY ‘\__
\(‘ Department of Toxic Substances Control
Marinr Movassaghi, Acting Dwector
Linga & Asams 5796 Corporole Awvenun
Sacratary lor Cyprass, California 90630

Ernucmimsrisl Protecten

Decamber 14, 20049

Mir. Jensen Uchida

California Public Utilities Commigsion
Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, California 84102

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR HUNTINGTON BEACH DISTRIBUTED ANTENNA SYSTEM PROJECT
(SCH # 2009111073), ORANGE COUNTY

Diear Mr, Uichida:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submitted draf
Initial Study (15) and purposed Mitigated Negalive Declaration (MND) for the above-
mentioned project. The following project description Is stated in your document: “NextG
Metworks, Inc. (MaxtG) is proposing the completion of its Distributed Antenna System
Eight of the15 nodes, 79,418 feat of aerial fiber, and approximalely 1,531 feet of
undarground fiber have been constructed. The remaining seven nodes, and the cabla 1o
connect them to the network, would complete the project. The remaining seven nodes
include three new poles, approximately 33,556 feat of asrial fiber, and 7,165 feat of A
underground fiber, This would be accomplished thiough lrenching of a 1- o 2-foot-deep —
trench between 3 and 6 fest from adge of the paveman!. The project is located entirely
within tha publicly owned right-of-way wilhin developed urban area of the City of

Huntington Beach In northwestern Orange County, California. The majorily of the

axisting landscape of the project area is characterized by major roadways and smallar
ancillary streets containing residences, commarcial businesses, parks of recreation

areas, and industry, such as aclive oil wells. In some areas, namely along Pacific Coast
Highway, the project site |s located adjacent to vacanl or open space areas.” DTSC has

the following commenls: -

1) The MND should identify the mechanism lo initiate any required investigation
and/or ramediation for any sile that may be contaminatad, and the govemmant | A_z
agency to provide appropriate reguialory oversighl. Il necessary, DTSC would

B Pricded on Becycled Papar
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Mr. Jensen Uchida
Decembar 14, 2009
Page 2 of 4

2)

require an oversight agreement in order lo review such documents. Flease see
comment No. 9 below for more information,

For all identified sites, the MND should evaluate whether conditions at the sile
may pose a threal to human health or the environment. Following are the
databases of some of the perinent raqulatory agencias:

Mational Priorties List (NPLY: A list maintained by the Uniled Stales
Environmental Prolection Agency (U.S.EPA}.

EnviroStor: A Database primarily used by the California Deparimant of Toxic
Substances Control, accessible through DTSC's website (see balow)

Resource Conservalion and Recovery Information System (RCRIS): A database
of RCRA facilites that is maintained by LS. EPA.

Comprehensive Environmanial Response Compensalion and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA siles that is maintained
by LS. EPA.

Solid Wasle Informalion Syslem (SWIS). A database provided by the California
Integrated Waste Managemeant Board which consists of both open as well as
closed and machive solid wasle disposal facilities and transfer stations.

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks, Invesligations and
Cleanups (SLIC) A list that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Contral
Boards.

Local Counties and Cities maintain lisls for hazardous subslances cleanup siles
and leaking underground storage tanks.

The United States Army Corps of Enginaars, 811 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, Californta, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of Formerly
Used Defensa Sites (FLIDS).

All anvironmental investigations, sampling andfor remediation for the site should
be conducted under a Workplan approved and overseen by a regulalory agency
that has jurisdiction to oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of
any investigations, Including any Phase | or Il Environmental Site Assessment
Investigations should be summarized in the document. All sampling results in
which harardous substances ware found should be clearly summarnized in a
lable.

A2
Cont.

February 2010
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Mr. Jansan Uchida
Docomber 14, 2006
Page 3 of 4

3)

4)

3)

&)

7

g)

I buildings or other struclures, asphall or concrele-paved surface areas are
being planned ta be damolishad, an investigation should be conducled for the
presence of other related hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints or products,
mercury, and ashastos containing materials (ACMs). I other hazardous
chemicals, lead-based paints or products, marcury or ACMs are |denlified, proper
precautions should be taken during demolition activities. Additionally, the
conlaminants should be remediated in complianca with California environmental
ragulations and policies.

Project construction may require soil excavation or filling in certain areas.
Sampling may be required. Il soil is conlaminaled, il must be propery disposed
and not simply placed in another lncation onsite. Land Disposal Restrictions
(LDRs) may be applicable o such soils. Also, if the project proposes to impaon
soll to backfill the areas excavated, sampling should ba conducted to ensure thal
the imported soil is free of contaminalion.

Hurman health and the environment of sansitive receptors should ba protected
during tha construction or demolition activities. If it is found necessary, a study of
the site and a health risk assessment overseen and approved by the appropriate
government agency and a gualified heallh risk assessor should be conducted to
determing if there are, hava bean, or will ba, any releases ol hazardous malenals
thal may pose a risk to human health or the environment.

If it is determined thal hazardous wastes ang, or will be, ganarated by the
proposed operalions, lhe wastes must be managed in accordance with tha
California Hazardous Waste Conirol Law (California Haalth and Salety Code,
Division 20, Chapler 6.5) and lhe Hazardous Waste Control Regulations
{California Coda of Regulations, Tille 22, Division 4.5), If it is determined that
hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should also obtain a Linited
States Environmental Protection Agency Identification Mumber by contacting
(800) 618-6842. Certain hazardous wasta freatment processes or hazardous
materials, handling, slorage or uses may require authorization from the local
Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the requirement for
authorization can be oblained by contacling your local CUPA,

If during construction/demaolition of the project; the soil and/or groundwater
contamination Is suspeciad, construction/demolition in the area should cease
and appropriate health and safety procedures should be implementad.

If the site was used for agricultural, livestock or related activities, onsite solls and
groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural chemical, organic waste or
ather related residus. Proper invesligation, and remedial actions, il necessary,
should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a government
agency at the site prior to construction of the project,

|

A-4

A-T

A-8

A-9
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Mr. Jensen Uchida
December 14, 2008
Page 4 of 4

9)

DTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an Enviranmantal
Ovarsight Agraamant (EQA) for government agencies which would not be

congidered responsible parties under CERCLA, or a Valuntary Cleanup . A-10
Agreament (VCA) for privale parties. For addilional infermalion on the EQA
o VCA, please ses www.disc.ca.govisiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact
Maryam Tasnil-Abbasi, DTSC's Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at
(714) 484-5488,
10}  In futura CEQA documents, please provide your e-mail address, so DTEC can L A-11
send you comments both electronically and by mail
If you have any quastions regarding this latter, plaaza contact Mr. Rafig Ahmad, Projecl L A-12
Manager, al rahmed@disc.ca.gov, or by phone at (714) 484-5491,
Sincerely,
// 7
Greg Holmes
Unit Chief
Brownfields and Environmenlal Restoration Program - Cypress Office
co:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
Elate Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramentn, California 85812-3044
stale.clearinghouseiopr.ca.gov
CEQA Tracking Center
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
1001 | Street, 22nd Floor, M.5. 22-2
Sacramento, California 85814
nritter@@disc.ca.gov
CEQAH 2732
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A-1
A-2

A-4
A-5

A-6

A-8

A-9
A-10

A-11
A-12

Response to Document A
Department of Toxic Substances Control (Greg Holmes)
Dated December 14, 2009

The commenter provides an accurate description of the proposed project.

A database search for contaminated sites within the vicinity of the proposed project
has been completed. Appropriate databases were included in this search and no
identified sites were found within the project area. It should be noted that no actual
maps of these facilities are available but are provided by address or universal
transverse mercator (UTM) coordinates.

No remediation activities have been identified as necessary for the proposed project.
Should one be deemed necessary, a work plan will be provided to the Department of
Toxic Substances Control (DTSC).

No buildings or other structures will be demolished as part of the proposed project.

It is anticipated that any material that will be used for excavation or filling will be from
the same right-of-way area. Any fill material will be tested to ensure that it is not
contaminated prior to its use. Any contaminated soils will be removed and disposed
of according to the California Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) Department
of Toxic Substances Control regulations and the fill material will be replaced with
clean material.

Human health and any sensitive receptors will be protected during the construction
process.

As discussed in the Initial Study, there will be the potential to generate hazardous
waste during construction. The waste will be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law and the Hazardous Waste Control
Regulations.

In the event that contaminated groundwater is encountered, construction will cease
in the area until appropriate health and safety procedures are implemented.

The project site has not been used for agricultural or livestock activities.

It is not anticipated that clean-up activities will be required. If appropriate, the DTSC
will be contacted for guidance.

This information is noted.

This information is noted.
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Comment Letter B

SEATE U8 CALIURNIA—BUSENESS, TIANSIUS LA TS ANDL HOUSING, AUGESCY ARNULL SCATWARSFSE GOFE. Chnvemnol
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Dimrien 12
11?1 :I;dullnn Dirive, Suite IR0
Trving, A Y2612-HEH
Tel: (%49} T24-2240 —
WA s in-F::.-j::m:.-.vr
December 21, 2009
Jensen Uchida File: IGR/CEQA
California Public Utilities Commission SCHE: 2000111073
205 Van Ness Avenue Log #: 2409
Eon Fruneiseo, Caolifornia 94102 ER-1, SR-39

Subject: Huntington Bench Distributed Antennne System Projeel

Dear Mr. Uchida,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Initial Study and Negative
Declaration (IS/ND) for the Huntington Beach Distributed Antennae System Project. The
proposal i3 (o instoll opproximately 7.5 miles of fber-oplic cubles, sivel & concreie poles,
enclosures and splice boxes, including 33,555 feet of asrinl fiber-optic cable, and 7,165 feet of
underground fiber-optic cable, The project site is located is located ot various oress within the
City of Huntington Beach. The nearest Stite routes to this project are SR-1 and SR-39.

The Department of Transportation (Department) is a responsible agency on this project and
we huve the following comments:

%]

As part of Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-1 (as listed on Page 5 of the Negalive
Declaration), a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) shall be submitted to Caltrans, summanizing
the procedures thal may be used o minimize traffic impacts and the process for distribution
of accurale and timely traffic information to the public.

Any project work proposed in the vicinity of the Depaniment’s right-of-way would require an
encroachment permit and all environmental concems must be adequately addressed, IF the
environmenial documentation for the project does nol meet the Depariment’s requirements,
additional decumentation would be required before approval of the encroachment permit.
Pleaze coordinate with Department to meet requirements for any work within or ncar State
right-of-way. All entitics other than the Department working within the Department’s right-
of-way must obtain un Encroachment Permit prior to commencement of work, Plense ollow 2
to 4 weeks for o complete submittal to be reviewed and for o permit 1o be jssiped. When
applying for an Encroachment Permit, pleage incorporate Environmental Documentation,
SWPPPF WPCP, Hydraulic Caleulations, Traffic Control Plans, Geotechnical Analysis, right-
of-way certification and all relevant design detnils including design exception approvals. For
specific details on the Caltrans Encroachment Permits procedure, please refer to the Caltrans
Encroachment Permits Manunl. The latest edition of the manual is available on the web site:

hnpefwwew deoten govhodmifopsdevel opserv/permits/

“anliramy imprimves mubiliy acr Calijfemio

11

— B-2

— B-3
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Plense eontinue to keep us informed of this project and any future developments, which could
potentially impact the Stste Trunsportotion Fecilities.  If you hove any questions or need o B-4
contact us, please do not hesitate (o call Marlon Regisfond a1 (949) 724-224)

Sincerely,

Maryam Maolavi, Acting Branch Chiel
Local Development/Intergovermmental Review

Ualdrsmny dmprirer 1 masbility across Californas
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TRAHSHISSTON VERTFICATION REPORT

TIME : 12/21/2089 17:83
HAME :

Fak

TEL

SER. N @ BROEZI3qa14B4

DATE, TIME 12/21 17:82
FaX HD, (NAME Q14157R32200
[URATICH 20:08: 39
FRAGE (5} az
FEELLT i
MOTE ETANDARD
ECHM
ETATE N O AT e LTS TWEES. TR T A TROR, AN FNNEG AL ARMOLD SCHWATTENEOIE Derever
mmnmm OF TRANSPORTATION @
12
1117 Michalson Dirive, Suite 300
leviow, CA 5261 2-R804
Tl (549) T24.2241
Fix; (949) T24-1992 a:m“m
Ononliee 2. 2008 Postir' FaxNow 7671 [0 T[T Ton ga® 1
Jermen Uchida - n Uehido, [ Maylan 'l_.p-b.:m_
Califarnia Public Utilities Commission Cofiforns e [ Caltrans Parict 11|
505 Van Ness Avenue Mo 15 ] 703 Syay A48 ] T2 -2
San Francisco, California 94102 =% 107-1100 F "

Subject: Huntington Beach Dintributed Antenuse System Project

Dear Mr, Uchida,

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Tnitia]l Stady und Negative
Declaration (IS/ND) for the Huntington Beach Distributed Antennur Ey:;n Prnjl:i.ﬂTi'l:
proposal 18 1o install approximately 7.5 miles of fber-optic cables, steal & concrete poles,
enclosures and splice boxes, including 33,555 feet of aerial fiber-optic cable, and 7,165 feet of
lmdnwnundlib:r-nph: cable. The project site is located is located at various arcas within the
City of Huntington Beach. The nearcat State routes w this project are SR-1 and SR-39,

The Department of Transpartation (Department) is a responsible ngeney on this project and
we have the following comments: o

1. As part of Applicant Proposed Measure CTT-1 (as listed on Page 5 of the Negmiive
Declaration), a Traffic Management Plan (TMP) shall be submitted to Caltrans, summarizing
the procedures that may be used to minimize traffic impacts and the procsss for distribution
of sccurate and timely maffic information to the public,

2 Any project wark proposed in the vicinity of the Department's right-af-way would require an
encrouchment permit and all environmental concerns must be adequately addressed. IF the

February 2010 11 Attachment 2



Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

February 2010 12 Attachment 2



Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

B-1

B-2

Response to Document B
California Department of Transportation, District 22 (Maryam Molavi)
Dated January 21, 2010

This comment is noted. This description is an accurate description of the proposed
project.

