
Naae ot 1- 2. J. 4. sites 5. sites 6. Sites 7.
Cellular Constru Operatlo Existing without a In for which IIU11ber
COMpany etlan n prior sites reqUired operation conflicti of

prior to CPUC for per_it or without nq or sites
to CPUC authoriz which no approval one or Inaccurat reviev1!
autbori atlon advic~ required ItOre e d for
i:ation letter by G..O. required infonaati tbis

had been 159, at penlits on was report.

I tiled the tlae or given to

f
prior to of advice approvals one or
the letter IIOre
issu"lnce filing govern.en
of the t
all aqencies

Salinas .. 2 .. I 4

Cellular
Telephone
COlllpany -
HcCaw

Napa Cellular .. ) 3 4

Telephone
COllpany -
PJcCaw

ventura 6 1 .. 1 7

Cellular
Telephone
Company -
McCaw

Caqal Cellular ;l 2 1 Z

Communl<:ations
Corporation -
McCaw
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Name of l. 2. 3. 4. sites 5. Sites 6. sites 1.
Cellular Constru Operatio Existinq witbout it in for which Nullber
Company etion n prior sites required operation conflict! of

prior to CPUC tor pel1dt or without 119 or sites
to CPUc Autboriz which no approval one or inaceurat reviews
author1 ation advice required more e d for
zation letter by G.O. required lnfonatl this

had been 159, at peI1lllts on w,,-s report.
filed the time or given to
prior to of advice approvals one or
the letter lIlore
issuance filing CJover...en
of tb. t
011 agencies

us West 2 1 1 2 2
Cellular of
california,
Inc. (US West)

Mountain 1 1 1 1 1 1
Cellular/Atlan
tic Cellular

Sacrallento Jl 10 15 13 38
Cellular
Telephone
Company -
McCaw

Bakersfield .. 1 2 J 5
Cellular
Telephone
company (BeTe)
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Category:

1. This. includes cellular sites for whi.ch .edification beqan prior to the resolution
autboriz~R9 construc~lon or letter of undertaking was filed.

2. This include~ &:ii~.which operated prior to the resolution authorizing the site.

3, This includes cellular sites that were in existence prior to the issuance of the 011 on
Janua~y ~o, 1992, and Which should have filed an advice letter, but did not as of the start
o~ ~bls~nvestiqation. It also includes sites with modifications requirlnq an advice letter
~lllnq (I.e. a new tower, building, or addition of antennas), but did not file. Finally, it
Includes sites .,hleb were claimed to be under construction at the time of the issuance of
G.O. 159, and therefore exempt but evidence indicates aodltlcation beqan after issuance of
G.O. 159. '

4. This includes sites that lacked, at tbe time of advice letter filing, any required peralt
or approval.

~. This includes sites that began operation without Bny required pe~lt or approval. ~ls
lncludes, a.on9 other thinqs, lack of final sIte inspection Certificate of OCcupancy, and
fCC Corm 489 filing. This does not include operatinq wltbo~t cPUC authorization.

6. '['bis includes sites in which false, inaccurate, or conflicting information was qlven to
one or Jlor-e Cjovernll8nt agencies. Tbis includes (1) filing advice letters for proposed
construction on sites tor which construction has already b~qun, (2) filing applications for
l?cal permits with inaccurate info~tlon (e.g. incorrect valuation) * (l) tilinq FOrM 489
wIth the fCC for a site and not (a) beqinnlnq service within 90 days or (b) notify the FCC
~hat the site had not gone into service, (4) erroneous or differing infor1l8tion reqarding the
.ocatl?n or .description of a cellular site, 8hd (51 erroneous Infocaation given in the
Appen~~x fil~n9s of this investigation.

i - . This indicates the nu.t>er of sites reviewC!d for this report. sItes for which
mOd.lf~catl()n began after January 10, 1992 were addressed by this report. Appendix: A fiUngs
~or s~tes which were aodicted between January 28, 1990 and Karch 28, 1990 were not included
1n thlS report.

10



LOS AlfGIU;S CELLULAR TELEPHONE COMPANY lLAc=rC)

LACTC has constructed at least 16 cellular sites on public scheol
grounds. One site is on community colleqe qrounds. Six of these
sit•• aJr.' within -=he scope ot this OIl: because they were built
after tJ;1e effective d.ate of G. o. 1St, March 28, 19tO. Two of these
six 811:.s, tiled intormation under Appendix B. LAC'l'C had. not
o~tainea ottice of State Arehit.e~ur. (OSA) or state Fire Marshal
approval for any of th... s1t... prior to the issuance of this
investigation in January, 1992.

CACa, r~ested evidence t.hat OSA approval had been obtained for
LAC1'C's' Site Nos. 305 and 246, Ad.v1ce Letter Nos. 161 anc:1 164
respectively, in AU9U8t of 1991. ('rhe.e are the two Appendi¥; B
sit•• mentioned above.) u.crc's attorney David Simpson advi••cl
CACD that the -required approvals" had been obtained, and that they
would. ~. forwarded as soon as he received copies from LAcrc.
Several,v.r=al ~ommunicationswith different staff members assured
aCD 1:h~t OSA approval had been Obtained for the.e two sit.s~

So.. ti*e later, On october l~, 1991 in a letter ~rom Sara Sieqler,
LAC"l'C saic1, t'This letter confirms that L.A. Cellular Telephone.
Company' will provide to the COlUllission permits for the above
re~.r.n~.d [Nos. 161 and 164] Advice Letters. With r8qard to
Advice tetter No. 164, ~CTC 1&~ researching bow to obtain the
OSA approval ana conditional use permit that your office has
requested.- [emphasis added.j Failure to obtain OSA plan approval
ia a r.igny viOlation of the california Education Code unless the
planned' construction ralls within the exemption described Delow.
(Cal. Educ. Cod. Sec. 3t154.)

On October 29, 1991, in a letter trom Sara Sieqler, LACTC said
·Ple••• ' note that Larson Enqin.ering, the School District on-site
inspector, has written to the OSA with reqara to your requ••t.
Larson verifies ~at pursuant to tAr.on'. and OSA's priQr
aqr.e:ment., no OSA approval 1. required tor thili .it.e. See
a1:1:ach_ October 15 l.t.t:er." The attached October 1~, 1991, letter
.p.clti~ally .~at.d the conditions under which no OSA review wa.
necessary. These conditions aref

-1. The district school board MUst; pass a
resolution statin; that the students and
teachers, as such, will never ~. p.rmitte~ to
enter the buildinq. The bUilding must; be
PRstRd per Sec~1on 4-310 ot ca, Title 24,
part 1 ot the California Code of Requlations
and a copy ot the resolution filed with OSA.

2. A fence with locked gate must enclose the non
classroom buildinq such that the building in
cel1.apse conciition (Qv.r1;urninc;, perpendicu~a.r

to longitUdinal axis only) XiII hamain inside
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3. ~ellular Monopole with antenna in a collapse
condition would not ~e within fance p.r1m.t.~

and, therefore ~ o••d to be processed r~t
approval thrg,yqh OSA.·· [emphasis .daed.]

The october 15, 1991, letter clearly stipulates that OSA approval
ia requirea in contradiction to Sara Siegler's claiD. Furth*rmore,
none of the conditions in item 1 had been met as ot Octc~.r 15,
1991.

