
HASTINGS BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
 

A meeting of the Hastings Board of Adjustment has been scheduled for Thursday, September 17, 
2026 at 4:00 PM At the City Hall Building, 615 W 3rd St, Hastings, NE. 
 
AGENDA: 
 
1. Call to Order 
  
2. Roll Call 
  
3. Pledge of Allegiance 
  
4. Communications and Appearance Request 
  
5. Public Notice 
  
6. Approval of Minutes 
  
  a. Meeting of August 27, 2026 
7. Unfinished Business 
  
  a. Continued Appeals or Requests 
  b. Tabled Appeals or Requests 
  c. Postponed Appeals or Requests 
8. New Appeals or Requests 
  
  a. Variance Request, filed by Darren Hunter, Grinnell Group, to allow for an increase in 

height and decrease in setback for a telecommunication tower at 1090 S Adams Central 
Avenue, Hastings, NE 68901. 

9. Miscellaneous 
  
  a. Committee Reports 
  b. Chair's Report 
  c. Staff Report 
10. Adjournment 
  
 
 



CITY OF HASTINGS, NEBRASKA
MINUTES OF BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

Thursday, August 27, 2026

Pursuant to due call and notice thereof, a meeting of the Hastings Board of Adjustment was
conducted at the Hastings Municipal Airport, 3300 W'l2th Street, Hastings, NE, on August 27,
2026.

L Call to Order

2. Roll Call

Jorgenson, Schwartzkopf, Dowling, Hartmann, and Eley

The following City Officials were present: Kevin Kubo, Director of Development Services;
Ember Batelaan, City Planner, and Danny Graves, Chief Building lnspector.

Public Notice -Offlcial Notice of the Regular Meeting was published in accordance with
Nebraska Revised Statute Section 84-141 1. Pursuant to Nebraska Revised Statutes Section
84-1412, the public is advised that a copy of today's agenda and all reproducible written
material, which will be dascussed at today's meeting, is available for public review.
Additionally, a current copy of the Nebraska Open Meetings Act is posted and accessible to
the public. Neb. Rev. Stat 84-14'11 (1bn).

4. Approval of Minutes

Meeting on Thursday, May 7 , 2026
Dan SchwarEkopf called for a motion to approve the minutes of the May 7 , 2026,
meeting. Moved by Eley, seconded by Dowling. Voice Roll Call: Ayes: Jorgenson,
SchwarEkopf, Dowling, and Eley. Motion Canied 4-0.

3

a

5. Communications and Appearance Request

6. Unfinished Business

a. Continued Appeals or Requests
None.

b. Tabled Appeals or Requests

None.

c. Postponed Appeals or Requests

None.

7.

None

a

New Appeals or Requests

I\4iscellaneous
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a Commlttee Reports

None.

b. Chair.s Report
None.

9. Adjournment

Meeting ad.iourned at 5:30 p.m

c Statf Report

None.

i. Mock cases for BoA to determine whether to approve or deny a variance.

Ember Batelaan worked with the Board of Adjustment through four mock
cases to determine whether each case should be approved or denied and to
explain the reasoning behind each decision.

Chairman
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Department: Development Services 
Staff Contact: Kevin Kubo 
Board of Adjustment Meeting Date: 9/17/2026 
File No: 2026-458 
Prepared By: Ember Batelaan, City Planner 
  

AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY SHEET 
  
Description of Item: 
The applicant applied for a variance to allow for an increase in height and a decrease in the 
required setbacks for a telecommunication tower.  The required maximum height in the A, 
Agriculture District is 120 feet.  The applicant is requesting an increase in height to 155 feet.  The 
minimum setback requirements are a 1:1 ratio with the height.  The applicant is requesting a 
setback of approximately 100 feet. 
  
Names of People/Business affected by this action:  
  
Why Board of Adjustment action is required:  
  
Type of action requested: 
Motion 
  
Suggested motion:  
  
Deadlines associated with action:  
  
Department head comments: 
Please see the attached staff report. 
  
Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the Board of Adjustment deny the variance request for an increase in height and 
decrease in setbacks for the telecommunication tower at 1090 S Adams Central Ave, Hastings, NE. 
 



   

 

   

 

 

 

STAFF REPORT 

Variance: A request for a Variance to allow an increase in height and a decrease 
in setbacks for a telecommunications tower. 

File No. 2026-458 

Applicant Darren Hunter, Grinnell Group 

Property Location: 1090 South Adams Central Avenue 

Lot Size: 38.3 acres 

Date of Public Hearing: September 17, 2026 

Zoning A, Agriculture District 

Adjacent Zoning: North: A, Agriculture District 

 East: A, Agriculture District 

 South: A, Agriculture District and R-1, Urban Single-Family 
Residential District 

 West: A, Agriculture District 

 

City of Hastings Board of Adjustment 
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SECTION AND REQUIREMENT OF HASTINGS CODE OF ORDINANCE REQUESTED FOR VARIANCE: 

• Sec. 54-713 – Communication Towers:  

Setbacks: “Telecommunication facility support structures shall be set back from any 

property line a distance equal to the height of the structure. The city may approve or 

require a lesser setback where it more effectively removes the support structure from 

visibility from the right-of-way or adjacent property zoned or used for lesser intense 

uses, and where no additional impacts on adjacent and similarly zoned property will 

occur.” 

Height: “Telecommunication facility support structures shall be a maximum of: 

• 90 feet in Commercial Districts. 

• 120 feet in Agriculture Districts. 

• 120 feet in Industrial Districts as a restricted use, except up to 200 feet through the 

conditional use permit review.” 

“...Where the above heights are demonstrated by the applicant to not provide adequate 

coverage requirements, and where no other alternative for adequate coverage by any 

providers exists, the city may permit support structures that exceed these heights, 

provided the site context or additional mitigation measures ensure protection of 

adjacent property and all other standards of this section are met.” 

 

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION: The Variance request is for 1090 South Adams Central Avenue.  The 

property contains a school building built in 1970 and accessory structures. 

The property and the majority of the surrounding area are zoned A, Agriculture District.  One 

property to the south is zoned R-1, Urban Single-Family Residential District. 

DESCRIPTION OF VARIANCE REQUESTED: 

The applicant, Darren Hunter, Grinnell Group, is requesting a variance for an increase in height 

and a decrease in setbacks for the proposed telecommunication tower.  The maximum allowed 

height in the A, Agriculture District is 120 feet, and the setbacks are required to meet a ratio of 

1:1 with the tower height.  The telecommunication tower is proposed to be 155 feet tall and to 

have a 100-foot setback. 

STANDARDS FOR VARIANCE: 

Pursuant to Sec. 54-1006 of the City Code of Ordinance, no such variance shall be authorized by 

the Board unless it finds that all four of the following conditions have been found to exist and 

the merits of the situation support such authorization: 

(a) The strict application of the zoning regulations would produce undue hardship.  
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The zoning regulations allow telecommunication towers to have a maximum height of 
120 feet in the A, Agriculture District.  This property and the surrounding property are all 
in the A, Agriculture District and are required to follow the same regulations.   

The setback requirements for telecommunication towers are a 1:1 ratio of tower height 
to setback distance.  This requirement allows for a crumple zone, which does not infringe 
upon neighboring properties.  The proposed location for the telecommunication tower 
would not meet the setback requirements and could be located at a different location on 
the property to meet the requirements.   

Following the zoning regulations is not an undue hardship due to no limitations created 
by the property itself.   

(b) Such hardship is not shared generally by other properties in the same zoning district 
and the same vicinity. 

Any new applications for a telecommunication tower in this vicinity in the A, Agriculture 
District is limited by the maximum height of 120 feet and the setback requirements of a 
1:1 ratio.  Potential decreases in coverage by the telecommunication tower due to this 
height requirement are shared by all properties within the A, Agriculture District.    