This comment is noted. The Traffic Management Plan shall be submitted to Caltrans
for approval.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
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Comment Letter C

OFFICE OF
CITY ATTORNEY
P, Box 190 Paul I Alessamdrn, Assistan Ciy Alsnmey

20041 Main Street Sool Fiedd, Assitast Oity Altamey
Hundinginn Reaech, Califorals 972648 Nexl Maere, &r. Deguty City Atiomey

. Telephome: (714) $36-5545 Julm 5-!#. Ar, Lty le..*.lhmwy

Jennifer Melirath Focsimfic: (7143 3741550 Daniel K. Obl, Depaty City Aneney

City Attorney neslmile: (T18) IM-15 Harah Sulinn, Depsty Cily Allomey
Sllikoe Viglisara, Depaty City Attorney

December 22, 20009

Jensen Uchida

Califormin Public Utilities Commmission
e/ Dudek

605 Third Street

Encinitas, CA 92024

Re: NextG Networks Ine. of Californin Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna
System Project
CPCN Application No, A09-03-007

Dear Mr. Uchida:

The City of Huntington Beach has reviewed the Drait Initial Study and Negative Declaration
(the “I5") that the California Public Utilities Commission issued for NextG's Huntington
Beach Distributed Antenna System Project (the “Project™). The City"s comments are divided — C-1
into two sections. First are general comments that require revisions to the 1S throughout the
document. Second are specific page and paragraph comments. Tagether, they requine
revising the 15 to find thot an EIR is nccessary for the Project.

L General Comments.

Municipal Code Chapter 17.64-the Underprounding Ordinance. The 15 concludes that the
instaliation of three new poles “would not result in a significant change from existing
conditions und is not considered to be a substantial conflict with Municipal Code 17.64.7 (p.
4-53.) To the contrary, Chapter 17.64 (the “Undergrounding Ordinance™), expressly prohibits
all new poles and lines, The City General Plan [furiber enforees this requirement. Al page 4-
52, the IS acknowledges that the Utilities Element of the City General Plan states o policy o
continue to underground above ground electrical transmission lines, L. .2

Contrary to the supgestion in the matrix a1 page 4-45 that the Project will not conflict with any
regulation adopted for “the purpose of avoiding an environmental effect,” Chapter 17.64 was
adapted for the purpose of mitigating the environmental effects on community aesthetics of
above ground utility lines and poles. Consequently, checking the “less than significant
nmpact” box 15 muppropriote, Rather, these above ground lines and poles present a potentially
significant impact, and consequently, an EIR is required, not o negative declaration,
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Jagon Uchida, California Public Usilitics Commission
December 22, 2009
Pp. 2of 8

In support of the negative declumation, the I3 states that installation of three new utility poles
and miles of new aerinl cable on utility poles is not a “significant change from existing
eonditions.™ (p. 4-53.] Notahly, the IS distinguishes berween the new poles and new acrials, — C-3
Only the aerials are a “less-than-significant” impact. (p. 4-12.) The IS states merely that the
poles would “blend into the area.” (p, #-12.)

The City Couneil of Huntington Beach has coneluded in adopting the Undergrounding
Onrdingnce and prohibiting new poles and new lines that both are significont impacts,

CEQA recognizes it any conflict with applicable lond use regulations should e teated os a
I‘Il;!lm‘llilill}" anvironmental significant impact, (City of Santa Cruz v, PGEE (2000) 82 . E"
Cal. App.dth, 1167, 1177-T8: People v, Hardacre (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th 1292, 1301.)
Moreover, CEQA requires preparation of an EIR whencver o “fair arpument™ can be made
that the project will huve o signilicant environmental impact. (Ne O v. City of Lox Arngeles
(1974 13 Cul.3d 6%, 75.)

The conclusion of the IS that vielation of the Undergrounding Ordinance is not a significant
environmental effect violates the principle of CEQA that regulatory standards like the
Undergrounding Ordinance are thresholds of significance,  (See, Schaeffior Land v, San Jose
(1989) 215 Cal App 3d 612, 623-623, holding that a ncgative declaration was appropriate
where the project savisfied City level of traffic service standards.) Moreover, the CIPUC has — C-5
already decided i the case of Nextt that, “consistent with long standing Commssion policy

o recogniee locul governmenl coneems,” the Commizsion would contine o “reguire nitfiiies

tor arecommmodate local lamd wse reguirements in constructing thelr facilittes” (DL07-07-023,

at p. & emphasis added.) ]

Mot only doees the Undergrounding Ordinance requare that the IS find new poles and acnials
are potentiolly significant impocts, but the focts demand the same resull. The 18 elaims thet
the new perial cable “constitutes a less-than significant impact due to the presence of other
cables on the pole.” (p. 4-12.) To the contrary, attached as Exhibit A are photographs
showing the new cahles Next(i has already added o the utility poles. The cumulative effect
ol adding another tier ol lines 18 to exacerdare visual blight, Morsover, il these wires are
permitted, unother compuny will want (o add stll another ter of wires, and the process
contimses, e monseam, wntil the blight is intolerable,

Because violation of the Undergrounding Ordinance is a potentially significant environmental
effect, Public Resources Code Sections 21002.1 and 210461 require preparation of an BIR.
(See, CEOA Guidelines Scetion 15080-15096.) Equally important is that any EIR must
consider a reasonable range of project altematives that could feasibly attain the basic project L C.7
objectives while avoiding the signifivant efTects of the project, (CEQA Guidelines § i
13126.6.) Such altematives should include complionee with the Undergrounding Ordinunce
by undergrounding new lines and placing antennas outside of the ght-of-way instead, not on
new utility poles.

Aloed
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Jason Uchida, California Public Thilitics Commission
Decombar 22, 2008
P 3 of 8

: S : ineless e, The 18 wrongly concludes that

violation of the City Zoning Code Section 230,96 (the *Wireless Ordinance™) will not — C-8
potentially have a significant environmental effear,

O reason for this error may be a misunderstanding of the requirements of the Wireless
Ordinance. For example, the Land Use and Planning matnix states that Section 230,96 only
requires that Next(i abtain an encroachment permit. (p. 4-33.) The reference to an
encroachment permit at Section 2309601 12)(a) 15 an addirional requirement for facilitics in
the public nght-of-way. Il is ool a substitule for oblaining a Wircless Permit and CUP under
the Ordinunee, !

Il

Section 230.96 applies to any “Wireless Communication Facility,” which is identified as any
“antenna structure and any appuricnant facilitics or cquipment that transmits clectronic
waves. . used in connection with the provision of wireless communication service, including, — C-10
bul nod lmted to digitad, cellular and redio servaee.” (See, 230.96(H)(11).)  Thes deflimition
includes NexlG's untenmnus,

The purpose of the Wireless Ordinance is expressly environmental; it is designed to “[prevent] |
vigual clutter by locating wireless communication facilities outside of residential zones and
where they are invisible to pedestrians, and eo-located with other facilities.” (Sec.
230.96(A)}

— C-11

To secomplish this objeetive, the Cily requires submittal of o Wireless Permit Application,
which is issued upon an applicant showing “that the antenna is located in the least obtrusive
location feasiblc so as to climinate any gap in service.” (See. 230.96(D).) This siting — 12
standard was jucicially approved in Meteal’C5 v, Clty of Son Franclseo (9"' Llir. 2005) 400
F.3d 715, and Sprin v. ity of Paloy Verdes Exfates I,'J"J' Cir. 2009 583 F.3d 716,

Page 4 of the IS states that the Project Objective is “to improve wireless coverage and expand
capacity.” This suggests that the Project may not satisfy the requirement that the Project is
necessary to aliminate a service pap. In Palos Vardes Exfares, the Coun explained that the — C-4 3
operator must demonstraie that there are "sipnificant paps in coverage”™ in the mobile network
and that no alternative sites ore aviloble, Merely improving coverage and cxpanding
capacity is not equivalent o a service gap. -

Pursoant to the Ordinance, if 0 Wireless Permit is issued, antennas found to be “stealth™ or
camouflaged may be administeatively approved. (Sec. 230.96(E)(1).) However, CLIPs are L C-14
required for installation in non-residential zones of the City. (See. 230.96(EN2).) Nexi('s
Project is principally located in the non-residential zones of the City.

|

As cxpluined above regarding the Undergrounding Crdinanee, violation of a regulation
constitutes a signilicant cavironmental ¢ffeet, particuludy where the regulation was cuagted
like the Wireless Ordinance to prevent “visual clutter.” It follows that—despite the claim that
the Project “is not considered to be a substantial conflict with Zoning Ordinance 230.96 (p.4- [ C-15
S3)"—installing the Project pursuant only to an encroachment permit s a potentially
sigmificant environmental effect, requiring the completion of an EIR.

LILLL)
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Juson Uchids, Califormia Public Utilities Commission
Decenber 22, 2009
P 4 off

Undergrounding [stnets,  The |5 states that MexiC will underground s lines where other
shoveground utility lines do not cxist, (p. 4-52.) It also states that NextG will comply with
the Beach Boulevard Undergrounding Distriet (p. 1-29), but does not sceurately identity the
requirenients of that District, and ignores another City Undergrounding Project.
Consequently, the following IS modifications are required:

a.  Atlanta from 300 feet west to 300 gast of Deach Roulevard per the Reach
Houwlevard Undergrounding project.

b, Mewlmd Avenue from PCH to Hamilton per the current City underprounding
project.

n Page and Parapraph Comments,

P 1. 91-Pe. 2, 91, The Project history is innceurate. The system was nat partially
constructed as o result of the cateporical exemplion, n (he 15 suppests, but pursnant o a
prelimingry injunetion issued in the Federal lawsuit enttled, NextG v City of Huntington
Beach, U8, District Court for the Central Thstrict of Califomia, Case No, SACY 07-1471.
This lawsuit regpuived the City 1o issue MNextG eacroschiment permils We construct a portion of
the Project. The Ninth Circuit reversed the injunction in Appeal No, 08-55430, The City then
ohiained a judgment in its favor and against MextGoon March 16, 2009, As 1o the existing
partial system, the District Court dirseted NextG to either immediately apply 1o the Ciyy for
approval of that system, or (le for relicl in Stale Courl, NextQ chose the latler course,
resulling in the pending law suit entitled NextF Networks of California, Ine. v City of
Huntingtan Beach, Orange County Superior Court Mo, 30-2009-001 1 9646,

The City alzo filed Complaint No. DE-04-037 with the CI"UC on April 23, 2008 o challenpe
the cateporical exemplion issued by the Enerpy Divigion of the CI'UC. When the CPLIC
rejeeted Next s motion o dismiss the City's Complaint dismissed, NextO chose 1o withdraw
pursuing Project approval by way of the categorical exemplion and instem] seck an
environmental assessment of the entire Project. Hence the instant 18,

Pg.2.%1. The Project is described principally in connection with the uncompleted portion of
the Projeel. The IS states that “this project descripiion also includes the mstallation of seven
operational nodes for which NextG has completed installation,” By only ineluding the
operational nodes in the Project, the 1S excludes 1,531 feet of underground cable and 79,419
feet of aerial cable from the Project.

The City is aware that at the December 3, 2009 public meeting, the Consultant stated that the
P'raject includes the installed acrial. [owever, just revising the Project description 1o
reference the installed portion of the Project is no remedy. The fundamental problem is that
the IS does not desenbe how the NextG's proposed mitigation measures apply to work
already completed. This point will be addressed later as to specific issues, such as completing
a biological survey on work already completed.

1L

L

- C-19

~ C-20

— C-21

— C-22
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Juson Uchido, Califomia Public Utilities Commission
December 22, 2000
Pir. 50f 8

P 2,93, The IS states that serial coble “would be overlashed (o exasiing wires where
feasible” To (e contrury, in the Stale lawsuil, NextO hay refused W disclos: any
arrangements 1o overlush to existing cables. To the best knowledge of the City, none of the — C-23
installed acrial cable was overlashed to existing cable, nor would any new cable be overloshed
to oxisting cable.