On November 12, 1991, repr.sentative. tram LACTC met with CACD.
LACTC .tatt and their at~orn.ys con~inued to as.art that no OSA
a.pproval waa n.c••••ry ter the•• t.wo sit-a.. They .peei~ically

a••ured CACD that the fane•• tor their sites vere far enouqh away
trom the buildinqs and t.ower., 80 that even if the struot.ures
collaps.d, they would not tall outside ot t.he parim6tar of eh.
renc... CACD explained that .taft had inspected these two sit•• ,.
and ~at ~. fences were only a few t~et from the buildinq and
tow.r., which CQuld therefor. lie outaide the fane. if 'they
=ollap.ed. CAeCA explained ~at its interpretation ot Title 24 was
exactly .s was stated in the OQt~ber 15, 1991, letter from OSA.
In a lat.ter dat.ed on Novambar 13, 1991, David Simraaon finalJ.:i
conc:ec:ied: " ••• there is no explicit lanq\:.lIq_ stat.inCi t.hat a
structure must tall within the perimeter of it.s enclosure.
How.ver, that would appear to be a reasonablo intllll.c'pt'.tation at the
lanqua<;....

In a letter dated December 17, 1,991., Oavi-:1 Simpson submitted
information which inaicatad that: LACTC waa .ubmittinq OSA
applicat.ions tor &11 but ona schoal ait... (LACTC continue. to
••••rt that: site No. 97 is ex.apt.) To date, no ptooot' ot' OSA
appraval has been provided tor shelters or monopoles tor any ot the
aix .ites .Ubj.e~ to this investiqaticn.

In & mo~. r.c.n~ advice l.t~er (A.L. No. 264), not .ubj.e~ to this
inv••tiqation, LACTC continue. its past c:ond.uc:t coneeming OSA
approval. CAeDA inclUdes this .ita for illustrativ. purpo... ~,
•• it. .hows the onqoinq na.ture of LAC't'c' S cour.e at oondue~

raqardinq the OSA. LACTC submitted a copy ot an April 2, 1992,
let.ter LAcre wrote to the Oftice of the Stat. Architect. Roy
Manile ot the OSA 819n8" the lett:ar LAcre had ••n\".h1a,but only
&t~er cbanqinq the meaninc; to maka it clear he wall IlQ't "approvinCJ"
an exemption. As .odified, his liqnatura indicat.. OSA rnerely
·'aqr••s" with LACTCts 1nterpre'ta'ticn of Title 24, Part 1 Cc:R ••
requiri.nq "that. no pupils or teachers, .s such will ever kle
permltt.d to use or enter the said buildinq or be sUbjected to a
hazard resultinq trom ita eollap.e. f1 A 60 toot tower a~j.c:.nt t.o
a playqround cannot satisty that condition unlass the playqrouna i •
••parated by a fence at least 60 teet from ~he pcl.. This sitats
8~mitt.d plans do not ••et thet critaria. Hewever, the
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declaration of Michael MeNel1y (Executiva Vice president of
En9ineering and Operations for LACTC) i~ support of this a4v;ce
letter states, "The ottic;:e of stoat:.. ArCh~t8ci: and. the State F~r.
Marshallreviewea the sit.e plan for the proposed. tacilities on·..-
Apri.l 10 1992, and _'iraea that the proposed facilities will not
have to'be plan cheeked 1:Iy the oSA aJ;'ld st.ate Fire Mat:shalll s
Oftice•..• " No evidence of this Apr1.1 10 I 1992, reV1.ew was
sUbmitted to the CPUC.

LACTC APPJNPrX B SITES

Advice Letter 161

MOd1ti~at1on beqan Kay B, 1991, and service beqan on June 30, 1991.
An advice letter wa. tiled on Auqust 12 r 1991. OSA plan approval
v•• net dbtained until March 16, 1992, 8 months after the site went
into service, which can be a felony violation of California's
Ec:\\lcatiom Code. FCC Form 489 was riled on April 30, 1991., Which
can ~. a Violation at FCC requlations. (Failure to put a .1te into
s.rvic:a mere than 90 days af-tar £i11nq FCC torm 489 can vialat:.e 47
Cede ot Federal Requlations, Chap'ter 1 I part 2~ •.)

Advice Letter ~64

Modification and service ceqan in February at 1991.'1'he advice
let:t:.er was filed August 12, 19914 The site had not provided.
evidence: of OSA plan approval, which can be a felony violation of
the Calitornia Education Code.

Advice Letter 165

HoCli~icat.ion and service beg-an in Karch of 1991. The advice l.ttar
wa. fil~ Auqust 23, 1991. The site was en Bureau af Land
Manaqement (But:) land. and was tormally notified. of trespass by 'ILK
an February 10, 1992. A .ita called Iron MCunt:.ain had preViously
b••n at a close, but ~itter.nt location, also on B~ land, and tor
which a 'notice of t.r••pa•• wa. also i ••ued on Faeruary 10, 1992.
Th••• trespasses can be a violation otthe Federal Land Policy and
ManaqUlen1:. Retention Act ot 1976. (43 t.14S.C. 1732.) LACTC clid not
inform the Commission that this site had been moved, or that it was
related to the Iron Mountain site. LACTC notified the cPUC on
.1uly 17, 1992 that this site was removed from operation. CAeOA has
not yetinspect..d. the site to determine whether the facility has
actually b.en removed.

Advice Letter 169

LA~e s~ates that it does no~ know when modification beqan, but
that. service beqan JUly 23, 1991. The aavice letter was filed on
October 11, 1991. Final inspection occurred october 4, 1991, whiCh
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can be a violation of the uniform B~ilQ1nq Code. Tha valuation of
the project \lias reported at $12,000. The purcha.se order for "civil
works buildout at fixed price" was tor $l60,COO. The City of Los
Angeles' building permit tees were baaed on the $14,000 valuation.

Advice Letter 170

Modification beqan on February 22, ~99l, and service beqan on March
4, 1991. The local buildinq permit was obtained May 29, 1991. ~he
advice l.t~er was filed October 10, 1~91. Final site insp.ct~cn
took place October 4, 1991, Which CAn be ~ violation ot the Uniform
au11din9.Code.

Advice L6t~er 171

Modifieation ~eqan on ~pril 25, 1991, and service beqan on May 20,
1991. The advice letter was filed October 10, 1991. LACTC do•• no~

know when t.h. bUildinq permit wa.& abt&1ned. The cc;mtract invoice
.h••t indicate. that the contracte~ price tor the tenant
1J1;n~cv.lD.8n't: ant:! monopole '-'ould l:l. $1.11,884. The valuaticm r.coroed.
on the build1nq permit tor the worK was r.corQe~ at $~5,OOO. The
C1~y ot Los An;eles' bUilding permit tee5 were ba••d on the $25,000
va1\1at:idJ\.

Advice Let~.r 172

Modification began Auquat 19, 19~1, And service beqan August 31,
199~. The aavice letter was tiled October ~l, 1991. The purchase
order with the contractor indi.ca':e. that the total value ot
construction was $115,000. The valuation stated on the oUildinq
permit appl1eaeion was $12,~OO. ~h. City of Loa Anqele.' buildinq
permit fees ~ere baaed on the $l~,SOO valuation.

A~vic. Letter ljJ

LAcrc stated ehat it 40•• not know when site moditiea~icn baqan.
It. build1ru~ peBit WAS issued on November 8, 1990. Service began·
S.p~emQ.r 30, 1991. The advice letter wa. filed October l~, 1991.
Th. site received tinal inspection Qn H~rch ~6, 1992, which can ce .
• violatiQn of the Uniform Suildinq Cede.