The setback requirements are also shared by all properties within the A, Agriculture 
District.  The supposed hardship is shared generally by other properties in the same 
zoning district and the same vicinity. 

(c) The authorization of such a variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent 
property, and the character of the district will not be changed by the granting of the 
variance. 

An increase in the height of the telecommunication tower will not be of substantial 
detriment to adjacent property, since the A, Agriculture District allows structures other 
than telecommunication towers to be over 120 feet.   The granting of a variance to the 
maximum allowed height will change the character of the district due to setting a 
precedent that would then facilitate other telecommunication companies from 
requesting a variance for height as well.   

The authorization of a variance for a decrease in setbacks will be of substantial detriment 
to adjacent property due to the potential for the tower to fall on adjacent property if the 
1:1 setback ratio is not maintained.  Additionally, the granting of a variance for a decrease 
in setback will change the character of the district by allowing structures that have the 
potential for failure to impact an adjacent property. 

(d) The granting of such variance is based upon reason of demonstrable and exceptional 
hardship as distinguished from variations for purposes of convenience, profit, or 
caprice. In no instance, shall a variance be granted which would allow the use of land 
or a building which is not permitted within the zoning use district in which the 
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property is located. No variance shall be authorized unless the Board finds that the 
condition or situation of the property concerned is not of so general or recurring a 
nature as to make reasonably practicable the formulation of a general regulation to be 
adopted as an amendment to the zoning regulations. 

The granting of a variance for an increase in height is not based on the reason of 
demonstrable and exceptional hardship.  Following the zoning regulations is required of 
all properties within the A, Agriculture District and does not cause a hardship.  The 
supposed hardship is not created by the property and is not unique to the property.  A 
variance for an increase in height for the sole purpose of increasing coverage of the 
telecommunication tower is for purposes of profit.  Rather than an increase in height, the 
applicant could locate multiple telecommunication towers on the property at the allowed 
height of 120 feet, which may also increase coverage in the area. 

The granting of a variance for a decrease in setbacks is not based on the reason of a 
demonstrable and exceptional hardship. Following the zoning regulations is required of 
all properties within the A, Agriculture District and does not cause a hardship.  The 
supposed hardship is created by the location of the proposed telecommunication tower.  
A variance for a decrease in setback requirements is for purposes of convenience due to 
the potential for the tower to be located elsewhere on the property. 

 

STAFF COMMENTS: Staff recommends the Board of Adjustment DENY the VARIANCE for an 

increase in height and decrease in setbacks for the proposed telecommunication tower at 1090 

South Adams Central Avenue. 

 

PREPARED BY: Ember Batelaan, AICP 

DATE: September 8, 2026 

ATTACHMENTS: 

1. Application materials 



 
August 20, 2026 

City of Hastings 
Board of Adjustment 
2727 W. 2nd Street, Suite 424 
Hastings, NE 68901 
 

 

RE:    Cell Tower Variance Request  

 Property Address: 1090 S Adams Central Ave, Hastings, NE 68901 
   
 

Greetings Board, 

 On behalf of Vertical Bridge and Verizon, I am submitting a Variance Request to increase 
the allowable tower height of 120’ to 155’ for a new cellular tower located at 1090 S Adams 
Central Ave, Hastings, NE 68901. Verizon is looking to provide improved service to the 
southwestern portion of Hastings and the surrounding area of Adams County that currently has 
limited Verizon wireless service. The location is a capacity site for Verizon, meaning they currently 
have poor coverage in the area and are looking to improve the quality of their service as well as 
expand the footprint of their coverage to surrounding rural areas. The objective is to improve the 
coverage for residents, school as well as E911 services through the area. There are no other 
existing towers or useable support structures within a 1 mile radius of the proposed site for 
colocation. Additionally, this site is part of a larger network of sites where it’s filling a gap in 
coverage between 4 existing Verizon sites as depicted on the attached map (excluding the site 
noted as “In Building”).  