Pe. 2,94 Revise the thind sentence to read: *This would be accomplished through trenching |
af a2 to 3 foot-deep trench. Trench location is dependent on location of other existing

utilities and shall meet minimum vertical and horizoninl clearance requiremenis from said
ulilibes.” =

— C-24

There is no explanation of why the new poles require an excavation and pouring of a
foundation 5 to T feet wide and 15 1o 30 feet doep. This sixe of a foundarion will have a
significant impact on the roadway and curb and putter since poles are required to he installed
a mimmum of 18" from the curb face. Any tree (vegetation} removal from public right of
way will be required to be replaced with two new trees for every one removed, —

— C-25

Pg. 2,99 1-5. The description of the new poles fails to provide any information of the heighi H__ C-26
of the poles. -

Pe.3.%1. Any tee (vegetation) removal from public right-of-way must be replaced twa for H___ C.27
-
ane,

Pe. 3,93, “...placement of conduit and cable within public f'w” Prior to any work within
City streets ar City right-of-way, the following shall be addressed:

1. A I"lan showing the proposed alipnments of such structures shall be submitted o
PW for review and approval, - C-28

i, Traffe Control Plans shall be submitted 1o PW for review and approval.

iii.  Open pavement trenching in City street is prohibited, Any potholing or open cuts
in existing pavement shall adhere 1o all PW Standards for pavement patching and
open cul strect moraiorums,

P, 5, WI(CTT-1) See comment re: Pg. 3, $3(1) above. Further, the second and third "
poragrophs of CTT-1 should be removed. Speeific conditions reluting to construction traffic |~ (=29
eontrol are determined during issuanee of the encroachment permit,

PS5 06 (CTT-41. Revise to provide that Mext(s shall comply with current State, County and
City stormwater measures, ordinances and codes. C'Eﬂ

P, 6,9 {(CTT-7). Kevise to provide that emergency vehicle scoess plan shall be reviewed by
Fire Dept und PW (Traffic). C-3

Al b
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Jason Uchida, Calilornia Public Utililics Commussion
December 22, 2009
Py fof8

I'e.1-=1. A last sentence on the page, “the City's Local Coastal Program” should be added

after the reference to the General Plan, _"_ C-32
P 1-2. Section 7 shoubd be modified to reflect that zoning for properties located in the __ 33
Constal £one includes the “-C¥" suffix, which stands for Coastal Zone Overlay C-

Pe 1-23. See comments re: Pg. 3, 93 above. ]— C-34

Pe. 1-25. Sec comments re: Pe. 3, 9300) above, Further, the second and third pamgraphs of
CTT-1 should be removed, Specific conditions relating to construction truffic control ore [~ C-35
determined duning issuance of the encroachment permit.

Pg, 1-27-1-29, and 4-32 (d). NextG proposes retaining qualified biolagists and recourse
specialists to survey the roula to protect in bolopical resources, including nesting and e c-3ﬁ
migratory birds. There are several problems with this proposzal,

Firsl, there is no explanotion of why the survey has not already been compleled given that the .37
Project ulignment is known, {See, Figure 1.2.) "

Secomd, implementation of the Biological Resources measures must be specific. Amached as
Exhibit B is sample language from a recent City project regarding nesting birds that could be — C=38
used us u relerence in drafiing conditions for Uus Projeet.

Third, tree pruning is necessary in order for NextG 1o install new aerial lines, NextG should
employ @ professional arborist where all tree pruning is required, to ensure that no pruning
endangers the health of the trees. Further, all pruning should be performed consistent with = 030
City pruning standards, which are contained in City Resolution Mo, 4345, Attached as Exhibit

C are excerpted Pruning Standards from Resolution Mo, 4545, pruning dingrams and ANSI-A
300 Pruning Standards from the City Tree Monagement Plan,

Fourth, a tree survey should be eompleted to mitigate those impacts already caused by
installation of aerials. Section 232,04 (13) of the Zoning Codes states that rees must be
replaced with equivalent size and specic where improper pruning has permanently disfigured — C=40
or mutilated beyond their ability (o re-grow (o an acceplable fonm for thet spevilic vanety.
Typically replacement is two 36™ box trees for each mature e removed.

Pe.4-10 (). The analvsis should be corrected 1o indicate that comstruction of pole HBN14 =
will ohstruct views of the Pacific Ocean, which is considered a scenic vista, - C-41

Pg. 4-37 (h). See comments re Pg. 5, 71 T} c-42

P 4-3% (a). The 15 states that hozardous material will be stored securely at offsite [acilities. C-43
The location of such fueilities should be provided.

41664
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Jasom Uchida, Califomia Public Uilities Commission
December 22, 2009
Pg. Tol B

lies within the Planning Area for the Joint Forces Training Center in Los Alamitos, This area L C.44
of the City is included in the AELUP for the Training Center. Sec atached Exhiat . The
Project docs not have any impact (o air space, but the 15 should be comected.

P 4-41-43.  The City's standard CEOQA checklist ineludes six ilems related o Hydrology
and Water Quality that are not on the CEQA Guidelines example form, A copy of the
additional items is atlached as Exhibil D, These items were added per the Orange County — C-45
]'::Im]_uﬂge Area Mmmgﬂmﬂu Plan '|'|'|'I:|H.T(‘. in 200372004, The 15 shanild he revised to
thirughly analyze these issues that have been deemed important by the City and County,

I 1

Pg. 4-42 {a}. A copy of the SWRCD-approved NPDES permut and SWEPPP shall be submitted | C-46
to Public Works for their records prior to issuance of any encroachment permil.

P 4-43 (1), “... if dewatering is required for pole construction, an NPDES permit from the
Santa Ana Rogional Water Quality Control Board™ shall be revised to, “a e Minimis permit [~ Ce47
from the Stare Water Resources Contral Board.”™ oL

P'g. 4-43. The descniption of existing conditions regarding Node HB N12 misconstrues sile
comditions. [t stabes thal this pole “would be located in an imdustriol and mesidentislly
developed aren on the northwestem comer of the interseotion of Ellis Avenuve and Goldenwest
Street.. . Jmmediaely adjacent 1o the proposed new pole site iz a fenced-off, abandoned oil
field that continues along the northern side of Ellis Avenuee....” In actuality, the northwestern
corner of the interscction of Ellis Avenue and Goldenwest Sreet is Cily park space, L C.48
desipmated as Open Space-Park, The park space 15 unimproved; however, this corner site is
used on an annwal basis for spillover from the Equestrian Center, when they have larger
shows, The site is across the street from residential uses; however, there 15 no industrial use in
the area. There is no “ahandoned oil feld.” There is an abandoned oil well west of the
intersection. Mot mentioned in the 15 is the regularly used cquestrian trail that parallels the
north gide of Ellis Avenue,

P, 4-62. The City's standard checklist meludes an item that is nol on te CEQA Guidelines
example fomn, which is "c) Affect existing recreational opportunities.” The 15 should address | C.49
the temparary impacts to the equesttian trail, referenced in the item above. In addition, the IS

should analyre the temporary impacts to tourists on PCLL

I'o. 6=1. “Broeren” is misspelled. j_. C-50

M. Conglusion,

In conclusion, the 1S bases {15 recommendation that the Project be issued a nepative

declaration principally on the opinion of the CPLUC’s consultant that new poles and acrials

will have not have a potentially significant environmental effect. This conclusion fails to pay C-51
appropriate deference to the existing regulations of the City, a responsible agency under

CEQA. In particular, the mere existence of the Undergrounding Ordinanee and the Wireless

Al664
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Jason Uchida, California Public Urtilities Commission
December 22, 2004
Pe. Sols

Ordinance constitute “fair argument” that the Project will patentially have significant
environmenial effects. Consequently, the 15 should be revised o conclude that an EIR should
be prepared for the Project. The EIR should be scoped to focus on nesthetie impacts and C-51
Project ullermtives, B Cont

Should the CPUC or its consultant have any questions or require any additional information,
please don’t hesitate o contact me.

Sincerely,

Y (=7
jja",(.fff' . _Zf.l':/:?/
SCOTT FIELD
Aszistant City Atlorney

Attochiments - Exhibits A-E

¢ Tony Olmos, City Engineer
Steven Bogart, Acting Principal Engincer
Darren Sam, Senior Traffic Engineer
Mary Beth Brocren, Planning Manager
Robert Millar, NextG

A1t
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EXHIBIT A

PHOTOGRAPHS TAKEN - s

AND
ANNOTATIONS APPLIED
BY
JONATHAN KRAMER
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C-52
Cont.
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EXHIBIT B

— C-53

February 2010

31

Attachment 2



Comments Received and Responses to Comments

Next G Networks Inc. of California

Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

& s dgndan v by ey dee s e SMHTA sceve wm perinored doisg e
Pty e Brs ol rear sl # cepesidy, momamucos ulfe Sas e et e B pooscd oniing
WIITA acscim e wech, (e folerwting mongacon moiaces shil be imp b ad pear o dhe SRS
- e pemeceins derzigenen

BEASLEN Moty wee e e by sie ATTA

a e g e iy sl e Foenay U5 o A 11, ¢ sumey
el ganay el e domdiad by @ pealiing sy’ g ol daivien wiiter 2 Sl o o
et gma, Juevge shal by semdenes” an dar dhon 14 s ond o s et MY daur
i B e of AN e A A S o e 85
CIRG poatrst ar ppleshi [ nn e maw v el ox o molin P00 oW F
e B0, 5 e mipadi i weialars A 00w o S8 pr-macneter pnicy Bal b
el 1 Ay i o Homsuguer Bask [ v sww mn! of & M TA preivctial poier 0
el el e sl Sewhall] o JOGSWr veven Sl sl bn st
vty W BN ] b e ey T e de by i i L L )
et o LI

b Complater o dy smny o whalf by s’ by gadin smslalrs o bunlimor

Theee am oo isiter gecs it @ mst = te popoid Speadc Pamoes Fowern,
pmensaton of SuAEION B MOUE L wa ) eegeite meveys fg WIE T A-pooss ces apece, wd
mciades imsaaveMnce Moo o cowe his e subsaogal oy of oo apecin vl S St
Tirus icansns woukl mrdace i r=pas i 6 drse-ches-afpniflcant el

—:IR..L Waso the projec! oo o itwleninl oovens afect on ledernly SONRCEO
weriarch oF Getresd by Seclion dM o e Clech Woser AC? fackiding. oof A0
rted K, Senn vl pool Consal 5] iough SPpct janovil, Bing
npdioingico bismtion & ofhes IMears®

Imgeazs 4.3 Imgdemrevanen of v propmod pooed oeckl bare 5 silwiancad sdenss
oTech min Sedewially nrowcacd wetliscs g defined by Scoien 404 of d
Ccam Wnrer At [saluding, bos noe Sowed w, mari, vemsl poel, sosses,
e detigh lleson pemoead, Qiling, Epdrlogieal ipmareprian, oo cchar
meani. Foweves, siih misgation measuncs, ba inpact i consldesnd fear
o A ELIT R

There as= i wrtand faawmrs or ble-Ene ateain wiids e pogen er, 1 defned 5 de G Far
At o Eoe Caliivs Pl g’ Gasen Cade. Beowrrver, wesbiod s 0 oot sotin of e st oy oo
Pachs Coan gy das sould be potcnads inedinsd 3 & evilopiera of =< meepueed prozms. In
sdfgea, pver she buddoot hoceen of fe Specfe P, da poostisl ats B ged welnss w
ersand o derinp weae e pugel e

Fil on eovmibange of wuiand Babonl weull be somilesd § gpifican fopast bnpicsesosoe of
el s wemamenr BOAER3- 1wl sedisie s ponensaly aqgeificsar Epus ek [ TR L L)
drred by anmaceg thit o veilnsd delasatien & popgacied poog o demipmest o sy Taiui s, W
sleermsd mecysmry by g (e of Hoammgn Baach. | waiecs e3¢ dponid, & proceet applasn ol
tepared 50ctmin o peczasiry wribniel e end s ges dor ERae o wacziae) Fabeits

iy o Haragren lsch beaon ord Donges Cosdod Spaslic Fan B 431

Attachment 2

32

February 2010



Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

EXHIBIT C

— C-54
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(1) Ag e general rule, cables should be placed approximately two-
thirds (2/3) of the distance between the croteh and top branch
ends  Rust-rasistant cables, thimbles, and lans should be used,
I'he ends of a cable should be attached to hooks or eyas of lags or
bolts, and thambles must be used in the eye sphoe m each end of
the cable. In no instances shall cable to wrapped around a branch.

(2) All cabling and bracing praclices with screw rods shall follow
Mational Arborist Association or other city accepted Arborcullural
standards.