Advice Latter 174

HoditiQa~ion beq_n Sepeembar 8, 1991, and service b.qan September
30, 1993.. The Clevie. letter was tl1eci Oct:.oper 11, 1991. Tb. aite
did not receiv. final inspection until November 22, 1991, which can.
be 4 v~olaeion of ~h. Unitorm Buildinq Code. The valuation ~a.
recorded at $15,000 and the ~ontract:. agreement waa tor $136,064.
Tne City at Ca~Qnat: bui~din9 permit t ••• vere basad on the $15,000
valua1:i.cn.

Advice Letter 175
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LACTC states it dces net know when modifica~ion began. service
~.qan AUqus~ 29, 1991. The advice letter was filed October 11,
1991. Valuation was recorded at $50,000. The oontract price was
$128,142. The Ci1:y of Alhambr3.·s building permit tees were based. -'
on the $50,000 valuation.

Advice Le~ter 176

Moditiaa~icn.be9anJUne 21, 1991, and .ervice bagan JUly ~t, 1991.
~h. FCC Fora 489 was mailed en Septamb.~ 31, 1991, which can be a :
violation of FCC requla~ion&. The .dviae letter ~a. tiled October·
11, 1991. 'nle final inspection occurred Auquat: 26, 1991, wh1c:b can
be a violation ef the Uniform Buildinq Cede. The valuation was
recorded at $12,000. The contract tor eon.~ruct1cn wa. tor
$160,000. The city o~ Los Angeles' o~ building permit fee. were
~••ed on the $12,000 valuation.

Advice Letter 177

Modification beqan Auqust 28, 1991, and service beqan October 2,
lt91. The advice letter wa. tiled october 11, 1991. The tinal
insp.~ion was obtained October 10, 1991, which can ~. a violation
ot the Uniform BUilding Coda. The valuation was rec:orded. at
$20,000 for the .halter and $2!, 000 tor the antenna pole. The
purchase order for "new civil works shelter at fixed price" is for
$11S,00:0. The City ot IRs Anqele.· buildinq permit fees were Da.ad
onth. $45,000 valua~ion.

Advice Letter 178

Ko4iricatlon b~an Auquat 15, 1991, and service ~.qanAu9u.1:. 30,
1991. The advice letter wa. tiled October 11,· 1991. Final
in.pection di~not take plaee until November 14,1991, wh1ch ean b.
a violation o~ the Uniform Building Code.

Advice Latter lS1

tAcre stat•• 1:hay do not know when construction baqa.n. The site
went into ••rvice in July ot 1991. rcc Form 489 wa. filed March
21, 1991, which can be a violation ot PCC regulations. The advice ;
letter was filed November 5, 1991.

Advice Letter 182

LACTC seat.. i~ aoe. not know when construction beqan. The site
went. into .ervice MArch ~:z, 1991. The advice letter wa.st11ed.
November 5, 1991.

This .1~e ia also located on BLM lane!. acre stat:.. that: the
property owner is the county of Riv.raid.. The Lease aqreellleht is
with Southern California Site Facilities, Inc. LACTC claims that
no pe.rmits were required. No copies of any notice given, or
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· ~~~e was posted. were provided.
1n-rormation a."o~t. tha loc~t.1Qns i": ~ ..."-cvis'; ons in t.he a.bsence of
(G. 0 ~ 159 ~equJ.res certaJ.nl.~~otv~ B) ~i \ .) -LACTC rjid not provic!e a
pere~t requl.rements. G.O. , t r..ACTC states IINo Right of way
copy of any right or way a~re.~en ~ '
aqraemen~ required for thls s~te.

Advice Let~er 183

Moc1ifications beqan in January of 19\11. The. site want into ••rvice
in March gf 1991. The advice letter was filed November 5, 1991.

Thi. ait:.e is also looated. on BLM la.nd.. LAC'l'C stat.. that the
rty owner is ~h. county Qt River5iae. The Lease a9~.~••nt is

e~t&·soutn.rn California site Facilities, Inc. LAeTC cl&~m. that
no permits were required. NO copies or any no~1ee lJivan, or
infQrma~ion about the locat1cns notice was posted were provided:
LAere did not provide a.ny copy Qt a ric;ht of way a9reem.~nt." LACTC
states, "No Riqnt ot Way aqreemant required for this s~t•.

Advice Letter 184

Modification be~an March 28, 199~, and service be9an Karcn ~9,
1991. The advice letter was tiled November S, 1991. On February
10, 1992, LACTC was nc~if1.d of formal trespass by BLM. LACTC did
not prcvi~. A copy of any riqht of way a~raement.

Advice Letter 185

Modification began March 26, 1991, And service be9an March 29,
1~'1. The advice letter was tiled November ~, 199~. As of May 28,
1992, ~. _1te hac1 not ~ec.iv.4 the final inspection, whicn can be
a violation ot the Uniform Building Code.

A4vice Letter lS6

Hoc1it1cati.on beqan March 28, 1991. .nc! serviee beqan March 29,
1'91. ~h. advioe latter va. tiled November 5, 1991. LACTC .~ata.

that nQ permits ware required. No copies of any notio., cr
information about locaticns notic. was posted, were provided.

Advice tetter 187

Modi~1cation beqan April 30, 199~, and servic8 caqan Auqust 31,
1991. . :FCC Form 489 vas tiled April 30, 1991, which can ba cl
violat....on of FCC: re(JUlaticna. The advioe letter wa. :11a<2 Nove=er
5, 1991. '1'he valuation record..a was $8,000 for th. monopol.,
$6,000 tor the !gunda~ion, and a cumulative valuation ot $6,120.
The contract. is for $64,912. Riverside County I s building permit
~.es w_ra based on the recorded va~uations.

Ad.vice Letter 188
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Ho~ificatiQn began August 8, 1991, and service began August 31,
1991. The advice letter ~as filed Ncvember 5, 1991.

Advice Letter 189

Moditication began october 14, 1991, and service beqan October Jl,
1991. FCC Form 489 was filed January 30, 1991, which can be a
violat.ion of FCC regulations. The advice letter was tiled November
5, 1991. The site did not reeeive the final inspection until
Fecruary ~7, 1992, which can ~e a violation of the Uniform Buildinq
Coc1e.

Advice Letter 190

Hoclitication !::lag-an SepteGar 9, 1991, and. serv1ce »eqan Oct:ober 5, .
1991. 8uildin&;r pendts for t.ha construction ware obtained between'
September 9, 1991, an4 December 5, 1991. The advicelettar was
filed Novembe~ S, 1991. The valuation on all ehe ~u1ld.inq permits
equals $82,100. The construction purchasa order stat•• the Clolit. as
$128,142. The City of Montclai~'s Duildinq permit fees were based
on ~. $82,100 valuation.

Advice Le~t8r 191

Mo4irication began October 7, 1991, and service beqan October 31,
1991. The advice letter was :11.4 November 5, 1991. The valuation
on the build1nq permit submitted vaa $S, 000. The construct.ion
purchase order is for $131,776. The City of Raneho Palos Verdes·
building permit tees were based on the $5,000 valuation.

Aavice tetter 192

Modi~icat1on beqan Octobar 28, 1991. The advice letter wa. tiled
Nov.BeJ:' 5, 1991. The build.inq permit. submitted lists the
valua.tion at $2 f ~oo. The purchase order for construction is
$115,000. Orange County·. buildinq permit tees ware based an the
$2,500 valuation.

