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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: ARB March 15 2018 - Scans of Written Comments Received March 15 2018
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 1:49:51 PM

Attachments: Jerry Fan ARB March 15 2018.pdf

Anonymous ARB March 15 2018.pdf

James Van Horne ARB March 15 2018.pdf
Herc Kwan Kaori Shuji ARB March 15 2018.pdf
Jyo Nimkar ARB March 15 2018.pdf

Jeanne Fleming ARB March 15 2018.pdf

Scans of Written Comments Received March 15, 2018 at the ARB Meeting.

Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
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City of Palo Altoe Architectural Review Board Hearing
Verizon “Cluster 1" application (17PLN-00169)

March 15, 2018

There is no significant gap in coverage in the
residential neighborhoods that comprise Verizon’s
“Cluster 1.”

Please deny approval to these 15 unnecessary cell
towers that Verizon is proposing to install next to
residents’ homes.

Comments by Jerry Fan, Palo Alio homeowner, for United Neighbors







There is no significant gap in coverage in the
residential neighborhoods that comprise Verizon’s
“Cluster 1.”

United Neighbors visited each of the 15 sites at which Verizon has applied
to install a cell tower next to a home, and at every one:

- We were able to play a live video stream and the quality of the video
was excellent;

- Measurements taken at the site with a Samsung Galaxy S7 Edge
phone with Verizon service showed at least two to three bars (out of
five) at thirteen sites and at least two bars at the other two sites;

- The response times on a ping test to google.com were between
33ms and 43ms, and were less than 40ms at ten sites. These are
good values.

The coverage maps that Verizon says “prove” that a significant gap exists
in fact provide data for only one frequency band (“Band4”). But Verizon
operates on several frequency bands in Palo Alto, and different frequency
bands have much different coverage.

Since Verizon failed to provide data for all of its frequency bands and
failed to indicate at what frequency its Band4 operates, we can only
assume it cherry-picked the frequency guaranteed to show the least
coverage.

Verizon also fiddles with the definition of “poor” coverage:

o In Palo Alto, Verizon says that it's < -95 dBm;

o In Fremont, Verizon says that < -85 dBm is not poor coverage,
that < -100 dBm is.







There is no significant gap in coverage in the
residential neighborhoods that comprise Verizon’s
“Cluster 1.”

The maps Verizon submitted omit a six-antenna macro tower, a tower it will
soon be installing and operating on City property located at 1082 Colorado
Avenue,
City Council approved this tower on January 22, 2018, i.e., before
Verizon submitted its revised significant gap maps for its Cluster 1
application on February 5, 2018.

According to Verizon and Vinculums, macro towers have a roughly one
and one-half mile radius of coverage.

- The Verizon cell tower at 1082 Colorado Avenue alone will provide
coverage to at least two of the Cluster 1 neighborhoods in which
Verizon is applying to install cell towers next to residents’ homes. For
example:

o Itis .5 miles from the proposed site at 2802 Louis Road
o ltis .6 miles from the proposed site at 836 Colorado Avenue
o Itis .7 miles from the proposed site at 925 Loma Verde Avenue
o Itis .8 miles from the proposed site at 2490 Louis Road.
- So Verizon's representations about its coverage not only:
o Fail to document that a significant gap exists;
o These representations deliberately exclude information about

the macro tower Verizon is about to install that will cover most
of the Cluster 1 neighborhoods.







There is no significant gap in coverage in the
residential neighborhoods that comprise Verizon’s
“Cluster 1.”

Verizon boasts that its proposed instaliations are part of Palo Alto’s plan to

become a “regional shopping center.” Perhaps someone from Verizon can
answer this question:

|s Verizon privy to some plan on the part of the City to take property
in these residential neighborhoods by eminent domain, plans we
residents don't know about? And if so, please tell us who said so.

Otherwise, we can see no reason why the installation of these 15 cell
towers in residential neighborhoods has anything to do with any
aspirations at City Hall that Palo Alto be a destination shopping area.

Consider the fifth bulleted item in Vinculum’'s Mary Diesch’s February 5,
2018 letter to Rebecca Atkinson, a cover letter for Verizon's resubmittal:

“Cluster 1 coverage map updated to include the Crown Macro site
recently approved at 4085 Transport Street (17PLN-00143). Please
note that coverage maps are completed using a modeling tool and
the one used for these maps blends colors in an effort to smooth out
the coverage. Thus, they may look different than those previously
submitted. It is important to remember that small cells address
coverage and capacity both. In addition, demonstration of need is
unnecessary in the Public Right-o-Way. *

In other words, Ms. Diesch does not believe Verizon is submitting
convincing documentation that a significant gap in coverage exists.
In this paragraph, she is trying to explain away how good Verizon's
existing coverage actually is.







There is no significant gap in coverage in the
residential neighborhoods that comprise Verizon’s
“Cluster 1.”

Consider Ms. Diesch's final sentence: “In addition, demonstration of need
is unnecessary in the Public Right-of-Way."

- This should come as quite a surprise to the FCC, whose rules state
that the opposite is true.

- This also contradicts Palo Alto’s official position, which is to oppose
SB649 and to retain municipal control of public rights-of-way.

- If Verizon believes that it has an enforceable agreement with the City
of Palo Alto that allows it to install cell towers next to people’s homes
without proving these cell towers are needed, it is mistaken.

o Such an agreement would not be in the interests of Palo Alto's
residents, and the City is required by law to enter only into
agreements that are in the interests of residents.

o It would therefore be:
»  Unlawful, and
= Unenforceable.
- If Verizon believes that “demonstration of need is unnecessary,” why

would it try—as it has, however unsuccessfully-—to demonstrate
need? It is because the FCC says it must.

Please deny approval to these 15 unnecessary cell
towers that Verizon is proposing to install next to
residents’ homes.
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There is no significant gap in coverage in the
residential neighborhoods that comprise Verizon’s

“Cluster 1.”

Address of proposed site:

2490 Louis Road

2802 Louis Road

891 Elbridge Way

925 Loma Verde Avenue
3409 Kenneth Drive

795 Stone Lane

3191 Manchester Court
3090 Ross Road

836 Colorado Avenue
450 Loma Verde Avenue
2801 South Court

419 El Verano Avenue
201 Loma Verde Avenue
737 Loma Verde Avenue

181 El Verano Avenue

Video Streaming

Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent

Excellent

Ping Response Bar Reading
(ms)

40 2
33 3
38 3
43 2-3
42 2
40 3-4
39 2-3
36 2-3
35 3
39 2-3
38 2-3
42 2-3
32 3
35 3-4
39 3
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c:-or City of Palo Alto (ID # 8590)
ALTOo  City Council Staff Report

Report Type: Consent Calendar Meeting Date: 1/22/2018

Summary Title: Approval of a License Agreement with GTE Mobilnet Of
California Ltd Partnership/B/A Verizon Wireless

Title: Approval of a License Agreement With GTE Mobilnet of California
Limited Partnership D/B/A Verizon Wireless for Placement of

Telecommunications Facilities on City Owned Property Located at 1082
Colorado Avenue

From: City Manager
Lead Department: Administrative Services

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that Council approve and authorize the City Manager to execute the
attached license from the City of Palo Alto to Verizon Wireless, for the development and

expansion of use).

BACKGROUND

On November 17, 1997, Council approved a set of four telecommunications policy statements
(Attachment A). Policy 4, which addresses the use of City-owned and leased property for
telecommunications infrastructure, recognizes that City land and facilities could be used to
support the competitive delivery of telecommunications services and also reduce the adverse
impacts associated with the development of the necessary infrastructure by reducing the total
number of sites needed by wireless service providers. This policy encourages qualified outside
parties to use designated City-owned or leased property and facilities for siting
telecommunications infrastructure when these are compatible with the primary use of the
property, and are used in a manner that is consistent with City real estate policy, zoning, legal,
envirenmental and other requirements as necessary.

On December 19, 2000, Council approved a license with AT&T Wireless for placement .of
telecommunications facilities on property located under a Pacific Gas & Electric TO\:'VEF on C.lty
property at 1082 Colorado Avenue. On September 19, 2005, Council approved a license with
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DISCUSSION

The Verizon wireless facilities proposed to be placed on the site consist of: 1) six antennas
mounted on the existing PG&E tower; and 2) ground equipment, consisting of enclosed
equipment pads and cabinets, covering an area of approximately 230 square feet to be placed
46.5 feet from the tower {Attachment B). The property (Attachment C} is owned by the City,
and PG&E has an easement for its power lines on the City’s property. Verizon is in the process
of obtaining a license from PG&E for the antenna on the tower; the attached license
(Attachment D) is for the ground equipment on the City's land. The equipment cabinet is fully
self-serviced, and will be connected to power, fiber, and back-up power supply. Verizon will
take care of the arrangements for fiber and power, and will install its own backup generator.
This proposal would also require Planning Department approval of an Architectural Review
application, prior to any construction/installation.

In accordance with the intent of Telecommunications Policy #4 to reduce adverse impacts of
telecommunications infrastructure, use of this site by Verizon has the advantage of using an
existing tower, which eliminates the need for an additional tower in the area and the ground
area has been used to house wireless equipment.

The site, zoned Public Facility (PF), is currently used for utility facilities including the City
substation, the PG&E lines and two wireless carriers previously approved by Council. The
project will need a wireless facility permit from the City and the lease will be void without the
Planning Department approval.

Major terms include a 10-year term with the option to renew for two additional terms of five
(5) years each; annual rent of $24,000 to be increased annually by three (3) percent; and use
conditions to accommodate both the needs of the licensee and other occupants/users of the
property. The extensions term can be terminated if either Party provides the other Party with
written notice of intent not to extend the then-current term. In order to be effective, such
notice must be delivered, consistent with Section 16 of this Agreement, no later than three (3)
months prior to the expiration of the then-current term.

License conditions require the use to comply with applicable laws and regulations regarding
electromagnetic emissions, and to meet all other applicable federal, state and local laws and
regulations regarding environmental and occupational safety. Hammett & Edison Consulting
Engineering firm was retained on behalf of Verizon to evaluate the proposed facility for
compliance with appropriate guidelines limiting human exposure to radio frequency (RF)
electromagnetic files {Attachment E). Results of the study concluded that the facility complies

City of Pale Alto Page 2







with prevailing established standards for limiting public exposure to RF energy and that the
highest calculated level in publicly accessible areas is much less than what the prevailing
standards allow for exposures of unlimited duration.

RESOURCE IMPACT

The proposed license will generate annual income to the City in the amount of $24,000 per
vear, adjusted annually with a three percent increase. This rent is consistent with what other
local agencies charge for similar rentai uses.

POLICY IMPLICATION

The proposed license is consistent with Policy #4 of the Telecommunications Policy Statements
approved by Council on November 17, 1997 and with City Policies and Procedures 1-11, Leased
Use of City Land/Facilities.

TIMELINE
Construction and operation of the facility will begin shortly following execution of the License
and approval of all required permits.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The project is categorically exempt from the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 15301 (Existing Facilities; negligible or no expansion of
use) of the CEQA guidelines. On July 20, 2005, the Zoning Administrator approved a conditional
use permit for the proposed use at the proposed location, after making the required
determination that the use will not be detrimental or injurious to property or improvements in
the vicinity, or to the public health, safety, general welfare or convenience; and that the
proposed use will be located and conducted in a manner in accordance with the Palo Alto
Comprehensive Plan and Title 18 of the Palo Alto Municipal Code.
Attachments:

s Attachment A: Telecommunication Policy

* Attachment B: Louis and Colorado Proposal

* Attachment C: Property Descripton

¢ Attachment D: License Agreement

* Attachment E: Engineering Study Report
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ATTACHMENT 4

TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY STATEMENTS

Gesneral - It is the policy of the City of Palo Alto to facilitate the competitive delivery of
conventional and advanced telecommunications services throughout Palo Alto in an
environmentally sound manner, while ensuring cost recovery and enhancement of
revenues derived from the use of the City’s assets.

Siting and installation of New Telecommunieations Facilities - The city is the owner
of the public right-of-way over which it has contro] and the regulatory body for the
development of facilities within its jurisdictional boundaries. Itis the policy of the City
to regulate the Jocation and manner of construction, manage the safe, orderly and efficient
use of Palo Alto’s public right-of-way, and to facilitate timely installation of
telecommunications infrastructure in environmentally sound manner.

Use of Utilities Infrastructure - The City allows the use of Utilities infrastructure and
Utilites-owned or-leased facilities to promote the delivery of telecommumcations
services provided that any telecommunications use does not impinge upon the City's
ability to provide safe and reliable electric, gas, water, wastewater, and storm drainage
services and does not interfere with the City’s planned use of the facility or property.

Use of City Facilities and Property - The City owns and leases property and facilities,
in addition to Utilities facilities, that could be used to support the deployment of
affordable telecommunications services while limiting the potential adverse impacts
associated with the development of the necessary infrastructure. It is the policy of the
City to encourage qualified outside parties to use designated City-owned or -leased
property and facilities for siting of telecommunications infrastructure that is compatible
with the primary use of the property, and in a manner that is consistent with City real
estate policy, zoning, legal, environmental, and other requirements as necessary.

Approved by the Palo Alto City Council on November 17, 1997







Feb. 5, 2018
Ms. Rebecca Atkinson
Planning & Community Environment

City of Palo Alto

Dear Rebecca,

Enclosed are the following documents to supplement the Verizon/Vinculums Small Cell resubmittal for Cluster 1

{17PLN-00169) on Dec, 21, 2017, in response to email correspondence received Jan. 11, 2017:

- Vault specifications for Western Vault {ID-717).

- Close up photo simulations of the bayonet shroud. In addition, Verizon will be moving forward in
modifying the “mock site” located at 1350 Newell Road to physically construct the Bayonet and Box
Shroud for the City to view. We will be submitting for permits within the next 2-3 weeks.

- Close up photo simulations of a pole replacement.

- All available equipment shrouding options for ARB review.

Cluster 1 coverage map updated to include the Crown Macro site recently approved at 4085 Transport
Street (17PLN-00143). Please note that coverage maps are completed using a modeling tool and the one
used for these maps blends colors in an effort to smooth out the coverage. Thus, they may look different

than those previously submitted. It is important to remember that small cells address coverage and
capacity both. In addition, demonstration of need is unnecessary in the Public Right-of-Way.
- Detailed vaulting feasibility reports for 11 sites.

Verizon Wireless has been working in response to the ARB direction to vault equipment to the greatest extent
feasible. In order to address physical and engineering challenges associated with vaulting, at this time Verizon
has elected not to proceed with 4 of the proposed sites in Cluster 1 where vaulting is still being analyzed for
feasibility: Node # SF Palo Alto 136, SF Palo Alto 140, SF Palo Alto 141, SF Palo Alto 147. We request to move
forward on the 11 sites identified below which we have determined are infeasible for a vault placement.

SF Palo Alto 129 - Flood Zone

SF Pale Alto 130 — Flood Zone

SF Palo Alto 131 — Flood Zone

SF Palo Alto 133 - Flood Zone

SF Palo Alto 134 - Floodplain

SF Palo Alto 135 — Site Conditions
SF Palo Alto 137— Site Conditions
SF Palo Alto 138 — Flood Zone

SF Palo Alto 143 - Site Conditions

SF Palo Alto 144 - Site Conditions

SF Palo Alto 145 - Site Conditions

Please contact me if you have any questions.
Thank you,

Mary Diesch
Vinculums Services
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Format: Abstract

IEEE Eng Med Biol Mag. 1998 May-Jun;17(3):111-4.

Radiofrequency interference with medical devices. A technical
information statement.

[No authors listed]

Abstract

The past few years have seen increased reports that medical devices, such as pacemakers,
apnea monitors, electrically powered wheeichairs, etc., have failed to operate correctly
because of interference from various emitters of radiofrequency energy. This condition is
called radiofrequency interference (RFl). The consequences of these failures range from
inconvenience to serious injuries and death. Reasons for this problem are twofold: 1)
increasing numbers of electronically controlled medical devices with inadequate electronic
protection against RFI, and 2) a significant increase in the number of RF sources in the
environment. Medical devices are widely used outside the hospital and may be attached to,
or implanted in, patients. Portable wireless communications equipment, including cellular
phones, handheld transceivers, and vehicle-mounted transceivers, comprise one of the
largest sources of RFl. Some medical devices are especially sensitive to the type of digital
modulation that some of the wireless communications devices utilize. The prevailing
international standard for the RF immunity of medical devices is the 1993 revision of the
International Electro-technical Commission (IEC) Standard IEC 60601-1-2. This standard
sets a minimum immunity level of 3 volts per meter (V/m) in the 26-1000 MHz frequency
range. For non-life supporting devices, testing is required only at the specific frequencies of
27.12, 40.68, and 915 MHz. Technology exists to protect, or "harden," most medical devices
from RF fields that are much more intense than the 3 V/m level specified in present RFI
standards. Most of these techniques, including shielding, grounding, and filtering, are not
costly if they are incorporated into the initial design of the electronics system. COMAR
recommends that the various parties involved in the manufacture and use of RFl-prone
medical devices take steps to avoid serious RF| problems that may lead to safety hazards.
Medical device manufacturers should design and test their products to ensure conformance
with current RF| standards and educate the users of their devices about the possible
symptoms of potential RFI. If there exists the possibility of RFI problems to medical devices,
steps should be taken to ensure that all sources of RF energy be kept at a sufficient
distance.

httne/fwarw nebi nlm nth oov/onbmed/0604711 14N R
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Safety and Health Topics / Radiofrequency and Microwave Radiation

Radiofrequency and Microwave Radiation

Hazard Locations and Solutions

In recent years there has been considerable discussion and concern about the possible hazards of RF/MW radiation.
Extensive research on this topic is underway in many countries. Natural low-frequency EM fields come from two main
sources: the sun, and thunderstorm activity, but man-made fields at much higher frequencies have altered this natural
EMF. At sufficiently high power densities, RF/MW energy can cause thermal effects that can cause blindness, and sterility.
Non-thermal effects, such as alteration of the human body's circadian riwthms, immune system and the nature of the
See Nitl-» FMSMJ < electrical and chemical signals communicated through the cell membrane have been demonstrated. However, none of the
VTP she d"J research has conclusively proven that low-level RF/MW radiation causes adverse health effects.

General

* Radio-Frequency and Microwave Radiation, Third Edition. American Industrial Hygiene Association (ATHA), (2004).
Provides a detailed look at the physical characteristics of radio-frequency and microwave radiation, its generation and
sources, how it interacts with matter, and its biological effects. Existing standards and guidelines are discussed, as
are instrumentation and centrols. A handy glossary provides definitions of important terms, and an appendix
presents a list of problems industrial hygienists and other health professionals might face.

= Radiofrequency and Microwave Radiation in the Workplace. Ministry of Labour, Ontario, Canada, (June 2009).
Describes health effects, exposure limits and ways to control RF/MW radiation.

Interference with Medical Devices

» Human Exposure to Radio Frequency and Microwave Radiation from Portable and Mobile Telephones and Other
Wireless Communication Devices. Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) Committee on Man and
Radiation (COMAR), {September 2000). Reports that sufficiently high levels of RF energy can interfere with other
electronic equipment. This problem is more likely to occur with pulsed energy, which characterizes digital cellular
telephones. Studies have shown that handheld cellular phones can affect the operation of heart pacemakers or
defibrillators if the phone is placed directly over the device, and there have been reports of interference between cell
phones and hearing aids. Individuals with pacemakers, implantable defibrillators, or other body-mounted medical
electronic devices, should consult with their physician and/or the phone manufacturer to determine what
precautions, if any, should be taken. Seme manufacturers recommend that cell phones be used on the other side of
the body from the implanted pacemaker.

