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Summary 

Verizon Wireless has identified a significant gap in its wireless serviced, located within the 
County Washoe County, Nevada.  This gap in wireless service is located near, and effects both 
Washoe Valley and Pleasant Valley.  As a means to rectify this service gap, Verizon Wireless is 
proposing a new wireless communications facility, consisting of a 100’ tall faux water tank and 
the associated ground equipment. 

The Proposed Site is located approximately 2,000’ from Hwy 395 and 600’ from Alternate Route 
395.  The subject property is zoned General Commercial (GC).   Verizon proposes a 100’ stealth 
water tank with twelve (12) antennas at a centerline of 95’.  Both the faux water tank tower and 
the associated ground equipment (equipment shelter, emergency back-up generator, etc.) will be 
located within the lease area and surrounded by a 6’ tall chain link fence. As discussed further 
below, the proposed facility design and location were determined to be the least intrusive means 
for satisfying the necessary service objective, which consists closing the significant gap in 
coverage, ensuring sufficient wireless capacity, and ensuring that this portion of the County 
benefits from the latest and best quality wireless technology available.   

Objective 

Verizon Wireless has identified a significant service issue within Washoe County, in the area the 
surrounding the proposed facility location.  The proposed facility will provide high quality in-
building service to Verizon Wireless customers in the area, along Hwy 395, shown in the image 
below. 

The service issues in this area are causes by a number of different factors.  To summarize, the 
following factors equate to both existing and/or future poor quality wireless service in this area: 

1) General lack of existing wireless coverage in this area (700MHz, AWS, and LTE). 
2) Current trends indicate that data service provided by the existing Verizon facilities will 

reach capacity within the next 10 months. 
3) Lack of technology (AWS) associated with the existing facilities in the area. 
4) The “Slide Mountain” facility is an ineffective means for the provision of LTE service 

long-term, due to the fact that it is a high-elevation site that is located a significant 
distance from its service objective. 
 

The image below shows the general geographic area that will benefit from the proposed facility.   
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The image below shows the specific area that will benefit from the service provided by the 
proposed facility.  The facility labeled as “Pleasant Valley Nevada” in the center of the image is 
the proposed facility.  The “Steamboat” and “McLellan Peak” facilities (to the north and south) 
are existing Verizon Wireless facilities that are already in service in this area.   

 

In addition to the above referenced facilities, this area is also served by an existing facility that is 
referred to as “Slide Mountain” (see location below).   
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“Slide Mountain” is the site that brings LTE service to this overall area.  Slide Mountain is a 
high-elevation site.  When cellular wireless technology began (many years ago), the best way to 
bring service to a large geographic area was to place the antennas at as high of an elevation as 
possible.  However, as wireless technology has evolved, and dramatically increased in 
popularity, it is no longer possible to serve a large area with a single “high-elevation” site.  The 
reason for this is because there are simply so many devices that need to connect to a wireless 
facility within a geographic area.  The increase in the number of wireless devices demanding 
service equates to a massive increase in the amount of data that must be processed by each 
wireless communication facility.  Because, each wireless communication facility can only 
process a finite amount of data, the only way to meet the increasing demand for wireless 
data/service, is to provide more facilities that are closer to the actual devices/users.  The “Slide 
Mountain” facility currently provides LTE service to a large geographic area.  However, without 
broad-based modifications to the wireless communication service network in this area, the 
demand for LTE service will exceed the networks ability to supply this service.   

The “Slide Mountain” site is located at an elevation of 9,700’ AMSL and it serves an area that is 
5 – 7 miles away.  The factors discussed above, coupled with the ever-increasing demand for 
data (service) in this area, the “Slide Mountain” facility has become obsolete.  It is located too 
far away from its service objective and at too high of an elevation to maintain effectiveness.  
Because it no longer makes sense to continue operation of the “Slide Mountain” facility, Verizon 
would like to modify the “McClellan Peak” facility to be the primary LTE server for the south 
end of “Washoe Valley” and utilized the proposed “Pleasant Valley Nevada” site as the primary 
LTE server for the north end of Washoe Valley/south end of Pleasant Valley (see coverage plots 
below). 
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The objective of the proposed facility is to resolve each of the four issues listed above.  
Specifically, the proposed facility is needed to both fill an existing gap in coverage as well as to 
provide support capacity to the existing overloaded facilities (“Steamboat”, McLellan Peak, and 
“Slide Mountain”).   The image below provides a visual representation of the intended coverage 
area for the proposed facility. 
 