Advice Letter 194

MO<1itiQat.ion and ••rvice baq8n March 29, 1991. The advice letter
waa tiled November 5, 1991. A TUlporary tr•• Permit (TOP) was
submitted for this sita, and va. obtained OctOQer 29, 19a1.
However, the 'rUP reter. to • cUtteren't As••ssors Parcel Number
(APN) ~an the parcel for this site. The FCC Form 489 submittad
also reters to a lcnqitu48 and latitude ditfarent than the location
of tni. site. This FCC form 4.9 w•• filed on Karch 28, 1991. A
letter tram the FCC 4ated March 25, 1991, qranted LACTC
-developmental authority" ~o cona~ruct faci~itles utillzinq Wnon
type accep~ed !::Iroad band. RF repeater.. " The authority expired 6
months from the dat:e of the letter or September 26, 1991. LACTC
did not provide evidence ot authority to use the descJ:'ibed
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repeaters after Septe~.r 26( 1991, and before it ~.$ removed tram
8ervice. LACTC notifiaa ~h. CPUC that the site was removed trom
.ervice on J~ly l7, 1992. CAeOA has no~ yet .xa~in.d the site to
4etermine Whether the fACility WAa actually removed.

Advice Letter 195

Kod.1t1cAt1cn and service began March J~, 1991. The acivic. letter
va. filed November 5, 1991.

Advice Letter 196

Modification and service began March 28, 1991. ~h. advice letter
w•• tiled November 5, 1991. The Assessors Pareel Number on the
T..porary Us. Permit ct october 29, 1991, is ditterent ~an the APN
~.1: i8 reterred to in tn. advice l.t~er.

Advice Latter 197

Mociiticationand service began March :11, 1991. The advice l.ttl~
w•• tiled November 5, 1991. FCC Form 489 rafers to a lanqi~uda and
latitude 4itterent than ~. lee.tion ot this site. Thia FCC torm
4" w•• f11eci en March 28, 1991. A letter trom the FCC a..tad March
26, 1991, granted "devalopmental au~orit.y" to LACTC: to construct
taciliti•• uti1izinq "nan-type aecapted broad ~.nd. RF rep••tarsu •
Th. .~'C.hClrity expirec1 6 months :trom the date or the letter or
Sepeemcer 26, 1991. LACTC did not provide evidence 01' authority to
u•• the ~.scrib.a repeaters sub.equent to september 26, 1991, and
b.tore it wa. r.mov.~ from service.

Advice Letter 203

t.Acrc: c:1c.. know When Jl1cc:lifieation began, an;:! ••timat.. .ervica
be9an scm.time in October, 1990. FCC Form 489 was filed NcY.mbe~

13( 1990~ which can ba & v101at1on of Fec r.gulations. The advice
letter was tiled Cecember 12 1 1991. The valuation recor4ed en the
bUildin9:p.r.mi~~a. $26,000. Tbe invciee states a contract a=aunt
ot $93,100. The City at Los Angele.· buildinq permit t ••• were
D•••d on'~. $a6,OOO valuation.

Advice tetter 204

Mo4it1c.t1cn beqan approx1Jllat.aly Oct.ober 20, 1~90, anc1 ••Z"'Vice
ceqan NQ~.mb.r 9, 1;90. The advice letter was tiled Dacembar 12,
1991.

Advice lAtter 205

Mod.itication began March 27, 1991, and service be<J~n March 29,
19'~. The advice letter was fil.~ Oecamber 12, 1~91.

A~vice ~ett.r 206
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Hocli:fication began october 25, 1990. I..ACTC esti:tnates the site
beqan s,ervic8 at some time in October of 1990. The acivice letter
waatiled December 12, 1991. FCC Form 489 was filer.i November 12,
1990, which can be a violation of FCC regulations.

A4viceLetter 207

Modi:1c:ation baqan March 20, 1~91, and. s.rvice began Karch 29,
1991. LACTC statas that no permits were required. LACTC 41d not
provid.e copies of any notice, or intormation about the locations
notice was posted. The advice letter was filed Oecemb.r 12, 1991.

Advice Letter 208

Ko4iticat.ion began January 23, 1991, and aerY.ice 1)eqan Januazy30 ,.
1991.Tbe advice letter was filed December 12, 1991. The final
inspection occurred May 28, 1991, which can be a violation 0·: t:he
Uniform: Building Code.

Advice Letter 209

-

t.Acrc d.oes not knowwben modification beqan. Service beqan March
8, 1991. No .viaence of "the required buildin9 permit ha. be.n
submitted. The advice letter was tiled December 12, 1991.

Advice Latter 210

Modificat.ion beqan June 19, 1991, and service 1;)eqan July 9, 1991.
The advice letter was filed Daceml::»er 12, ~991. Builciinq permits __~
"ere su.baitted with. cWDUliltive total valuation ot $12,000. The
purcba•• orc!er· for civil work 1. tor $160,000. The City at
Los Ang'el•• • builcl1ng permit tees were based on the $12, 000
valua1:ion.

Advice Let.t:er 230

Modification beqan in March ot l'Vl,and service b.q~ ~rch 28,
1991.. I'he Conditional U•• Permit (e:tJP) w•• obtained Novem.b.r 22,
1991.Th. advice letter w•• filed March 2, 1992. IACTC atateci
'that a· "50-toot hiqh wooden pol. ant.en.na 8b:Uctura" had been
conatruci:ed. The COP permit.s the construction of a 35-toot pole.
No evidence of buildinq permits was .ubmitted.

Advice Letter 231

Mo4itlcation beqan in March ot 1991, and ••rvi~. beqan March 29,
1991. 'fhe advice lett.ar va. ~J.l.d March 2, 1992. Th*·lUver8ide
eounty .1anninq Depart1len1: (RCPD) approved.~. plot plan ~n "'.nuary
23, 1'92. LAC'l'C, in iot. RCPD application Plot Plan Review of
Auqust st.ated i~ would install a enhancer and an antenn.. In a
letter dated NoveJll.ber 11, 1991, to RePD, LACTC stated, "L.A.
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Cellular is proposinq placing a 3!5-ft. wood pole ""ith cellular
enh.near ... II a.t the site. There is no ind icatJ.on in su1:lmitted
documents tha~ RCPO was informed that the sit~ haa already been
constructed. No evidence of any building permits 'Were aubmitted.

LAC'I'C APPENDIX A SIn~

Advice Latter 244

Moditication beqan in S.pt.~.r of 1990, and aervica beqan November
30 , 199'1. Sa.n Bernadino County 1••\1.4 • '1'ampol:'''~Y u•• Parmit. (TUP)
on January 10, 1991, which limited construQtion to a tower ot no
'more 'than ~5 teet. LAere bu.ile • 10 fcot tower. 'the 'rtJP .xpired
on January 10, 1992. LACTC filed an .~vice letter on April 16,
J.992.

Advi~.Letter 245

Modification bQqan June 2J., 1990, and service began June 30, 1990~

FCC form 489 vas tiled on July 17, 1"0, which can pe & violation
ot Fcc:requlations. !he advice le~t.~ was filed April 16, 1992.
The final inspection occurred on Augu_'t, 1, 1990, whioh can ))e a
violation ot ~he Uniform Buildinq CoQe.

otHER APPEHQIX A SITES

a.causa ot _.jor deficienci•• in Appendix A filinqs, CACOA -",ill
'Wait until it has .011. us.tul in~ormation to report on the
remaininq 129 Appen~ix A sites.