« "Radio frequency interference with medical devices: a technical information statement," Institute of Electrical
and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) Engineering in Medicine and Biofogy Magazine 17.3(May-Jun 1998):111-4,

= Hayes DL, Wang P), et al. “Interference with cardiac pacemakers by cellular telephones." New England Journal
of Medicine 336(May 22, 1997):1473-9. (see also New England Journal of Medicine 336(May 22, 1997):1518-9;
337{October 1997):1006-7.)

= Electromagnetic Compatibility (EMC). U.5. Food and Drug Administration (FDA), Center for Devices and Radiological
Health (CDRH}.

Amateur Radio

» American Radio Relay League {ARRL)
* ARRL Handbaok for Radio Amateurs. Newington CT: American Radio Relay League (ARRL), 1997.

= RF Radiation and Electromagnetic Field Safety. Presents thermal and non-thermal effects, safe exposure
levels, cardiac pacemakers, typical RF field strengths, and RF awareness guidelines developed by the ARRL
RF Safety Committee, based on the FCC/EPA measurements and other data.

= Amateur Radio RF Safety Calculator. Provides a main beam power density estimaticn program intended for
use as part of a routine evaluation of RF safety compliance with FCC regulations, This is a World Wide Web
front end for a public domain C program written by Ken Harker WMSR using the cgic library. This program

httns:/fwww.nsha.pov/SIL.TC/radiofreauencvradiation/harards html 2147018
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NENB in the January, 1997 issue of CQ VHF, p. 33.

Cellular Phone Base Stations and Hand Held Cell Phones

Cell Phones. LS. Food and Drug Administration (FDA).

How can I obtain the Specific Absorption Rate (SAR) value for my wireless phone? Federal Communications
Commission (FCC). Indicates the SAR for a spedific phone mode! can be obtained for many recently manufactured
phones using the FCC identification (ID) number for that model. The FCC ID number is usually printed somewhere on
the case of the phone. Sometimes it may be necessary to remove the battery pack to find the number. Once you
have the ID number, go to the following Web address; Equipment Authorization (EA).

What steps can I take to reduce my expasure to radiofrequency energy from my wireless phone? Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). Recommends that users who conduct extended conversations by wireless phone
every day, place more distance between their bodies and the source of the RF, since the exposure level drops off
dramatically with distance. For example, use a headset and carry the wireless phone away from the body or use a
wireless phone connected to a remote antenna.

"Use Of "Protective Devices" For Cellular Telephones Technical Information Statement.” fnstitute of Electrical and
Flectronics Engineers (IEEE) Engineering in Medicine and Biology Magazine 21.3(2002):105-6. If a mobile-phone user
wants to reduce his or her exposure to RF energy, for whatever reason, he or she can:

= Limit the duration of calls

» Use a digital handset instead of an older analog model. In most, but not all cases, digital handsets operate at

lower power levels than analog models. (The actual power level, however, depends on local conditions and can
vary greatly.)

= Use "hands-free kits", which move the handset away from the body.
Human Exposure to Radio Frequency and Microwave Radiation from Portable and Mobile Telephones and Other
Wireless Communication Devices. Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) Committee on Man and
Radiation (COMAR), (2000, September). Indicates that local SARs produced by hand-held, transportable, and mobile
transceivers and cellular telephones normally do not exceed FCC and ather safety limits. Present scientific evidence,
as reviewed by standards setting organizations and other expert groups, does not demonstrate health or safety risks
from cellular and other communications transceivers. A potential exists for interference between hand-held units and
some medical devices that may be located in close proximity to them (within a few centimeters).
Physical Agents Data Sheets (PADS) - Radiofrequency/Microwave Radiation. Alaska Department of Labor and
Development. Requires employers who have people working around devices which produce
radiofrequency/microwave radiation ensure that those devices are properly shielded to prevent leakage of radiation.
The State of Alaska in its Alaska Occupational Safety and Health Standards has specified for incident electromagnetic
energy frequencies from 10 MHz to 100 GHz, a Permissible Exposure Limit {PEL) of 10 mW/cm as averaged over any
possible six-minute period.

Heating and Sealing Devices

Radiofrequency (RF) Sealers and Heaters. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS), National Institute
for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) Publication No. 80-107, {December 1979). Reports that workers near RF
sealers may be unaware of their exposure to RF emissions, because the RF energy from sealers and heaters can
penetrate deeply into the body without activating the heat sensors located in the skin. The results of a NIOSH study
indicate that the majority of the workers surveyed were exposed to RF energy at levels exceeding values citable by
OSHA. The following controls are recommended:
Properly design and install shielding material.
Maximize the distance between the worker and the source of RF energy emission should be maximized.
Examples of means to accomplish this include the use of automatic feeding devices, rotating tables, and remote
materials handling.
Tune the equipment electronically to minimize the stray power emitted.
Whenever possible, equipment switch off equipment when it is not being used. Maintenance and adjustment of
the equipment should be performed only while the equipment is not in operation.
« After the performance of maintenance or repair, all machine parts, including cabinetry, should be reinstalled so
that the equipment is intact and its configuration is unchanged.
Post wamings and information.
+ Develop a medical surveillance program tailored to the expected degree of employee use of RF equipment and

potential for exposure to RF energy.

Take exposure measurements at regular intervals.
Physical Agents Data Sheets (PADS) - Radiofrequency/Microwave Radiation - Safety and Health Precautions. Alaska
Department of Labor and Workforce Development. Reports radiofrequency sealers and heaters have been among the
major sources of employee exposure to radiofrequency/microwave radiation.

https://www.osha.gov/SLTC/radiofrequencyradiation/hazards.html 3/14/2018
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as far away form the source of radiation as possible.

- Whenever possible, these sealers should be turned off when not being used. Maintenance and adjustment of this

type of equipment should be performed only by trained technicians and only when the machines are turned off.

= Warnings should be posted to keep everyone away from the source of radiation except for those workers who

are absolutely essential to performing the job.

Microwave Ovens

* Microwave Ovens and their Hazards. Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety (CCOHS). Identifies old or
faulty door seals as the most common causes of microwave radiation leakage, Mechanical abuse, a build-up of dirt,
or simple wear and tear of continued use can cause door seals to be less effective, Theoretically, there will be small
amounts of leakage through the viewing glass but measurements have shown this to be insignificant. Safety tips for
installation and maintenance of microwave avens include:

= Take special care to ensure that no damage occurs to the part of the oven making contact with the door or door

seals.

= Ensure that the microwave is unplugged or disconnected from electrical power before reaching into any

accessible openings or attempting any repairs.

Ensure that the adjustment of applied voltages, replacement of the microwave power generating component,
dismantiing of the oven components, and refitting of waveguides are undertaken anly by persons who have
been spedially trained for such tasks. The services of a qualified repairman should be sought when any
malfunction is suspected.

« Do not by pass the door interlocks.
« Do not test a microwave power generating component without an appropriate load connected to its output. The

power generated must never be allowed to radiate freely into occupied areas.

= Microwave Oven. U.S. Foed and Drug Administration (FDA), Center for Devices and Radiological Health (CDRH).
Contains FAQs about microwave ovens, checking ovens for leakage, tips on safe microwave oven operation, and the
erupted Hot Water Phenomena in Microwave Ovens.,

Radio Broadcast Antennae

= Notice of Apparent Liability for Forfeiture. Federal Communication Commission {FCC), (January 6, 2005). Describes a
violation of FCC rules resulting in a $10K fine, The case involves a worker climbing an FM broadcast tower.

Traffic Radar Devices

»  Occupational Exposure of Police Officers to Microwave Radiation from Traffic Radar Devices. National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH), National Technical Information Service (NTIS) Publication No. PB9S-
261350, (June 1995). Recommends police officers take some simple steps which will sharply reduce their exposure to
the low-level microwave radiation which these devices emit.

- Always point the device away from the police officer’s body, or his/her partner's body, while it is turned on.
= Mount fixed radar antennas so that the beam is not pointed at any occupant of the patrol car.
= Whenever possible, turn off a hand-held unit when it is not in use. If the police officer’s unit has a "standby"

UNITED STATES

mede, always use it when not measuring the speed of a vehicle. Never rest the unit against the officer's body
when it is turned on.

When it is on, try to avoid pointing the device toward metal surfaces inside the police officer's car, such as the
fioor or a door, to aveid microwave reflection.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health Administration
200 Constitution Ave., NW,

Washington, DC 20210

L. 800-321-6742 (OSHA)

TTY

www.0SHA.gov

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

White House
Affordable Care Act

httns:/fwww_osha.eov/SI.TC/radiofreauencvradiation/hazards html

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ABOUT THE SITE

Frequently Asked Questions
A - Z Index

Freedom of Information Act
Privacy & Security Statement
14NN







Safety and Health Topics | Radiofrequency and Microwave Radiation - Hazard Locations and Solutions | ...

USA.gov Read the OSHA Newsletter
Disability.gov Subscribe to the OSHA Newsletter
Plain Writing Act QOSHA Publications

Recovery Act Office of Inspector General

No Fear Act

1.5, Office of Spedial Counsel

https://www.osha.gov/SLTC/radiofrequencyradiation/hazards.html

Important Web Site Notices
Plug-ins Used by DOL

RSS Feeds from DOL
Accessibility Statement
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REceEAvVED

James C. Van Horne
2000 Webster Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301

March 8, 2018

Architectural Review Board
City of Palo Alto

250 Hamilton Avenue

Palo Alto, CA 94301

Dear Chair Wynne Furth, Vice Chair Peter Baltay and Members Robert Gooyer, Alex Lew &
Osma Thompson:

| am unable to come to your next meeting, but wanted to convey to you my concern with the
Verizon latest proposal to install heavy equipment on City telephone/electrical poles. This
equipment will not be buried, as proposed, because Verizon does not wish to bear the cost. Yet
the City is to give them the use of the poles at an insulting low cost. | am a financial economist
at Stanford, and pricing of a product or service can be cost plus profit or value priced. The
value to Verizon is what it would cost to acquire land or land access and construct cell towers.
This cast is many multiples of the low yearly fee the City proposes, twenty or more depending
on the location and assuming cost amortization. The City bears all liability for falling
equipment, kids climbing the poles and falling, etc. For Verizon to argue that it is too costly to
bury equipment, given the extremely low yearly cost, is hard to understand as it is to
understand why the City would allow this to occur.

Apart from the very large cost advantage to Verizon and the liability the City faces, | am
concerned with the health hazard of radiation, the noise to homes nearby, the unsightly
presence of equipment added to our poles, and the effect on home values and tax revenue to
the City. My wife and | have been residents of the city for over fifty years, and do not like to
think that a major corporation can dictate the conditions under which we live.

For these reasons, | hope that you will reject the most recent Verizon proposal. Thank you for
considering this request.

Sincerely,

%ﬂ/mm
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City of Palo Alto Architectural Review Board Hearing
Verizon “Cluster 1" application (17PLN-00169)

March 15, 2018

Please deny approval to the cell tower Verizon wants
to install next to our home at 2490 Louis Road.

Comments by Herc Kwan and Kaori Shuiji, Palo Alto homeowners,
for United Neighbors







Please deny approval to the cell tower Verizon wants
to install next to our home at 2490 Louis Road.

Verizon has not made a good faith effort to do as the ARB has directed,
namely, comply with Palo Alto’s ordinances and locate underground the
hundreds of pounds of ugly equipment it proposes to install next to our
home:;

- Verizon claims that underground vauiting is not feasible at 2480
Louis Road. That is not true. For example:

o Our home is not in a Special Flood Hazard Area—see the
attached 9/30/15 email from the City to our architect which
states “Flood hazard construction regulations do not
apply for buildings [such as yours] in flood zone X “—
yet Verizon pretends it is;

o In fact, Verizon's own Environmental Assessment
Worksheet, which it prepared and submitted with its initial
application for this site, shows that it is well aware that 2490
Louis Road is not in a Special Flood Hazard Area.

- The City of Palo Alto is committed to undergrounding our utilities.
If Palo Alto can do it, Verizon can do it.

- Others in our zone and at our elevation have successfully
undergrounded the utilities from the pole to their homes.

The real reason Verizon does not want fo locate its equipment
underground: Vaulted equipment is more expensive to install and
more expensive to maintain than equipment on a pole.







Please deny approval to the cell tower Verizon wants
to install next to our home at 2490 Louis Road.

If Verizon installs its equipment on the pole next to our house, it will violate
Palo Alto’s aesthetics’ ordinances.

Verizon’s photographs and simulated photographs are completely
misleading. Attached are photos of what the proposed site next to
our house actually looks like.

There is NO tree screening to reduce the visibility of the proposed
cell tower’s ugly, bulky, crude equipment except on the southeast
side.

It is in FULL VIEW of the second story windows of our home.

It is in FULL VIEW of the great room on the first floor of our home.
Itis in FULL VIEW of the homes across the street from our home.
Itis in FULL VIEW of the second story of the home at 897 Marshall
Drive.

It is in close proximity to an intersection and in FULL VIEW of cars
turning west onto Louis Road from Marshall Drive or east onto
Louis Road from Warren Way.

If Verizon installs its equipment on the pole next to our house, it is sure to
add a noise-ordinance-violating back up battery to the pole.

While Verizon has removed noisy batteries from its design, it has left
open the prospect of adding them at a later date, and—based on
what Verizon's lawyer said to you here on December 7, 2017—it
believes it is entitled to do so.







Please deny approval to the cell tower Verizon wants
to install next to our home at 2490 Louis Road.

If Verizon installs its equipment on the pole next to our house, it will lower
the value of our home and the homes of our neighbors.

Palo Alto is undergrounding the utilities everywhere in
the City, including in our neighborhood. Why should
Verizon be permitted to add to a problem the City
Is in the process of rectifying?

Four final points:

1.

There is no significant gap in service at 2490 Louis Road. For
example, we are Verizon users, and we have never experienced a
service problem.

Verizon is about to install a macro tower at 1032 Colorado Avenue.
Our house is .8 miles from 1032 Colorado, and the effective range of
service of a macro tower is roughly 1.5 miles. So how can an
additional cell tower at our house possibly be necessary?

Overloaded utility poles have caused devastating fires in California
(for example, in Malibu Canyon, Sonoma County and Butte County).

HUD requires its appraisers to take cell towers—which it categorizes
with “hazards and nuisances”—into consideration when determining
the value of a single-family residence. Could there be clearer proof
that Verizon’s proposed tower will lower our property values as well
as endanger our home?







Please don’t allow Verizon to saddle our property with
cheek-by-jowl proximity to Verizon’s ugly, bulky,
hazardous equipment, equipment that is already as
outdated as the huge, ugly TV antennas people used
to install and just as unnecessary.

Please deny approval to the cell tower Verizon wants
to install next to our home at 2490 Louis Road.







2490 Louis Flood Zone Boundaries Mullen, Jarrett

<Jarrett. Mullen@cityofpaloalto.org> Wed, Sep 30, 2015 at 5:53 PM To:
"ilen@jkretschmer.com” <jen@jkretschmer.com>

Hi Jen,

Enclosed is a map panel from the city's mapping software showing the
flood zone boundaries around 2490 Louis Road. The area with brown
shading is within flood zone AE10.5 and the area with light green shading
is in flood zone X. Flood hazard construction regulations do not apply for
buildings in flood zone X.

If you have further questions, please do not hesitate to e-mail or call.
Regards,

Jarrett Mullen| Engineering Technician

Public Works Engineering Services

285 Hamilton Avenue 1FL | Palo Alto, CA 94301

Development Center Hours: 9AM-4PM M-F

D: 650.329.2676 | E: jarrett. mullen@cityofpaloalto.org







KWAN/SHUJI RESIDENCE

2490 LOUIS RD., PALO ALTO, CA 94303
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT WORKSHEET

City of Palo Alto
Department of Planning and Community Environment
SF Palo Alto
GENERAL INFORMATION: Date Filed[12/15/17 |
l. Address of Project: [2490 LOUIS RD, PALO ALTO, 94303-3607 Pole # 3121
2. Assessor's Parcel Number: [12730062 ] Book #: Page #:
3. Application Number(s):
4. Applicant:
Name__ Verizon Wireless c¢/o Vinculums Services Telephone _ 415-730-3700
Address_ 575 Lennon Lane Ste. 125 Fax #
Walnut Creek, CA 94598 E-mail _ mdiesch@vinculums.com
5. Owner:
Name__City of Palo Alto Utilities Telephone  650-329-2161
Address_ 250 Hamilton Ave. Fax # 650-617-3142
Palg Altg, CA 94301 E-mail
6. Current Zoning:  R-1 Comprehensive Plan Designation
7. Application for:
Site and Design Parcel Map ARB Review

Use Permit X Zone Change ElA, EIR








EXISTING SITE:

8. State all known or suspected prior uses, operations, or other activities on the site over the past 20

years Utility Pole - Right of Way

9. Size of site: Gross N/A Net_ N/A
10. Site is owned Rented X by applicant.
. Existing use of property: Utility Pole - Right of Way
*Attach photographs of project site, also include an aerial photo of the project site.
12. Number of existing structures N/A  Current Use Utility Pole
13. Size of existing structures Condition__ Utility Pole
14. Will any structure be demolished for this project Yes No__ X
15. Total square footage to be demolished N/A
16. Total number of building occupants for existing use__ N/A
17. Number of parking spaces N/A % compact spaces N/A # Bicycle spaces__ N/A_
18. If current use is residential:
Number of owner-occupied units ~ N/A
Number of renter-occupied units N/A
PROPOSED PROJECT:
19. Project description [nstall small cell antenna and wireless radio equipment on pole








20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Future tenant if known Utility Pole

Number of siructures proposed_ N/A Size (in square feet) N/A

Number of floors and building height N/A FAR_ N/A

Percentage of site to be covered (including bricks and pavers) N/A

Estimated number of employees per shift_ nya

If the proposed project is residential:

Total number of units N/A Number of units peracre  N/A

Expected sales price or monthly rent per dwelling unit  N/A

List kinds and size of community buildings  N/A

Area of private open space  N/A Area of common open space_ N/A

Provision of low/moderate income units:

1} Number of units provided for:  Sale N/A Rent_ N/A

2) Sale and/ or rental price  N/A

Total number of vehicles expected daily for proposed project_ | per quarter, 4 per vear

Number of proposed parking spaces N/A Percentage compact spaces N/A

Number of bicycle spaces_ N/A

Are there any toxic wastes to be discharged?  Yes No_ X

(If yes, please complete a Sewer Discharge Questionnaire, which is fumnished by the Building
Department)

Has the facility in the past or will the operation of the proposed facility involve the storage or use of
Hazardous materials? Yes No X

(If yes, please complete a Hazardous Materials Disclosure checklist, which is furnished by the Fire
Department)







30.

31.

32.