 
 
In addition to the coverage benefits of the proposed facility, the addition of the proposed facility 
will also help to resolve the capacity related issues described above (numbers 2-4).  Together, the 
coverage benefits and capacity benefits described above make up the overall service objective of 
the proposed facility.  
 
In order to achieve this service objective, VZW has identified a potential candidate "Search 
Ring".  A Search Ring is a circle on a map that is determined by Verizon’s Radio Frequency 
Engineer.  The circle represents the geographic area within which the proposed facility must be 
located to satisfy the intended service objective.  In creating the Search Ring, the RF Engineer 
takes into account many factors, such as topography, proximity to existing structures, current 
coverage areas, existing obstructions, etc. 
 
For a visual representation of the Search Ring, see the images below.   The vast majority of the 
search area identified to meet VZW's coverage objectives is comprised of land that is either 
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zoned CA or R1, which limits the opportunities available for wireless facilities in this area, as 
both of those zones prohibit wireless communication facilities.  
 

 
 
Below are a series of images, which provide a before/after visual depiction of the improved 
coverage to be provided by the proposed facility.  The first map represents Verizon's existing 
coverage conditions in the area.  The second map represents Verizon's the coverage conditions 
given approval of the proposed facility.  The yellow areas on both maps represents areas with 
good indoor/outdoor coverage.  The blue areas on both maps below represents areas with good 
outdoor coverage.  The red portions of the maps represent areas with poor quality outdoor 
coverage.  The circle shown on the map represents the main coverage objective.  It is important 
to point out that this is different than the Search Ring. 
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Existing Coverage (700 MHz) 

 
 

Proposed Coverage (700 MHz) 
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Existing Coverage (AWS) 

 

Proposed Coverage (AWS) 
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Site Selection Methodology  

The location of a wireless communication facility (WCF) to fill a significant gap in service (both 
coverage and capacity) is dependent upon a number of factors, such as: 

 Topography 
 Zoning Regulations 
 Existing structures 
 Collocation opportunities 
 Available utilities 
 Access 
 A willing landlord 
 Etc. 

 

Wireless communication is a line-of-sight technology that requires facilities to be in relative close 
proximity to the wireless handsets in order to be served. Each proposed site is unique and must be 
investigated and evaluated on its own terms.  Verizon strives to minimize visual and noise impacts 
for each facility and seeks to incorporate ways to preserve the local community character to the 
greatest extent feasible at all stages of site selection for a wireless telecommunication facility. 

The site selection process for this proposed facility began in May 2012 with the issuance of the 
above reference Search Ring.  When identifying feasible wireless facility locations, VZW first 
looks for collocation opportunities on existing towers, which could potentially allow for the 
satisfaction of the necessary coverage objectives. In this instance, no feasible collocation 
opportunities on existing towers exist within the necessary geographic area (the Search Ring).  
While there is one existing tower within the Search Ring, that tower was determined to be an 
infeasible collocation opportunity.  See explanation below for further details.  Once collocation 
opportunities on existing towers were exhausted, Verizon next looked for opportunities for roof-
mounts, flush-mounts, façade-mounts, etc.  Unfortunately, most of the existing structures in this 
area do not exceed 1-story in height.  Verizon was not able to find any building-mounted 
collocation opportunities that would satisfy the service objective.  After all collocation and 
building mounted options have been researched, Verizon then considers options for the siting 
and design of a new tower.  Below is a detailed explanation for each of the locations investigated 
with regards to suitability for the siting of a new WCF. 
 
Analysis and Map of Alternatives 

Verizon investigated a total of 47 potential alternative site locations in the effort to locate a 
facility that would satisfy the service objectives discussed above.  A summary of the overall site 
search is provided below.   

Summary: 

 47 individual properties investigated.  
 15 landowners expressed interest and support in having the facility built on their 

property. 
 32 landowners were unresponsive. 
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 3 of the 15 properties determined to be potentially feasible. 
 1 candidate selected as a feasible location for satisfying the overall service objective. 

 

Below is a map showing the locations of the each of the sites investigated during the site 
selection process. 

 
Map of All Candidates and Accepted Candidate 

 

 
Map of Accepted Candidate and Submitted Candidates 

 

Verizon looked for properties in the various zoning designations found in the objective area, 
including GC, GR, OS, and LDS.  This area of Washoe County (the Hwy 395 corridor) is 
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considered to be a scenic resource, which was a major factor considered when determining the 
best possible facility location.  The terrain is generally very sloped with topography on either side 
of the freeway corridor.  While Washoe County zoning regulations frown disapprove of any 
facilities that silhouette the skyline, we determined that it is impossible to locate a facility in a 
manner that does not silhouette the skyline from some public vantage point.   