:tiQOBABX 'XUs

In • l~tter dated March 21 1 1991, Pactel advi••4 CACO that it wa•.
operatinq four .it•• known as Halloran Summit, ~aker, Afton, and
Mounutn Pa.. School under the 'temporary Facility Exemption ot
General Order 1!59, S.~t:ion III.D. (:3). Paet:el reque.'C.eci a l20 day
ext:en.~on ot operat.ion ot the .it.. under the sam. .xe..p~!cn.
Pllc1:el st.at.ad t.hat the tour .iot.. had b.en in ••rvice .inc.
October., 1'90. 'actel ..ami1:ted " . • • it (Pact:al ] i. la,te in
noti!yin; CACO pursuant eo General Order 159 and apclc91i.. tor the
delayeCl notitication. Pactel has taken the neces.ary internal·
.'taps ~o ensure such aelay doe. no't oecur aqain. 1I

CACD qr;anted Pactel a 120 day extension in a letter dated April 4,
1991. ~hat extension period ended Auqust 2, 199~. pactel did not
remove the tacilities a~ter Auquse znd.

Four months later, on December 9, 1991, Pactel advi••d CACO in a
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letter that the sites were still in operation, and requested an
adc1itional 1.20 day extension. Pactal statec! "PACTEL'S operation of
the sites beyond. the ext:andecl temporary period was inAdvertent and
resulted from aelays in obtaining necessary -permits tor the
replacement permanent sites."

CAeD responded in a lettar 1:0 Pac:tel of OecU1kler 26, 1991, advisinq
Pac1:el that !lCACe considers the continued opera~icn or the.e site5
subsequent t.CI Auqu.st 2, 1991, as violations of G.O. 159. 11

January 2 and 4, 1992, CPOC statt visited the Pactal sites. The
tour .i~.. ha4 at111 net been r.moved. The Mountain Pass School
.11:. had a tence around it that was (1) unst.able, (2) 1••• ~an 5'
h1qb, and (3) 1••• than 4' from the cellular ~ow.r. '

ifhe County ot San 8ernardino 's Temporary U•• Par1llit condi.tion. were
apl'arently violated by allot th••• sites. FO~ the lIt.amporaryll
Afton si~., Pa~t.l ~uilt an apprgx1aaeely 1000 toot lon~ road, an
elect.ric line extension, c;raded and. removed 1:11. peak. ot the
mountain, ~nd installed wooden utility poles for antenna support.
The TtTP, specifically designed. tor cellular sites, pronibits
qradinq ot any kind or construction on peaks or ridqea. The
"'temporary" Mountain Pass School site placed a trailer on a slop.,
ins'talled an approximat.ely 25 foot utility pole tor an antenna
.up~cre, and appears to violate the California Education Code (as
discussed further below).

In a letter of JanUAry 15, 1992, Pact.l propo&ed tiline; advice
lett.ers tor t.hese four sit.es, even t.houqa CACO had alr.••dy and
repeatedly advised Pactel that such advice le~te~s would be
rejected because construction wculd have occurred prior tQ tilinq
the advice letters.

In this January 15th letter, and in r ••ponse to ••rli.~ ~••t1ons
CIt CAeCA, Pac~.l claim.d that: for the Mountain Pass School site,
·We bay' son~~rm.d that the facility is tenced as required and, in
the unlikely event that the pole snould collapse, it would remain
wi~in the fenced property. A netice containing th•. resolution
pa•••d by the Balcer valley Unitiac1 Scheol District Boarr:l of
Trust••• is posted at. this facility." [emphasis added.)

In response to tu~h.r question. by CAeDA, Pactel wrote &qain on
April 21, 1992, st:atinq that: on January 24, 1992, Paqcel "beqan"
conat:ruction (aqain) at the Mountain Pass School. Pac~.l mOV8Q
Doeh the trailer and. u<ti11ty pole.. Curinq cirilling, a propane qas '
line wa. bent and b8qan leaking. The illS was snut: ott.

aa••a on conv.rsaeions with school otticia15, CAeCA l ••rned that
when schoo.l personnel and stUd..n'ts returned to the pre.i••• the
f'glloviDq lIlQrr1inq, there was no heat: #or t:he scheol.. Cla•••• war.
held despite the near tr••zinq temperatures. The school d,i81:ric:'C
was noti~ied of the qas leak by Pactel only later that a~t.ernQon.
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On Fecruary 3, 1$92, the entire propane 9&5 system was retested and
a small leak was aqain tound. school ~aintenance $taff removed the
valve and capped the propane qas line aar~inq a vacant buildinq.

CAeOA considars the site a potent:1al ha.z~rd. A new chain link
fance was installed at the aita and signs \lara pcsted warninq
students an4 ~.ach.rs not to enter because the tacility may net
m.et. tonG "st:.r.lctural standards imposed by law for .arthquake
safety". CAceA inspected the fence and di.cQver.~ that it oould
net prevent people trom enterinq ~e .it•.

Pact.el l s Appal'ldix '! fj,linq tor 'the Mountain Pa•• School site did
no~ prov,1C1e a letter ot r~ruary 3, 1992, to the Count,y of S..n
Bernardino, which was intended ~o "CQntir: the &qr.ement reached
earlier tc~&y betwe.n M...rs. Brad r&~r.ll anc Rcn 'a.k.~~ of ~.
c:ount.y ~f San ••maJ:'<i1no DapaJ:"t:aant: of Su11dinq and Safety and
X•••r •• £rn1. Ccurter and Dava £Vans of P.c~.l cellular...... , and
stated that. Ilt:he Part:lership de.ires to remove the t ••pcJ:'ary
.helters locat.d a~ Saker, Halleran/.umm1~ and At~Qn .it.. trom
their trailers ana .1' thlm down dir,etly on tn. SU'Qynd and
stahil!z. th... The shalt-ers \11111 then bl in cQmgJ,~Aoc. with the
California Publie Utiliti.. commission temporary faoility
quid.1in••• " [emphasis add.d] G.O. 159 require. that temporary
faciliti•• be on a t%'ailer, ~ on tone qrClund. (G.O. 159, III
(D) (3) ,a) (i).)

San Bemarclino county issued buildinq permits to Pactel loon attar,
on Marcb 12, 1992. The County's l.~t.r of February 10, 1992, to
Pactel .~a~.d, MBased cn our meetin; or February 3, 1992, and the
letter ~ro. Pactel Cellular's attcrney data4 recruary J, 1992, the
Sab aarnaraino Co~nty Suildinq Oepartment approves the removal ot
the t ..,o~.ry aheltars troa their trailers to place them en the
tp:'o\Jnc1. ... '1'his will allow p.~.l to eoml'ly '.IIith the Ca.11!ornia
~lic Ut1liti.s CODl.al.ission t.a.pora%y tacility guideline•. "

O~41n&~11y, a c.llular company cannot obtain bUildinq permits to~
qracu,nq.· or permanent .truc:t.ur.. until a CUP is i ••ued by San
aernac:U.lIlo c:ount.y. Pactel appar.ntly obtained th... ):)u:i.ldinq
permi'ts by representing that it was necessary tor G. o. 1~9
c:ompl.iaftc::e.

For the Mountain Pas. SehClol sita, Pa.ctel failed. to list:, &$
AFp.nai~ A Z"equired.. 1:hat they had applied for. Ott 1<::. ot S1:at.e
Archi~ect.ur. (OSA) approval and OSA rejected their plan. A later
application eo OSA was approv.c r bat evidence o! thts approv.al was
noe .~2Ilit1:ed. CAeCA'. inv••t'.19at.ion indicate. th.is &ppro~/al

covers :different plan., alao not sUbmitted, and apparently
inconsistent with wha1: ....a. built. No evidence ot. Stat. F.1.ra
MarShall approval was submi~t.~.
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LASLP sta.ted that a trailer was initially placed on ~he site.
AQ~itional buildinq pe~its were obtained, beginninq on August 16,
1990. Some time later a permanent structure was constructed, but
no advice letter was filed. G.O. 1'9 requires an advice letter be
filed. to autborize such mOdi:ications unless they are 4xempted..-/
(G.O. 159, rv, III (D).)