Expected amount of water usage (except for residential developments of fewer than 4 units not

located in the foothills)

Domestic  N/A gal/day Peak use N/A gal/day
Commercial  N/A gal/day Peak use N/A gal/day

Daily sewer discharge (over 30 fixtures only) N/A

Expected energy use;

Gas N/A therms Electric 1.8 KWH Peak electric demand 1.8

Uses and equipment sizes

A. Space heating:

Gas N/A BTUH Solar N/A
Electric_ N/A KwW Heat pump Tons
Other_ N/A

B. Air conditioning:

Number of units N/A Total tonnage

C. Water heating:

Gas___N/A BTUH SolarN/A
Electric__ N/A KW Heat Pump Tons
Other  N/A
Type: Central system N/A Individual system N/A
Recirculating Loop? Yes  N/A No__ N/A
D. Other:

Indoor lighting_ N/A KwW Outdoor lighting  N/A KW

Cooking_ N/A KW Refrigeration N/A Tons or ft

Motors N/A HP x-ray__ N/A Computer __ N/A








33. Air pollution emissions (Check applicable BAAQMD regulations).

Commercial / Industria only: Source N/A

Type_ N/A Amount N/A

34. Noise generation: eg. Generators, chitlers, HVAC, drive through speakers, etc.

Source N/A Amount (dBa) /A

Please list outside noise sources that may affect the project:

eg. Traffic, train
etc._ N/A

Sound proofing/mitigation proposed_ N/A

35. Site drainage provisions N/A

36. Amount of proposed grading (cubic yards) N/A  Cut N/A Fill IN/A

37. Disposition of excavated material N/A

38. Permits required from other agencies:

Santa Clara Vailey Water District N/A

Bay Area Air Quality Management District  N/A

Army Corps of Engineers  N/A

Other N/A

Environmental Setting:

39. Percent and direction of ground slope at site N/A

40. Is this site within a special flood hazard area? Yes No X








41. Existing site vegetation (please list, and indicate any to be removed)

*Also include a tree disclodure statement. The size and location of all public, protected private
and heritage trees must be shown. (This fo

calling (650) 617-314)

r

rm can be obtained at the Development Center or by
-1 of plan set

42. Existing animal and bird life on site. None

43. Detailed description of conditions and uses of adjacent properties  Residential

Prepared by Mary Diesch Date [12/15/17 ]

Note: More information may be required before the application for which this asse.ssment.has been
prepared can be processed. Please call the Department of Planning and Community Environment
at (650) 329-2442 if you have any questions.

PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED WORKSHEET TO THE DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING

AND COMMUNITY ENVIRONMENT, DEVELOPMENT CENTER, 285 HAMILTON
AVENUE, 15TFLOOR.







City of Palo Alto Requirements for Utilities within Flood Zone

The City of Palo Alto website contains helpful information regarding placement utilities in Flood Zones: "Other provisions require openings in
areas below flood level to allow water to enter and exit, flood proofing of utilities below the flood level, ete.” Source: City of Palo Alto Website -
Q&A About Flood Zones: https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsiD=176. Additionally, comment HA2 from the City of Palo
Alto Department of Public Works received in Jan. 2018 matches the same criteria, that all proposed equipment in an undergraund vault shall be
flood proofed. As previously mentianed, there is no way to flood proof underground vaults for radio equipment.

Development Review - Department Comments

PALD Chy Deparimant: Public Works Enginsering
ALTO
Saft Contact; May Kumar
1650 325-2209

Ajry. Kumarifciyoipaloato.ong
Dane: 1/11/: 18

Project Aadres/Fle B 250 HamBton Ave / L7FLN-ORLS0 N o—f whxr,‘-h\g gq.&‘st
A Thefokowiag comments ars required 1o be A pocs 1o Paoring ppeval: a}f\_d ;qq D L 0 U‘.\F H

1. UNDERGADAING VALLT: Provide chrtmk "3 vanlts.
inciudie Information regarding specific equlsment being placed b dach vault with supplemental

detall drawings for wach ke, Inchuds necassary dmentions on plam and detall sheecs, Vault n o-i— LV\ ﬂ Cv c C "A’
covars shall havs lnformation regarding 3l resistant surface. The demth of the vaults needs toba

Wacifed fo 4uch loceton on the plans. VAl pesd 1o be depicied on elevant drawings. side t.\dwy{ ﬁrcd s

from sidt plan: sechions, alevations and detais

L FLODD ZONEL AN progaied eduipsnant in underpound vauh shal be food precdsd ¥ 1 location
T seithin Sputial Flood Hazard Arws. The plans shetl ekt tive and 08¢ desigrstion along witis
*tve birt Piocd slevation [BFEL

B, The flowing comments are provided ax 7 courtwy and 500l ba addressad prio 1o 3ny cther permit
sppdication sabmitLal. Thiy inghedes Buliking Permic. Escavation and Greding Permit, Cortificato of
Complisnce. Street Work Perit and Encroachenent Feimix but sfter the Planning estilement
sporoval.

Tha loflowdng comeents spply 1o werk Being periomed on £xiiting wood Wiy poles:

-

. EXCAVATION: Include ezcavation area for sroposed veults Inclixting diepest antavation pownts.
Spacify i excavation ares will extond cast tha right-of-way Into private property,

4 L 3 Al enisting hall be plan o Public Works for
POCEALMY pRrmAl. Afvy propcded Rems in emigting Public Utflity Lasernent areas shall be
aporoverd by CPA Utilitaes and Public Works Enginediing. This can be eovesed under a0
Encroachment Permil, Incheds & note On e plin Indicating whither easements sre presans for
ach lotytion.

5. DEMOUTION PLAN: Phcx tha lofowing note adiacent ta an aifected s on the Sie Plan and

Plan: “E Attt 3 with the prop: scopd of work ghatl aezur no

cloter than 10-fow, Irom the exhting trewt bee, of 25 3ooroved by the trban Farestry Dividon
contac GE0-496-3953. Any tharges shall be approved by the same”,

Vault Feasibility Report = Cluster 1 = 17PLN-00169 5F PALO ALTO 129 Page 10





















21212018 PG&E power lines linked o Wine Country fires

BREAKING NEWS Apple, Chevron losses stand out as Dow plunges almost 666 poin

News > California News ’
PG&E power lines linked to Wine
Country fires

By PAUL ROGERS | progers@bayareanewsgroup.com, MATTHIAS GAFNI |
mgafni@bayareanewsgroup.com and GEORGE AVALDS |

gavalos@bayareanewsgroup.com | Bay Area News Group
PUBLISHED: October 10, 2017 at 6:31 pm | UPDATED: October 13, 2017 at 4-14 pm
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As the first reports came in SunMﬁﬁ%erous fires that would grow into
one of the most destructive wildfire disasters in California history, emergency
dispatchers in Sonoma County received multiple calls of power lines falling
down and electrical transformers exploding.

Receive our Wine Country Fires breaking alerts
and latest news updates in your inbox.

In all, according to a review of emergency radio traffic by the Bay Area News
Group, Sonoma County dispatchers sent out fire crews to at least 10 different
locations across the county over a 90-minute period starting at 9:22 pm to
respond to 911 calls and other reports of sparking wires and problems with the
county’s electrical system amid high winds.

State fire officials said Tuesday that they are still investigating the cause of the
blazes, which as of late Tuesday had killed 17 peopie and destroyed more than
2,000 homes in Sonoma, Napa and other Northern California counties.

But the reports of the power equipment failures began to turn the spotlight on
PG&E, the giant San Francisco-based utility, raising questions about how well it
maintained its equipment in the area and whether it adequately cut back trees
from power lines to reduce fire risk — as required by state law.

ELECTRICAL PROBLEMS IN SONOMA COUNTY

Sonoma County dispatchers responded to numerous reports of fallen
power lines, exploding electrical transformers and fire over a S0-minute
period starting at 9:22 p.m. on Sunday. Emergency reports during that
period:

PG&E officials issued a statement Tuesday evening, acknowledging the
equipment troubles even as a company spokesman called the questions about
maintenance “highly speculative.”

“The historic wind event that swept across PG&E service area late Sunday and
early Monday packed hurricane-strength winds in excess of 75 mph in some
cases,” said PG&E spokesman Matt Nauman.

Have a comment about this? Join the conversation at our Facebook page.
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“These destructive \;rinas, along with millions of trees weakened by years of
drought and recent renewed vegetation growth from winter storms, all
contributed to some trees, branches and debris impacting our electric lines
across the North Bay,” he added. “In some cases, we have found instances of
wires down, broken poles and impacted infrastructure. Where those have
occurred, we have reported them to the CPUC and CalFire. Our thoughts are
with all those individuals who were impacted by these devastating wildfires.”

PG&E and other large utilities in California have a long history of being found

responsible for major wildfires because of inadequate maintenance of their
power lines.

In April, the state Public Utilities Commission fined PG&E $8.3 miilion for
failing to maintain a power line that sparked the Butte Fire in Amador County in
September 2015. That fire burned for 22 days, killing two people, destroying 549
homes and charring 70,868 acres.

CalFire announced last year that it will seek to force PG&E to pay $90 million in
firefighting costs. More than 1,000 lawsuits and claims are still pending against
the utility.

“It was more than just a lack of maintenance. It was a complete disregard for
their requirements of vegetation management in rural areas,” said Burlingame
attorney Frank Pitre, who sued on behalf of the victims.

Reading this on your iPhone or iPad? Check out our new Apple News app

channel here and click the + at the top of the page to save to your Apple News
favorites.

Pitre said his law firm has already started fielding questions from Sonoma
County residents who said they saw transformers exploding and downed wires
sparking in their neighborhoods before they went up in flames. They wondered
if the utility would be held liable, he said.

“This is very definitely on people’s radar of what caused a number of fires to
break out all at once,” Pitre said.

“If downed wires are deemed the cause of the fire,” he added, “PG&E could be
strictly liable for the cost of damages.”

In 1994, PG&E was found guilty of 739 counts of negligence and fined nearly
$30 million by state regulators when trees touched its high-voltage wires in
Nevada County in the Sierra foothills, sparking a fire near the town of Rough
and Ready that destroyed 12 homes and a 19th century schoolhouse. Afterward,
prosecutors found that PGXE had diverted nearly $80 million from its tree-
cutting programs into profits.
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State Sen‘._]erry Hill, ]')'-ﬂ-f{"é?i\}\}agd City, said h;;;es similarities in PG&E's
problems with maintaining its power lines to the utility’s failures to properly
maintain its natural gas lines that led to the 2010 San Bruno explosion that
killed eight people and destroyed 38 homes. PG&E was fined $1.6 billion by the
PUC, and a federal jury last year convicted the company on five charges of
violating federal pipeline safety regulations and one charge of abstructing an
official National Transportation Safety Board probe into the blast.

“If it turns out that PG&E is responsible for this fire and negligent for not
putting in the resources or for diverting the resources,” Hill said, “then [ will be
the first one to stand up and say we need to dissolve PG&E as a private company
and form a public utility. We would not have the confidence or trust in them in
the future. Nor should we.”

Officials for the PUC did not provide a safety official to answer questions
Tuesday about the wine country fires, or PG&E's records in maintaining its
power lines and tree-trimming responsibilities.

“It may take some time for fire officials or utilities to determine the possible
cause of the fires,” said Terrie Prosper, a spokeswoman for the PUC, which
regulates big power companies such as PG&E. “Once that occurs, if it appears
that a utility line may have been involved, the PUC will investigate.”

For muitiple fires to all start around the same time in the middle of the night,
lightning or arson could also have been a cause. But Ken Pimlott, chief of the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, ruled out lightning at a
news conference on Tuesday.

Pimlott did, however, note the high winds.

“When we have a wind event like this — 50 mph winds bearing down on areas —
every fire that starts has a significant potential to grow into a large fire very
quickly,” he said.

According to Sonoma County fire radio traffic, after the first vegetation fire at
310 Buckingham Drive in the heart of Santa Rosa was reported at 9:22 p.m.
Sunday, an electrical call went out seconds later at 1047 Maverick Court about
10 miles north. The next minute firefighters were sent to a “possible
transformer explosion” at Fulton Road at Old Redwood Highway more than two
miles west,

By 9:25 p.m., trees began falling at Ida Clayton Road in Calistoga, about 17

miles north.
The downed power lines and trees continued as firefighters raced to a rapidly

increasing number of structure and vegetation fires.
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PGAE power lines linked 1o Wine Counlry fires

N(I)Tan]y d'iah;fa?l'gr wires ar;ahtraﬁlsformer problems potentially spark new fires,
quickly spread by fierce winds, the downed trees blocked firefighters and
emergency personnel from responding quickly. At about 9:52 p.m., a firefighter
reported that Highway 128, in the center of the battle to contain the flames, was
completely blocked by trees and branches. And Highway 101 access through the
heart of Santa Rosa was shut down because of downed wires.

Get top headlines in your inbox every afternoon.
Get the free PM Report newsletter.

SIGN U

Frank Wolak, a professor of economics and an energy expert at Stanford
University, said if PG&E’s lines are responsible, there will be a vigorous debate
in front of the PUC about financial liability.

“My guess is that they will say no one expected the winds to be this strong for
that long,” Wolak said. “If the PUC buys their story, then they aren’t liable. But
if the PUC finds they were negligent, then they could have liability and

penalties. If I were PG&E, I’d be very hopeful that I'd done everything the PUC
had told me to do up there.”

SPONSORED CONTENT

Homeowners Born
Before 1985 Are Getting
a Huge Reward

By MorningFinance

If you own a home, you should read this.
Thousands of homeowners did this yesterday,
and banks are furious! Do this now before it's...

Tags: California Wildfires, Environment, Weather, Wildfires
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City of Palo Alto Architectural Review Board Hearing
Verizon “Cluster 1" application (17PLN-00169)

March 15, 2018

Where is the Environmental Impact Report on the 15
cell towers Verizon is applying to install next to
residents’ homes?

Please deny approval to any proposed cell tower for
which Verizon has not provided an Environmental
Impact Report.

Comments by Jyo Nimkar, Palo Alto homeowner, for United Neighbors







Where is the Environmental Impact Report on the 15
cell towers Verizon is applying to install next to
residents’ homes?

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines list 17
environmental factors that must be considered in an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR).

At least four of them are relevant to Verizon's plan to install its ugly,
noisy, home-value-lowering and potentially hazardous equipment
here:

- Aesthetics

- Popuiation/Housing

- Hazards & Hazardous Materials
- Noise

Nothing in CEQA guidelines or the Palo Alto Municipal Code precludes
requiring an EIR for these 15 proposed cell towers.

In December, a federal judge ruled that the City of Rye, New York, did not
violate the Telecommunications Act when it required Crown Castie to
conduct an environmental review under the State Environmental Quality
Review Act of the 64 cell towers Crown Castle is proposing to install next
to residents’ homes there.

To quote the Mayor of Rye, the judge’s order “recognizes the
importance of a diligent review process that includes a review of the
potential environmental impacts of installation of small cells.”







Please deny approval to any proposed cell tower for
which Verizon has not provided an Environmental
Impact Report.

Consider these two excerpts from a report prepared by Verizon's own

engineering consulting firm, Hammett & Edison, with respect to these 15
proposed installations:

“To prevent occupational exposures in excess of the FCC guidelines
... no access within 20 feet directly in front of the antenna and at the

same height ... should be allowed while the [antenna] is in
operation.”

Yet Verizon has applied to install operating cell tower antennas
only a few feet further than that from two story homes,
antennas it proposes to tilt downward by as much as 12
degrees. A rigorous environmental review should be
conducted to make certain this does not represent a health
hazard to these homes’ residents.

“There are reported no other wireless base stations within 100 feet of
the site, and therefore it is presumed that existing RF exposure
levels are well below the FCC limit [bolding added].”

There are numerous macro cell towers providing service to the
area right now—not just Verizon's macro towers, but those of
other wireless companies as well. These towers could be
emitting RF far in excess of FCC limits—equipment does fail—
yet Verizon has not directed Hammett & Edison to take a
baseline measure at each site. An Environmental Impact
Report should be prepared that establishes existing RF
levels at each site.







FEDERAL COURT DISMISSES CROWN CASTLE COMPLAINT AGAINST RYE

Federal Court dismisses Crown Castle NG East LLC’s complaint and finds that the City
properly undertook a SEQRA review of Crown’s request to install dozens of mini cell
tower’s throughout the City.

On Friday December 8, 2017, Judge Briccetti granted the City’s motion to dismiss Crown
Castle’s complaint finding that the City did not violate the Telecommunications Act (“TCA™)
when it rendered a Positive Declaration under the State Environmental Quality Review Act.
According to Mayor Joseph A. Sack, “This Order recognizes the importance of a diligent review
process that includes a review of the potential environmental impacts of installation of small cells.
The City considered varying points of view and to have Judge Briccetti affirm that we have acted
in accordance with federal law is gratifying.”

The City made a positive declaration under SEQRA in April (a determination that required
Crown Castle to conduct an environmental review), and at the same time issued a decision finding
that if SEQRA did not apply to small cells, the City would have denied the application. In part
because Crown Castle chose not to challenge the validity of SEQRA in its Complaint, Judge
Briccetti found that the City's hypothetical denial was not an appealable “decision” under the TCA
— instead, the environmental review must be completed. Briccetti found that there is nothing in
the TCA which pre-empts a local government from undertaking a necessary and thorough review
such as the process that City has insisted on here.

That SEQRA review process is ongoing.

In its complaint, Crown Castle claimed that the City had violated state law as well as fcd:eral
law. Once Judge Bricetti dismissed the federal claims, he found he had no authority to consider
the state law claims and he dismissed those as well.

Mayor Sack also thanked Corporation Counsel Kristen Wilson and outside counsel Joseph
Van Eaton of Best, Best & Krieger for excellent representation in assisting the City to arrive at
this point. It is not known what steps Crown Castle will take in light of the decision. However,
dismissal of the suit does not end the ongoing SEQRA review.

Judge Briccetti’s Opinion and Order, along with all of the related litigation documents, can be
found on the City of Rye’s website at www.ryeny.gov
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Verizon Wireless « Proposed Small Cell (No. 129)
2490 Louis Road » Palo Alto, California

calculated level at the second-floor elevation of the nearest residence, located about 40 feet away* at
897 Marshall Drive, is 0.14% of the applicable public limit.} 1t should be noted that these results include

several “worst-case” assumptions and therefore are expected to overstate actual power density levels
from the proposed operation.

Recommended Mitigation Measures

Due to its mounting location and height, the Verizon antenna would not be accessible to unauthorized
persons, and so no mitigation measures are necessary to comply with the FCC public exposure
guidelines. To prevent occupational exposures in excess of the FCC guidelines, it is recommended that
appropriate RF safety training, to include review of personal monitor use, be provided to all authorized
personnel who have access to the antenna. No access within 20 feet directly in front of the antenna and
at the same height, such as might occur during certain maintenance activities at the top of the pole,
should be allowed while the small cell is in operation, unless other measures can be demonstrated to
ensure that occupational protection requirements are met. It is recommended that an explanatory sign®
be posted at the antenna and/or on the pole below the antenna, readily visible to persons who might need
to work within that distance.

Conclusion

Based on the information and analysis above, it is the undersigned’s professional opinion that operation
of the small cell proposed by Verizon Wireless near 2490 Louis Road in Palo Alto, California, will
comply with the prevailing standards for limiting public exposure to radio frequency energy and,
therefore, will not for this reason cause a significant impact on the environment. The highest calculated
level in publicly accessible areas is much less than the prevailing standards allow for exposures of
unlimited duration. This finding is consistent with measurements of actual exposure conditions taken‘
at other operating small cells, Training authorized personne! and posting explanatory signs are

recommended to establish compliance with occupational exposure limits.