5 FRUNING STANDARDS
a) Purpose
Trees and other woody plants respand in specific and predictable ways to
pruning and other mainlenance practices. Careful study of thess

responses has led to pruning practices which best preserve and enhance
the beauty, structural integrity, and functional value of trees,

In an effor lo promobe praclices, which encourage the preservation of C-54
tree structure and health, the Western Chapter of the Intermnational I
Society of Arboriculture Certification Committea has establizhad tha Cont.

following Standards of Pruning for Cerified Arborisl. The Standards are
presented as working auidelines, recognizing that trees are individually
uniqua in farm and structure, and that thair pruning nesds may not
abways fit strict rules. The Certified Arborist must take responsibility for
gpecial pruning practices that vary graatly from theass Standards

b Pruning Technigues

(1) A thinning cut removes a branch at its point of attachment or
shortens it 1o a lateral large enough 1o assume the terminal role.
Thinning cpans up a free, reduces welght on heavy limbs, can
reduce a lree's height, distributes ensuing invigorating growth
throughout a tree and helps retain the tree's natural shape.
Thinning cuts are therafore preferred In tree pruning.

When shortening a branch or leader, the lateral to which it is cut
should be at lzast one-half the diameter of the cut being made.
Removal of a branch or leader back to a sufficiently large laleral is
often call "drop crotehing.”

(2) A heading cut removes a hranch to a stub, a bud or a lateral v
Branch not large enough to assume the terminal rola. Heading
culs should seldom be used because vigorous, weakly attached
upright sprouts are forced just below such culs, and the lree's
natural form s altered. In some situations, branch stubs die or
produce only waak sprouts.

62
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(3)

(4}

(5)

(6)

&4

(8)

{9

When removing a live branch, pruning cuts should be made in
branch tissue just outside the branch bark ridge and collar, which
are trunk tissue. (Figures 1 and 2} If no collar is visible, the angle
of the cul should approximate the angle formed by the branch
bark ridge and the trunk.

When removing a dead branch, the final cut should be made
outside the coltar of live callus tissue, If the collar has grown out
along the branch stub, only the dead stub should be removed, the
live collar ehould remalin intact, and uninjured  (Figures 1 and 2)

When reducing the length of a branch or the height of a leader,
the final cut should be made just beyvond (without viclating) the
branch bark rnidge of tha branch being cut to. The cut should
approximately bisect the angle formed by the branch bark ridge
and an imaginary line perpendicular to the trunk or branch cut.
{Figura 3)

A goal of structural pruning is toe maintain the size of lateral
branches to less than three-fourth the diameter of the parent
branch or trunk. If the branch is codominant or close to the size
of the parent branch, thin the branch's foliage by 15% lo 25%,
particularly near the terminal. Thin the parent branch less, If at all.
Thig will allow the parant branch to grow at a faster rate, will
reduce the weight of the lateral branch, slow s lotal growth, and
develop a stronger branch attachment. If this does not appear
appropriate, the branch may need to be shortened to a large
lateral or be completely removed. (Figure 4)

On large-growing trees, axcapt whor-branching conifers,
branches that are more than cne-third the diameter of the trunk
should be spaced along the trunk at least 18 inches apart, on
canter. If this is nof possible becausa of the present size of the
tree, such branches should have their foliage thinned 15% to
25%, particularly near Lhair lerminals andfor be shortened.
({Figures 4 and 5)

Pruning cuts should be clean and smooth with the bark at the
edge of the cut firmly attached to the wood.

Large or heavy cut branches should be lowerad on ropes or

thrown clear to prevent injury to personnel, the tree, or other
praparty
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c)

(10)

Wound dressing and tree paints have not bean shown o be
effective in preventing or reducing decay. They are therefore not
racammeanded for routine use when pruning.

Types af Pruning - Mature Trees

(n

(2}

(3)

Crown Cleaning

Crown cleaning or cleaning oul is the removal of dead, dying,
diseased, crowded, weakly attached, and low-viger branches and
walerspouts from a trae drown

Crown Thinning

Crown thinning includes crown cleaning and the selective remaoval
of branches 1o increase lighl penetralion and air movemant info
the crown, Increased llght and air stimulates and maintaing
interor fohiage, which in turn improves branch taper and strenagth
Thinning reduces the wind-sail effect of lhe crown and the waight
af haavy limbs. Thinning the crown can emphasize the structural
beauty of trunk and branches as well as improve the growth of
plants beneath the tree by increasing light penetration. Whan
thinning the crown of mature trees, seldom should more than one-
third of the live foliage ba remaoved

At lest one-half of the foliage should be on branches that anse in
the lower two-thirds of the trees. Likewisa, when thinning laterals
from a limb, an effor should be made Lo relain inner lateral
branches and leave the same distribution of foliage along the
branch. Trees and branches so pruned will have stress mare
evenly distribuled throughout the tree or along a branch.

An elfect known as "Lion's-tailing” results from pruning out the
inside lateral branches. Lien's-lailing, by removing all the inner
follage, displaces the welght to the ends of the branches and may
result in sunburned branches, watarspoute, waakened branch
structure and limb breakage.

Crown Reduction

Crown reduction is used to reduce the height andlor spread of a
tree. Thinning cuts are most effective In maintaining the structural
integrity and natural form of a tree and in delaying the time when it
will need to be pruned again. The lateral to which a branch ar
trunk is cut should be at least one-hall the diameter of the cu
being made

i
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A
) Crown Restaration
Crown restoration can improve the siructure and appearance of
trees that have been topped or severely pruned using haading
cutz. Ona to three sprauts on maln branch stubs should be
selecled to reform a more natural appearing crown. Selected
vigorous sprouts may need lo be thinned to a lateral, or aven
headad, to cantral length growth in order lo ensure adequale
attachment for he size of the sproul. Restoration may require
several prunings over a numkeer of years.
(5) Crown Raising
Crown ralsing removes the lower branches of a lree in ardar to
provide clearanca for buildings, vehicles, pedestrians, and vislas.
It is important that & tree have at laast one-half of its foliage on
branches that originate in the lower two-thirds of its crown to
ensure a wall-formed, tapered structure and to uniformly distribute
stress within the lree.
Whan pruning for view, it is praferable to develop "windows” | C-54
throughoul Ihe loliage of the tree, rather than to severely raise o Cont
reduce the crown. ont.
d) Size of Pruning Cuts
Cach of the Pruning Techniques (Section 5, b, Page 82) and Types of
Pruning (Sectien 5,6, Page B8) can be done to differant lavels of detall or
rafinement. Tha remaval of many small branches rather than a few large
branches will require more tima, but will produce a less-prunad
appearance, will force fewer watersprouts and will help to maintain the
vitality and structure of the tree.  Designating the maximum size (basa
diameter) that any ecceasional undesirable branch may be left within the
tree crown, such a 1/2", 1" or 2" branch diameter, will establish tha
degres of pruning desired.
e) Climbing Technigues
{1} Il is recommended and prafamad that physical climbing of trees be
avoided. If there ks a need Lo elevale the trimmer up into the tree
structura to propedy trim the tree, the utilization of equipment
such as a manlift or aerial truck is recommended,
(2) Climbing and pruning practices should not injura the tree except W
for the pruning cuts,
64
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A

{3)  Climbing spurs or gaffs should not be uzed whan pruning a tres,
unless the branches are more than throw-ling distance apart. In
such cases, Ihe spurs shauld ba removed once the cimber is tied
in,

(4)  Spurs may be uzed to reach an injured climber and when
removing a tree,

(5)  Rope injury to thin barked rees from loading out heavy limbs
should ba avaided by installing a block in the tree to camy the
lvad. This lechnique may also be used to reduce injury to a
arotch from the climbers line

The remaining blank page is inlentional

hiy
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Iy
Fig- 4 Thinuing a tree removes unwanted branches, redoces welght, and allows Light and air
penetrition.
. C-54
Cont.
Figuras feom the Arborists®
Cectification Study Guide 1991
usad with parmissicn from the
International Society of
Acboriculture.
Fi. 5 IF the height of u tree must be reduced, all cuts should ¥
e made io strong laterals or to the parent limb, Do not cut limbs
ek fo stuls,
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Iy
Flgures from the Arbociscs' Certiflication
Btudy Guide 1991 osed with poemiasion
from the Intacnational Society of
Acbocicnlbure.
| C-54
Fig. 1 Pruning priociphs. The Tt cil (A} underculs e Cont.
Il The seeomd but (B} romoves. ilee limls, The Onal oui (]
shoidd be just oubsde ihe brinch cullar b romeve be reublaat
suh.
Fig. £ Pruper pruming mallq.m Usr brmrscls cullas
o niod ke frumk e
Y
F-:H Dyop crofch promimg cubs o lmb back b0 o major
Isteral
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Appendix G
Trea Pruning Standards
ANSI-A 300 Pruning Standards A
{Append 1o all tree pruning contracts)

The American National Standards Instituta A-300-1885 for Tree Cane Operations,
Standard Practices shall apply to all tree care operations.  Tree pruning will be basad on
the diagnosis of spoecific tree health or structural problems.  Because tree health and
structural stebibly are of major importance, most pruning will be done to assure high
quality tree health and branch structure. In conjunction with these intentions and the
ANSI A-300 standards these general diagneses and treatmants will apply:

Young Trass

The general diagnosis for young trees (trees with a DBEH less than 3 inches) is lo develop
good branch structure without reduding root growth, The recommended work lype
scheduled for young trees botwesn one and six years of planting is "Young Tree Pruning”
(A-300 section 5.4). The standard practice for training young treas will ba 5 combination
of Grown Thinning and Srown Reduction techniguas.

Mature Treas

1. The genaral diagnosis for mature trees (treas with a DRH greater than & Inches, but
less than 24 inches), nat in prosimity to high voltage utility lines, is to maintain health
and structural stability. This will ba best accomplished by relaining as much leaf area
ag possible,  The recommended standard practice for maintaining meture trees iz
Crown Cleaning (A-300 5.3.3.2, a) removal of dead, dying, diseased, weak branches
and waterspouts. In some cases it may be desirable to slow the growih of a mature
tree or reduce wind-hrow.  In thase or slmilar cases Crown Thinning (A-300 5332, | C-54
b) is recommended. |n ome cases tha crown of the tree may be growing too large Cont
for the site.  For this diagnesls, Crown Redustion (A-300 5.3.3.2, d) is recommended, .
For trees causing obstructions (traffic signs, roadways, etc.), Crown Ralsing (A-300
5.3.3.2, o) is appropriate.  These same proceduncs are recommended for roes wilh
mature heighls less than 30 feel, growing adjacent lo high vollage utility lines.

2. The genaral diagnosis for trees having a mature height polential of grealer than 30
feat, adjacent to primary ulility lines is fo keep the fress from coming inlo contact with
the utiity line. The Utliity Line Operator or thalr Contractor will do this work

Oveor-Mature Treoes

The general diagnosls for over-mature (heritage) trees is 1 maintain their health and
structure without increasing the rate of normal senescence. Over-malure trees require
the highest mlfo of green leaf tissue for maximum health. it is not desimble to remove
laaf tissue or prunae during the time period betwean bud swell and leaf abscission.
Only Crown Claaning (A-300 5.3.3.2, a) is recommendad for ovar-matura trees. Specific
situntions may require other types of pruning.  Howavar, if extensiva crown reduction,
crown thinning, o crown raiging are nesded, structural weakness and susceptitdity 1o
pasts may result. If, after pruning, an over mature tree loses branches from summer-
branch-drop or during windstorms, the tree should be considered for removal.

City of Huntington Beach Tree Management Plan Appendix C 11/6/01  Page |
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Epecial Pruning

Somea treas in the community forest require special pruning procedures.  In some
cases lhese trees have special requirements due to their usage or they require
spacial malntanance to sustain them. In addition to the ANS| A-300-1585
Standards, the following special pruning maintenance procedures shall apply:

1. Brazilian Pepper (Schinus terebinthefolius): Brazilian Pepper rees sccount for a
significant parcentage of damage to sidewalks, curbs and gutters. The primary diagnosis
for thaea treas is o slow their growth az much as poasible to iImpede root growth and tha
resulting damane to hardscape. For thls purposa, Brazilian Papper traas in strast
landscapa plantings shall be malntalnad by shearfng the crown to a rounded
symmatrical shape balanced over the center line of the trunk; remaval of epicarmic (water
sprout) shoots to leave a clean trunk; and, Crown Cleaning (A-300 5.3.3.2, a) with the
exception thal Cross-over branches should not be removed as would normally apply to
Crown Cleaning.