Advice Let~er 62 (Be. canyon)

In the advice l.~ter !ilinq LASLP state~ construction beqan March
28, 1990, the day G.O. 159 went into effect. No r ••olution was
1••ueci. ':he t1.rst bui.ldinq pemit wa. no1: i ••uea until March 28,
1990. Kod1f1c:ation f1rst oecurraci Kay 9, 1990. No other.vidence
was sugmitte4 concerninq the data moditication ~1r.t'~eqan ~at
wpporta ~. March 28, 1990, da-te. Therefore, the site wassui:lj ect
to C.o. 1!9 when modification be,an. Serl1iee bec;an Auqust 2, 1990.
The 7CC Ferm 489 was not mailed Until August 28, 1990, which can be
.. viOlation ot FCC raqulationa. Tn. final sit. inspec::tion. did not
occur until November 19, ~990, which can be a v1Qlation ot the
Uniform Buildinq Code.

A4vlce Letter 64 (Cabrillo)

Modification ):)eqan April 16, 1990. The effective <!ate of the
resolution authorizinq construction was July 7, 1990. ServiCe
beqan July 31, 1990. the FCC Form 489 was not mailed until Auqust
9, 1990, which can be a violation o! FCC requla~ions.

Advice Latter 64 (Woodland Hills)

In the a4vice le~ter filinq LASLP stated construction ceqan Mareh
28, 1990, the clay G. O. 159 went. into effect. No resolution was
t.aued. Modification first. occurred April 18, 1990. Servic:ebeV&n
JUly 31, 1990. No evidence that final aite inspection has occurred
,was aubmittad. Failure to oQtain final site inspecticn can b. a
violation of the Uniform Bul1dinq Code.

Advice ~t~.r 64 (Bel Air)

tn the advice l.~ter tilinq LASLP .~at.d cons~ructionbeqan Karch
28, 1990, the day Q.O. 159 want intQ ert.ct. No resolution was
1••u.4. The tirs't J:)uildinq permit was issued in April, 1990.
Modificaticn first occurred April ~O, 1990. No g~er ev1cience was
submitted concerning the date .odification first b.qan that
supports 1:11. Karch 28, 1990, 4at.. Th.eretore, 'the site was subject
to G.O. lS9 when modification ~.qan. Service beqan June 28, 1990.
The FCC Form 489 was not mailed until July 1~, 1990, whic~ can be
a violation cf FCC requlations.
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A4vica Latter 64 (Glendo~a)

Modirica~ion beqan in J~n., 1990. service began June 29, 1990.
The effeQtive date of the resolution &uthcrizing cons~ructiQn vas
July 7, 1990. rcc: Form 489 was not: mailed un~il July :2, 1990,
which can be a violation cf FCC requlations.

Advice Letter 66

Acecrdinq to LASLP, service beqan May 31, 1990, ~ut modification
firs'\: began la.ter on .tuna 7, 1990. The effective date of 1:ha
r ••oluticn aU1:hcrizing t:cmll'truction wa. July 7, 1990. FeC Form 489
was not ~iled until June 11, 1990, wnich can b. a violation of FCC
reCJUla.t1ons. The tinal aite inspection cs.id. not occur until
rabruary;26, 1991, which can be & violation of the Un1fc:m BUildinq
Code.

Advice teeter 69 (Oranqefalr)

Ko4i~1ca;t:.1on beC;&n July 31, 1990. The eftecti:va da~. of the
r ••olut1on authori~inq cons~rug~ion wa. AUquS~ 20, 1990. Service
bag-an August 30, 1'90. FCC Form 489 was not =ailed. until Sepee.m.ber
21, 1990, whieh can be a violation of FCC regulations.
The mechanical permit was obtained Auqust 14, 1990, suDsequent.to
tilin~ the advice leeter.

Advice Letter 69 (LoCkh••c1)

Moditic:a-tion beqan Auqust J, 1990. The eftective elate of t.""e
resolution authorizing construction was A~qus~ 20, 1990. Service
baqan O~tQber 1~, 1990. The FCC Form 489 was not mailed until
Oc~ob.r16, 1990, wnich can be a violation ot FCC requlaeions.

Advig. ~tt.r 69 (Azusa)

Kaclif1cat1csn began Auqua1: 1, 1990. Ttle et~.c:tiv. cla~. oJ: ~.
r ••oluticn authorizinq const.ruction was AUqt.lst 20, 19'0. Serv1ce
beq&ft AU;u.st %7, 19'0. 'the FCC Form 489 was noe uiled. until
S.p~amb~r .;, 1990, which can be a viOlation ot FCC r.qula~1on ••
The rin.l .~~. inspection did not occur until september 27, ~"o,
whit:h can be .. violaeian ot 'the unj,~orm aUildin; Code. The
.l.ctri~al pemit 'Was obtained. AU9\l8t 1.4, 1990, s~••queni: to
f1l1nq the a4vice lett.:.



Advi~e Le~ter 69 (Irvine;

Moc111:1ca.t:.ion beqan JUly 23, 1990. 'rile ett$c~ive date. of the
r ••olution auth~rizing construction was August 20, 1990. Se~/ic.

ba9an Oct-oDer 6, 1990. The FCC 10rDI 489 was not mailed u.ntil
Octocer 16, 1990, which can be a violation ot FCC re~~la~ions.

Advice Letter 69 (Lennox)

Mcciit1cation began July 30, 1990. The 6ffective data of the
r.solut1on &u1:horizinq construction W&1i AUqus't 20, 1990. The
el.ctrical ~e~it was obeained AUqu&~ 6, 1990, subsequent to ti11nq
the a4vice letter.

Advice Le~t.r 7S (Winnetka)

Ho~1~1cation c89an August 21, 1990. The eftect1ve d&te a~ the
reaalution authorizinq cgn.tru~t1on ~as Saptember 29, 1990.
Serv1c. Deg&ft October 26, 1990. r~c re~ 489 was not mailed until
Oc~ob.r 31, 1990, wnich ca.n b. a violati.on ot FCC r.9'Ula~iona. '1'h•
• l.c~rie.l permit ~a. obta~n.4 September 14, 1990, .ub••quen~· ~o

t11inq ~. a4vice l.t~.r.
Adyice rA~t.r 7~ (SQutn Moun~ain)

Modifi~auion beqan F.bruary 28, 1990, tor u•• as a microw&v••i~•.
(Aa suan, it vaa net .~jec:t too G.0. 159, which was .lfee:tive M.~ch

28, 1990.) Cellular equipment w•• added in Auqust, 1990. The
ett.et1ve date at the ~••olution authcrizinq conatruction ot t:he
eallularequipment was September 2', 1990. Service beqan Octobe;
2', 1t'O~ The FCC Form .89 va. not ••il.d ufttil oe~o~.r 31, 1990,
Which can be a violation of FCC r.qula~ion ••

A.dvice IA.t~.r 8t (Lollli~a)

Mg4~~ication began Auqust 29, li90. The effec~iv. data o~ the
r ••Cllution aU1:hQrizin.q construction was November 5 t 1~90. service



beqan October 27, 1990. FCe Fo~ 489 was not mailed until Oe~ober
31, 1990, which oan ~e a violation ot FCC requ~a~ions.

Advice Letter 81 (Montebello)

Mo~ification began october 11, 1990. The effective date ot the'
resolution authorizinq con&truction was November 5, 1990.