As discussed more fully below, the applicant believes that the proposed facility/location is the 
most suitable location for a WCF as the proposed location and design minimizes the visual impacts 
of the facility, satisfies the service objective, and meets the numerous other criteria necessary for 
the siting of a WCF. With a Proposed Facility at this location, Verizon will be able to propagate a 
signal to close most or all of its significant coverage gap and provide the additional capacity needed 
in this area. 

Below is a summary list of all sites investigated: 

1. Asteriadis, 20495 Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-07, AMSL: 4889 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

2. Ballard, 20455 Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-02, AMSL: 4852 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

3. Barron, 20650 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-12, AMSL: 4843 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

4. Benoit, 20486 Temelec Way, APN: 045-343-03, AMSL: 4823 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

5. Black Family 2007 Trust, 20775 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-03, AMSL: 4928 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

6. Brady Family Trust, 20835 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-05, AMSL: 4966  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

7. Cavalier-Weston, Ophir Road, APN: 050-540-31, AMSL: 5174  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

8. Cootware-McCartney, 20464 Temelec Way, APN: 045-343-01, AMSL: 4812  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

9. Duncan, 23620 US Hwy 395 S, APN: 050-170-14, AMSL: 5066  
 Landowner unresponsive 
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10. Dunning, 20830 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-06, AMSL: 4942  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

11. Eckland-Dan-Eckland, 20515 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-05, AMSL: 4835 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

12. Ellis, No site address, Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-10, AMSL: 4867 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

13. Goff, 20575 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-07, AMSL: 4794  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

14. Holloman, 20800 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-07, AMSL: 4918 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

15. Hunt, 20595 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-10, AMSL: 4871  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

16. Jaggers, 20710 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-10, AMSL: 4871  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

17. Kaplan, 23620 Tinhorn Road, APN: 050-170-15, AMSL: 4971,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

18. Krouse, 250 E. Laramie Drive, APN: 050-132-07, AMSL: 4910 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

19. Kuenzli-Howell, 265 E. Laramie Drive, APN: 050-132-08, AMSL: 4892 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

20. La Rocco, 255 Tincup Way, APN: 050-132-12, AMSL: 4860,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

21. Lair, 20545 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-06, AMSL: 4823,  
 Landowner unresponsive 
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22. Layton, 20445 Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-01, AMSL: 4832,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

23. Madrigal, 20625 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-09, AMSL: 4885,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

24. Marshall-Gratrix, 230 E. Laramie Drive, APN: 050-132-06, AMSL: 4754 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

25. Maxwell, 20505 Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-09, AMSL: 4925,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

26. McCartney, 20485 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-02, AMSL: 4818,  
 Landowner interest and support 

 

27. Nell J. Redfield Fdtn., Mount Rose Hwy, APN: 144-020-05, AMSL: 5117, 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

28. Norris, 365 Tucker Road, APN: 045-561-01, AMSL: 4965,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

29. Peralta, 20770 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-08, AMSL: 4907, 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

30. Perks & Crown Castle Colo, 23600 Tinhorn road, APN: 050-170-18, AMSL: 4948, 
 Landowner interest and support 
 Submitted as Candidate A and Candidate B  

 

31. Pierce, 20490 Temelec Way, APN: 045-343-04, AMSL: 4847,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

32. Pohl, 20585 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-343-11, AMSL: 4853,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

33. Renner, 20680 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-11, AMSL: 4855, 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

34. Ring Family Living 2010 Trust, 20475 Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-04, AMSL: 4893,  
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 Landowner unresponsive 
 

35. Saeedi, S. US Hwy 395, APN: 046-090-27, AMSL: 4991,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

36. Smith, 235 E. Laramie Drive, APN: 050-132-11, AMSL: 4820,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

37. Steamboat Hills LLC, Wedge Pkwy, APN: 144-020-04, AMSL: 5421,  
 Landowner interest and support 

 

38. Steele, 245 Tincup Way, APN: 050-132-10, AMSL: 4838,  
 Landowner interest and support 

 

39. Swaydis, 20465 Temelec Way, APN: 045-342-03, AMSL: 4869, 
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

40. U.S.A., 15300 Mount Rose Hwy, APN: 045-252-05, AMSL: 5795, 
 Landowner interest and support 
 Submitted as Candidate - BLM 

 

41. Virgil Ballard Living Trust, 335 Tucker Road, APN: 045-561-02, AMSL: 4945,  
 Landowner interest and support 

 

42. Washoe Valley Storage, 205 US Hwy 395 N, APN: 046-080-42, AMSL: 5083 
 Landowner interest and support 
 Accepted candidate site, subject site.  