1 Duc to the directionality of the antenna, calculated levels at the ncarest residen.cc are lower. e b

§ Signs should comply with QET-65 color, symbol, and content r_ecommcndat:ons. Con'tact |nt 0 e
provided (e.g., a telephone number) to arrange for access to res}ncled areas. The s?lecuon o anr?mcg e e
engineering matter, and guidance from the landlord, local zoning or health autilmrllg, or ;Fprlj?imies% -
may be required. Signage may also need to comply with the requirements of California Public

General Order No. 95,

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. Q2PN.2
CONSULTING ENGINEERS Page 3 of 4
S5AN FRANCISCO







Verizon Wireless « Proposed Small Cell (No. 129)
2490 Louis Road « Palo Alto, California

wavelength of the frequencies assigned by the FCC for wireless services, the antennas require line-of-
sight paths for their signals to propagate well and so are installed at some height above ground. The
antennas are designed to concentrate their energy toward the horizon, with very little energy wasted
toward the sky or the ground. This means that it is generally not possible for exposure conditions to

approach the maximum permissible exposure limits without being physically in front of the antennas.
Computer Modeling Method

The FCC provides direction for determining compliance in its Office of Engineering and Technology
Bulletin No. 65, “Evaluating Compliance with FCC-Specified Guidelines for Human Exposure to Radio
Frequency Radiation,” dated August 1997. Figure 2 describes the calculation methodologies, re flecting
the facts that a directional antenna’s radiation pattern is not fully formed at locations very close by (the
“near-field” effect) and that at greater distances the power level from an energy source decreases with
the square of the distance from it (the “inverse square law”). The conservative nature of this method for
evaluating exposure conditions has been verified by numerous field tests.

Site and Facility Description

Based upon information provided by Verizon, including drawings by All States Engineering &
Surveying, dated December 15, 2017, it is proposed to install one Amphenol Model
CUUTO070X12Fxyz0 tri-directional antenna, with one direction activated, on top of a new 50-foot
utility pole to replace the existing 43-foot utility pole sited in the public right-of-way on the southwest
side of Louis Road, midblock between Warren Way and Marshall Drive in Palo Alto. The antenna
would employ up to 12° downtilt, would be mounted at an effective height of about 53 feet above
ground, and would be oriented with its principal direction toward 60°T. The maximum effective
radiated power in any direction would be 8,060 watts, representing simultaneous operation at
3,680 watts for AWS, 3,320 watts for PCS, and 1,060 watts for 700 MHz service. There are reported
no other wireless base stations within 100 feet of the site, and therefore it is presumed that existing RF
exposure levels are well below the FCC limit. The additive impact on RF exposure levels from similar

small cells at any distance would not be significant in terms of compliance with that standard.
Study Results

For a person anywhere at ground, the maximum RE exposure level due to the proposed Verizon
operation is calculated to be 0.015 mW/cm2, which is 2.5% of the applicable public exposure limit. The
maximum calculated level at the second-floor elevation of any nearby residence is 4.5% of the public
exposure limit, occurring at the residence at 2493 Louts Road, about 85 feet away.! The maximum

v . - - .
Verizon indicates that a custom version will be provided for ils use.
¥ Distance scaled from Sheet A-1.1 of the drawings.

7= HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. Q2PN.2
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City of Palo Alto Architectural Review Board Hearing
Verizon “Cluster 1" application (17PLN-00169)

March 15, 2018

It is feasible for Verizon to locate its equipment
underground at every one of the sites in this
residential area where it is applying to install a cell
tower.

Please deny approval to any proposed cell tower for
which Verizon’s resubmitted plans do not specify that
all equipment except the antenna 1) will be located
completely underground and 2) will comply with Palo
Alto’s noise ordinances.

Comments by Jeanne Fleming, for United Neighbors







It is feasible for Verizon to locate its equipment
underground at every one of the sites in this
residential area where it is applying to install a cell
tower.

Verizon has failed to make a good faith effort to do as the ARB has
directed, namely, comply with Palo Alto’s ordinances and locate
underground at each site its hundreds of pounds of ugly equipment.

There is not a single site for which Verizon has responded “Yes, we
will do as you directed us to do.”

Why is that? Because vaulted equipment is more expensive to install and
more expensive to maintain than equipment on a pole.

The reasons Verizon puts forth for why it cannot locate its equipment
underground are disingenuous and misleading. In particular:

So what if some of these sites are in areas where flooding could
possibly occur?

- As Verizon acknowledges—and as Jonathan Lait confirmed
here in December—the City of Palo Alto is going to put its
utilities underground at all of these sites. What Palo Alto—
a city with a budget of $662 million—can engineer,
Verizon—a company with revenue well in excess of $700
billion—can surely engineer.

Right now, residents who live in flood risk areas
identical those at these sites have successfully
undergrounded the utilities from poles to their
homes.







It is feasible for Verizon to locate its equipment
underground at every one of the sites in this
residential area where it is applying to install a cell

tower.

Moreover, Verizon acts as though these sites are constantly
being flooded. This is simply not true. Could a 100-year-
storm trigger destructive flooding? Possibly. But is that
more likely to occur than high winds that would topple a
utility pole loaded with hundreds of pounds of equipment it
was not designed to support? Of course not.

Verizon’s own Environmental Assessment Worksheets
document that none of these sites is within a Special
Flood Hazard Area. Not one. (Please see Attachment A.)

No matter where Verizon installs its equipment, periodically
some of that equipment is going to fail and have to be
replaced. Yet Verizon acts as though water in an
underground vault is the only possible threat to its service.
This is absurd. (Please see Attachment B.)

Verizon has declared that, with these new cell towers, it is
providing “essential service,” service that cannot risk
interruption. This too is absurd.

This neighborhood already has cellular service, without
these new cell towers. The proposed installations will not
be providing an essential service, they are simply
intended to support additional high-speed data traffic in
the future.

The capacity to download cute cat videos is not an
essential service.







It is feasible for Verizon to locate its equipment
underground at every one of the sites in this
residential area where it is applying to install a cell
tower

Electricity is an essential service—and this service is
going underground at all of these sites and throughout
Palo Alto.

The bottom line is this: So what if Verizon has to replace some radios
every now and then? That is simply a cost of doing business.
Consider this from the New York Times of March 3, 2018:

“Telecommunications companies — hoping to cash in on what is
predicted to be $250 billion in annual service revenue from 5G

by 2025—are pushing to build the system as quickly and cheaply as
possible.”

- Verizon can afford to replace water-damaged equipment
once in a while.

- And there is no good reason why Verizon should be allowed
to shift the cost to Palo Altans—in the form of lowered
quality of life, lowered home values and increased tax payer
liability—by putting its ugly commercial equipment on poles
right next to residents’ homes.







It is feasible for Verizon to locate its equipment
underground at every one of the sites in this
residential neighborhood where it is applying to
install a cell tower.

So what if there are sidewalks, driveways, handicapped ramps, trees,
existing underground utilities or anything else near a proposed site?

- Verizon can easily vault its equipment 50 feet from the pole,
which is more than enough distance to be able to work
around any impediment. In fact, the 30 feet which is all that
Verizon claims it has is enough to work around any
impediment.

- Using street vaults with drivable covers alone would give
Verizon all the flexibility it needs to accommodate any
impediment near a pole.

Verizon states that it will remove its equipment from utility poles when the
City undergrounds the utilities at these proposed sites. This means one of
three things. Verizon either:

- Knows it can fully underground its own equipment;

- Knows these cell towers are strictly optional when it comes
to providing Verizon service; or

- Knows there are alternate ways to deliver service that work
just as well as installing equipment at these sites.

If Verizon can remove the equipment later and still provide service,
then why must it install the equipment now?







It is feasible for Verizon to locate its equipment
underground at every one of the sites in this
residential neighborhood where it is applying to
install a cell tower.

A final point regarding vaulting: Verizon’s next move after saying it cannot
vault will likely be to say that it cannot vault without employing large, ugly,
intrusive vent stacks. That is not true.

- Minimally intrusive underground vaults—i.e., flush to the
ground with no protruding elements—are in use for existing
cell tower sites in other communities. (Please see
Attachment C.)

- And Verizon has submitted plans to other municipalities for
minimally intrusive underground vaults for cell tower sites.
(Please see Attachment D.)

The truth is, Verizon can easily do everything the
Architectural Review Board has directed it to do. It
just doesn’t want to go to the expense.

Please deny approval to any proposed cell tower for
which Verizon’s resubmitted plans do not specify that
all equipment except the antenna 1) will be located
completely underground and 2) will comply with Palo
Alto’s noise ordinances.







Sophisticated cities all over California—including, in
the Bay Area, Piedmont, Hillsborough, Millbrae, San
Mateo, Santa Rosa, Petaluma and, as of March 13,
2018, Fremont—are successfully fighting back against
Big Telecom’s push to install tens of thousands of
cheap-for-them, ugly, noisy, potentially hazardous cell
towers in residential neighborhoods.

United Neighbors also will be commenting on:

1. The economics of neighborhood cell towers favors
Verizon at our expense. (a letter from Stanford
economist James Van Horne):

Sites such as those Verizon is proposing here are dirt
cheap for them, but saddle municipalities with liability
and homeowners with decreased home values.
Moreover, there is no accommodation to Palo Alto's
noise and aesthetics’ ordinances that Verizon cannot
afford to make.

2. An Environmental Review of these sites should be
conducted. (Jyo Nimkar):

The Planning Department, after remaining silent for
months, two weeks ago announced that it will not be
asking Verizon to pay for Environmental Impact
Reports for any of the proposed cell towers. But that
is irresponsible, and Jyo will explain why.







United Neighbors will also be commenting on:

3. The Kwan/Shuiji residence at 2409 Louis Road is a
case in point for why Verizon’s refusal to locate its ugly,
noisy, bulky equipment underground violates Palo Alto’s
ordinances. (Herc Kwan and Kaori Shuiji)

4. There is no significant gap in Verizon’s service. (Jerry
Fan):

And we can prove it.

But first, here is a question for Mr. Allbritton and the
folks from Verizon and Vinculums who have assured
us that there is a significant gap in coverage in our
town that right now requires over 100 cell towers be
installed next to our homes:

Where are the signs on the two Verizon stores in
Palo Alfo that say “Sorry, we can’t offer you an
account. Our service in Palo Alto has significant
gaps.” (Please see Attachment E.)







Attachment A

Verizon submitted an Environmentai Assessment
Worksheet for each proposed cell tower site. Each
Worksheet was signed by Mary Diesch of Vinculums,
Verizon's contractor, and dated 12/15/17.

Each Worksheet included the question: “Is this site within
a special flood hazard area?” (Question 40)

Here is Verizon’s answer for each of the sites at which the
company is now claiming it cannot locate its equipment
underground because of the risk of flooding:

Address of site:
2409 Louis Road
2802 Louis Road
891 Elbridge Way
925 Loma Verde
3409 Kenneth Drive

836 Colorado Avenue

Verizon’s Answer to Question 40:
“Is this site within a special flood
hazard area?”

NO

NO
NO

NO

NO

NO
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A‘\' tachment C

Underground vaults routinely use ventilation grates flush with
the surface. There is no need for the highly intrusive vent stacks

Existing cell tower underground vault at
the corner of PV Drive East and Calle
Aveventura in RPV, No vent stacks

Existing cell tower underground vault at
the corner of Highridge Road and :
Ridgegate Road in RPV. No vent stacks g LT
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Artachment D

Crown Castle proposed underground vaults without vent stacks in a large
Santa Barbara County deployment using comparable equipment

Flush mounted vent grates (ground level)
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Council emails 3/15/18-3/22/18
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 1:54:35 PM
Attachments: 3.15.18-3.22.18.pdf

Yolanda M. Cervantes

Administrative Assistant

Planning & Community Environment

City of Palo Alto

250 Hamilton Ave

Palo Alto, CA 94301

Main Line: 650.329.2441| Direct Line: 650.329.2404

Yolanda.cervantes@cityofpaloalto.org



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

mailto:Yolanda.cervantes@cityofpaloalto.org



From: Tina Chow

To: Filseth, Eric (external)

Cc: Council, City

Subject: Re: Don"t change the existing Wireless ordinance
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 11:16:38 AM

Hi Eric,

Yes, | have. It doesn’t make sense to me to allow the Director to have the option to bypass
ARB and PTC review of these cell towers. The wireless companies are bombarding the city
with poorly thought-out proposals and if anything, we need to have _more_ careful review and
planning. Many other California cities are passing stricter ordinances for wireless installations
and we should be just as careful. The City of Palo Alto owes it to its residents to maintain
neighbhorhoods which meet noise, aesthetic, and health/safety standards and to maintain the
property value of homes.

Thank you for considering this.

-Tina Chow
Barron Park resident
Professor of Civil and Environmental Engineering, UC Berkeley

On Mar 19, 2018, at 8:58 AM, efilseth@gmail.com wrote:
Hi Tina,
Thank you for your email. May | ask if you have read the ordinance yourself?

Rgeards, Eric

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.

From: Tina Chow
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 8:44 AM

To: City.Council@cityofpaloalto.org

Subject: Don't change the existing Wireless ordinance
Dear City Council,

| strongly urge you to vote against changing the wireless ordinance in Palo
Alto. We're counting on you to protect the residents of Palo Alto against
the invasion of unnecessarily ugly, noisy, bulky and hazardous cell towers
that Verizon and others are currently proposing.

Thank you,
Tina Chow
(Barron Park)




mailto:chow_tina@yahoo.com
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From: Tina Chow

To: Council, Cit;
Subject: Don"t change the existing Wireless ordinance
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 8:44:12 AM

Dear City Council,

| strongly urge you to vote against changing the wireless ordinance in Palo Alto.
We're counting on you to protect the residents of Palo Alto against the invasion of
unnecessarily ugly, noisy, bulky and hazardous cell towers that Verizon and others

are currently proposing.

Thank you,
Tina Chow
(Barron Park)
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From: Annette Fazzino
To: Council, City; Clerk, City

Cc: Jeanne Fleming
Subject: Vote "NO" on changes to wireless ordinance
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 8:41:02 AM

Dear Honorable Mayor Kniss and Members of the City Council:

Asyou know from previous emailsto you, | am vehemently opposed to the aesthetically ugly,
noisy, radiation-emitting cell towersin our neighborhoods. However, here we are, monthsin
to this debate and | am left scratching my head. Why isn't the city staff opposed? Why are they
doing so much to skirt thisissue? If | were a conspiracy theorist, | would greatly suspect that
someone (or several people) are manipulating this for hig’her/their own agenda. | am not that
conspiracy theorist quite yet.

And yet...why is Staff attempting to change the wireless ordinance so that an ARB hearing
would not be required to review and approve/deny the cell towers? In just 2015, the City
Attorney said that the current ordinance would require ARB review. Hmmm. This doesn't pass
the "smell test" when Staff knows that so very many of us oppose these towers.

Palo Alto has a history of leadership. But right now, so many other communities are taking the
lead--rejecting these types of towersin their neighborhoods. Fremont, Hillsborough, and Santa
Rosa are now added to the list. Why aren't we ahead of this? Is someone/some people
receiving some sort of benefit from littering our residential neighborhoods with the towers?

Please, council. Vote "NO" on the changes that Staff is seeking to make in the City's wireless
ordinance. It isthe right thing to do.

Yourstruly,

Annette Evans Fazzino




mailto:annette.fazzino@gmail.com
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From: Wen Xu

To: Architectural Review Board

Cc: Council, City; Clerk, City

Subject: Verizon cell tower?!

Date: Saturday, March 17, 2018 8:19:29 PM
Hello,

I'm a Palo Alto resident and a tax-payer, who very much appreciate this well-cared-for town and
neighborhood. | recently learned about a proposal by Verizon to construct cell towers in residential
neighborhoods of Palo Alto. Please do not approve the proposal without a) asking Verizon to have all the
equipment except the antenna to be located completely underground and b) comply with Palo Alto’s noise

ordinances.

We, at Silicon Valley, should set a high standard when it comes to evaluating construction project of such
nature and scale. The rest of the state and country look up to silicon valley leaders to adopt advanced
technologies and push for a safer, better living environment (not the other way around).

| appreciate your reading this email and give sincere considerations.

Wen
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From: Gitelman, Hillary

To: Miriam Sedman; Council, City

Cc: Clerk, City; Architectural Review Board

Subject: RE: Don"t change the existing Wireless ordinance
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 2:50:59 PM

Ms. Sedman,

Thanks for providing this comment regarding the item on Monday’s City Council agenda. In advance
of the meeting, | wanted to clarify the proposed ordinance and correct what is clearly a
misunderstanding about its intent and effect. Here are some quick points of clarification —we can
offer more at Monday’s meeting:

The City’s 2015 wireless ordinance (adopted to ensure the City can comply with a federal
ruling concerning processing time limits for these applications) established three tiers of
projects and gave the Director of Planning and Community Environment (the “Director”)
decision making authority, subject to appeal to the City Council. The ordinance requires that
Tier 3 projects conform with Architectural Review and Conditional Use Permit (CUP)
findings. In Palo Alto, these findings are made by the Director, often but not always with the
advice of the Architectural Review Board (ARB) and/or the Planning & Transportation
Commission (PTC). The 2015 ordinance did not explicitly provide for review by the ARB or
the PTC before the Director’s decision.

Since 2015, the City has asserted (to Verizon and other applicants) that the Director has the
authority to consult with the ARB and/or the PTC via a public hearing process even though
this is not explicit in the code. The ordinance proposed on Monday would make this
explicit. The proposed ordinance would not change the findings that need to be made or
the City’s current practice (of involving the ARB).

The 2015 ordinance provides two possible routes for appeal of the Director’s decision on
these types of applications: one that goes to the ARB and then the Council, and one that
goes to the PTC and then the Council. The ordinance proposed on Monday would simplify
the appeal process by routing the Director’s decision straight to the City Council on appeal.
Staff strongly recommends this process to make sure we can meet the federally imposed
time limits.

I hope this short explanation is helpful. To reiterate, we are not proposing any change to the
findings, we are seeking to affirm the ARB/PTC role in the process, and we hope to elevate appeals
directly to the City Council.

Regards,

Hillary
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pA LO Please think of the environment before printing this email — Thank you!

ALTO

From: Miriam Sedman [mailto:msedman@pacbell.net]
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2018 10:45 PM

To: Council, City

Cc: Clerk, City; Architectural Review Board

Subject: Don't change the existing Wireless ordinance

Dear City Council Members,

| urge you, on behalf of Palo Alto residents, to vote against changing the Wireless ordinance.
Asthe City Attorney wrote to City Council in her 4/29/15 report regarding what is now the
existing ordinance, this ordinance requires—and “require’ is her word—that no new or
collocated cell towers may be installed in Palo Alto without both an architectural review and
conditional use permit findings. Y et now Senior Staff are recommending you allow the
Director of Planning, if she so chooses, to bypass ARB and PTC review of these cell towers.

Thefact is, now more than ever, both an architectural review and conditional use permit
findings are necessary to protect residents. On a case-by-case basisit is absolutely necessary
for the city to review requests to place cell phone towersin residential neighborhoods.

For example, asign proposing a Verizon cell phone tower has appeared in the Triple El
neighborhood and it makes no sense to install a cell phone tower in this neighborhood for the
following reasons.