Advice Letter 81 (Har~or R8S~)

Modification began Sap~ember 24, 1990. The effective data ot the
resolution authorizing construction was November 5, 1990.

Advice I.et~.r 81 (Olive Street)

Mccitication ceqan October " 1990. -rhe etfective oate of the '
r ••clu~ion autnorizinq const.ruction was Novem12ar 5, 1990. Service,
1:Ieqan Oece.mer 14, 1990. FCC rorm 489 was not mailed. until January ,
9, 1991., wnich can tie a viOlation of FCC requlat1ons. The '
electrical permit was obtained November 14, 1990, and the
mechanical permit was oDtainad November 15, ~990, subsequent to
~11inq the advice letter.

Advice Letter 8J. (Moneta.)

MQ4it1cation beqan April 28, 1990. Service beqan October 24, 1990.
~. effective date ot the resolution authoriz!nq construction was
November !. 1990. FCC Fo~ 489 was not mail.d un~il ,Oc~ob.r 31,
1990, which can be a violation ot FCC regulations.

~. Advice Letter 81 (Fontana)

Modification beqan October 29, 1'50. The effective date ot the
resolution authoriz1nq construction wa.s November 5, 1990. servica
beqanOecembar 29, 1990. FCC Form 489 was not mailac! until-January
9, 19'1, which can' be a violation of 'FCC requlaticns. 'l'he buildinq
permit for the 60 toot pole was obtained october 24, 1990,
sub.equent to tilinq the advice latter.

Advice Letter 81 (Birxaale)

Kodif!cation beqan October 1$, 1990. The effective date ot the
r ••olution authorizinq construction was November 5, ~990. Service
beqan November 21, 1990. FCC Form 489 was not mailed until
November 28, 1990, which can ge a violation of Fe~ raqulaeion8.

Advice Letter 81 (Temeseal canyon)

Hodit1cat.ion baqan Sept.llbel:' S, 1990, ancl ••rv1ce beqan October 8,
1990. The effective date ot. the reSOlution au~horizinq
construction was November 5, 1990.
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Advice ~tter S~ (Wes~~cn~ II)

Modification beqan October 8, 1990. The effective d.ata ot the
resclu-eion aut.'"1ori:inq ccmstruQ~j.on was Novera,k)et· 5, 1990. The
elec:tric::al permi-: waa obtained O~t.ober 2!, ':"990, sU=••quent tc
r11inq the advice letter.

Advice Le1:~.r 'Sl (Lake Forest)

Mo41t1cation be9an Septemcer 4, 1990. The effective date of the
r ••oluticn authorizinq construction was November J, 1990.

Advice Latter 81 (CUtty Sark)

Mod~~ia.tion beqan OC~Qb.r 8, 1990. The atrective 4&t. o~ ~h.

r ••aluti.on au'Chcri:inq ccnatruc1:1on va. November S, 1990. Service
baqan Hev.aber 29, 1990. FCC ren 4e9 was not mailed. tmt:11
Dac.~.r 21, 1990, which can be a violation of FCC requlationa.
The m.chanical p.~it va. obtained November 1, 1990, sub••quant ~o

tilinq the advice le~t.r.

Advice Let~er 81 (Seal Seach 2)

Mo~1fi~ation began oeeeber 9, 1990. The ettective ~at. ot the
r ••clut1on a~~ori%in9 ccn8true~ion was November 5, 1990. Servicu
b.9an Q_ce=er ~4, 1990. FCC rena 489 was net. mailec1 -.aneil
C.c.mb.~ 23, ~990, ~h1ch can b. a v1clation ot rcc requlatlons.
The electrical permit was obeained OC~Qb.~ 17, 1990, sub••quent to
filinq ~ne aavice letter. The final .i~e inspection dia net o~eur '
until Haren 26, 199:2 , whieh can be II v iQ1at iQn of the Uniform
Buildinfl Coda.

Ac1vice Latt:er 8l (Maywood)

Mc41ticat1on b.qan oceo~.r 22, 1990. The et.tective 4ata ot the
r ••olutiQn authorizinq ccna1:rcc'ticn ,.,.. Noveml::>.r !, 1990. 'l'h•
• lect.riea.l t'erm1t was obt.ained Nove.mber 5 r 1.9'0 I sub.equent to
t11inq the advice letter.

AdvicaLatter 81 (LQ. Al&mitos)

Mc4it1cation ceq.n oetober a, 1990. ~h••ttect1ve da~. ot the
resolution autnarizinq construction was November S, 1990.

Adv1ca Letter B2 (Newport Center)

Mod1!ic~tlon b89an OC'1:0cer 29, 1.~90. The .~r.=tive date or i:h.
r ••olut10n aut.horizinq c:onstruc:tion was November 11, 1990. Service
began Oacember J1, 3.990. FCC Form 4B9 was not mailed until January
9, 1991, which can b. a violation ot FCC regulations. A microwave,
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antenna was adaed in November Qf 1991, and no advice latter was
tiled for the modification.

Advice Letter 82 (Canten~ialH.S.)

Modification beqan October 26, 1990. The effective date of ~h.
resol.ution authorizinq eonstruction 'Was November 17·, 1990. Service
beqan Oec:em):)er 29, 1990. FCC Form 489 was not mailea until January
9, 1991, Which can be a violation ot FCC regulations. A microwave
antenna was added in July of 1991, and no advice letter 'Was filed
ter eb. modification.

Advice t.tter 82 (Rosebowl)

M041fica~icn beq&n octo~.r 18, 1990. The effective date of the
resolution authorizing cans~ruc~ion vas November 17, 1990. The
tinal .i~. inspection did no~ occur until Marcb 3, 199~, Which can
be a violation ot the Uniform Building Code.

Advice Letter 83 (Bal~'Win Peak)

KQ~1ticat1on ceqan Nove~er 13, 1990. The effective date o~ the
resolution aU~horizinq eons~ruction was December 5, 1990. Service
beg-an December 28, 1990. Fce Form 489 was not mailed until January
9 J 1.991, which can be a. violation o~ FCC re9Ulations. The
electrical permi~ was obtained November 29, 1990, sabaequane to
fi11nq the advice letter.

Adviee Lett.er 83 (Oowntown)

MOQification began octOber 15, 1990. The effective date of the
re.olution authorizing construction was December 5, 1990. Service
ceqan January 30, 1991. FCC Form 489 was not mailed until February
11, 1991, Which can be a violation of FCC regulations.
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Advice Letter. 8J (Norw~lk)

Modification ~eqan November S, 1990. The e!tec~ive da~. of the
resolution autherizinq construction was December 5, 1990. Servic.
beqan Oeeembar 21, 1990. FCC For= 489 lias ntlt mailet:1 until January
9, 1991, Which can be 4 viQla~ion of FCC regul~tiQns.

Advica Letter GJ (Mid City P.Qcertson)

Mod1!1aation beqan Ncvember 19, ~990. Ser\'ice ~eqan Nove~.r 30,
1990. The effective da~8 at the rQ.olut1on &utnorizinq,
construction wa. Oecember S, 1990. FCC Form 489 wa. not mailed
until 3anuary 9, 1991, vhich can be 4 violation of rcc r_qulations.

Advice tatter 83 (Hollywood Rivera)

Mad.i~icat:ion Degan November 1~, 1990. The etfective dAte at tne
r ••olution au.thorizinq construction wali DecenLber 5, 1990. The
mechanical parmi~ was oc~ained November ~61 1990, sUbaequ.nt to
t11inq the advice letter. -

I.d.vic. La~t.r 84 (Biny lenall.)