The current zoning ordinance allows for towers to be constructed up to a height of 120’ by right 
and we are requesting a variance to increase the height of the tower by 35’ to a height of 155’. 
Under Section 19-910 of the city zoning ordinance, it reads;  

(1) The board of adjustment appointed pursuant to section 19-907 shall, subject to such 
appropriate conditions and safeguards as may be established by the city council or village 
board of trustees, have only the following powers: (a) To hear and decide appeals when it 
is alleged there is error in any order, requirement. decision, or determination made by an 
administrative official or agency based on or made in the enforcement of any zoning 
regulation or any regulation relating to the location or soundness of structures, except 
that the authority to hear and decide appeals shall not apply to decisions made under 
subsection (3) of section 19-929; (b) to hear and decide. in accordance with the provisions 
of any zoning regulation, requests for interpretation of any map; and (c) when by reason 



 
of exceptional narrowness. shallowness, or shape of a specific piece of property at the 
time of the enactment of the zoning regulations. or by reason of exceptional topographic 
conditions or other extraordinary and exceptional situation or condition of such piece of 
property, the strict application of any enacted regulation under this section and sections 
19-901. 19-903 to 19-904.01, and 19-908 would result in peculiar and exceptional 
practical difficulties to or exceptional and undue hardships upon the owner of such 
property, to authorize, upon an appeal relating to the property. a variance from such strict 
application so as to relieve such difficulties or hardship, if such relief may be granted 
without substantial detriment to the public good and without substantially impairing the 
intent and purpose of any zoning regulation. 

 

We are requesting relief under the section of the code noted above. Verizon has performed a 

propagation study (included with this application) to determine the difference in coverage at 

both heights and have determined the reduced height would have a significant impact on their 

coverage objectives that would result in reduced coverage and capacity to the residents in the 

area. Additionally, it would not resolve the need to assist in offloading the surrounding sites that 

are currently reaching capacity. The alternative to increasing the tower height would be 

constructing another new tower in the area and Verizon is committed to reducing the need for 

new towers whenever possible. 

 

The following criteria noted in the code were considered when requesting the additional height:  

No such variance shall be authorized by the board of adjustment unless it finds that:  

(a) The strict application of the zoning regulation would produce undue hardship: The reduced 

height will impact the coverage of the proposed site 

(b) such hardship is not shared generally by other properties in the same zoning district and the 

same vicinity; There are no other towers in the area. Our tower is being designed to allow for 

Verizon, 2 additional carriers as well as the Adams Central Public Schools. Reducing the height 

would result in lower available tower space for other carriers with the possibility that other 

carriers will need their own tower in the vicinity to achieve their coverage objectives.       

(c) the authorization of such variance will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property 

and the character of the district will not be changed by the granting of the variance; We have 

included a fall zone letter from a certified engineer stating the tower is designed to fall on our 

property and not an adjacent parcel. The placement of the tower is located adjacent to an 

agricultural field and there are no structures on the parcel.   



 
(d) the granting of such variance is based upon reason of demonstrable and exceptional 

hardship as distinguished from variations for purposes of convenience. profit or caprice. No 

variance shall be authorized unless the board of adjustment finds that the condition or situation 

of the property concerned or the intended use of the property is not of so general or recurring a 

nature as to make reasonably practicable the formulation of a general regulation to be adopted 

as an amendment to the zoning regulations. As stated above, the request is of need and 

hardship, not convenience.  

 

If you have any questions or comments please contact me at your convenience and I appreciate 
your time and consideration in this matter. 