The proposed location is central to homes where children, elderly and retirees are at
home 24 hours aday and will be exposed to high levels of radiation (lots of data on this!)

Verizon is optimizing their plan for ease of access and NOT to minimize exposure of
radiation to citizens (Thisisjust wrong).

Our neighborhood has good Verizon coverage right now. Even the Verizon maps show
that we are in good shape.

The houses in the triple El neighborhood that have poles and wires already bear the
burden of additional radiation and maintenance for the neighborhood; let alone that the poles
and wires are unsightly. Why penalize the same homeowners for phones?

There are just awhole lot better placesto put these poles e.g. NOT in the middle of
densely populated neighborhoods.

It is essential that you continue to protect the safety of Palo Alto residents and push back on
utility companies who's primary concern is profit and who are not concerned with public
safety or neighborhood well being.

Regards,
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From: Sherryl Casella

To: Council, Cit;
Subject: Don"t let cell companies get away with ugly boxes in our neighborhoods
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 11:45:42 AM

Please help preserve this lovely city!

Now we hear that the Planning Department and the City Attorney are seeking
changes to Palo Alto’s Wireless ordinance, making it easier for them to build these
ugly, intrusive boxes ABOVE GROUND.

Please vote against changing the ordinance.

Sincerely,
Sherryl Casella
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From: Bala Meduri

To: Council, City; Clerk, City; Architectural Review Board
Subject: | oppose the installation of 93 cell towers proposed by Verizon
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 6:31:58 AM

Dear City Council of Palo Alto

I, Meduri BalaMurali K, resident of Palo Alto, CA writing this email to oppose the installation
of 93 cell towers proposed by City of Palo Alto.

Thanks
Bala
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From: Mary Dimit

To: Architectural Review Board; Council, City
Cc: Clerk, City

Subject: Cell towers in residential neighborhoods
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:24:09 AM

Tothe ARB & City Council:

We request that you deny approval to the Verizon's cell towers as proposed. Verizon's
proposed actions to install these cell towers would adversely affect the quality of lifein our
residential neighborhoods.

o Pleaserequirethat all cell tower equipment except the antennas be located compl etely
underground and also comply with our local noise ordinances.
 |n addition, locate any installations as far away from any residences as possible.

We do not want more boxes of large noisy and unsightly commercial equipment in our
residential neighborhoods than we already have -- telephone & cable installations are currently
located in above-ground boxes in the immediate blocks around us.

Thank you,

Mary Dimit

President, VCA HOA Board

University Ave. between Fulton & Guinda Streets
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From: Jerry Fan

To: Architectural Review Board

Cc: Clerk, City; Council, City

Subject: Please do not approve latest proposal by Verizon
Date: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 11:30:36 PM

To ARB,

Please do not approve Verizon's cell towers unless all the equipment, except the antenna, are
undergrounded and does not violate our noise ordinances.

They're making excuses for not doing so by saying Palo Alto is in the flood zone for a once in a 500 year
chance of flood - and it's is ridiculous. If ARB think it's a valid reason, we shouldn't have any electrical
equipment on poles - esp when a flood can topple the poles and cause fires to surrounding trees and
home.

Jerry Fan
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From: Architectural Review Board

To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@amail.com); Baltay. Peter; Gooyer, Robert; Furth, Wynne
Cc: Atkinson, Rebecca; French, Amy

Subject: FW: Cell towers in residential neighborhoods

Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:21:29 PM

From: Mary Dimit [mailto:marydimit@mindspring.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:21 AM

To: Architectural Review Board; Council, City

Cc: Clerk, City

Subject: Cell towers in residential neighborhoods

To the ARB & City Council:

We request that you deny approval to the Verizon's cell towers as proposed. Verizon's
proposed actions to install these cell towers would adversely affect the quality of life in our
residential neighborhoods.

 Please require that all cell tower equipment except the antennas be located completely
underground and also comply with our local noise ordinances.
« In addition, locate any installations as far away from any residences as possible.
We do not want more boxes of large noisy and unsightly commercial equipment in our
residential neighborhoods than we already have -- telephone & cable installations are currently
located in above-ground boxes in the immediate blocks around us.

Thank you,

Mary Dimit

President, VCA HOA Board

University Ave. between Fulton & Guinda Streets
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From: Architectural Review Board

To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@amail.com); Baltay. Peter; Gooyer, Robert; Furth, Wynne
Cc: Atkinson, Rebecca; French, Amy

Subject: FW: I oppose the installation of 93 cell towers proposed by Verizon

Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:21:45 PM

From: Bala Meduri [mailto:bamrutha@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 6:00 AM

To: Council, City; Clerk, City; Architectural Review Board

Subject: | oppose the installation of 93 cell towers proposed by Verizon

Dear City Council of Palo Alto

I, Meduri BalaMurali K, resident of Palo Alto, CA writing this email to oppose the installation
of 93 cell towers proposed by City of Palo Alto.

Thanks
Bala
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From: Architectural Review Board

To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@amail.com); Baltay. Peter; Gooyer, Robert; Furth, Wynne
Cc: Atkinson, Rebecca; French, Amy

Subject: FW: Looking to support Verizon"s expansion plans unencumbered

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:57:42 AM

From: twhitnah@gmail.com [mailto:twhitnah@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Tom Whitnah
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2018 10:50 PM

To: Clerk, City; Architectural Review Board

Subject: Looking to support Verizon's expansion plans unencumbered

Hi,

I'm a homeowner in the Duveneck neighborhood and a Verizon customer and just wanted to
email my support of Verizon expanding coverage without any more encumbrances than
necessary. I've lived in the area for 18 years and always been shocked at how bad cell phone
coverage is in a city at the heart of Silicon Valley. With Sprint, Cingular, AT&T and Verizon,
Palo Alto has always had far more dead zones than surrounding cities and upon moving here, |
came to understand (or at least assume) it was because there's a lot more resistance to cell
phone towers due to concerns about aesthetics, "harmful” radiation and | noise.

I got an email from neighbors suggesting we email city hall to fight these towers and instead
would like to be one more voice to say "Yes, In My Neighborhood". I'd be happy to a few
more trees with towers if it meant not being stuck with one bar.

I guess the meeting was last night, but hopefully my two cents can still be thrown into the jar of
opinions.

Thanks,
Tom
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From: Architectural Review Board

To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@amail.com); Baltay. Peter; Gooyer, Robert; Furth, Wynne
Cc: Atkinson, Rebecca; French, Amy

Subject: FW: Please do not approve latest proposal by Verizon

Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:21:13 PM

From: Jerry Fan [mailto:jerry.fan@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 11:30 PM

To: Architectural Review Board

Cc: Clerk, City; Council, City

Subject: Please do not approve latest proposal by Verizon

To ARB,

Please do not approve Verizon’s cell towers unless all the equipment, except the antenna, are
undergrounded and does not violate our noise ordinances.

They're making excuses for not doing so by saying Palo Alto is in the flood zone for a once in a 500
year chance of flood - and it's is ridiculous. If ARB think it's a valid reason, we shouldn't have any
electrical equipment on poles - esp when a flood can topple the poles and cause fires to surrounding
trees and home.

Jerry Fan
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From: Architectural Review Board

To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@amail.com); Baltay. Peter; Gooyer, Robert; Furth, Wynne
Cc: Atkinson, Rebecca; French, Amy

Subject: FW: Request to.deny approval to Verizon

Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 1:20:55 PM

From: Jyotsna Nimkar [mailto:jnimkar@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 8:06 PM

To: Architectural Review Board

Cc: Council, City; Clerk, City

Subject: Request to.deny approval to Verizon

Dear ARB,

I urge you to deny approval to Verizon's request unless all their battery and adjunct equipment
is undergrounded and does not create visual or sound pollution in our neighborhoods.

Thank you,

Jyotsna Nimkar
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From: Architectural Review Board

To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@amail.com); Baltay. Peter; Gooyer, Robert; Furth, Wynne
Cc: Atkinson, Rebecca; French, Amy

Subject: FW: Verizon cell tower?!

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:59:47 AM

From: Wen Xu [mailto:wendy_xu2lcn@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 17, 2018 8:19 PM

To: Architectural Review Board

Cc: Council, City; Clerk, City

Subject: Verizon cell tower?!

Hello,

I'm a Palo Alto resident and a tax-payer, who very much appreciate this well-cared-for town and
neighborhood. | recently learned about a proposal by Verizon to construct cell towers in residential
neighborhoods of Palo Alto. Please do not approve the proposal without a) asking Verizon to have all the
equipment except the antenna to be located completely underground and b) comply with Palo Alto’s noise
ordinances.

We, at Silicon Valley, should set a high standard when it comes to evaluating construction project of such
nature and scale. The rest of the state and country look up to silicon valley leaders to adopt advanced
technologies and push for a safer, better living environment (not the other way around).

| appreciate your reading this email and give sincere considerations.

Wen
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From: celia chow

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Fee for Appeals

Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 3:14:10 PM
Hi Rebecca,

Would you mind to get back to me quickly about the appeal fees, is it per site or per cluster?

Thanks!
Celia
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: “Art Liberman"

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:29:00 AM

Attachments: 17PLN-00170 Cluster 2 Resubmittal Locations 10-02-17.pdf

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest list of node locations for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:28 AM

To: 'Art Liberman'

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Project Description

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest project description for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:26 AM
To: 'Art Liberman'

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170

Dear Art Liberman,
Thank you for your email, very much appreciated.

| apologize that incorrect documents were uploaded to the project webpage and admin staff is in the process of correcting that. Specifically, it appears that the project description
and initial node locations were named correctly but the wrong file was uploaded for 17PLN-00170. If it helps, the project plans for 17PLN-00170 were correctly uploaded and it is
possible to see a vicinity map on the cover page of the plans for an overview of proposed locations.

I am not sure of the file size limit for yahoo email addresses, so I'll send you the project description and node location list for 17PLN-00170 under separate email covers as follow-ons
to this one.

I would also like to point you to our online interface with our application and permit tracking system (https: loalto.buildin .com/planning). You can find many documents
pertaining to applications beyond the basics that are on the project webpages. All of the wireless in the right-of-way applications are listed under the placeholder address of “250
Hamilton,” including 17PLN-00170. You can see in the sidebar on the right when an application came in, when materials were resubmitted, and dates for when an ARB meeting is
scheduled. You can click on the green “More details” button and this zooms you into where you can view/download application materials under the “Record Info” Attachments
hyperlinks. I've included example screenshots below.

Regards,

Rebecca
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Cluster 2 containsten (10) proposed small cell nodes.

List of Cluster 2 Nodes

Adjacent
CPAU
. . 1A Verified APN
Node Adjacent Address | Pole Type | Config Pc;le Adjacent APN Zoning
Class
SEPALOALTO 100 | 404 EL CAMINO Wood | - fig3 | 1656 | 13246090 R-1
wy Utility
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 101 4193 WILKIE WAY Utility Config3 | 1608 13245049 R-1
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 102 4010 VILLA VERA Utility Config3 | 0197 13723056 PC-2390
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 103 | 3715 STARRKING CL Utility Config3 | 2305 13230009 R-1
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 104 | 4206 SUZANNE DR Utility Config3 | 0002 16707018 R-1
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 153 | 3715 WHITSELL AVE Utility Config1l | 0302 13711001 R-1
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 154 785 BARRON AVE Utility Config3 | 0238 13713022 R-1
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 155 | 792 LOS ROBLES AVE Utility Config3 | 0112 13713113 R-1
Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 157 3993 LAGUNA AVE Utility Config3 | 0523 13714012 R-1
180 EL CAMINO Wood .
SF PALO ALTO 163 REAL Utility Config3 | 6884 14201009 CcC

Cluster 2 Resubmittal 10-02-17
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Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: Incorrect list of

Good morning Rebecca -
In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document
This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell

phone antennas.
City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal

called Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When | click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/fileban ment; 11

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood, and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Arthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive



mailto:rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

http://199.33.32.49/ParcelReports/

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/paloalto_ca/paloaltomunicipalcode?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:paloalto_ca

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/depts/pln/current/

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning

mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/verizon_small_cell_nodes/default.asp

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=4000&TargetID=319

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611




From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: “Art Liberman"

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Project Description

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:27:00 AM

Attachments: 17PLN-00170 Cluster 2 ittal Proiect Description 10-02-17.ndf

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest project description for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:26 AM
To: 'Art Liberman'

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170

Dear Art Liberman,
Thank you for your email, very much appreciated.

| apologize that incorrect documents were uploaded to the project webpage and admin staff is in the process of correcting that. Specifically, it appears that the project description
and initial node locations were named correctly but the wrong file was uploaded for 17PLN-00170. If it helps, the project plans for 17PLN-00170 were correctly uploaded and it is
possible to see a vicinity map on the cover page of the plans for an overview of proposed locations.

I am not sure of the file size limit for yahoo email addresses, so I'll send you the project description and node location list for 17PLN-00170 under separate email covers as follow-ons
to this one.

| would also like to point you to our online interface with our application and permit tracking system (https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning). You can find many documents
pertaining to applications beyond the basics that are on the project webpages. All of the wireless in the right-of-way applications are listed under the placeholder address of “250
Hamilton,” including 17PLN-00170. You can see in the sidebar on the right when an application came in, when materials were resubmitted, and dates for when an ARB meeting is
scheduled. You can click on the green “More details” button and this zooms you into where you can view/download application materials under the “Record Info” Attachments
hyperlinks. I've included example screenshots below.

Regards,

Rebecca
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Verizon Wireless — Project Description
Cluster 2
September 25, 2017

Verizon Wireless is seeking approval for the design of proposed small cell attachments to wood poles
owned and operated by the City of Palo Alto Utilities (CPAU). A brief overview is provided of Verizon
Wireless’ citywide efforts to provide more robust wireless service to the City of Palo Alto through the
colocation of small cells on existing city-owned utility poles and streetlights located in the public Right-
of-Way. Small cells are currently proposed in three (3) configurations that are dependent on whether
emergency battery backup is needed at a location, as well as the design opportunities and constraints of
specific pole locations.

This application for Architectural Review encompasses the second “cluster” or grouping of small cells
and contains ten (10) proposed nodes, nine (9) of which are located in the Barron Park neighborhood.
An additional small cell, proposed to provide service in the area of Stanford Shopping Center is also part
of this application. Verizon Wireless sent notices to owners and occupants within over six hundred feet
(600') for an April 26, 2017 community meeting, held at the Palo Alto Art Center. Community feedback
was obtained and incorporated into the project prior to application submittal.

The proposed project meets the requirements of PAMC 18.42.110 regarding Wireless Communication
Facilities and supports the goals of Palo Alto Comprehensive Plan, including Goal B-3 for Palo Alto to
service as a Regional Shopping, Services and Employment Center. Reliable wireless service is a critical
aspect of the city’s infrastructure and these state of the art installations will provide essential
communication capability for the citizens of Palo Alto, as well as emergency services for years to come.

Project Overview

Verizon Wireless has entered a Master License Agreement (“MLA”) with the City of Palo Alto allowing
the attachment of antennas and other equipment (“small cells”) on city owned poles in the public Right-
of-Way. Based on the need to provide network coverage and capacity, Verizon Wireless Radio engineers
identify locations throughout the city that require service. Ninety-three (93) such wireless
communication facility (“WCF”) installations are currently planned to be co-located on wood utility poles
and metal streetlights. Approximately seventy-nine (79) of these small cells are proposed to be co-
located on existing wood utility poles; fourteen (14) small cells are proposed to be installed on existing
city streetlights. As such, no streetlight attachments are part of this application. These proposed small
cells will provide the City of Palo Alto much needed improvements in network capacity and coverage.

The proposal for a small cell network in Palo Alto is consistent with the goals of the comprehensive plan
to contribute to economic vitality in the area. The proposed antenna node will provide additional
network capacity and enhanced wireless communications services, which will benefit the public health,
safety, convenience and welfare. The proposed antenna and equipment will be attached to existing
wood utility poles in the public Right-of-Way. The equipment will blend in with the existing utility
services to provide essential public infrastructure to the City of Palo Alto.

The proposed small cells are an extension of existing utility service and will not conflict with adjacent

uses or impede the normal use and development of surrounding properties. The public will be served
with enhanced wireless communications services and additional network capacity.
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Community Need for Small Cells

The unprecedented current and future demand for wireless service requires the densification of existing
cellular networks. As a result, wireless communication facilities are diminishing in height and being
located closer to the user to meet both daily needs and provide essential coverage for emergency
personnel. While terrain is relatively flat, the dense foliage of the tree canopy combined with difficulty
in permitting macro wireless communication facilities presents unique challenges in the provision of
wireless service to the City of Palo Alto. Verizon Wireless must increase both coverage and capacity
throughout the city to meet current and future customer demand. Attachment A — Coverage Maps
contains coverage maps that depict this need in the city. As the map demonstrates, there are significant
gaps in the coverage area where Verizon Wireless has proposed the ten (10) Cluster 2 small cells.

Small Cells are the least visually intrusive method to provide the City of Palo Alto the required capacity
and coverage. The miniaturization of the equipment used for cellular communications allows for these
small cells to be located on existing infrastructure, reducing the need for new WCF structures and
minimizing visual impact to the surrounding community. Additionally, these small cells can be located in
areas where traditional “macro” wireless communication facilities cannot be located, so that essential
communication services can be provided to critical areas all while co-locating on existing infrastructure.
Furthermore, the addition of these small cells will both meet the current coverage and capacity needs,
as well as provide the road map to future technologies for the next generation of wireless capability to
the community in Palo Alto.

Pole Selection / Alternative Site Analysis

Based on the need to provide network coverage and capacity, Verizon Wireless Radio Frequency
engineers identify target locations or “nodes” throughout the city to improve and optimize network
performance. Each proposed node is then visited by a team to identify existing city-owned structures
available for attachment within the target engineering area. During this fielding walk, guidelines are
applied by City of Palo Alto Utilities Engineering, as well as Verizon Wireless Engineering, Real Estate and
Construction to determine the most suitable pole, subsequently identified as the “primary” location.
Additional poles within the coverage area are designated as either viable alternatives or eliminated for
the various reasons outlined in the Alternative Site Analysis for each node (Attachment D). The criteria
used to select a pole in a given area have been compiled into the Small Cell Siting Guidelines
(Attachment B).

As mentioned above, the first step when a location is identified by Engineering, is to visit the area and
assess suitable structures for attachment. In some cases, there may be an existing WCF located on a
utility pole in the area. While it may appear to make sense to collocate on the same pole as an existing
W(CEF, this is not feasible for many reasons. First, Right-of-Way poles are small and can only support
limited equipment. Placing additional equipment on a pole will very likely exceed the structural limits of
the pole. Additionally, per CPUC General Order 95, a small cell is required to be attached to the pole in a
way that preserves climbing space, defined as a quadrant (90-degree section) on the pole, and
collocation would not allow for clear climbing space. Additionally, interference can present a problem in
locating different carriers’ equipment on the same structure. Some carrier antennas and frequencies
used need significant separation to avoid interference and most Right-of-Way poles don’t have enough
space to allow for this separation. Additionally, we strive to provide the most seamless aesthetic design
possible. Having multiple carriers on a pole means more antennas and more equipment boxes on the
pole. For these reasons, Verizon Wireless has not proposed collocation on an existing WCF.
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Beyond the Engineering Criteria, pole selection is based on a thoughtful consideration of the

surrounding environment in which the proposed small cell is located. Poles with existing favorable site
features such as landscaping and tree foliage are prioritized to provide natural screening to reduce the
visual impact of small cell attachments. Wherever possible, poles are selected to reduce the impact on
views from streets as well as adjacent residences. Site selection was further constrained to avoid poles
located in private residential easements (e.g. backyards) and close proximity to second story windows.