Moditication baqan Oe~ob.r 17, 1990. The ef:ective data ot the
re.olueion Author1z inr; cons-ert1etion ""as Oe.ce:nber 22, 1090. Service
be9an Oecem.ber 28, 1990. FCC Form 489 w&. not mailea until Janua:y
9, 1991, which can be a violation at ~ec requlations.

Advi~. Lat~e~ 85 (Manch••ter)

Modit1cation beqan November 15, 1990. Service b.qan November ~O,

1'90. The .ttactive da~. ot the resolution authorizing
~on.truction was Oecember 28, 1990. ree Form 489 was net mailed
unt~l December 21, 1990, w~ich can b. a violation ot FCC
requlat1on.. ~h. Cartificate of occupation was net i.aue4 until
February 8, 1991, which can ba a viola~ion of the UnitQrDI Build-inC;
Cocl••

Advice Letter 85 (8ellflower)

Modification Da9an December J, 1990. The .tf.cti~. data at the
r ••olu~ion .~tbcrizinq eon.~ruction was Dec8~er ~8, 1990. ~n.

el.c~ric per.a1t was obtained January 17, 1991, the (HV~C) p.rmi~
wa. obeain.d Jan\1ary ~2, 1'91, the an~.nna permit wa. obtained
'.bruary 22, 1991, all subs.qu.n~ to tiling the advice l.e~.r.

Advice Letter 87 (Indio Hills)

Moditica~ion ~e9an September 10, 1990. The effective date of the
r.solution authorizinq eonstructign ...as January 12, 1991. Sarviee
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began ~anuary 22, 1991. ~CC Form 489 was not ~aile~ until rebrua~l

11, 1991, ~hich can be a violation of FCC requlations.

Advice Letter 87 (Forum)

Moai!icaticn began November 24, 1990. Service began December zs,
1990. The Qffe~tive date .of the resolution aU~horizinq

~on.truction wa$ January 12, 1991. FCC Form 489 was not mailed
until January 9, 1991, vhich can De & violation ~f rcc regulations.
The tinal site inspection did not occur until January 14, 1991,
which can be a violation of the Uniform auildinq CoQa.

Advice Le~~er 87 (Chino 2)

Koditicat1on beqan Oecember 4, 1990. service beqan December 31 ,
1990. The effeeeive date of the resolution aU~horizinq

oonstruc~ion was January 12, 1991. FCC Form 489 was not mailed
until January 9, 1991, which can be a violation of FCC r.9Ula~ion ••

Advice Letter 8S (Pomona 2)

Modification beqan Nove~er 15, 1990. The e!!ee~ive date of the
r.solution authorizinq construction was January 20, 1991. Service
t1eqan January 31, 1991. FCC: Foa 489 was not mailed until February
11, 1991, which can be a violation o~ FCC requlations.

Advice Letter 90 (Fletchers)

Moditica~ion ceqan January 1" 1991. The effective date of ~e
reSOlution authorizing construction wa.s Fobruary 29, 1991. A
microwave antenna was added in August of 1991, and no advice letter
was tiled fer the moQification.

Advice Le~'t:.r 90 (StUdio city)

Service began July J~, 1~91. The final site inspection di~ hot
occur U%'1til February J, 1992 , Which ca.n be a violation cf the
Uniform Buildinq Cede.

Advice Le~ter 90 (118 FWY)

Kodifieation began February 7, 1991. The effective date of the
resolution authorizinq construction was February 28, 1991. ~e
HVAC permit was cbtained March 21, 1991, subsequent to tilinq the
advice l.t1:er.

Advice Laeter 91 (Beverly Western)

Modification beqan December 1, 1990. The ettec~ive date ot the
resolution authorizinq construction was Karch 22, ~991.

:n.



A~vic. Let~er 91 (The Valley)

Modi~icaticn began re~ruary 21, 1991. The eftective data of the
r ••olu~iQn autnoritinq cQnstruc~ion was March 22, 1991.

A4vice Letter 91 (PalM Oesert 1)

Mo41fica~ion ~e9an D.c~er 6, 1990, and service beqan March 9,
19t1. The eftactive date o~ the resoluti=n .u~crizin9
construction was March 22, 1991.

Advice Latt~r 91 eXT Olympic)

Mod1f1caticn =eqan Jan~ary 14, 1991. The effective d&~.ot th.
r ••olutien authcrizinq construction wa. March 22, 1991.

Advice Letter 91 (Emerald Bay ENH)

Modification geqan Jan~ary 21, 1991. The etfective data ot the
r ••oluti~n authorizinq cons~~ction was March 22, ~99l.

A4vic:e Letter 93 (Harbor Fwy)

Moc!1tica't1cn beqan March t1, 1991. The etfective da1:. at the
~••olution a~thori:ing conatructicn was April 6, 1991. Service
beq_n Al'ril 49, 1991. The 1'ina1 sit.e inspecticm did not occu.r
until October 16, 1991, which can be a violat1Qn o~ the Uniform
Bu11clinq Cod••

Advice Letter 93 (Riverside Je~.)

)ladit1ca~1on !:I.goan March 18, 1991. '1'be ettect;i.v. Qa1:. ot the
1"••clution authorizing' con.tt'Uc~ion was April 6, 1991..

Adv1e. Letter 93 (Arcadia)

Mac!if'ica't:1oft baqan Marea " 1991. The ettective da:t:. of the
r ••olution authoriz~q ~cn.~ruction va. April 6, 1991. FCC Form
419 wa. tiled May 16, 1991. The .ito ~i4 "O~ beqin ••rvice until
Auqust ~O, 1991, which can be a viQla~ion ot FCC requlatians.



_.

Aavice Letter 94 (San Clemente)

Modification began January 21, 1991. The ef:fective d~te of t.he
reselution ~utbcrizin9 construction ~as April ~5, 1991.

Advice Latter 94 (Newport Fwy)

Kodlf1cat.1Qn b_qan March 1.9, J.991.. ':t'1'\- effective date of the·
resolution authorizinq construction 'Was April lS, 1991.

A~vic. Letter 94 (South CQast Plaza)

Modificat.ion beqan Karch g, 1.991.. The effec'tive date at 1:h••
r.solution authQriz1ng ct=lnstruction was April 15, .. 1991. The
electrical permit was obtained April ~, 1991, suD.equant to filinq
~. advice letter.

Advice Letter 94 (Alhambra)

Moditioation began March. 27, 1991. The effective date of the
resolution authorizinq construct.ion was April 1S, 1991. The
electrical permit was obtained April 4, 1991, subsequent to tilinq
the advice letter.

Advice Letter 9 4 (MLK)

Modification beqan January 21, 1991. The effective date of the
reso~ution authorizinq constructicn was April 15, 1991.

Advice tAtter 96 (Mount Olympus)

Modification beqan Oeoe=ber 4, 1990. The Conditional Use Permit
was obtalned December 6, 1990, an4 the first buil~inq p.rmi~ was
obtained Oecember 12, 1990. Tha advice letter was filed March 27,
1991~ The effective date ot the resolution authorizinq
construction was April 29, 1991.

Advice Letter 96 (Hermosa Beach)

Kod.itication beqan April 22, 1991. The ef:fective date of the
resolution authorizing construction was April 29, 1991.

Advice Letter 96 (223rd Street)

ModifiCAtion beqan April 11, 1991. The effective date of the
r ••olu~ion authorizinq construction was April ~9, 1991. Service
beqan May 24, 1991.' The final .ite inspection did not occur until
Hay 30, 1991, which can be a violation ot the Uniform Buildinq
Code.
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