2. Palms (all species): Due lo several infectious diseases thal infect palms such as
Fusarfum and Gliocladium, in addition to (A-300 5.8) palms shall be pruned only to
remove dead fronds and fliowers or llower pods. When flowers or pods are removed,
only the flowar portion shall be removed. The flower stem should be [eft as long as
possible. Collateral damage fo lving portions of paime as a result of pruning shall not be
lolerated, In addition, the usa of chain saws for palm pruning is prohibited. Hand or
reciprocal power saws can ba usad.  All saws usad for pruning palmes shall ba treatad to
reduce inoculum.  Treatment shall conslst of a five-minute dip In a 2.5% solution of
sodium hypochlorite prior to pruning each individual tree,

3. Overmature-previously topped-Evcalyplus (Evcalyptus spp.): Many of the Eucalyptus
{rees in the oldar portions of Huntington Beach were topped as a general practice prior to
(ho discovery that this process was very harmful to traes. Tha City's policy since 1885
has bean to eliminate this practice for City trees. The regrowth of long, eplcormic
branches from thesa topping cuts is weakly connectad and presents a hazard in high-use
areas of tha City, To reduce the effect of thesa old topping cuts and to sustain these
Over-Mature trees as long as possible the maintenance procadura for these trees will be
Crown Restoration (A-300 5332, f),  Crown Restoration is a long-lerm procass of
shorlening the long epleormic branches and ratraining tha regrowth to shorter intarmadaes.
Crown Restoration beging with heading (A-300, saction 3.22) tha scaffald branchas
balow the ofd topping cuts and beginning a process which altemnates Crown Thinning and
Crown Reduction on allemate years for a minimum of five years to retrain the crown
branch structure. This process, while visually similar to topping, is a standard practice for
traas that have been damaged, as required.

| City of Huntington Beach Tree Management Plan Appendix C 11/6/01 Page2 ||
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EXHIBIT D

— C-55
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Poterdinlly
Significant
Potentially  Unlos Less Than
Significant  Mitigati Kignific
ISSUIES fund Supporting Infonmation Sources} [Epu.‘r:', h-;l;:‘pqg::d. u::;'l;l A Hu Tnpsct

Discussion: See discussion below,

k Polentnlly popaicd storm waler runafl frmm construction D D D E

mubivities? (Souwces: ¥5)

—

Discussion: See discussion below,

1) Potontially impact siorm water runoff from post-
construction sctivities? (Sources: #3)

Diseussion: Seo discussion below.

m) Result in a potential for discharge of storm water
pollutants from areas of maerial storage, vehicle or o . = &
equipment fucling, vehicle or equipment malntenance C.55
(including washing), waste handling, harardous =
materials handling or stomge, delivery arcas, loading Cont.
docks or other outdoor work areas? (Source: #5)

Discusslon: Sea disonssion habow

Result in the potentinl fur discherge of storm water 1o 3
nffect the beneficial uses of the receiving waters? = = J =
(Sources: #3)

Discussion: Ses discussion below,
o} Creata or contribate significant increases in the Mlow O O | [£73]
velocity or voliune of storm waler ninofT to cause
environmental harm? (Sources: §5)
Diseosyion: Sco discussion below.

) Create or comiribute significant increases in erosion of the a (] | []
project site or surrouncing sreas? (Sources; #5)

FPage I4
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CITY OF HUNTINGTON BEACH
INTER-DEPARTMENT COMMUNICATION

HUNTINGTON BEACH

TO: Planning Staff

FROM: Howard Zelefeky, Planning Director

DATE: Febhruary 10, 1999

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF HIGH RISE STRUCTURES FOR COMPLIANCE WITH
FAA REGULATIONS

REFERENCE: Adrport Emvirons Land Use Plan (Section 2.2.3)

Section 21675 of the Public Utilities Code of the State of Californin requing the Airpont Land Use
Commission (ALUC) of Oranga County o farmulate a comprehensive land use plan for the aren
surrounding each public sirport withn Orange County, The purpose of the Adrport Environs Land Use
Plan (AELLF) 15 to protect the public from the adverse effects of aircraft noise, (o ensure that people and
Eacilities arc not concentrated in areas susceptible to alreraft accidents, and 1o engure that no structures or
activities adversely affect navigahle airspace. State legislation has made it mandatory that the City's
Creneral Plan andlor insplanenting zonimg regulations be consistent with the AELUP,

The AELUP (Section 2.1.7) states that:

“Local agencies are required to submit anly those matters which contemplate or parmit strsctures
that would penetrate the inmaginary surfaces as defined in Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR) Part
7713, 7725, ar 7728 which have beon designated for each individual airport for height restriction
refecral, 1815 the Commission's intent that o local jurisdiction’s legislative acts (general plan
amendments, rone changes, ctz.) be referred to the Commission pursuant to Public Utilities Code
Sectien 21676(b)."

The City of Huntington Beach is located within the Planning Area fior the Ammed Forces Beserve Center in
Los Alamitos (AFRC). The prmary concem addressed in the AELUP for the AFRC focuses on how
huilding heights of future development in Huntington Beach may affeet that airport’s navigable airspace.

As a result, the City must comply with eurrent FAA regulations that require that:
1 Matice must be filed with the FAA if the proposed object lics above or penetrates the 100:1
imaginary surface fram the nearest point of the rurway (one foot in hedght fior each 100 feet horzontally)

as defined in FAR Part 77,13, (Rafer to the attached map to determing if the project is located within the
boundary that would requirg n butlding height calenlation. )

CENOWARALELT . [OC

A

| C-56
Cont.
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‘Ihe follawing formula shall be used to determine whether or not FAA Approval is required: A
a Distance from nearest portion of proposed
Trusileling: bo pearest portion of airport umvay
Divided by 100 {foct) *
b X + 35 feet (ground elevation of airport) ="Tatnl Height
- Building height + buildimg pad elevation - Total Height =Y
d IFY iz zero or less, FAA Approval is not required
2 Any proposed ohjcets maore than 20,000 leel away fom the airpert, that will exceed 200 feet in

height abave ground level at cach site also must be subrtted o the FAA and ALUC for their review

If the ealoulation results in review by the FAA, a project description and n copy of plans shall be submitted
{0 the FAA, tmed an additional sst will also need 1o be submitted to the ALUC

Addresscs:

FAA . C-56
Western Pacific Regional Office

AWP-530 Cont.
PO, Box 92007

Worldway Postal Conter
Las Angeles, CA 9009

ALUC

3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
{84) 252-5170

GONOWARALEUR.DOC
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Land Use Designations
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C-1

C-2

C-3

C-6

C-8

Response to Document C
City of Huntington Beach, Office of City Attorney (Scott Field)
Dated December 22, 2009

Responses to specific comments from the City of Huntington Beach (City) are found
herein. As stated in the IS, no significant impacts associated with the proposed
project have been identified and the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) is not warranted.

The proposed project will not result in placement of utility lines in areas where the
aboveground cables and poles do not already exist. In areas where utilities are
currently undergrounded, the cables for the DAS will also be undergrounded. In
areas where the electrical, phone, and cable TV will be undergrounded in the future,
NextG would also place its cables in the common conduits. Therefore, the proposed
project would conform with the undergrounding ordinance described by the
commenter.

The three new utility poles are in locations where there are other utility or light poles;
therefore, these new poles would not be out of character for the area since other
poles are located in the area. Therefore, the addition of these three poles within an
area containing existing poles and other utilities is not considered a significant
impact.

As stated in response C-2, the proposed project is not considered to be in conflict
with the undergrounding ordinance and is therefore not considered a significant
impact. Additionally, the CEQA Checklist specifically requires analysis to evaluate
whether a project "would .... conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project..." [emphasis added]. The
CPUC has constitutional preemptive jurisdiction over public utilities.

The proposed project is not considered in conflict with the City's undergrounding
ordinance since the proposed project will be underground in locations where utilities
are currently undergrounded and will be aboveground where aboveground utilities
are present.

It is interpreted that the existing aboveground utilities do constitute an aesthetic
impact. However, the additional cable proposed by the project does not substantially
increase this impact so that the proposed project would constitute a significant
impact. Comments regarding future additions of more wires by other companies is
purely speculative and not require analysis in this CEQA document.

See responses C-1 and C-2. No significant impacts have been identified and an EIR
is not required.

The requirement of the project to obtain a wireless permit is a matter of debate
among the applicant, CPUC, and the City, and is the subject of current litigation. The
placement of antenna on utility poles is not considered a significant impact.
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C-9

C-10

C-11

C-12

C-13

C-14

C-15

C-16

C-17

C-18

C-19

C-20

C-21

C-22

Please see response C-8. The applicant and CPUC believe they are exempt from
the wireless permit since the project falls under the auspices of the CPUC. This is
currently under litigation.

The definition is noted but please see response C-9. It is assumed that the City also
considers the ordinance as it applies to cellular hot spots and facilities with wireless
interconnections.

The antenna system is located in areas where they will be generally unobtrusive and
located where other utilities and light poles are located.

Please see response C-9.

The proposed project is expected to improve the wireless service for the project
area. The DAS is designed to provide localized improved service to the area based
on the applicant's engineering studies.

The project facilities are primarily located in public right-of-ways (ROWSs) away from
residential areas.

As described in response C-8, the applicant does not believe they are subject to the
requirements of a wireless permit under the CPUC's regulations and a significant
impact resulting from the proposed project will not occur.

The applicant will underground cables where cables are currently or proposed to be
underground, but not where cables are aboveground.

The area described by the commenter was recognized in the IS and it is proposed to
underground the cable 300 feet west to 300 feet east of Beach Boulevard.

Newland Avenue from Pacific Coast Highway to Hamilton was under reconstruction
when the IS was completed. It is understood that utilities would be undergrounded as
part of the reconstruction process. NextG will underground the cable either in vacant
conduit or in new trenches in the ROW. It is assumed that additional conduits would
have been installed for future projects.

This information is noted. However, it should be noted that a substantial part of the
aerial portion of the line in the City was constructed under the Categorical Exemption
(CE) during the time that the injunction was in effect.

The applicant agreed to allow the preparation of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) document while still pursuing other legal remedies.

The project description and project map delineate the location of the previously
installed nodes, aerial cables, and the underground cable areas.

The vast majority of the already completed portions of the project are aerial cables
and nodes on existing poles. Since the Applicant Proposed Measures (APMs)
identified in the IS are those measures to be implemented by the applicant, it is
assumed that these measures were implemented for the prior construction.
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C-23

C-24

C-25

C-26

C-27

C-28
C-29

C-30

C-31

C-32
C-33
C-34
C-35

C-36
C-37

C-38
C-39
C-40
C-41

NextG proposes to overlash aerial cables where feasible. Apparently, it was not
feasible to overlash to existing cable in the previous construction and it is not known
where it will be feasible to overlash cables in future construction.

The exact location of trenching will depend upon the location of other utilities within
the public ROW.

Based on the applicant's response, the excavation for the poles will be 4 feet long, 4
feet wide, and 3 feet deep. This is not expected to create a significant impact within
the public ROW.

The poles will vary in height, but will be no taller than the existing poles in the vicinity
of the new pole.

No removal of trees is anticipated for the proposed project. However, there could be
some minor pruning required.

The City's requirements for a ROW permit are noted.

The traffic control plan in the IS is provided as general guidance. Additional
requirements may be added by the City as part of the issuance of the encroachment
permit.

NextG will provide measures for erosion control and prevention of water quality
impacts as stipulated in the APMs. Other conditions may be required by the City as
part of their encroachment permit.

It is understood that the City may require approval of an emergency access plan by
the fire department as a requirement of its encroachment permit.

The City's Local Coastal Plan is noted by reference regarding land use plans.
It is noted that the CZ suffix refers to the Local Coastal Plan Overlay.
See response C-28.

The APMs provided are basic standards for traffic control. It is understood that the
City may add additional conditions as a part of its encroachment permit.

See responses C-38 through C-40.

The location of nesting birds varies year to year and is only of concern during nesting
season. Conducting surveys early in the process would not accurately reflect the
current nesting of birds. Furthermore, nesting surveys would not be necessary during
non-nesting periods.

See response C-37.
This comment is noted. No further response is provided or required.
It is our understanding that pruning was not required for the past cable installation.

Although the pole is located near the Pacific Ocean, it is located within a highly
urbanized area with a number of other features including traffic lights, buildings, light
posts, etc. This single pole will not further obstruct views of the ocean.
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C-42
C-43

C-44

C-45

C-46
C-47

C-48

C-49

C-50
C-51

C-52
C-53
C-54
C-55
C-56

Please see response C-29.

The location of the facility is not known at this time, but will be at the headquarters of
the selected contractor(s). No temporary construction yards will be required as a
portion of the proposed project.

It is noted that the northeastern portion of the project area is within the planning area
for the Joint Forces Training Center in Los Alamitos. The proposed project will not
impact this area.

The IS covers all required CEQA topics, including hydrology and water quality, and is
in conformance with CPUC standards. No significant water quality impacts have
been indentified. The project will not increase surface areas or contribute to urban
runoff or conflict with the Drainage Area Management Plan.

This comment is noted. No further response is provided or required.

Although the State Water Resources Control Board requires National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System permits for discharge of construction water associated
with dewatering, the permits are issued by the Regional Water Quality Control
Boards.