 

43. West, 20740 Cooke Drive, APN: 045-561-09, AMSL: 4885, 
 Landowner interest and support 

 

44. Weston, Ophir Road, APN: 050-540-19, AMSL: 5150,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

45. World Properties Inc., Parcel #1 S. US Hwy 395, APN: 046-090-17, AMSL: 5003,  
 Landowner unresponsive 

 

46. World Properties Inc., Parcel #2 23800 s. Virginia St., APN: 050-170-01, AMSL: 5037, 
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 Landowner unresponsive 
 

Below is additional detail regarding each of the 15 candidates who showed interest in being a 
potential landlord:  

 

Chosen Candidate:  Washoe Valley Storage 

Proposed Facility – 205 US Highway 395 N; APN: 046-080-42 
 
Zone: GC 

Acres: 35.73 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusion:   The Proposed Facility is the least intrusive means for VZW to meet its service 
coverage objective. 

The Proposed Facility is designed as a 60' tall stealth water tank to blend with the agricultural and 
rural setting.  This design allows for all antennas to be located at a single 55' centerline and 
concealed within the water tank. This allows for an overall lower height and stealth design.  The 
Proposed Facility located at the rear of the parcel and approximately 1,400' from Hwy 12, along 
with the existence of natural foliage entries, conceals the facility from Hwy 12 and minimizes its 
view from adjacent properties.  The facility will not require any removal or reduction of trees and 
will retain a greater than 100' setback from streams and biotic resources and is also set back from 
adjacent properties to the greatest extent possible. Accordingly, as compared to other candidates, 
a facility at this location is less visible and less intrusive. 

Additionally, the Proposed Facility meets the technical requirements required to achieve VZW’s 
coverage objectives.  It is located near the center of the identified coverage gap, which provides 
ideal line-of-sight coverage to the identified coverage objective.  Finally, the property is owned by 
a landlord willing to enter into a long term lease agreement.  

Therefore, the Proposed Facility is the least intrusive means for VZW to meet its service coverage 
objective. 
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Submitted Candidates: 

A. & B.  Perks and Crown Colo ‐ 23600 Tinhorn Road; APN: 050‐170‐18  

 

Zone: GR  
Acres: 4.336 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusion: VZW Radio Frequency Engineering declined this location due to inability to meet 
coverage objectives and due to a potential fatal leasehold interest by the existing tower owner.     

 
This proposed candidate was a collocation on an existing 60’ slim line monopole owned by Crown 
Castle and providing RF with a 45’ antenna center. The property is a 5 acre parcel with a residence 
and two existing communications facilities owned by Crown Castle and AT&T.  We were notified 
by the neighbor that the existing Crown Castle lease area and monopole may have been built within 
an access easement appurtenant to the neighboring parcel. If the Crown Castle lease area is in fact 
built within the access easement, there may be negative implications such as a potential lawsuit 
forcing Crown Castle to relocate their site approximately 30’.  
 
This potential fatal flaw coupled with the fact it will not meet RF coverage objectives, VZW 
declined this location.   
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C.   BLM (USA); 15300 Mount Rose Hwy.; APN:  045‐252‐05 

 
Zone: OS 
Acres: 525.36 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusion: Location more intrusive due to visual impact of a new freestanding structure. 

 
This proposed candidate was a new 20’ monopole providing RF with a 16’ centerline.  The 
proposed site is located on public land managed by the US Forest Service (USFS) and located on 
a mountaintop at the northern edge of the search ring. The site is located near an existing FM 
radio tower with both power/telco and access. Authorization to use the public land would need to 
be obtained through a Right of Way Grant issued by the USFS.  
 
RF rejected this location due to its inability to adequately service the coverage area and the know 
leasehold interest delays associated with obtaining rights through the Federal Government.    
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• Verizon provides two networks to this area.  Voice (850 MHz CDMA) and 
Data (700 MHz and AWS LTE).   

 
– These are two separate networks that seem like one network to the customer. 
– The customer devices will show signal from either of those networks (depending on the 

type of device they have). 
– The objective of this site is to improve the Data network. 
– 700 MHz covers this area well, but is trending to be at capacity in 2015. 
– An overloaded data network will result in lost connections and low throughput speeds. 
– AWS is being added to this area to add capacity to the Data network. 
– There is an existing significant gap in AWS coverage in this area. 

Pleasant Valley, NV 
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• Existing 700 MHz trend data. 