 

Respectfully, 

Darren Hunter  

 
Property Owner: 
Adams Central Public Schools 
1090 S Adams Central Ave 
Hastings, NE 68901 
 
Lessor: 
The Towers LLC (Vertical Bridge) 
750 Park of Commerce Dr., Suite 200 
Boca Raton, FL 33487 
404-862-4089 
 
 
 
 
  



 
 
Proposed and Existing Verizon Sites: 
 

 













ebatelaan
Length Measurement
96'-10 3/4"





















































































June 12, 2026 
 
Pete Ryner        B+T Group 
The Towers, LLC       1717 S. Boulder, Suite 300 
750 Park of Commerce Drive, Suite 200      Tulsa, OK 74119 
Boca Raton, Florida 33487      (918) 587-4630 
          btwo@btgrp.com 
 
Subject:      Fall Certification Letter 
Arcosa Designation:                 Arcosa Project Number:                               C500 

Arcosa Site Name:                  Ingleside (US-NE-5313) 
 
Engineering Firm Designation:  B+T Group Project Number:                      26-003396 
 
Site Data:     Ingleside (US-NE-5313) 

160’ Monopole 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
As Requested by Arcosa Telecom Structures on behalf of VB BTS, LLC, B+T Group is pleased to submit 
this “Fall Certification Letter” for the 160’ Monopole to be constructed at the Ingleside (US-NE-5313) site. 
 
This pole will be designed in accordance with the TIA 222-H standard for Adams County, NE.  
The pole will be designed to support antennas and transmission lines for four wireless carriers. The 
design criteria are more particularly described as follows: 
 
Design Wind Speed: 111 mph 3-sec gust (no ice), 50 mph 3-sec gust (1.0” ice) 
Structure Class: II 
Exposure Category: C 
Topographic Category: 1 
 
155’—Wireless Carrier 1 (CaAa= 25,000 sq in w/ (18) 1 5/8” transmission lines  
145’—Wireless Carrier 2 (CaAa= 25,000 sq in w/ (12) 1 5/8” transmission lines 
135’—Wireless Carrier 3 (CaAa= 25,000 sq in w/ (12) 1 5/8” transmission lines 
113’—Wireless Carrier 4 (CaAa= 5,000 sq in w/ (9) 1 5/8” transmission lines 
 
It is our understanding that this Monopole structure will be designed such that, if a failure were to occur 
due to a significant storm or other event, the pole would fall within a radius of 95’ from the base of the 
structure. Although the pole would not be designed to fail, stronger sections that required by analysis 
would be provided in the lower sections of the pole, resulting in an increased safety factor in the lower 
sections.  In the highly unlikely event that this pole were to experience operational failure due to 
catastrophic wind loading, the design would enable the pole to fail through compression buckling.  Failure 
in this manner would result in the upper portion of the pole buckling and folding over the lower portion, 
resulting in a fall radius of 95’ from the base of the pole. 
It should be understood that this opinion does not consider unpredictable extreme catastrophic events for 
which the structure is not designed. However, any damage to surrounding property caused by the pole 
failing during such an event would be relatively insignificant when compared to the damage caused to the 
surrounding property by the event itself. 
 
Please contact us should you have any questions concerning the safety and design of the monopole. 
 
Letter prepared by: Angela Ashwood  
 
Submitted by: B+T Engineering, Inc. 
Chad Tuttle, P.E. 

































































































WIRELESS NETWORK CONSULTING

ALTERNATE HEIGHT ANALYSIS

Vertical Bridge
NE-5313 Ingleside
Verizon NE09_INGLESIDE
Capacity Site

2026



2026

Alternate Height

Requested to compare (2) different 
heights and analyze offload
Primary objective is to provide capacity 
offload (throughput) to the surrounding 
sites that are over capacity
Provide better quality coverage to the area
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Zoom – proposed site
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Existing Verizon Sites 
and Proposed

2.73 miles

2.96 miles

3.15 miles

2.44 miles
3.07 miles
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Capacity – an analogy
Water pipeline – Imagine a water pipe that feeds a residential street
If only 1 house connects to the pipe, they get 100% of the capacity 
(gallons per minute / GPM)
If (2) houses connect each gets 50% of the GPM,  if (4) houses 
connect each gets 25% of the GPM,  if (8) houses connect each gets 
12.5% of the GPM
Take that analogy and compare it to a radio channel
A radio channel is a finite resource with a limit and much like the 
water pipe users share that resource.
The more users in an area on a channel the less GPM (Throughput) 
per user
This is what is happening in the area around the proposed, there are 
so many users requiring the throughput that the amount per user 
(throughput) is far below the quality standards for the wireless 
carrier



What is an Offload (Capacity) Site?