According to Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources records, the site was
originally used for oil extraction although the site is no longer used for oil extraction.
It is basically undeveloped open space. The proposed project will result in the
placement of one node within the public ROW away from the equestrian trail and will
not impact the trail. Underground cable will be installed within the roadway again
away from the trail.

The IS was prepared consistent with CEQA Guidelines. As discussed in response C-
48, the proposed project will result in no significant impact to the equestrian trail.
Only two poles will be placed along Pacific Coast Highway (PCH), one of which is
already in place. The construction of the two poles and the underground connection
will be short term in nature and will not significantly impact tourism along PCH.

This comment is noted. No further response is provided or required.

As discussed in responses C-2 to C-15, the proposed project is not anticipated to
result in a significant impact, including an impact associated with the undergrounding
and wireless ordinance and an EIR is not required.

Exhibit A is noted, no further response is provided or required.
Exhibit B is noted. See responses C-37 and C-38.

Exhibit C is noted. See response C-39.

Exhibit D is noted. See response C-45.

Exhibit E is noted. See response C-44.
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Comment Letter D

f'
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ( ﬁ;
(GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH \?’, .

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNTT
CremiA BEYANT
DERECTOR

December 24, 2009

Jengen Uchida

California Public Utilities Commission
504 Van Neas Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102-3298

Subject: Humtington Beach Distributed Antenna System
SCHg: 2009111073

Dear Jensen Uchada:

The Smie Clearinghouse submiticd the above named Negative Declarntion to selected state agencics fir
review, On ithe enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Cleannghouse has listed the state
apencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed on December 22, 2009, and the
comments from the responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed. IT this comment package is not in order,
please notify the State Clearinghouse immedistely, Pleass refer to the project’s len-digit State
Clearinghouse number in future correspondensce so that we may respond promptly.

Please nate that Section 21 104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsible or ather public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved i a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or whichare [ D"‘1
required to be carried out or approved by the agency, Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.”

These commens are forwurded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clerification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
cammenting agency direcily.

This letier acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for
drafl environmental documents, pursuant to the Califonia Emironmental Quality Act. Please contact the
Siate Clearinghouse ot (916) 4450613 if you have any questions regarding the envirormental review
process

Sincerely,

Acting Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Hesources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0. Bar 3044 Sacramento, Californin 55811-3044
(S16) 450613 FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.cagav
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SCHE
Project Tithe
Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2008111073
Huntingion Baach Déstribuled Antenna System

Public Litilities Commission

Type
Description

Neg Negative Declaralion
NOTE: Raview Per Lead

The proposed projact Is to be constructed entimly within the public right-af-vway within the City of
Huntington Baach. A portion of the proposed project was approved and constructad undar the Notice
of Proceed (WTF) procass prior o tha CPUC baing requesied to analyza the gntira project within the
City undar CEQA. Once compiote, the now sysiem would include a total of 8,96 I of undenground
fiser-oplic cable, 112,975 Nt of aboveground fiber-opbic cable, and 15 node antannae.

Lead Agency Contact

Narne
Agency
Fhone
omall
Address

Chy

Jensan Uchida
Califomia Public Ulsties Commission
415-T04- 5484 Fax

505 Van Mess Avenue
San Francisco State CA  Zip 94102-3208

Project Location

County

City

Region
Lat/Lang
Cross Streets
Parcel No.

Township

Crange
Hundington Beach

Nurmisnis

Range Eection Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Alrporis
Rallways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

SR 38, SR

Numarnus
Public Roadway Right of Way

Project lssues

AsstheticVisual; Agriculbwral Land; Alr Cuality: Archasalogic-Historie! Coagtal Zona:
Deainage/Absarplion; Flood Plain/Fiooding! Goeologic'Seismic Landuse; Minarals; Noise;
PopulatonHousing Balance; Public Sorvices; RecreationParks; SchoolafUnhversibes; Sail
Erosion/Compaciion'Gmding; Solld \Wasie; ToxicHarardous; Traffic/Circulation: Vegetation: Waler
Cuality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Wildiife

Reviawing
Agancles

Resources Agoncy; California Coastal Commission; Depariment of Fish and Game, Ragion 5;
Department of Parks and Recreation; Depanment of Waler Resources; California Highway Patrol;
Caltrans, District 12; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Reglon 8; Depsriment of Toxic
Substancas Control; Mative Amarican Haritage Commission

Date Rocalved

11182008 Start of Review 1111072008 End of Roview 12/22/2009

Hote: Blanks in dats Gedds resull from insufficlent information provdded by lead agency.
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o
\\r‘, Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maziar Movassaghi, Acting Director

Linda 5 Acams 5796 Corporale Avenus
Sucratacy lor Cypross, Califoria 90830
Environmental Prolecian

Decamber 14, 2009

cl.~ | RECEIVED

(22267|  DEC 1§ 2009
Mr. Jensan Uchida o
California Public Utiliies Commission STATE CLEARING HOUSE
Energy Division
505 Van MNess Avenue
San Francisco, Calilomnia 94102

MOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR HUNTINGTON BEACH DISTRIEUTED ANTENNA SYSTEM PROJECT

(SCH # 2009111073), ORANGE COUNTY

Dear Mr. Uchida: D3

The Depariment of Taxic Substances Control (DTSC) has received your submilted drafl
initial Study (I15) and purposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MMND) for the above-
mentioned project. The following project dessription Is stated in your documenl; "NexiG
Networks, Inc. (NextG) is proposing the completion of its Distributed Antenna System.
Eight of the15 nodes, 79,419 feet of aerial fiber, and approximately 1,531 feel of
underground fiber have been constructed. The remaining seven nodes, and the cable to
connact them to the network, would complele the project The remaining seven nodes
includa three new poles, approximately 33,556 feet of aenal fiber, and 7,165 fest of
underground fiber This would be accomplished through trenching of a 1- 1o 2-foot-deap
tranch between 3 and & feet fram edge of the pavement. The project is located entirely
within the publicly owned right-of-way within developed urban area of the City of
Huntington Beach in northwestern Orange County, Californfa. The majority of the
existing landscape of the project area is characterized by major readways and smaller
ancillary streets containing residences, commercial businesses, parks or recreation
areas, and induslry, such as active oll wells. In some areas, namely along Pacific Coast
Highway, the project site is located adjacent to vacant or open space areas” DTSC has

tha following comments:
1) The MND should identify the mechanism ta inltiate any required investigation

and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the govemment
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If necessary, DTSC would v

@ Prined on Recycied Paper
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Mr. Jensen Uchida
December 14, 2009
Page 2of 4

require an oversight agreement in order o review such documents, Pleasze see
comment No. 9 balow for mora information

For all identified siles, the MND should evaluate whather conditions at the site
may pose a threat to human health or the environment. Following are the
databases of some of the pertinent regulatory agencles:

. National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

. EnviroStor: A Database primarily usad by the California Department of Toxic
Substances Contral, accessible through DTSC's website (sea below),

Resource Conservation and Recovery Infarmation System (RCRIS). A dalabase
of RCRA facilities that is maintainad by LLS. EPA.

. Comprahansive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is maintained

by U S.EPA,
D-3

. Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the California -
Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of both open as well as (Cont.)
closed and inactive solid waste disposal facilities and transfer stations.

. Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Splils, Leaks, Investigations and
Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional Water Quality Control

Boards.

. Local Countles and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup siles
and leaking undarground slorage tanks.

. The United States Army Carps of Engineers, 811 Wilshire Boulevard,
Las Angeles, Californta, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of Formerly
Used Delanza Sites (FUDS)

2) All environmental investigations, sampling andfor remediation for the site should
te conducled under a Workplan approved and oversaen by a raguiatony agancy
that has jurisdiction o oversee hazardous substance cleanup. The findings of
any Investigations, including any Phase | or Il Environmental Site Assessment
Investigations should be summarizad in the document. All sampling results in
which hazardous substances were found should be clearly summarized in a
table

Y
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Mr. Jensan Uchida
Decamber 14, 2009
Pege 3ol 4

3)

4)

3

B)

7

8)

If buildings or other structures, asphalt or concrete-paved surface areas are
being planned to be demolished, an investigation should be conducted for the
prasance of other related hazardous chemicals, lead-based paints or products,
mercury, and asbestos containing materlals (ACMs). If other hazardous
chamicals, lead-based paints or products, mercury or ACMs are identified, proper
precattions should b taken during demalition activiies. Additionally, the
contaminants should be remediated in compliance with Califernia anviranmental

regulations and policies.

Project construction may require sofl excavation or filling in cerlain areas.
Sampling may be required. If soil is contaminated, It must be proparly disposed
and not simply placed in another location onsite. Land Disposal Restrictions
{LDRs) may be applicable to such soils. Also, if the project proposes to import
soil to backiill the areas excavated, sampling should be conducted to ensure that
the imported soil is free of contamination.

Human health and the environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolitlon activilies. If it Is found necessary, a study of
the site and a health risk assassment overseen and approved by the appropriale
government agency and a qualified health risk assessor should be conducied to
determine if there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials
ihat may pose a risk to human health or the environmanlL

If it Is determined thal hazardous wastes ara, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed in accordance with the
California Hazardous Waste Control Law (Californka Health and Safety Code,
Division 20, Chapter B.5) and the Hazardous Waste Conirol Regulations
{California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5). If itis detarmined that
hazardous wastes will be generated, the facility should also obtain a United
States Environmeantal Protection Agency Identification Mumber by contacling
(B00) 618-6942. Certaln hazardous waste treatmenl processas or hazardous
materials, handling, storage or uses may require authorization from the local
Cartifiad Unifiad Program Agency (CUPA). Information about the requirement for
authorization can be obtained by contacting your local CUPA.

it during construction/demolition of the project, the soll andfor groundwatar
contamination is suspected, construction/demaolition in the area should cease
and appropriats health and safety procedures should be implemanted

If the site was used for agricultural, livestock or related activities, onsile soils and
groundwatar might contain pesticides, agricultural chemical, orpanic wasle or
other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if necessary,
should be conducted under the oversight of and approved by a govermment
agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

| D3
(Cont.)

February 2010

57

Attachment 2



Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

Mr. Jensen Uchida
December 14, 2009
Page 4 of 4

8

10)

OTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an Environmental
Oversight Agreement (ECA) for governmant agencies which would not be
considered responsible parties under CERCLA, or a Violuntary Cleanup
Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional information on the EOA
or VCA, please see www disc ca gov/SiteCleanup/Brownfields, or contact
Maryam Tasnif-Abbasl, DTSC's Voluntary Cleanup Coordinator, at

{714) 484-5489

In future CEQA documents, please provide your e-mall address, s0 DTSC can
send you comments both electronically and by mail

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Rafig Ahmed, Project
Manager, at rahmed@dtsc.ca gov, or by phone at (714) 484-3481.

Sincerely,

Grag Holmes

Linit Chief
Brownfizids and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypress Offica

CC

Governor's Offica of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 85812-3044
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov

CEQA Tracking Centar

Depariment of Toxic Substances Control
Office of Environmental Planning and Analysis
1001 | Street, 22nd Fioor, M.S. 22-2
Sacramento, California 85814
nritterd@disc.ca.gov

CEQA#R 2732

D-3
" (Cont.)
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Response to Document D
Governor's Office of Planning and Research,
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit (Scott Morgan)
Dated December 24, 2009

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

This comment is noted. The project details as presented in the Document Details
Report are correct.

For responses to comments presented in the letter from the DTSC, please refer to
Document A.

February 2010
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Comment Letter E

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of MextG Netwarks of Califomiz, Ine.
(U-6745-07) for Authority to Engage In Groans-

Disturbing Qutside Flanl Coustmction

Application No, (9-03-007
(Filed March 3, 2009)

COMMENTS OF NEXTG NETWORKS OF CALIFORNLA, INC. {(U-6745-C)
ON THE DRAFT INITIAL STUDY AND DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Duicd: December 22, 2009

EFT WP ) R SR-De 1

Sunnne Toller

Keery Shea

Robert Millar

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAIMNE LLF
25 Mentgomery Street, Sudbe 200
San Francisco, (A 941 11-6533
Telephone:  (415) 276-6500
Faczimile [415) 2T6-6509
E-mail: robertmillaniidwi com

O behalll of Nextd Netwarks of Califomins, Ine.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of NextG Networks of California, Ine.
(U-6745-C) for Autharity 1o Engage In Croumd-
[Msturbing Crutside Plant Construction

Application No. 09-03-007
(Filed March 3, 2000

COMMENTS OF NEXTG NETWORKS OF CALIFORNIA, INC. (U-6745-C)
0% THE DRAFT INITIAL STUDY AND DEAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION

I secardance with the Natice of Intent to Adopt a Negative Declaration issued on
November 18, 2009 in Application Docket A.09-03-007, HextQ MNetworks of California, Inc.
MextG™ or “Applicant™) respectfully submits the fisllowing comments on the Draft Initial Stady
and Dhraft Megative Declaration {collectively referred to as the “Dirafi Neg Dec™)
I BACKGROUND & INTRODUCTION a

O March 3, 2009, Next(i submitted a detailed Proponent®s Envireamenta] Assessment
(“PEA™} and Application for Autharity to Engage in Ground-Disturbing Crutside Plant
Coastraction in the City of Huntinglon Beach (collectively referred to as “Application”). In fia
Application, MexG sought confirmation of the authorization previcusly oblaired from the — E-1
Comenission through the Motice of Proposed Construction (“NPC”) process 1o constrect 4
Diistributed Anlennn System (“TIAS") network in the City of Huntington Deach, California, and
portions of Westminster and Fountain Valley ("Hurtington Beach Project” or “Project™).!