Because small cells provide service over a small area, approximately six hundred (600) to twelve
hundred (1200) feet, there is less flexibility in how far they can be moved from a defined engineering
target. As a result, there are a limited number of existing structures, i.e. existing wood utility poles or
streetlights that will meet the required engineering objective for any given small cell node.

In Attachment D — Node Level Small Cell Project Descriptions, Verizon Wireless has demonstrated some
of the opportunities and constraints that determine which pole has been selected for each proposed
small cell node. For each node, a map of poles located near the engineering target has been provided,
along with a detailed table outlining the reasons why the alternate poles were not feasible.

As those alternative site analyses demonstrate, many seemingly suitable poles must be eliminated for
engineering or other reasons. In fact, as these examples demonstrate, there is quite often only one
suitable pole for a small cell within a designated coverage area.

Siting Guidelines

Our team has drafted a list of criteria and constraints used in selecting a pole, presented in Attachment
B — Siting Guidelines. Small cells differ from traditional “macro” cells in that their miniature quality
dictates that they cover only a very small area and therefore can only move a short distance (measured
in feet) within an identified area of need. In selecting a specific pole to serve an area, Verizon Wireless
performs a thorough analysis of the existing infrastructure utilizing the to determine the most
appropriate location.

The standards contained in the Small Cell Siting Guidelines working document have been developed by
compiling the criteria and constraints of various regulating agencies. In siting small cells, Verizon
Wireless is required to adhere to the standards of the California Public Utilities Commission (General
Order 95 Requirements, Rule 94); the engineering and real estate requirements of property owner City
of Palo Alto Utilities (CPAU); Development Standards for wireless communication facility (WCF) locations
from PAMC §18.42.110(i); and the Architectural Review Findings of PAMC §18.76.020. Criteria have
been further adjusted as city staff from Planning, Urban Forestry, CPAU, and the Art Department have
all made time to attend site walks with Verizon Wireless real estate, engineering and construction teams
in their fielding efforts. Additionally, previous small cell and DAS installations in the City of Palo Alto
were analyzed to consider previous findings and recommendations by staff, the public and reviewing
bodies.

Small Cell Node Design Requirements

Verizon Wireless has engineered these small cells utilizing the most streamlined equipment currently
available to meet the capacity and coverage requirements. For each small cell, Verizon Wireless network
engineering requires one (1) antenna, three (3) radios, one (1) small electrical disconnect box, in some
cases a battery backup unit located either on the pole or on the ground adjacent to the pole, and
associated conduit for RF and electrical cabling. Details of the three various configurations of the
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required equipment are depicted in Attachment C — Proposed Configurations. Further specifications of
each piece of equipment are outlined on the detail pages (D-1 through D-3) of the site plans.

Much of the design for the pole-mounted equipment has been dictated by regulatory agencies, such as
the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). It would be impossible within the scope of this
document to cover the breadth, but in its General Order 95, the CPUC outlines a set of standards for
utility pole attachments meant to ensure safety for the public, workers and equipment. To maintain the
required clearance from power distribution, the antenna is mounted “above conductor” on a GO95
approved seven-foot (7') pole-top bayonet mount. If the antenna were to be mounted below conductor,
then a two-foot (2’) offset from the pole would be required. Arrangement of the radios and associated
equipment along the length of the pole is also fairly constrained. All pole mounted equipment must be
located a minimum seven-foot (7') clearance from the ground; in this case CPAU requires a minimum of
eight (8) feet. The required minimum four-inch (4") horizontal offset from the pole is maintained using a
sled-style mount. Radios and associated equipment are attached to this mount as flush as is physically
possible, given existing pole conditions, and in no case, is the distance greater than twelve inches (12").
This equipment must also be arranged on the pole in a manner that will preserve clear climbing space
(90-degree quadrant), ensuring that utility workers have safe and reliable access to poles. Required
small cell equipment specifications further constrain the way equipment can be attached. For example,
the coaxial cable used to connect radios to the antenna must maintain a minimum bend radius of six
inches (6"); anything less would cause damage to the cable compromising the performance of
equipment.

To further its commitment to provide essential communications during a disaster resulting in loss of
power, Verizon Wireless has proposed four (4) hours of battery backup on the most critical small cell
nodes. Battery backup will provide essential network coverage for First Responders and users should
power be lost. The City of Palo Alto Emergency Management Services uses the Verizon Wireless network
for their cellular communication. Verizon Wireless Engineering has a strong preference to have
emergency battery back up on all nodes in Cluster 2. However, Verizon Wireless recognizes the
increased visual effect of additional batteries and to reduce that impact, has selected only the most
essential locations. The batteries are contained in either one (1) ground mount battery cabinet or one
(1) pole mount with an additional disconnect, and the additional associated cabling.

The equipment essential to a small cell has been arranged into the three (3) proposed configurations,
with selection dependent on the engineering requirements of the particular small cell, as well as the
constraints of a particular pole location. CPAU requires above conductor mounting of antennas, so they
are always mounted on the pole top, creating a more streamlined appearance than a side-mount in the
middle of the pole. If space exists on the pole, then radios are arranged vertically and as close as
possible to the pole to minimize their appearance. For each node, a shade of brown has been selected
to blend with the color of the existing utility pole. Conduits for fiber and power will also be painted the
same shade of brown to blend with the existing pole. If the location is suitable for a ground box, then
that is the preferred method of providing critical battery backup where it is required by engineering
(Configuration #1). The three (3) radios are then arranged vertically up the pole. If emergency battery
backup is required, but the pole location is not suitable for a ground based cabinet, then the battery unit
is placed on the pole. In this case, the three (3) radios must be arranged horizontally to make space for
the pole mounted battery unit (Configuration #2). Each small cell is served by both fiber and electrical
power; in most cases, this is accomplished via an aerial drop on the pole.

Many of the design criteria for a small cell relate to safety and reducing visual blight. Because all pole
mounted equipment must maintain a minimum mounting height of eight (8) feet, the public will not
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have access to the equipment, which will prevent vandalism and graffiti. In the case of ground mounted
equipment cabinets, they are located a minimum of five (5) feet from the pole. Periodic maintenance (1-
2 times per year) is performed by Verizon Wireless technical staff. If maintenance is required, the
Network Operations Center (NOC) contact information is located on the signage for each node.

PAMC Section 18.42.110(d)(8) requires that “For Tier 3 WCF Permits, the plans shall include a scaled
depiction of the maximum permitted increase in the physical dimensions of the proposed project that
would be permitted by the Spectrum Act, using the proposed project as a baseline.” For reasons set for
in Attachment J, this is not feasible. Verizon Wireless is proposing all of the required equipment for
these small cells.

No lighting or additional lighting is proposed for this project.

This project originally conceived with emergency battery backup in all cases, so all nodes were proposed
as Configuration #1, with a ground mounted cabinet. After extensive community outreach and
conversations with staff, batteries have been removed from 90% of nodes (11 nodes selected for battery
backup). This more streamlined small cell seems appropriate in many of the residential areas, but it is
worth noting that during our community outreach, there were also many residents who expressed a
desire to have battery backup, so the small cell would remain operational in the event of a catastrophic
power outage. If the community does feel strongly about this, Verizon is amenable to adding cabinets
where it makes sense.

The assignment of configurations for each proposed small cell in Cluster 2 is provided in Attachment C —
Cluster 2 Configurations; a map is provided in Attachment F —Map of Cluster 2 Configurations.

As currently conceived, wood pole designs would require all pole mounted equipment to be painted
brown to blend with the pole. In recognition that brown is not just brown, paint samples (Kelly Moore:
Railroad Ties KMA67, Log Cabin KMA76 and Clay Bath KM4595) are included in Attachment G —
Proposed Paint Samples. These are a digital approximation of the color and actual samples have been
provided with our application.

Configurations

The three (3) unique equipment configurations are shown on page 2 of the Cluster 2 Plan Set, as well as
in Attachement C — Proposed Configurations.

For all configurations, climbing pegs are place only above eight and one-half feet (8.5') to prevent
unauthorized access.

Configuration #1: Emergency battery backup critical

The proposed Configuration 1 is designed with one (1) antenna, three (3) radios, and one (1) disconnect
arranged vertically on the pole and the emergency battery backup cabinet installed on the ground
adjacent to the pole. This is the Verizon Wireless Engineering preferred design as it contains emergency
battery backup to maintain coverage for all three (3) radios for a total of four (4) hours, in case of a
disaster resulting in loss of power. It is assumed that both fiber and power will be provided via an aerial
drop from above on the pole minimizing the ground disturbance to a small (approximately five (5) to ten
(10) feet) trench for this scenario.
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For Configuration 1 only, the ground box is placed on a concrete pad, with a 54" tall cabinet, and is
currently conceived to be painted to blend with the surrounding area. Paint samples (Kelly Moore: Lone
Pine KM4798 and Acanthus Leaf KM4796) are included in Attachment G — Proposed Paint Samples. The
ground box is always placed a minimum distance of five (5) feet from the utility pole to prevent
climbing.

In addition to paint Verizon Wireless has engineered some street furniture options to provide further
stealthing in areas where deemed necessary. Available street furniture options include benches, a green
relay mailbox or trash can. The emergency battery cabinet also creates a unique opportunity for public
art projects such as art wraps. All options are outlined in Attachment H — Proposed Ground Cabinet
Stealth Options.

One (1) node in Cluster 2 is designed with Configuration 1. For reference, this location is shown in
Attachment F —Map of Cluster 2 Configurations.

Configuration #2: Emergency battery backup essential, but no space

The proposed Configuration 2 is designed with one (1) antenna, three (3) radios, two (2) disconnects,
and emergency battery cabinet, all located on the pole. Verizon Wireless selects this scenario for
locations where battery is required, but there is insufficient space for a ground cabinet. The radios are
arranged horizontally on the pole, to create space for the battery cabinet. The modification from a
ground cabinet to a pole mounted design for the emergency does entail a significant concession in the
capability. Configuration 2 will provide four (4) hours of battery backup for only one (1) radio on the
small cell. In comparison, the ground mounted cabinet from Configurations 1 will provide a full four (4)
hours of battery backup for all three (3) radios. As a result, when Configuration 2 is installed, in case of a
disaster resulting in loss of power, there would be reduction in network capacity at this particular
location. It is assumed that in most cases, both fiber and power will be provided via an aerial drop from
above on the pole.

No nodes in Cluster 2 are designed with Configuration 2.

Configuration #3: Emergency battery backup currently not proposed

The proposed Configuration 3 is designed with one (1) antenna, three (3) radios, and one (1) disconnect
installed. Battery backup is not proposed in this design.

As previously mentioned, Verizon Wireless Engineering prefers emergency battery backup at all small
cell locations. However, given the potential visual impact, Verizon has decided not to request the
additional equipment required to provide backup battery service. While the pole mounted battery in
Configuration 2 represents a significant concession in emergency battery capability, it is critical to
emphasize that Configuration 3 provides absolutely no emergency battery backup and in case of a
disaster resulting in loss of power, there would be a significant reduction in network capacity and
coverage at this particular location. It is assumed that in most cases, both fiber and power will be
provided via an aerial drop from above on the pole.

Nine (9) nodes of Cluster 2 are designed with Configuration 3. For reference, these locations are shown
in in Attachment F —Map of Cluster 2 Configurations.
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Submission in Clusters

Based on detailed discussions with the city, Verizon Wireless has agreed to submit the Conditional Use
and Architectural Review (CUP/ARB) applications for consideration in separate “clusters”, easing the
burden on staff with one staff report per cluster. The currently planned small cells have been divided
based on geography. Cluster 2 consists of ten (10) proposed small cells, nine (9) of which are located in
the Barron Park neighborhood. An additional small cell, proposed to provide service in the area of
Stanford Shopping Center is also part of this application.

Even though these proposed small cells will be submitted in clusters and are linked to the greater
Verizon Wireless network, it is important to note that each wireless communication facility (WCF) acts
independently of any other small cell. The utility of each node is therefore not dependent on a
neighboring node.

Screening

Shroud

Verizon Wireless installed a temporary “shroud” at the model small cell (see below) to cover the cabling
between the three (3) radios on the pole, as requested by the Architectural Review Board at the May 18,
2017 Preliminary Review hearing. If the proposed shroud is deemed appropriate, it can be proposed on
all Configurations 1 and 3.

Landscaping

Verizon Wireless has worked closely with our project arborist, Urban Forestry and Planning to propose
trees in the public Right-of-Way, where deemed appropriate that will help to screen the proposed
equipment from various surrounding views. The proposed trees have been added to the Site Plan (page
A-1 of each node) and a New Tree Table placed beside the Existing Tree Table for ease of reference.
Careful consultation with Urban Forestry resulted in the species selection and size.

Model Small Cell

To make transparent for staff and the community how a small cell will look when constructed, Verizon
Wireless has attached its equipment on a Configuration #1 on the CPAU wood utility pole adjacent to
1350 Newell Road, across from the Palo Alto Art Center. Both pole mounted equipment and the ground
mounted emergency battery backup cabinet are proposed to be located here. The proposed location of
the model small cell is shown in a photo in Attachment | — Model Small Cell. This is the best opportunity
to see a live example of the proposed small cells.

Update: On September 8, 2017 Verizon Wireless installed a temporary “shroud” at the model small cell
to cover the cabling between the three (3) radios on the pole, as requested by the Architectural Review
Board at the May 18, 2017 Preliminary Review hearing. If the proposed shroud is deemed appropriate, it
can be proposed on all Configurations 1 and 3.
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Attachment A — Coverage Maps

Coverage Map — Cluster 2: Labels

The map below depicts the nodes from Cluster 2, the existing macros sites. For clarity, coverage is not
depicted here, but on the next maps. See legend for details. Blue circles represent a proposed node that
would transmit signal in all directions. “Pie-shaped” proposed sites represent small cell nodes with
fewer than three (3) sectors, i.e. the antenna has a directional signal pattern that is not in all directions.
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Coverage Map — Cluster 2: Existing Coverage

The map below depicts the nodes from Cluster 2 without the coverage that will be provided by them.
Only existing coverage provided by “macro” sites is shown (small cells turned off). See legend for details.
For clarity, site names and numbers are shown on the previous page. Blue circles represent a proposed
node that would transmit signal in all directions. “Pie-shaped” proposed sites represent small cell nodes
with fewer than three (3) sectors, i.e. the antenna has a directional signal pattern that is not in all
directions. As demonstrated by the map, coverage is marginal or poor in many locations.
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Coverage Map — Cluster 2: Proposed Coverage

The map below depicts the coverage from the proposed nodes in Cluster 2 (small cells turned on).
Existing coverage provided by “macro” sites is also shown. See legend for details. For clarity, site names
and numbers are shown on the first map page. Blue circles represent a proposed node that would
transmit signal in all directions. “Pie-shaped” proposed sites represent small cell nodes with fewer than
three (3) sectors, i.e. the antenna has a directional signal pattern that is not in all directions. As
demonstrated by the map, coverage is significantly improved in many locations with the addition of
small cells.
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Coverage Map — SF PALO ALTO 163: Labels

The map below depicts the single node from Cluster 2. For clarity, coverage is not depicted here, but on
the next maps. See legend for details. Blue circles represent a proposed node that would transmit signal
in all directions. “Pie-shaped” proposed sites represent small cell nodes with fewer than three (3)
sectors, i.e. the antenna has a directional signal pattern that is not in all directions.
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Coverage Map — Cluster 2: Existing Coverage

The map below depicts coverage without SF PALO ALTO 163. Only existing coverage provided by
“macro” sites is shown (small cells turned off). See legend for details. For clarity, site names and
numbers are shown on the previous page. Blue circles represent a proposed node that would transmit
signal in all directions. “Pie-shaped” proposed sites represent small cell nodes with fewer than three (3)
sectors, i.e. the antenna has a directional signal pattern that is not in all directions. As demonstrated by
the map, coverage is marginal or poor in many locations.
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Coverage Map — Cluster 2: Proposed Coverage

The map below depicts the coverage that will be provided by SF PALO ALTO 163. Existing coverage
provided by “macro” sites is also shown. See legend for details. For clarity, site names and numbers are
shown on the previous page. Blue circles represent a proposed node that would transmit signal in all
directions. “Pie-shaped” proposed sites represent small cell nodes with fewer than three (3) sectors, i.e.
the antenna has a directional signal pattern that is not in all directions. As demonstrated by the map,
coverage is significantly improved in many locations with the addition of a single node.
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Attachment B — Small Cell Siting Guidelines

Drafted by Vinculums Services, on behalf of Verizon Wireless

Vinculums Services has created this working document on behalf of Verizon Wireless, a compilation of
criteria and constraints of various regulating agencies, regarding the selection of poles for small cells in
Palo Alto. Verizon Wireless is required to adhere to the standards of the California Public Utilities
Commission (General Order 95 Requirements); the engineering and real estate requirements of
property owner City of Palo Alto Utilities (CPAU); and City of Palo Alto Development Standards for
wireless communication facility (WCF) locations from PAMC §18.42.110(i); and the Architectural Review
Findings of PAMC §18.76.020.

Engineering Criteria

Nature of Small Cells--small cells differ from traditional “macro” cells in that their miniature quality
dictates that they can only move a very small distance (measured in feet) and still serve their intended
purpose.

Verizon Wireless engineering proposed locations are fielded using the criteria below to select a utility
pole or streetlight from existing city infrastructure:

City of Palo Alto Utility (Pole Owner) Pole Attachment Mandates

e All Attachments must meet California Public Utilities General Order 95
o Clear climbing space — minimum of 90-degree quadrant
o Clearances between power conduction and/or other attachments
o Required distances for separation between pole and equipment
o Required distances for separation between equipment
o Minimum height of attachment
e (City of Palo Alto Utilities (CPAU) prioritizes the provision of service to its customers. The siting of
attachments on poles is secondary and therefore:
o No attachments allowed on poles with primary power risers
o No attachments allowed on poles with transformers or other special equipment
o Primary Line and Buck (primary power lines attaching to the pole at 90 degrees or in
perpendicular fashion) situations have a modified climbing space requirement, requiring
more pole real estate than otherwise required under CA Public Utility Code
o Various other situations where the provision of electrical service would be compromised
by attachment
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City of Palo Alto Utility Preferences (in order of importance)

1. Guy stubs - Poles that do not have any electrical or communications; they simply provide a
structural tie point for a guy wire for a neighboring pole

2. Poles with overhead secondary power conductors only — Secondary power (typically) being the
second from the top level of power on the pole and which provides residential power (120/240
Volts AC)

3. Primary dead-end poles — A pole at the end of a line of poles which no poles further down the
line

4. Primary poles with no transformers downstream on the poles to end of line of poles

5. Primary poles with no electric utility equipment on the poles on either side of the proposed pole

Development Criteria

Development Standards from PAMC §18.42.110(i)

e Shall utilize the smallest footprint possible

e Shall be designed to minimize the overall height, mass, and size of the cabinet and enclosure
structure

e Be screened from public view

e Be architecturally compatible with the existing site

e Be placed at a location that would not require the removal of any required landscaping or would
reduce the quantity of landscaping to a level of noncompliance with the Zoning Code

e An Antenna, Base Station, or Tower shall be designed to minimize its visibility from off-site
locations and shall be of a "camouflaged" or "stealth" design, including concealment, screening,
and other techniques to hide or blend the Antenna, Base Station, or Tower into the surrounding
area

Planning and Residential Considerations

e Poles preferred in the public Right-of-Way are selected. Poles on Public Utility Easements are
not generally selected for attachment

e Prioritize poles which have tree foliage close to help camouflage the pole mounted equipment

e Prioritize poles that are located near evergreen trees, rather than deciduous trees

e Select a location for ground based emergency battery equipment that meets standards
identified in Tree Technical Manual

e Face the pole mounted equipment away from direct views of the adjacent home, toward the
street when no foliage is present to hide the equipment

e Consolidate equipment to reduce the visual clutter; move the ground mounted equipment onto
the pole when there is not enough Right-of-Way or deemed too obtrusive to the residents

e In general, prefer locations mid-block instead of at more visible corners/intersections

e Determine the most advantageous location that is least disruptive to views from both
pedestrian and the adjacent residences
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Attachment C — Proposed Configurations

Below is a simplified elevation drawing of all proposed equipment Configurations 1, 2 and 3.