• Notice the (4) existing sites to the West, NE, 
NNE and SE currently cover around the 
proposed

• Mobiles around the proposed are jumping 
between these (4) sectors for service (coverage 
and bandwidth (throughput), this is shown by 
seeing the multiple colors mixed up in the area 
around the proposed

• This is causing a lower amount of throughput 
per user because they are on cell edge

• This is causing higher amount of power 
required to make link per user

• The number of users in the area are above what 
the current sites can handle so it is low 
throughput per user and low quality for wireless 
customers

• To resolve this issue of low throughput wireless 
carriers design cell splits (capacity sites) to 
alleviate this problem

2026

Proposed Site
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Alternate Height
Vertical Bridge and Verizon have requested a 155’ 
monopole with a 4’ lightning rod
– Verizon requested height is 150’ AGL
– Future 2nd carrier would be located at 140’ AGL
– Future 3rd carrier would be located at 130’ AGL
– Adams School District would be located at 112.5’ AGL

Jurisdictional zoning ordinance has a maximum height 
limit of 120’ AGL
– Verizon height would be 115’ AGL
– Future 2nd carrier would be located at 105’ AGL
– Future 3rd carrier would be located at 95’ AGL
– Adams School District would be located at 72.5’ AGL

Analysis was completed on Verizon antenna 
system/network
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120’ AGL Tower
115’ AGL C/L
105’ AGL C/L
95’ AGL C/L
72.5’ AGL C/L

Alternate Height Graphic
155’ AGL Tower 
150’ AGL C/L 
140’ AGL C/L 
130’ AGL C/L 
112.5’ AGL C/L

darren hunter
Line
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Focus Zone
Green square shows area of calculations for coverage levels, this is 
based on the modeled coverage for the proposed and the area 
with capacity issues
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Best Server – low band
Existing Coverage

Graphic to left shows coverage and 
capacity provided by existing Verizon 
sites, table below shows which sectors 
provide in the coverage objective
Table below shows the amount of 
coverage provided by each sector in the 
coverage objective

Overlapping coverage from (5) different 
sectors in area of proposed results in 
lower quality coverage and capacity

Adding a dominant coverage site will 
maximize the data speed, quality, and 
reliability of the wireless users’ 
experience

1

2

3

4

1
2
3

4

5

5

Sector (km2) % of covered area
1 17.34 64.6
2 6.15 22.9
3 7.35 27.4
4 2.79 10.4
5 4.06 15.1

Total Surface Area of Focus Zone
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Best Server – low band 
Proposed – 155’ AGL tower

A new site must reduce the amount of 
coverage being provided by the other 
sectors 1(yellow), 2(purple), 3(green) 
and, 4(red), 5(blue) in the coverage 
objective.  

Shown in top table above is the reduced 
sector coverage as compared to existing 
coverage on the previous slide.

The proposed site provides a dominant 
site and takes over coverage in the 
objective, and the Juniata, Hawthorne, 
Hastings West and Adams County Fair 
sites will be offloaded and optimized, 
and the capacity problems will be 
resolved

1

2

3

4

1
2
3

4

5

5

Sector (km2) % of covered area
1 4.35 16.2
2 2.33 8.7
3 2.43 9.1
4 0.18 0.7
5 0.75 2.8

Total Surface Area of Focus Zone
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Best Server – low band
Lower Height – 120’ AGL tower

Graphic to left shows coverage and 
capacity provided by existing sites and 
proposed in focus zone

The reduced height to a 120’ tower of 
the proposed does not provide the 
capacity offload as compared to the 
proposed height of a 155’ tower.  The 
Adams School District antennas height 
will be lowered by 40’ AGL 