Althaugh the Project had already been founsd by the Commission 1o be categorically exemipt v

| MextG was methorined 1o submit a Htict of Prposed Construstion (“NPC™) by the Commissicn in D274
B45. See Letler from Jenden Uchida, Commbision Energy Divivion, o Sharcn Jansss, Nexil Meworks, Ine., issued
wm:,mnmmmmwmwnmmm Jensem Uchida , immcd March 17, 2003,

Busez 6, 2004, and July 22, 2004 {fheis subdequent betiors stborized minor modifications bo the Projeet) (esllectively - E_1a
the Betters ae refemed 1o s “Motices to Procesd™ or “NTP™). In sccordance wilh the sthorirationd iawed, Neal
coatrucnsd the magseity of the network, with caly 7 of 15 nodes sed a relatively minge portion of the fiter
remalaing bo be constnactd soday.

DWT 1371 72140 D0 000014 |
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under the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA™), NexlG stipulated to file the
Application in order 1o nesolve disputed issues between the City of Huntington Beach (“City™)
ard Mexe(h in Comnplnint Docket 0B-04-037,

While the pricr Motices to Procesd are still valid, and thus NextQ's Project is saill
categorically exempt from CEQA, Next(i requested the Commission conduet furiher
cavirosmental review p'uuﬁlwiu stipalation with the City to sock a Negative Declaration,
Mitigated Negative Declarstion or Envircnmental Impact Feport for the Project.

1. GENERAL COMMENTS

Baoth Mext(i's enviroamental consubtant, ICF Jones and Stokes Inc. (“Jores and Stokes™),
and the environmental consultant hired by the Commission, Dudek, conchaded the praject would
have bess than significant or no significant environmental impacts under CEQA. Jones and
Siokes conducted n comprehensive assessment of the potential environmenial impacts and
presented its findings in a detailed 128 page report (plus exhibits) that was submiited with
MextG's Application. Similarly, Dudek end the Commission have conducted a time consuming
amd exhsustive review of the Project that 1ok a total of 259 days and resulted ina 134 page
Draft Neg Dec that considers every possible environmental impact in significant detail* The
Commission and Drudek have consulied with the City and held two public meetings in
Huntinglon Beach 10 review the Project and seek comment by lozal residents.?

Az a general matter NextG agrees with the Drafl Neg Dec's evaluation of environmental

impacts and [inds thal there is o impact ar less than significant impact,

¥ per CEOW Cuidelines, Saction 15107 a Megative Declaration must be completed and approved wishin 150 days.
froms Ehe clale when the lead ageecy accepts the applicalion s complels. The Commistion issucd & notice ol
completion on May 21, 2009 however the Application was [Med March 3, 7009 snd thevefiore deemed statmorily
complets om April 3, 2009, See CEQA Guidclimes, Soction 15101,

¥ Mo than 1700 pares] gunen adjscent 16 the Project wers individually setifsed shoo the Project when the
Application was filed md befire both of the two public muectiags held fa Humingion Beach., The same pancel
enirs were provided with 3 copry of the Diaft Meg Dec by mail in Movember J007 wd invised 10 provide writien
eomnments 1 the Commnission. The Poblic Mettings were also sdveriised ia the Oyeage Country Regioer.

AT 1371 P02 0w Y GOSRILE- 00000 4 2

- E-2

— E-2a

— E-2b
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Mext(G further agrees that given the Stipulation between Mex(G and the City, and given
the Application’s request for further envirormental review, the CPUC™s issuancs of 2 Negative
Declaration in this circumstance is proper. That said, NextG has {as the Drafi Neg Des reflects)*
constructed a portion of the project pursuant Lo the NTP and categorical exemption originally
issued by the CPUC. Accordingly, it would be helpful for the Commission 1o confirm in the - E-4
firsal Megative Decluration that fusther environmental review as undertaken only because it was
requested by MexlG as o resull of stipulation and 1o resolve outstanding disputes in Complaint
Dokt 08-04-037, and that the previous appravals and findings that the Project is categosically
xempt from CEQA are still valid and have not been withdrwen”

WextG also requests that the Dralt Meg Thec be finalized and submisted for final
disposition a5 soon as possible. At the December 3, 2009 Pulblic Mecting in Hustingion Beach,
{he Commission’s Consultant posted an anticipatory schedule for finalizing the Draft Neg Dec in
early January with final Commission action in “Jamery or February 2009." In order o ensure

this project moves forward, Mex1G propeses the fallowing schedule:

Action Date — E-5
Comment Review Periesd Closes 122209

Comments (if any) Circulated to Applicant 12723009

Replies to Comments (il any) 11409

Responses 1o Comments and Replics 111809

formulated by Dudek, with Commissien and
Mext( input if necessary
Final Megative Declsrution submitied 10 ALT - 171500

4 Soe penerally Drafl Meg Dec st Introdection and Projort Description, p.1. } E4ﬂ
5l ies Application, Mexi( spocifeally requostod the Commission “epnlin tae authority™ NextC proviowdy

recsived from the Cossenission to constrect the Project i sddition o reviewing S detail filed in the PEA. Such an

i Timative ssatement Is imgsitsat becuans City has wsseried in court flinga thai the Comistion's previcus findings E-4b
of canegarical exemplion 7o oo leager vahid

T 13T5TR NS CRESE-000015 k]

February 2010 64 Attachment 2



Comments Received and Responses to Comments
Next G Networks Inc. of California
Huntington Beach Distributed Antenna System Project

1. SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON TEXT IN THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Specific comments on passages in the Drafl Neg Dec are provided herewith in — E-b
Appendig A to these Comments.
V.,  CONCLUSION =
Mext(i requests that the Commission confinm the continues] vabidity of the categarical
exemplion previously sswed for this Project and clarily the basis for issuing a Negative
Declaration for this Project. MNextQ also requests that the Commission take the necessary action | E ?
o corroct those specille passages identiled by MexG so that the Frojest scouraely reflects the i
record and materials previously submitted by Next(h in this proceeding. Mexiti requests that the
Comenizalon adopt the above proposed timeling for resoluion of staff and Dudek"s review of the

Project. -

Respectiully submitted,

i

Suzanne Toller

Kermry Shea

Robert Millar

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
505 Monigomery Strect, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94111-6533
Telephone:  (415) 276-6500
Facsimile:  (415) 276-6559
E-mail: robentmillari@dwt.com

Dated: December 23, 2008
Om behall of MextG Metworks of California,
Ine.

LW E3T0TER L+ O SRE-0000 14 4
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Appendix A - Specific Comments on the draft Negative Declaration

1. Project Description
Comument: The Project Dezeription in MextG's Application and the Dmaft Neg Dee do not
match. In ite Application to the Commission, Next( sought confirmation of previous apperovals
4o construct a fiber-fed DAS network in the Cities of Huntington Beach, Westminster and
Fountain Valley. The Project Deseription, provided an pages 89 of the Application, summarily — E-B
describes the Project to include:
s  Installation of approximately 9,848 lincar fect (1.8 miles) of undergeound fiber in
polyvinyl ehlaride conduil installed via trenching:
s Installation of approximately 148,676 lincar foed {28.2 mikes) of serial {her installed via
wtility poles;
& [Istallation of three now poles (and one replacement pole); and
+ Installation of 15 communicatbons nodes, repeater enclosures, fiber optic splice bexes,
and clectrical splice boxes,
The PEA acesmpanying the Application also describes the Project with the swme detail
pbetaining 10 total undenground fiber, aerial fiber, number of poles and rodes® and analyzes the
environmental impasts of the enlice Project — including portions that have already been buitt.”
The initinl Public Motice also provides the same project deseription.” The Initial Study, however, — E-O
only describes the Project as being within the “publicly owned right-of-way within the City of

Hurilington Beach.® Additionally, although the Draft Meg Dec concludes that “the project o5

progosed by NextG™ would have no significant impacts on the enviroament,' the Draft Meg Dee ]

¥ Zag PEA oL Secthom 3.
Y See, e.p, PEA at Soction 4.1 (reviewing the sesthetic impact of the unbuilt snd already beill sections of the
etworks see atre FEA 3t Section 4.3 (reviewing the air quality impact of the wbuilt and alveady bull section of

the: networic).
U See CPUC Notification of August 5, 2009 bublic Mesting (ischuding & project description that matched the E-89a
rw deeription in Hext('s Applization and FEA).
Seq Initial Spedy # Project Locatson, p. 1-1.
™ foe Drafl Meg Déc 31 Envisnnmental Determination, p. 9.

DT K371 TR I DOSR3AR-D0 14 1
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only deseribes the complete Project to include 15 nodes, approximately 112, 975 feet of aerial A E-9
fiber cable, and approximately 8,696 foet of Enderground (iber cable.™" __ (Cont.)

While it is bogical to focus the envirommental nsscssment on the pontions that have yet 1o
be buill, the deseriptions of the Project should be eonsdstent and should mateh those in the
Application and the PEA. Next( requests the Consmission review the Project deseriptions in the
Draft Meg Dec and Initizl Stedy to ensare they are consistent with the materials provided in E-1ﬂ
MNext(d's Application, or provide an explanation of the rationale in the Final Negative Declaration
for narrowing the scope of the Project,
2, Project Sponsor
Cownment: Project Sponsor should be changed to read: Sharon James, Next( Networks of — E=11
Califomin, Inc., 2216 O Toobe Avenue, San Jose, CA 95131, 408-426-6615.
3. Alr Quality
Comnmients The Initial Study addresses the Project"s impacts on air quality and accursiely
concludes the project will have either no impact or less than significant impac!." However, tho
Initial Sty refers 1o a policy of “maxinsum GHG reductions™ for construction of a project in — E-12
order 1o ensure that & project will pot conflict with “the implementation of AB32. and sisles
that MextG will parchase offsed eredits for 30% of the estimated GHG emissions to ensure no
conflicts ¥with the goals of AB32 or CPUC Policy.™™

At this time AB 32 has not been implemented, nor has the CPUC Encrgy Division policy
been published or formally issued by the Caommirsion through a milemaking proceeding
Consequently, there is no risk of this Project conflicling with AB 32 or any official Commission

policy on this maticr. Yet, to move this Project towand completion, and without cammitling 1o Y

" Seg, e, Drall Neg Dez ot Project Desesiption, p, 1. I— E-gh
' Soe Initial Study b Air Quality, pp. 4-21-4.25, =

B b, 0 . 4-29,
W jal, and see Draf Neg Dec az Applicant Proposed Messurs A6, p. 4. — E-123

=]
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duing 50 on future similar projects, MextG has voluntarily agreed to purchase the stated level of "_ E-13
offsets for this Project. — {Cﬂnt.}
The Dveft Meg Dee refers to bath an “Energy Division Policy™ and “CPUC Policy™ of
“maximum GHG reduction.™* Howeves, because there is no officially adopted Commission
Policy an this matter, MextG requests that the Draft Neg Dec ba modified to clearly refer only o = E-14
{he Energy Division's informal policy of reducing GHG emissions, and not infer the sdoption of
a Commission policy to reduce GHG cmissions, _
4. Cultaral Resonrces
Connment: Applicant Proposed Measare CR-1 states that “Mextld will hire a cubtaral nesources
roRitor to observe construction activities.™® This siatement is not consistent with prior
documentation and comespondence on the subject. Per Next('s Construction Pratocol Measurcs
at Appendix B to MexaG's PEA, ard the Applicant's October 3, 2009 response to Dudek, Bext(
will Mire a celtural resources moniter anly §feulmarml resources are encountered; “upon making a _ E-15
enliural resource finding, NextG will stop construction within 1040 foet of the find, and consult
with a qualified archacalogist to assess and develop appropriate measures.™” A similar
reference is made in the Initial Stedy that “NextG will hire & cultural resources monitor 1o

observe all earth-moving sctivithes ... Next( requests that the Commission cosrect such

references and revise them 1o state that if cultural resources are encountered, NextG will hire a

cultural resources moniter.™ -

% See Iniial Sindy, pA-29. 1 E-14a

¥ Spe Draft Neg Dec o Coltural Resourees, p &

" Sea Oeneber 5, 2009 Response b Cudek's Fourth Data Request ot 1.3; and PEA al Appendi B, Section 3.0,

Conmmetion Protocols E-1 Ea
" pritiad Stody ot Soction 4.5, Colural Resources, p. 4-34
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5. Biological Resources =1
Commeat: Applicant Proposed Measure BIO-2 provides that a "qualified biologist will survey

prodect areas and establizh exclusive omes around special-siatis plant populations or ancas

identified as suitable habitat for special-status plants that were not identifiable 3t the time of the - E_1E
ficld z.'unrr_}'s."" Horevever, as detailed i Mext(G's constmction pr\o’lm&l._ such feld SUMVEY Wiy

already conucied prior to the initision of any constrciion on this Project, and Lherefore it will

ot be necessary 1o exstablish exclugion zones within the Project arca ™

" Spaid, m Biological Resources, p. §.
B L PEA u Appendia B (*Constrection Pretecoli™). Ses also PEA &t Section 4.4 3.1, p. 4-535, ("no sensitive E-1 Ea
plant snd wildlife species are known o ocour within the immediate Preject arsa™).