See page 2 of the Cluster 2 plan set provided for examples of each proposed configuration for wood

utility poles.
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Attachment D — Node Level Small Cell Project Descriptions

Below is a detailed description of each of the selected nodes, including the Alternative Site Analysis
about how we selected the pole, as well as the criteria and constraints surrounding the design

configuration selected for that pole.

SF PALO ALTO 100

Only one pole was available to meet the engineering objective. The pole is well screened by the existing
trees. The pole mounted equipment is proposed to be painted Log Cabin to blend with the reddish-
brown color of the existing wood pole. This node was not selected for emergency battery backup at this
location, so Configuration #3 has been selected (only pole mounted equipment).

Cluster 2 Project Description - Page 17







SF PALO ALTO 100 Alternative Site Analysis

iz
R
Ol{fj,»__

i

oneyBaked

2o

EE ;. - =
{4) Pizz'a Chicago

)
S -
5 o Primary Pole
&
<
5} ° Alternative Candidate
.
=
0,},%! 9 100-C
Hlr

=P

° SF PALO ALTO 100

Ch
rad “I"-\O
100-D '\
[43! 100-B
C,: Artis ¢/
3 Studic
=
g’ o 100-A
P
@
Alternative [ Structure Fallout Pole # s P
Candiate ID Type Reason
Wood CPAU Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Primary riser located on
100-A » K X Unknown
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
100-B Wood CPAU 1653 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
100-C Wood CPAU 1655 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
Wood VZW RF Pole is too short and has significant tree clutter.
100-D . . . 5771
Utility Pole [ Engineering
100-E Wood CPAU 1464 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
100-F Wood CPAU 1462 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole. Additionally, high voltage lines located on pole.
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100 Photo Simulation

Version Date: July 27, 2017

Photosimulation of the view looking northeast from the Fuki Sushi parking lot.

Node 100 * Pole 1656
SF Palo Alto Node 100

4104 El Camino Wa!
Palo Alto, CA 9430

verizon’ Proposed

ty prohibited. Printing letter size or larger is permissible. This photosimulation is based upon information provided by the project applicant.

sts Inc. ¢« www.pho! ncom ¢ Any modification is st

Cluster 2 Project Description - Page 19







SF PALO ALTO 101

Only one pole was available to meet the engineering objective. The pole is well screened by the existing
trees. The pole mounted equipment is proposed to be painted Clay Bath to blend with the faded wood
of the existing wood pole. This node was not selected for emergency battery backup at this location, so
Configuration #3 has been selected (only pole mounted equipment).
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SF PALO ALTO 101 Alternative Site Analysis
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101-A Meta.l V?W RF 419 ole is too short
Street Light | Engineering
101-B Wood CPAU 1606 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
Metal VzZW Pole is too short.
101-C eta PWRE a1 I
Street Light | Engineering
101-D Wood CPAU 1628 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
101-E Wood CPAU 1629 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
Unknown | Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Wood CPAU . S . .
101-F . ) . Backyard |pole. Additionally, poles located in private property (residential easements) are only selected
Utility Pole | Engineering ; - ) )
Pole |as alast resort, given potential disturbance to adjacent neighbor.
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SF PALO ALTO 101 Photo Simulation

Version Date: July 27, 2017

Photosimulation of the view looking east from across Wilkie Way.

Node 101 - Pole 1608

SF Palo Alto Node 101

4193 Wilkie Wa)
Palo Alto, CA 94306

verizon’ Proposed

® Copyright 2017 Previsuaiists Inc. « www.photosim.com «Any modification is strictly prohibited. Printing letter size or larger is permissible. This photosimulation is based upon information provided by the project applicant.
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SF PALO ALTO 102

There was only one viable pole available in this area. This node was not selected for emergency battery
backup and so Configuration #3 with only pole is proposed to be painted Railroad Ties to blend. While
siting on a corner is not preferred, there is an existing tree adjacent to the proposed site that will help to
conceal the small cell.

SF PALO ALTO 102 Alternative Site Analysis
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Alternative | Structure Fallout ol s
Candiate ID Type Reason ol allout Note
102-A Wood CPAU 201 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Primary riser located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
Wood VZW RF Pole is too short and has significant tree clutter. Additionally, power lines are located over
102-B . . . Unknown
Utility Pole | Engineering the pole.
102-C Wood CPAU 200 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
102-D Wood CPAU 0198 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Primary riser located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
102-E Wood CPAU 0196 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 102 Photo Simulation

Version Date: July 27, 2017

Photosimulation of the view looking east from across Los Robles Ave.

Node 102 - Pole 197
SF Palo Alto Node 102

4010 Villa Vera
Palo Alto, CA 94306
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SF PALO ALTO 103

Two poles were viable in this service area. Both are similarly situated along Alma Street, but the primary
pole was selected as existing trees and vegetation provide better screening. This node was not selected
for emergency battery backup and Configuration #3 with only pole mounted equipment was chosen.
The pole mounted equipment will be painted Log Cabin to blend with the reddish-brown wood pole.

SF PALO ALTO 103 Alternative Site Analysis
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103-A Wood CPAU 2302 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. CPUC GO95 rules require
Utility Pole | Engineering clear climbing space. There is not enough climbing space on this pole to safely allow a VZW
Pole is too short.
103 | Wood | VZWRF |50
Utility Pole | Engineering
103-C Wood CPAU 2304 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
103-D Wood N/A 2306 Pole is viable alternate, but was not selected as primary. It is first alternate candidate.
Utility Pole
103-E Meta.l V?W RF 371 Pole is too short.
Street Light [ Engineering
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SF PALO ALTO 103 Photo Simulation

version Date: July 27, 2017

Photosimulation of the view looking north from across Alma Street.

Node 103 - Pole 2305

SF Palo Alto Node 103

3715 Starr King Ct
Palo Alto, CA 94303
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SF PALO ALTO 104

Only one pole in this area would meet the required engineering objective. The selected primary pole is
located between two driveways, which is preferred to siting directly in front of a residence. This node
was not selected for emergency battery backup and so Configuration #3 with only pole mounted
equipment was selected. This utility pole is a chocolate brown and so Railroad Ties has been selected to
paint the equipment to blend with the pole.
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Candiate ID Type Reason
Pole is too short.
104-A Meta.l V?W RF 061
Street Light | Engineering
104-B Wood CPAU 0001 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Primary riser located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
104-C Wood CPAU 0003 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
104-D Wood CPAU 0016 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 104 Photo Simulation

Photosimulation of the view looking south from across Suzanne Drive.

Node 104 - Pole 2
SF Palo Alto Node 104

4206 Suzanne Dr
Palo Alto, CA 94306
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SF PALO ALTO 153

Only one pole was viable for this service area. The primary pole along Whitsell is located between two
residences adjacent to a large redwood tree, which provides natural screening. This node was selected
for emergency battery backup and so Configuration #1 with only ground mounted equipment was
selected. This utility pole is a chocolate brown and so Railroad Ties has been selected to paint the
equipment to blend with the pole. The ground mounted cabinet is proposed to be painted Railroad Ties
to blend with the fence.

SF PALO ALTO 153 Alternative Site Analysis
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153-A Wood CPAU 0345 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
Pole not plumb. Significant leaning.
153-B Wood V?W RF 0301 P 8 g
Utility Pole | Engineering
153-C Wood CPAU 0300 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
153-D Wood CPAU 0317 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole. Additionally, this is a line and buck situation.
153-E Wood CPAU 0303 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole - wireless equipment not permitted.
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SF PALO ALTO 153 Photo Simulation

Version Date: August 24, 2017

Node 153 + Pole 302
SF Palo Alto Node 153

3715 Whitsell Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306

Proposed

on is based upon informali
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SF PALO ALTO 154

Three poles in this area would meet the required engineering objective. The small cell along Barron Ave.
is proposed to be located on the existing wood utility pole between two driveways. This node was not
selected for emergency battery backup and so Configuration #3 with only pole mounted equipment was
selected. This utility pole is a chocolate brown and so Railroad Ties has been selected to paint the
equipment to blend with the pole.

154 Alternative Site Analysis
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Candiate ID Type Reason ol afiout Note
154-A Wood CPAU 0239 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
Wood CPAU Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. CPUC GO95 rules require
154-B . K R 02344 |clear climbing space. There is not enough climbing space on this pole to safely allow a VZW
Utility Pole | Engineering
attachment.
Wood High visibility corners are not preferred per the planning siting guidelines.
15ac | Planning | 0253 | © Y P per the planning sIting &
Utility Pole
Wood Pole is viable alternate, but was not selected as primary. It is first alternate candidate.
154-D oo N/A 0256 primary
Utility Pole
154-E Wood CPAU 0233 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 154 Photo Simulation

Version Date: July 27, 2017

Node 154 « Pole 238

SF Palo Alto Node 154

785 Barron Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306
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SF PALO ALTO 155

The primary pole for this node was selected along Los Robles Ave., where the existing trees and
vegetation provide natural screening. This node was not selected for emergency battery backup and so
Configuration #3 with only pole mounted equipment was selected. The pole mounted equipment will be
painted Railroad Ties to blend with the wood pole.

A second pole located on Amaranta Ave. is also viable for attachment. SF PALO ALTO 155-F will also
meet the required engineering objective and Verizon is willing to attach its small cell equipment to this
existing wood utility pole, if that is a preferred location.
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155-A Wood VZW RF 0125 Low height. Located in yard. Significant tree clutter around pole and difficult to mount
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole equipment with tree.

155-8 Wood CPAU 0113 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole.

155-C Wood CPAU 0111 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole.

155-D Wood CPAU 0108 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole - wireless equipment not permitted.

155-E Wood CPAU 0110 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole - wireless equipment not permitted.

155-F Wood Viable Unknown Viable alternate, although a little far from original target.
Utility Pole
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SF PALO ALTO 155 Photo Simulation

51 July 27, 2017

Photosimulation of the view looking north from across Los Robles Ave.

Node 155 « Pole 112
SF Palo Alto Node 155

788 Los Robles Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306
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SF PALO ALTO 157

This node was not selected for emergency battery backup and so Configuration #3 with only pole
mounted equipment was selected. This node was not selected for emergency battery backup and so
Configuration #3 with only pole mounted equipment was selected. The pole is a reddish-brown and so
Log Cabin has been selected to paint the equipment to blend.

SF PALO ALTO 157 Alternative Site Analysis
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Candiate ID Type Reason
157-A Wood VZW RF 0524 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on
Utility Pole [ Engineering pole - wireless equipment not permitted.
157-B Wood CPAU IPA Pole not plumb. Significant leaning. Additionally, there is existing equipment on the pole.
Utility Pole [ Engineering
157-C Wood CPAU 0533 Not selected as primary because high visibility corners are not preferred per the planning
Utility Pole | Engineering siting guidelines.
157-D Wood V?W RF 0534 Pole not plumb. Significant leaning.
Utility Pole [ Engineering
157-E Wood CPAU 0540 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 157 Photo Simulation

Photosimulation of the view looking north from across the intersection.
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SF PALO ALTO 163

Only one pole was viable to service this area. This node was not selected for emergency battery backup

and so Configuration #3 with only pole mounted equipment was selected. The pole has faded and

therefore all pole mounted equipment will be painted Clay Bath to blend. The cabinet has been

proposed to be painted Acanthus Leaf, to blend with the lighter green color on existing utility cabinets in
the Right-of-Way.

SF PALO ALTO 163 Alternative Site Analysis
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Alternative [ Structure Fallout Pole # T
Candiate ID Type Reason
163-A Wood CPAU 6447 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
163-B Wood CPAU 6448 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
163-C Wood CPAU 6450 Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on
Utility Pole | Engineering pole.
163-D Meta.l V?W RF 31 Pole is too short.
Street Light [ Engineering
163-E Meta.l V?W RF 32 Pole is too short.
Street Light [ Engineering
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SF PALO ALTO 163 Photo Simulation

27. 2017

version Date: July 2:

Photosimulation of the view looking north from across Quarry Road.

Node 163 - Pole 6884
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Attachment E — List of Cluster 2 Nodes

Cluster 2 contains ten (10) proposed small cell nodes.

Adjacent
CPAU
. . 1A Verified APN
Node Adjacent Address Pole Type | Config Pc;le Adjacent APN Zoning
Class
SFPALOALTO 100 | +:04ELCAMING Wood | - fie3 | 1656 | 13246090 R-1
WY Utility

Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 101 4193 WILKIE WAY Utility Config3 | 1608 13245049 R-1
Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 102 4010 VILLA VERA Utility Config3 | 0197 13723056 PC-2390
Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 103 | 3715 STARRKING CL Utility Config 3 | 2305 13230009 R-1
Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 104 4206 SUZANNE DR Utility Config 3 | 0002 16707018 R-1
Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 153 | 3715 WHITSELL AVE Utility Config1l | 0302 13711001 R-1
Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 154 785 BARRON AVE Utility Config 3 | 0238 13713022 R-1
Wood .

SF PALO ALTO 155 | 792 LOS ROBLES AVE Utility Config3 | 0112 13713113 R-1
Wood )

SF PALO ALTO 157 3993 LAGUNA AVE Utility Config3 | 0523 13714012 R-1

SEPALOALTO 163 | S0 ELCAMING Wood | - fie3 | 6884 | 14201009 cc

REAL Utility

Cluster 2 Project Description - Page 40








Attachment F —Map of Cluster 2 Configurations

Ten (10) proposed nodes from Cluster 2 are identified, along with their proposed Configurations 1, 2

and 3.
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Configuration 1 (1 nodes): Emergency battery backup critical, placed in ground mounted box adjacent to

pole.
Configuration 2 (0 nodes): Emergency battery backup essential, but no space; small battery placed on

pole.
Configuration 3 (11 nodes): Emergency battery backup currently not required. No emergency battery.
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Attachment G — Proposed Paint Samples

Pole Mounted Equipment (all Kelly Moore durable metal paint)

Railroad Ties (KMA67) Log Cabin (KMA76)

Clay Bath (KM4595)

Ground Mounted Equipment (all Kelly Moore durable metal paint)

Lone Pine (KM4798) Acanthus Leaf (KM4796
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Attachment H — Proposed Ground Cabinet Stealth Options

Landscaping

Ground mounted emergency battery equipment with landscaping.

Street Furniture Options

Concrete Bench

30.00
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Art-Wrapped Cabinets

Ground mounted emergency battery cabinet without wrap.

Examples of Existing Art Wraps (located Downtown Walnut Creek)

Please note that these cabinets are significantly larger than the proposed emergency battery cabinet,
which is placed on a 32" x 43" concrete pad, with a 54" tall cabinet.
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Attachment | — Model Small Cell Location

Verizon Wireless has constructed a non-operational “mock” site for public and staff viewing. The central
location adjacent to 1350 Newell, across from the Palo Alto Art Center was selected because that
particular pole has no overhead transmission. Placing the model small cell near existing residences was
avoided, given the expectation that the public will go out to view the site. Additionally, Verizon Wireless
has selected the auditorium at the Palo Alto Art Center as a location to host community meetings.
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Attachment J — Statement Regarding Spectrum Act

Palo Alto Municipal Code Section 18.42.110(d)(8) provides: “For Tier 3 WCF Permits, the plans shall
include a scaled depiction of the maximum permitted increase in the physical dimensions of the
proposed project that would be permitted by the Spectrum Act, using the proposed project as a
baseline.”

Verizon Wireless cannot submit a scaled depiction of the maximum permitted increase in the physical
dimensions of the proposed small cell facilities on Palo Alto utility poles under the Spectrum Act for the
following reasons:

1. Spectrum Act “Substantial Change” Criteria Are Indeterminate

Spectrum Act “substantial change” criteria theoretically allow the expansion of a wireless facility in the
Right-of-Way by ten feet in height and six feet in width. However, any such expansion cannot defeat
existing “concealment elements” of the facility (see 47 C.F.R. §1.40001). Verizon Wireless small cells are
designed with vertically integrated and oriented radio equipment as well as a vertical cylindrical antenna
that matches the shape and size of the utility pole to which it is mounted. It is not clear what increase in
size, if any, could be accomplished without defeating the concealment elements of the Verizon Wireless
design.

2. Modifications To The Verizon Wireless Small Cell Allowed Under The Spectrum Act Must Comply
With Health And Safety Requirements (CPUC G.O. 95)

The Spectrum Act accommodates regulations for health and safety, such as the requirements of G.0O. 95,
that are generally observed by the City. G.O. 95 places strict limitations on the placement of
attachments on utility poles. Specifically, continuous climbing space must be maintained in one
guadrant of the pole from top to bottom. A six-foot separation is required between antennas and
transmission lines. Equipment must be more than seven feet from the ground, and pole capacity must
be restricted to accommodate the structural limitations of each pole. These limitations severely restrict
the modifications that can be made to the Verizon Wireless small cell and would likely prevent
modifications of the scale allowed under the Spectrum Act. Any modification that requires the
replacement of the utility pole, for structural reasons or lack of space, is disqualified as an eligible facility
request under the Spectrum Act. In nearly all cases, Palo Alto utility poles are near capacity and cannot
accommodate modifications of the dimensions allowed under the Spectrum Act.

3. Verizon Wireless Has No Plans To Modify Its Small Cell Design And Any “Spectrum Act” Modification
Would Be Speculative

Verizon Wireless cannot predict the customer demand or technological changes that would lead to a
modification of the proposed small cell design. Similarly, Verizon Wireless cannot predict what another
utility or wireless provider may propose to add or attach to a utility pole. In the same way, the City
cannot be obligated to pre-approve hypothetical designs as “eligible facility requests” under the
Spectrum Act that may or may not defeat existing concealment or violate health and safety laws.
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4. Hypothetical Maximum Build-Out Under The Spectrum Act Is Irrelevant To Required Approval
Findings For Verizon Wireless Small Cells

While theoretically interesting, the potential future expansion of a project is not the subject of any of
the 16 Architectural Review findings nor the two conditional use findings required for approval of the
Verizon Wireless small cell design under the Palo Alto Municipal Code. Projects must be evaluated as
proposed and not on future hypothetical modification. There are no reasonably foreseeable
modifications to the proposed Verizon Wireless small cell design that can be reviewed by the City at this
time. Simply put, speculation cannot form the basis for any findings. Similarly, speculative future
modifications do not constitute the substantial evidence required to deny approval of a wireless facility
under federal law.