Pleasant Valley, NV 
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• The location and height of this structure was selected to meet the 
coverage objective.  100’ stealth structure, 95’ RC. 
– West end of Pleasant Valley. 
– North end of Washoe Valley. 
– I-580 coverage (in the north end of Washoe Valley and the west end of Pleasant Valley). 
– US Route 395A coverage (in the north end of Washoe Valley and the west end of 

Pleasant Valley). 
 

Pleasant Valley, NV 
Original Candidate Selection 
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• Both Coverage and Capacity are needed. 
• Supports both 700 MHz and AWS. 
• Difficult terrain concerns. 

 
• Reducing the RC of the original candidate will cause coverage issues in 

the west end of Pleasant Valley and will require at least one additional 
site to fill in the coverage issue. 
 

• The following are RSRP coverage maps (reference signal receive power) 
for this area. 
– Green.  70 to 80.  Represents in-building coverage. 
– Yellow.  80 to 90.  Represents in-vehicle coverage. 
– Orange.  90 to 100.  Represents outdoor coverage. 

 

Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

700 MHz - Before 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

AWS - Before 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Proposed Designs 

A. Single cell site at Pleasant 
Valley (PV) location (RC 95’) 

B. Single cell site at PV location 
(RC 55’) 

C. Two cell sites at PV location 
(RC 55’) & Pin 1 (RC 37’) 

D. Two cell sites at PV location 
(RC 55’) & Pin 2 (RC 37’) 

E. Two cell sites at PV location 
(RC 55’) & Pin 3 (RC 37’) 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Proposed Designs 

• Option A is the original candidate, 95’ RC. 
– Clears the terrain to the NE. 
– 5295’ RC (AMSL).  The ridge to the NE is 5250’ AMSL. 

• Option B is the original location with reduced height, 55’ RC. 
– Terrain blocked to the NE. 
– 5255’ RC (AMSL).  The ridge to the NE is 5250’ AMSL. 

• Option B alone will not meet the coverage needs for this area. 
• Option C or D is needed if Option A is denied. 
• Option E has terrain blocking one of the primary objectives. 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Proposed Designs 

 
 

• Options A and B. 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option A/B – Google Earth 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option A, 95’ RC – 700 MHz 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option B, 55’ RC – 700 MHz 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option A, 95’ RC – AWS 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option B, 55’ RC – AWS 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Proposed Designs 

 
 

• Options C and D. 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option C (B plus pin 1), 700 MHz 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option D (B plus pin 2), 700 MHz 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option C (B plus pin 1), AWS 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option D (B plus pin 2), AWS 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Proposed Designs 

 
 

• Option E. 
 

• Option E has terrain blocking one of the primary objectives in the western 
end of Pleasant Valley. 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option E – Google Earth 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Option E DOES NOT WORK - 

Terrain exaggerated 1.5x

White circle shows location of Pin 3 – on existing tower.
Black circle shows major area of opportunity 2 miles away that cannot be supported with Pin 3.
Red circle shows major hill that blocks line of sight from Pin 3 to north area of opportunity.
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option E (B plus pin 3), 700 MHz 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Option E (B plus pin 3), AWS 
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Pleasant Valley, NV 
Alternate Candidate Analysis 

Summary 

 
• Option A will meet the coverage objectives with one site. 
• Option C and D will require a second site with a suitable view of the west 

end of Pleasant Valley. 
 

• Reducing the height of Option A will also reduce the coverage of the 
community north of Washoe Lake State Park.  A third site may be needed 
to serve this area.  This area will require further testing after the sites are 
built to find an acceptable solution. 
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PLEASANT VALLEY, NV 
LTE Improvements 

09/05/14 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Default cover design.
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• The Slide Mountain macro site is the primary server for Voice and Data 
for the north end of Washoe Valley. 
– The voice service is not trending to exceed capacity and will be maintained. 
– The data service is trending to exceed capacity and needs to be augmented. 
– This is a high level site (9700’ AMSL) serving an area 5-7 miles away. 
– The average height of Washoe Valley is 5050’ AMSL. 

 

• LTE improvements for this area. 
– Shut down LTE services on Slide Mountain that serve this area.  The sector is trending to 

exceed capacity due to the size of the coverage area and the distance to the customer 
base. 

– Add an LTE macro to serve the north end of Washoe Valley and the west end of Pleasant 
Valley.  This will replace the (1) sector that was serving the area with (3) which will 
effectively triple the capacity and provide services closer to the customer base. 

– Modify the McClellan Peak macro to be the primary LTE server for the south end of 
Washoe Valley. 
 

Pleasant Valley/Washoe Valley - NV 
Slide Mountain site 
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• Existing 700 MHz trend data. 

Pleasant Valley, NV 



255 Parkshore Drive, Folsom, CA 95630
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