DWT 1N IR ] OEGRAAE-0000 14 4
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E-1
E-la
E-2
E-2a
E-2b
E-3
E-4
E-4a
E-4b

E-6
E-7
E-8

E-9

E-9a
E-9b
E-10

E-11

E-12
E-12a

Response to Document E
Davis Wright Tremaine on behalf of NextG
(Suzanne Toller, Kerry Shea, Robert Millar)
Dated December 22, 2009

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
The application was deemed complete on April 3, 2009.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted. The schedule will be determined by CPUC staff.
Responses to comments in Appendix A are provided in responses E-8 through E-16.
See response E-5.

The proposed project is for the construction of facilities within the City of Huntington
Beach. The Proponent's Environmental Assessment (PEA) described the entire
project, which included the facilities within the Cities of Fountain Valley and
Westminster. The facilities within those cities were already constructed pursuant to
the existing Notice to Proceed and CE authority and therefore those impacts were
not addressed within the IS/ND, which was the product of an agreement between
NextG and the City of Huntington Beach and not required by CEQA. The mileage of
aboveground aerial cable and underground cable were derived based on the
information in the PEA.

See response E-8.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

The IS/ND addresses the impacts of the proposed project within the City of
Huntington Beach and includes both the constructed portion and the yet-to-be-
constructed portion within the city. See also response E-8.

The change in sponsor is noted; however, Robert Millar served as the primary
contact with the CPUC.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required..

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
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E-13

E-14
E-14a
E-15

E-15a
E-16

E-16a

CEQA Guidelines were amended as of December 31, 2009. The CPUC's Energy
Division policy is consistent with those guidelines.

See response E-13.
This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

By definition of stopping work if cultural resources are encountered, the excavations
will require monitoring to determine if cultural resources are found. It would not
provide adequate protection to these resources if the determination of cultural
resources were left to construction workers.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

Biological resources, especially special-status plants, may not be visible during some
periods of the year. Therefore, additional surveys may need to be conducted after
initial surveys.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
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Comment Letter F

Sasra bl
E DavisWright i e iy Lo WY
TremalneLr i e
prcp= ]
it pal L Pl

Japmary 11, 20010

VIA US MAIL AND EMAIL

Jemsen Uchida

California Public Utllitbes Commbssion
505 Van Ness Avenue, 4A

San Francisoo, CA M4102-3298

Re:  Project Propanent®s Further Commenis on the Inttial Siudy and Negative
Declaration in Docket No. A 09-03-007

Dear Jerwen

Atinched as Appendix A are further comenents of the Progect Proponent on the Initial Suady ad

Negative Declaration in Decket No, 0903007, Per your request the comments mnd noles are

limised 1o the Megntive Declamtion and Initial Stody. Please note that these comiments ara nod

inteedded 1o superseds Mext G initinl comments filed on December 32, 7009, a5 there are many F-1
comments In the inltial submitial thal are nol ropeatsd here. Pleazs kel me koow if the

Commiigsion of Dudek peed any fusther informition as you complete youar review and prepare

the Final Negative Declamtion

Sincereiy,

oy

Enchosiencs

Degks Wright Tr?:ilt LLP

oo Jason Reiger, CPUC
Jahn Westermeier, Dudek

EWT IFELI0Icy| (OMEREI-20 4
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Appendix A

Praject Proponent’s Further Line Tew Convnents
an the fnittal Stidy and Negative Declaratlon
Dacket No. 09-03-007
feircutated November 19, 2009)

Project Histors (8. 1) o
WextiG suppons the current description of the Project Histary but requeats that the Negative

Dieclaration be clarified to pote fusther that the Application filed by Next( in this proceeding
was For additional environmental review and that the Categorical Exemption is still valid.

In thiz regard, Next('s Application sought confirmation of the previous authorization isswed by I F_z
the Comenission:

Specifically, through this Application Mext(3 secks to confirm the awthority it has
received from the Commiission to constroct a Distributed Anterna System (“DAS™)
network ... and huve the Commission review the Proponents Environmental Assesncnt
“FEA™ filed herewith.'

Fusthermore, MextG never withdrew its previous categorical exemplion granted by the
Commission nor did the Commission ever withdraw it:

.. MEN1G msserts that the emtively of the Prajoct is exsmpt from CEQA and that NextG | F 3
has already received the appeopriate nuthorization from the Commission e Gonsin the o
entirety of the Project through the NTP process, Next stipalated to filing thiz
Application in order 1o resalve the parties” remaining dispaies in the Complaint Decket

08-04-037.% -
Trershing (P, 2) N
Thie description of trenching should be niedified 10 read “2- 10 3-feet-decp™ instead of the curront b F_4
language of “1- 1o 2-foct-deep.”
Exgavention for New Poles (P, 3) =
The description of excavation ad foundation for new poles should ks mosdified o indicaie - F'E
excavation and the new foundation will be approximatcly 4 feet wide, 4 foct lomg and 3 feet
desp. —
'_?l-u.lﬁ Application, ,--l } F_za

T MextiG Application, p. 2. :I_ F-3a

LA | 2Nt ] DO ERE-C00014 |
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Biglogical Resoyrces (P, 1-38, 4-32001)

Mext(i belicves that the sections regarding biological resources are sscursle &3 wiitten and
require po modification. But if ke Commission wishes to alter the deseription 10 provide maore
dicdabl, it showld clarify that the referenced survey was conducted priar to initial construction
under the WTP issued by the Commission. NextG is unaware of any additional biological
requirements that should be added 1o the prepossd mitigation measures,

Went(3 believes the description regarding scenic vistas is sccurals and does not require
modification. However, if the Commission wighea to alier Lhe description o provide more detail,
in sheoald clarify that Mode 14 is to be constructed on the side of the street oppesite the Pacific
Ocean. Moreover, as noted in the visual gimulation al Figure 1-1, the new siee] pole for Node 14
blemds in with the numerous other light poles, traffic signals, utility botss and parking meters in
the area. In addition, although Node 13 will be located on the Pacific Ocean side of the Pacific
Coast Highway, it is to be located on an existing pole in the public right-of-way and is minimally
visible,

Although the portion of the Wirchess Ovdinance that is described is correct, it is incomplete. The
Description of the Wireless Ondinance should be changed ag follows:

130.96 Wireless Communications Faclithes, Also known as the “Wircless Ordinance,”
this section of the local xoalng stales, among other things that geniain types of
i g o e endding on o pumber of (e %5

iy sl e sl s banbe kel e-ponpn e
encarkH-Tre-loeal-drangvise reguirements a2, A equip -banteisiad-vriihth

The Consistency Determination in Table 4.9-1 also requires revision, The validity of Zoning
Code Section 230,96 is the subject of ongoing liigaion between MenG and the City of
Huntington Beach. Significamly, tbe Commission has determined that “[t]his proceeding will
nod adjodicate the legal validity of City of [Humington Beach's] undergroanding ordinance,
wireless ardinance, or ofber ardinances or repulations adepted by the City of [Hunlingicn
Beach].” Joint Ruling of Assigned Commissioner and Assigned ALJ Regarding

DT ISR ] BRI EIERBOR 1L 2
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Recategorization and Scoping Memo, at 15, What permits, if any, NewtG will be required 1o
abinin will be dechded in that litigation. Rather than specifying the bype of permit NextG will
abtain or discussing undergrounding aspects of the Wireless Ordinance, the Consistency
Determination should simply state the following:

Mexlid believes the current description af the Undergrounding O 0 and the Consi: ¥
[etermination are accurate, However, o ensure complets aceuracy, the Commission could
changs the Consistency Determination of the Undergrounding Ordinance (Muricipal Code
17.64) to read:

The propossd praject has been modified o underground the new fiber-optic cable
netwark wherever existing aboveground wiility lincs do not curreatly exist and to the
exient feasible, The project inchedes adding one additional overhead cable where
adingent Lo existing overhead veiHties-atrendy-ooour gables abong the existing publicly
owned right-of-way, and sdding three new poles alio within the existing right-of-way.

! proviz, 1 the extent the project preissts asy conflicl with either Zoning Code Section 230.96 or Munkcipal
Code 17,64, such a conflict does pot dictate 3 mardatory Finding of significant impact, The Resowoes Agency bas
determined that soree kinds of physical impacts are pecedtarily sigrificant puriusnt 1 CEQA Guidelines. Fee
CEQA Guidelines, ot Sec. 13065 (outlining condithors of & mumdatory linding of significance). Neither CEQA nor
the CEOA Guldelines stale thet a ceaflict with lecal ordinance requives 8 wandatory finding of sigaifican impact.
Moreover, s poevicusly beiefed by Nexi, whes cosakdering this kave Califomia Courts Bave declined Lo find that,
s a madter of biw, a project’s iscoasimency with  local land wre reqeircsoent is & potentially significant impact. Sor
Tepty of HexnG 1o Protest of Hurtingsen Beach, Dit. Mo, A09-03.007 (filed Apnd 20, 2000) {¢iting Lighthouns
Flold Beach Resewe v City of S Cras (6% Dist. 2005) 131 Cad App 4™ 1170, st 1207 ("an inconsistency between
lpra}bduﬂtﬁ_ﬁw&(mm:ﬂi\“"mmlmﬂv" K, Thed brency with
m1pu'rr|.i1.mq1.|imhmﬁ!lym[mmhmidﬁmlmdﬂummwﬂwlndhhmﬁll
caman 4 signifcant bupact oa the covi fne with a local cedi sl & “pey 5o significant
effect.

DT 220 2] SRR 0000 14 3
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The project will nol result in a sigrificant change from existing conditions and is noa
considered to be a substantial conflict with Municipal Code 17.64. F-1 U'

(Cont.)

CroT | R M GORRSER-000 1 4
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F-1

F-2

F-2a
F-3

F-3a
F-4

Response to Document F
Davis Wright Tremaine on behalf of NextG (Robert Millar)
Dated January 11, 2010

This comment is noted. Responses to the December 22, 2009, letter referenced by
the commenter are found in responses to Document E.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required. See also
response E-8.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required. See also
response E-8.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

In response to this comment, the description of installation of underground conduit
and cable in the project description has been revised to say the trenches will be 2-3
feet deep, as follows:

Installation of Underground Conduit and Cable

Approximately 1,531 feet (0.29 mile) of underground cable have been
installed and are operational. Approximately 7,165 feet (1.36 miles) of
underground cable are proposed to be constructed. This would be
accomplished through trenching of a 1-to-3-foct-deep 2- to 3-foot-
deep trench between 3 and 6 feet from the edge of the pavement. The
cable would be placed within an approximately 2-inch-diameter
conduit. Handholes would be placed where the cable would be spliced
or where access to the cable would be required. Each handhole would
be fitted with a traffic-rated lid.

This change does not create a new significant impact nor warrant recirculation.

In response to this comment, the description of excavation and the foundation for
new poles in the project description (under Pole Construction) has been modified to
indicate that the size of the holes for the poles will be 4 feet wide, 4 feet long, and 3
feet deep. The text has been revised as follows:

Pole Construction

Construction of the two tapered steel poles and one concrete pole
would involve the following steps:

a) Staking the pole location
b) Flagging the work area
c) Installing silt fencing

d) Preparing a crane pad
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F-6
F-7

F-8

F-9

F-9a
F-10

e) Excavating an approximately 4-foot-wide, 4-foot-long, and 3-foot-
deep 5-to7-foot-wide-and-15--to-30-foot-deep-hole

f) Installing forms, rebar, and anchor bolts

g) Pouring concrete for a foundation of 4 feet wide, 4 feet long, and 3

feet deep.-5-to-7feetwide-and-15-t0-30-feetdeep—

This change does not create a new significant impact nor warrant recirculation.

The comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

This comment is noted; this description accurately describes the location of Nodes
13 and 14.

The description in the IS accurately describes the Wireless Ordinance as described
by the City. It is understood that this is a subject of current litigation. This comment is
noted, no further response is provided or required.

Comment noted. It is understood that provisions of the Wireless Ordinance are
currently under litigation between the City and the applicant. The IS accurately
describes the ordinance as represented by the City.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.

This comment is noted, no further response is provided or required.
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