For all of the reasons stated above, Verizon Wireless will not revise plans to show a scaled depiction of
the maximum permitted increase in the physical dimensions of its small cell project.
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Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: Incorrect list of

Good morning Rebecca -
In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document
This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell

phone antennas.
City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal

called Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When | click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/fileban ment; 11

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood, and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Arthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive
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From: Art Liberman

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: Incorrect list of

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52:10 AM

Good morning Rebecca -

In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my
neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document that lists the

proposed locations was posted.

This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the
citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell phone
antennas.

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates
that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal called Vinculums/Verizon

Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When 1 click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo
Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood,
and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Arthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: "kvmartin@sbcalobal.net"
Subject: Inquiry @ Where to Find Wireless Information
Date: Thursday, March 15, 2018 4:48:00 PM

Dear Kathleen Martin,

Thank you for your voicemail and our conversation.

You can find more information on all wireless in the right of way projects on the City Manager’s
website — https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/wireless_communication_facilities/default.asp.
It will be updated soon and this is also where the Director will post the decision letter on the project
Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 1 (17PLN-00169) that was reviewed by the Architectural Review Board
this morning.

Here is the website where we have posted public correspondence on this project -
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?News|D=4106.

Here is the website at which you’ll be able to watch the video of today’s ARB discussion when it is
posted (you can see the video of the Dec 7 2017 discussion already, it was posted awhile ago) -
http://midpenmedia.org/category/government/city-of-palo-alto/boards-and-
commissions/architectural-review-board/.

Please let me know if you have any further questions.

Regards,

Rebecca

E/’ \ Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
\\__;/r 250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301

T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: Atkinson. Rebecca
Subject: Palo Alto ARB review of proposed Verizon towers is essential
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 2:30:00 PM

From: Leslie Evers [mailto:pergamond@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 18, 2018 10:52 AM

To: Council, City; Architectural Review Board
Cc: Clerk, City
Subject: Palo Alto ARB review of proposed Verizon towers is essential

To the City, ladies and gentlemen,

Please note | am OPPOSED to the installation of over 90 (or any number) of Verizon towers in the city without
their first being passed through the Architectural Review Board in Palo Alto.

| am very appreciative of the City council’s hard work in keeping our town livable and also up with the times.
However, | have no idea what these things are going to look like - and pictures online are not promising or
appealing.

I think as citizens we would all prefer someone be in charge of how they look. In addition, there is an extra concern
for potentially increased microwave radiation exposure, but that's a side issue. | assume that has been thoroughly
evaluated?

I am really more concerned with just dropping these things all over town indiscriminately without aesthetic
guidelines. If I had an overall vote | would say NO to it all. But the ARB review is absolutely vital if it is going to
happen.

There is a meeting tomorrow (Monday) night regarding this but | cannot attend, so | am making my voice known.
Thanks so much for you attention.

Leslie Johnson Evers
1146 Waverley Street
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: "celia chow"

Subject: RE: Fee for Appeals

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 6:23:00 PM
Hello Celia,

Thank you for your email below and for our conversation this afternoon.

Planning will get back to you on your specific question below. | anticipate it will be through inclusion
of this information within the forthcoming Director’s decision letter.

Regards,

Rebecca

Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTLO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: celia chow [mailto:celia.cchow@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 3:14 PM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Fee for Appeals

Hi Rebecca,

Would you mind to get back to me quickly about the appeal fees, is it per site or per cluster?

Thanks!
Celia
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: "celia chow"
Subject: RE: Fee for Appeals
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 2:41:00 PM

Thank you for your email, Celia.

I'll get back to you on your additional questions.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: celia chow [mailto:celia.cchow@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 11:48 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Re: Fee for Appeals

Hi Rebecca,

It's my pleasure to meet you in person yesterday. Thank you for your help/support in
the last several months. We have some additional questions about the appeal
process. Please see below:

- How does Council’s consideration of the appeal work (assuming we got 3 Council
members to pull approval from the consent calendar)?

- Do we get to speak? How much time do we have? Is there time for public
comments? How much time would Verizon get?

- Or is it the City that defends the Director’s decision?

- Or do both Verizon and the City defend the Director’s decision?

If you have answers to these questions, please let us know.

Also, I'd appreciate if you can let me know as soon as the Director's decision letter is
out.

Thanks so much!
Celia

On Mon, Mar 19, 2018 at 6:23 PM, Atkinson, Rebecca
<Rebecca.Atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:

Hello Celia,

Thank you for your email below and for our conversation this afternoon.

Planning will get back to you on your specific question below. | anticipate it will be through inclusion
of this information within the forthcoming Director’s decision letter.

Regards,

Rebecca

Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
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PALO Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: celia chow [mailto:celia.cchow@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 3:14 PM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca
Subject: Fee for Appeals

Hi Rebecca,
Would you mind to get back to me quickly about the appeal fees, is it per site or per cluster?

Thanks!
Celia



tel:(650)%20329-2596

tel:(650)%20329-2154

mailto:rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

http://199.33.32.49/ParcelReports/

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/paloalto_ca/paloaltomunicipalcode?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:paloalto_ca

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/depts/pln/current/

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning

mailto:celia.cchow@gmail.com




From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: “Art Libermat
Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations
Date: Friday, March 23, 2018 2:29:00 PM

Dear Art Liberman,
Good afternoon.
Thank you for your questions.
Noise generation is one of the many topics staff analyzed on these proposed nodes.
Noise was flagged for the applicant by staff and many members of the public.
While 17PLN-00170 (Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 2) that you are reviewing still has backup batteries proposed for some nodes, they were entirely removed from 17PLN-00169
(Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 1).
The reason was that it was unlikely that the noise generation from the heat exchangers in the backup batteries would be consistent with the noise policies in the 2017
Comprehensive Plan.
| anticipate that they will be similarly removed from 17PLN-00170, or there will be a redesign of any cooling system for consistency with noise policies.
As the AT&T project was processed well before my tenure here at the City, because the City subsequently adopted a new wireless ordinance in late 2015, because the City has the
2017 Comprehensive Plan, and because the original backup batteries in 17PLN-00169 were found to be inconsistent with current noise policies, | haven’t conducted a detailed
comparison of the AT&T project components relative to the wireless in the right of way projects that we are currently processing.
Please feel free to check back in on this or other topics.
In case it is helpful to you, here is a weblink to the City Manager’s webpage for wireless in the right of way projects -
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/wireless_communication_facilities/default.asp.
| anticipate a forthcoming March 2018 update.
17PLN-00169 went before the Architectural Review Board on December 7, 2017 and March 15, 2018 and it is my understanding that the Director of Planning and Community
Environment will be making decisions on the 17PLN-00169 nodes in the very near future.
For reference:
e March 15 ARB agenda: https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/63883
e March 15 Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 1 Staff Report: https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/63888
Regards,
Rebecca

Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Han | Planning Applications M

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:44 PM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Re: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations

Dear Rebecca Atkinson - a few questions about the Verizon equipment.

1) | noted in the project description document that the Verizon systems have batteries that they say will supply backup power for 4 hours. How does this
differ from the ATT pole mounted systems?

2) Do the Verizon systems have any noise making systems with their pole mounted (or cabinet ) equipment? The ATT pole mounted systems (for
example, the ones in Barron Park, and on Chimalus Drive where | live in particular) have (noisy) fans that run 24 hours a day, supposedly required to cool
the power supplies that keep the batteries charged. Do the Verizon systems have similar fans?

Thanks,

Art Liberman

From: "Atkinson, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org>
To: Art Liberman <art_liberman hoo.com

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:30 AM

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest list of node locations for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:28 AM

To: 'Art Liberman'

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Project Description

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest project description for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:26 AM
To: 'Art Liberman'

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170

Dear Art Liberman,

Thank you for your email, very much appreciated.
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| apologize that incorrect documents were uploaded to the project webpage and admin staff is in the process of correcting that. Specifically, it appears that the
project description and initial node locations were named correctly but the wrong file was uploaded for 17PLN-00170. If it helps, the project plans for 17PLN-00170
were correctly uploaded and it is possible to see a vicinity map on the cover page of the plans for an overview of proposed locations.

I am not sure of the file size limit for yahoo email addresses, so I'll send you the project description and node location list for 17PLN-00170 under separate email
covers as follow-ons to this one.

I would also like to point you to our online interface with our application and permit tracking system (https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning). You can find many
documents pertaining to applications beyond the basics that are on the project webpages. All of the wireless in the right-of-way applications are listed under the
placeholder address of “250 Hamilton,” including 17PLN-00170. You can see in the sidebar on the right when an application came in, when materials were
resubmitted, and dates for when an ARB meeting is scheduled. You can click on the green “More details” button and this zooms you into where you can
view/download application materials under the “Record Info” Attachments hyperlinks. I've included example screenshots below.

Regards,

Rebecca
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Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T: 650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org
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Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
PALO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications M
ALTO

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: Incorrect list of

Good morning Rebecca -

In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document
that lists the proposed locations was posted.

This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell

phone antennas.
ity of Palo Al A - Verizon Small Cell N

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal
called Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When [ click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood, and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Arthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive
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From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: “Art Liberman"

Ce: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:26:00 AM

Dear Art Liberman,
Thank you for your email, very much appreciated.

| apologize that incorrect documents were uploaded to the project webpage and admin staff is in the process of correcting that. Specifically, it appears that the project description
and initial node locations were named correctly but the wrong file was uploaded for 17PLN-00170. If it helps, the project plans for 17PLN-00170 were correctly uploaded and it is
possible to see a vicinity map on the cover page of the plans for an overview of proposed locations.

I am not sure of the file size limit for yahoo email addresses, so I'll send you the project description and node location list for 17PLN-00170 under separate email covers as follow-ons
to this one.

I would also like to point you to our online interface with our application and permit tracking system (https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning). You can find many documents
pertaining to applications beyond the basics that are on the project webpages. All of the wireless in the right-of-way applications are listed under the placeholder address of “250
Hamilton,” including 17PLN-00170. You can see in the sidebar on the right when an application came in, when materials were resubmitted, and dates for when an ARB meeting is
scheduled. You can click on the green “More details” button and this zooms you into where you can view/download application materials under the “Record Info” Attachments
hyperlinks. I've included example screenshots below.

Regards,

Rebecca
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Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca
Cc: Lait, Jonathan
Subject: Incorrect list of

Good morning Rebecca -

In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document

This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell

phone antennas.

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal

called Vinculums/Verizon Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When | click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood, and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Arthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive



mailto:rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

http://199.33.32.49/ParcelReports/

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/paloalto_ca/paloaltomunicipalcode?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:paloalto_ca

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/depts/pln/current/

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/verizon_small_cell_nodes/default.asp

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=4000&TargetID=319

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611




From: celia chow

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Re: Fee for Appeals

Date: Tuesday, March 20, 2018 11:50:08 AM
Hi Rebecca,

It's my pleasure to meet you in person yesterday. Thank you for your help/support in
the last several months. We have some additional questions about the appeal
process. Please see below:

- How does Council’s consideration of the appeal work (assuming we got 3 Council
members to pull approval from the consent calendar)?

- Do we get to speak? How much time do we have? Is there time for public
comments? How much time would Verizon get?

- Or is it the City that defends the Director’s decision?

- Or do both Verizon and the City defend the Director’s decision?

If you have answers to these questions, please let us know.

Also, I'd appreciate if you can let me know as soon as the Director's decision letter is
out.

Thanks so much!
Celia

On Mon, Mar 19, 2018 at 6:23 PM, Atkinson, Rebecca
<Rebecca.Atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:

Hello Celia,
Thank you for your email below and for our conversation this afternoon.

Planning will get back to you on your specific question below. | anticipate it will be through
inclusion of this information within the forthcoming Director’s decision letter.

Regards,

Rebecca

Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T:650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 | E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

https://maps.google.com/?q=250+Hamilton+Avenue+%7C+Palo+Alto,+CA+94301&entry=gmail&source=g

tel:(650)%20329-2596

tel:(650)%20329-2154

mailto:rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org



PALO
ALTO , .
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code

Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: celia chow [mailto:celia.cchow@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2018 3:14 PM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca
Subject: Fee for Appeals

Hi Rebecca,
Would you mind to get back to me quickly about the appeal fees, is it per site or per cluster?

Thanks!

Celia



http://199.33.32.49/ParcelReports/

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/paloalto_ca/paloaltomunicipalcode?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:paloalto_ca

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/depts/pln/current/

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning

mailto:celia.cchow@gmail.com




From: Art Liberman

To: Atkinson, Rebecca
Subject: Re: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 3:47:56 PM

Rebecca Atkinson - thanks so much for the updated info.
Art Liberman

From: "Atkinson, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org>
To: Art Liberman <art_liberman@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:30 AM

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest list of node locations for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:28 AM

To: 'Art Liberman'

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Project Description

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest project description for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:26 AM
To: ‘Art Liberman'

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170

Dear Art Liberman,

Thank you for your email, very much appreciated.

1 apologize that incorrect documents were uploaded to the project webpage and admin staff is in the process of correcting that. Specifically, it appears that the project description and
initial node locations were named correctly but the wrong file was uploaded for 17PLN-00170. If it helps, the project plans for 17PLN-00170 were correctly uploaded and it is

possible to see a vicinity map on the cover page of the plans for an overview of proposed locations.

I am not sure of the file size limit for yahoo email addresses, so I’ll send you the project description and node location list for 17PLN-00170 under separate email covers as follow-
ons to this one.

1 would also like to point you to our online interface with our application and permit tracking system (https:/paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning). You can find many documents
pertaining to applications beyond the basics that are on the project webpages. All of the wireless in the right-of-way applications are listed under the placeholder address of “250
Hamilton,” including 17PLN-00170. You can see in the sidebar on the right when an application came in, when materials were resubmitted, and dates for when an ARB meeting is
scheduled. You can click on the green “More details” button and this zooms you into where you can view/download application materials under the “Record Info” Attachments
hyperlinks. I’ve included example screenshots below.

Regards,

Rebecca
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mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning
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Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T: 650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

PALO Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
ALTO Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: Incorrect list of

Good morning Rebecca -
In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document that lists the
proposed locations was posted.

This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell phone antennas.
City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal called Vinculums/Verizon
Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When I click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood, and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Arthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive



mailto:rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org

http://199.33.32.49/ParcelReports/

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/paloalto_ca/paloaltomunicipalcode?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:paloalto_ca

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/depts/pln/current/

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning

mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/verizon_small_cell_nodes/default.asp

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=4000&TargetID=319

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=4000&TargetID=319

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611




From: Art Liberman

To: Atkinson, Rebecca
Subject: Re: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations
Date: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 3:45:56 PM

Dear Rebecca Atkinson - a few questions about the Verizon equipment.

1) I noted in the project description document that the Verizon systems have batteries that they say will supply backup power for 4 hours. How does this
differ from the ATT pole mounted systems?

2) Do the Verizon systems have any noise making systems with their pole mounted (or cabinet ) equipment? The ATT pole mounted systems (for
example, the ones in Barron Park, and on Chimalus Drive where | live in particular) have (noisy) fans that run 24 hours a day, supposedly required to cool
the power supplies that keep the batteries charged. Do the Verizon systems have similar fans?

Thanks,

Art Liberman

From: "Atkinson, Rebecca" <Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org>
To: Art Liberman <art_liberman@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:30 AM

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Node Locations

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest list of node locations for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:28 AM

To: 'Art Liberman'

Subject: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170 - Project Description

Dear Art Liberman,

Here is the latest project description for 17PLN-00170.
Regards,

Rebecca

From: Atkinson, Rebecca

Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:26 AM
To: 'Art Liberman'

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: RE: Incorrect list of - 17PLN-00170

Dear Art Liberman,

Thank you for your email, very much appreciated.

| apologize that incorrect documents were uploaded to the project webpage and admin staff is in the process of correcting that. Specifically, it appears that the project description and
initial node locations were named correctly but the wrong file was uploaded for 17PLN-00170. If it helps, the project plans for 17PLN-00170 were correctly uploaded and it is

possible to see a vicinity map on the cover page of the plans for an overview of proposed locations.

| am not sure of the file size limit for yahoo email addresses, so I’ll send you the project description and node location list for 17PLN-00170 under separate email covers as follow-
ons to this one.

1 would also like to point you to our online interface with our application and permit tracking system (https:/paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning). You can find many documents
pertaining to applications beyond the basics that are on the project webpages. All of the wireless in the right-of-way applications are listed under the placeholder address of “250
Hamilton,” including 17PLN-00170. You can see in the sidebar on the right when an application came in, when materials were resubmitted, and dates for when an ARB meeting is
scheduled. You can click on the green “More details” button and this zooms you into where you can view/download application materials under the “Record Info” Attachments
hyperlinks. I’ve included example screenshots below.

Regards,

Rebecca



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning



R e okl buide
View Fovartes Tooks  Help

B~ @ 6 | B ruso ano Punring appicar..

CITY OF

PALO ALTO

o 30-148

B eguam sz Bliogn

samc oy o e
Appacann oy mn o
Ty gz o o
iy i N i
s i s
i scomz e min ot
e sppms o o
e P o
G o] o

Rebecca Atkinson, PMP, AICP, LEED Green Associate | Planner | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T: 650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org
CITY OF
Online Parcel Report
PALO . !

From: Art Liberman [mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:52 AM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Cc: Lait, Jonathan

Subject: Incorrect list of

Good morning Rebecca -
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In inquiring about the locations of the proposed Verizon pole mounted towers in my neighborhood of Barron Park, it appears that the the wrong document that lists the
proposed locations was posted.

This is what | have done. The overview document describes the proposal with the citywide map of the different proposals for the new pole mounted cell phone antennas.
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https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning
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City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

City of Palo Alto, CA - Verizon Small Cell Nodes

On this page, the sectioned map of Palo Alto with the different proposals indicates that the ones in my neighborhood are those in the proposal called Vinculums/Verizon

Cluster 2: 10 Nodes #17PLN-00170 (blue) The map color is blue.

When I click on this link, | am presented with a list of addresses in downtown Palo Alto - NOT in Barron Park, Palo Alto Orchards, nor Charleston Meadows
https://wwuw.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/fileban ment 11

Could you please send me a correct list of proposed locations in my neighborhood, and please correct the link on the City's website.

Thank you,

Avrthur Liberman
Chimalus Drive



https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/gov/topics/verizon_small_cell_nodes/default.asp

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=4000&TargetID=319

http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/news/displaynews.asp?NewsID=4000&TargetID=319

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/58611




From: Atkinson, Rebecca

To: Atkinson, Rebecca

Subject: Voice Message from 6508567727

Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 10:52:12 AM
Attachments: Audio_Recording_S1-613467_001_compand.wav.

Returned call 3/15 and sent email.

From: Your.Voicemail@aam.cityofpaloalto.org [mailto:Your.Voicemail@aam.cityofpaloalto.org]
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 2:49 PM

To: Atkinson, Rebecca
Subject: Voice Message from 6508567727
Voice message copy

Caller: 6508567727
Duration: 00:37

To hear the voice message, play the attached recording or call your Messaging mailbox.

Messaging access number: 6506173100



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org
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