1

2

3

4

1
2
3

4

5

5

Sector (km2) % of covered area
1 5.15 19.2
2 2.66 9.9
3 2.91 10.9
4 0.3 1.1
5 1.06 4

Total Surface Area of Focus Zone
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Best Server – mid band
Existing Coverage

Graphic to left shows coverage and 
capacity provided by existing Verizon 
sites, table below shows which sectors 
provide in the coverage objective
Table below shows the amount of 
coverage provided by each sector in the 
coverage objective

Overlapping coverage from (4) different 
sectors in area of proposed results in 
lower quality coverage and capacity

Adding a dominant coverage site will 
maximize the data speed, quality, and 
reliability of the wireless users’ 
experience

1

2

3

4

1

2

3

4

Sector (km2) % of covered area
1 12.62 47
2 15.49 57.8
3 7.44 27.7
4 0.48 1.8

Total Surface Area of Focus Zone
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Best Server – mid band 
Proposed – 155’ AGL tower

A new site must reduce the amount of 
coverage being provided by the other 
sectors 1(yellow), 2(gray), 3(dk yellow) 
and, 4(brown) in the coverage objective. 

Shown in top table above is the reduced 
sector coverage as compared to existing 
coverage on the previous slide.

The proposed site provides a dominant 
site and takes over coverage in the 
objective, and the Juniata, Hawthorne, 
Hastings West and Adams County Fair 
sites will be offloaded and optimized, 
and the capacity problems will be 
resolved

1

2

3

4

1
2

3

Sector (km2) % of covered area
1 0.18 0.7
2 0.74 2.8
3 0.006 2.50E-02

Total Surface Area of Focus Zone
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Best Server – mid band
Lower Height – 120’ AGL tower

Graphic to left shows coverage and 
capacity provided by existing sites and 
proposed in focus zone

The reduced height to a 120’ tower of 
the proposed does not provide the 
capacity offload as compared to the 
proposed height of a 155’ tower.  The 
Adams School District antennas height 
will be lowered by 40’ AGL 

1

2

3

4

1
2

3

Sector (km2) % of covered area
1 0.3 1.2
2 0.96 3.6
3 0.01 5.00E-02

Total Surface Area of Focus Zone
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Conclusion
The tower height limitation of a 120’ AGL tower 
does not offload the overloaded sectors as much 
to resolve the over capacity issues from the (5) 
sectors providing service around the proposed
The 155’ AGL proposed tower provides the 
amount of coverage overlap needed as well as 
the offload percentages for the existing sites.
The 155’ AGL tower is also tall enough to allow 
Adams School district antennas at 112.5’ AGL



 
 
 

 
 
 

1 
The Towers, LLC | 750 Park of Commerce Drive, Suite 200 | Boca Raton, FL 33487 

 

June 11, 2026  
 
City of Hastings, MN   
Zoning Department  
ATTN: Ember Batelaan – City Planner  
101 4th Street East 
Hasting, MN 55033  
 
Re: Written Statement demonstrating the wireless support structure/facility allows co-location of 
additional future tenants  
 
Address: 1090 S. Adams Central Ave., Hastings, NE 68901  

Parcel #: 010016019  

Site Name: Ingleside  
Site ID: US-NE-5313  

Site Number: 465939  
 
Dear Ember Batelaan,  
 
The Grinnell Group has submitted the City of Hastings Zoning Application for the Construction of New 
Wireless Service Support Structure, Facilities at the above-mentioned location.  
 
The Towers, LLC, confirms the wireless support structure/facility are designed to allow for co-location of 
additional future tenants. The Towers, LLC, also confirms the lease agreement by and between the 
lessor and lessee does not preclude the lessee from entering into leases on the site with other 
provider(s) and no other lease provision shall operate as a bar to co-location of other providers. Please 
accept this Written Statement fulfilling the plan review requirements.  
 

 
John Stevens  
Vice President, Development 
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