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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
T: 650.329.2596 | F: 650.329.2154 |E: rebecca.atkinson@cityofpaloalto.org
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped
 


 


 



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

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


























































































































































































































































































































































































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
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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, I 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 I 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,



I 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: Tina Chow
To: Council, City
Subject: Don"t change the existing Wireless ordinance
Date: Monday, March 19, 2018 8:44:12 AM



Dear City Council,



I 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:



As you know from previous emails to you, I am vehemently opposed to the aesthetically ugly,
noisy, radiation-emitting cell towers in our neighborhoods. However, here we are, months in
to this debate and I am left scratching my head. Why isn't the city staff opposed? Why are they
doing so much to skirt this issue? If I were a conspiracy theorist, I would greatly suspect that
someone (or several people) are manipulating this for his/her/their own agenda. I 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 towers in 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 is the right thing to do. 



Yours truly,



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.  I 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).  



I 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, I 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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Hillary Gitelman | Planning Director | P&CE Department
250 Hamilton Avenue | Palo Alto, CA 94301
T: 650.329.2321 |E: hillary.gitelman@cityofpaloalto.org
 
Please think of the environment before printing this email – Thank you!



 
 



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,
 
I urge you, on behalf of Palo Alto residents, to vote against changing the Wireless ordinance.
 As the 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. Yet 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. 



The fact is, now more than ever, both an architectural review and conditional use permit
findings are necessary to protect residents. On a case-by-case basis it is absolutely necessary
for the city to review requests to place cell phone towers in residential neighborhoods.  
 
For example, a sign 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 a day 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 (This is just 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 a whole lot better places to 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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Miriam Sedman
915 Elsinore Dr.
Palo Alto, CA 94303
 











From: Sherryl Casella
To: Council, City
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: I 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



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: 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@gmail.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@gmail.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: I 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@gmail.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, I
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 I 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@gmail.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



mailto:arb@cityofpaloalto.org

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=7b161ba2e2fe4366a8afc0bc0ef2d401-arbalew

mailto:osma.thompson@gmail.com

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=31fd51cfccf04379b73d52a5954bb67a-arbpbaltay

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=88c811f683f44dcc9ba9877272500b57-arbrgooyer

mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=49d5f3989c8442c780715815d2331adb-wynne.furth

mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

mailto:Amy.French@CityofPaloAlto.org






From: Architectural Review Board
To: Lew, Alex; Osma Thompson (osma.thompson@gmail.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@gmail.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_xu21cn@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.  I 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).  
 
I 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.
 
I 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
 


  
 



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org

mailto:art_liberman@yahoo.com
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Cluster 2 Resubmittal 10-02-17 
 



List of Cluster 2 Nodes 



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



Node Adjacent Address Pole Type Config 
CPAU 
Pole 



# 



1A Verified 
Adjacent APN 



Adjacent 
APN 



Zoning 
Class 



SF PALO ALTO 100 4104 EL CAMINO 
WY 



Wood 
Utility Config 3 1656 13246090 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 101 4193 WILKIE WAY Wood 
Utility Config 3 1608 13245049 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 102 4010 VILLA VERA Wood 
Utility Config 3 0197 13723056 PC-2390 



SF PALO ALTO 103 3715 STARR KING CL Wood 
Utility Config 3 2305 13230009 R-1 



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



SF PALO ALTO 153 3715 WHITSELL AVE Wood 
Utility Config 1 0302 13711001 R-1 



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



SF PALO ALTO 155 792 LOS ROBLES AVE Wood 
Utility Config 3 0112 13713113 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 157 3993 LAGUNA AVE Wood 
Utility Config 3 0523 13714012 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 163 180 EL CAMINO 
REAL 



Wood 
Utility Config 3 6884 14201009 CC 



 












 
 


 
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
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
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 I 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, I 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

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 Resubmittal Project Description 10-02-17.pdf


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.
 
I 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
 


  
 



mailto:Rebecca.Atkinson@CityofPaloAlto.org
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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 
WCF, 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. 











Cluster 2 Project Description - Page 7 
 



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 I – 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. 



Map of Labels: Streets, Node Numbers, Existing Macro Sites with Names 
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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. 



 



 



 



  



Existing coverage area – 9 proposed small cells in Cluster 2 turned OFF. 
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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. 



  



Proposed Coverage – 9 small cells in Cluster 2 turned ON. 
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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. 



Map of Labels: Streets, Node Numbers, Existing Macro Sites with Names 
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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. 



 



 



 



  



Existing coverage – SF PALO ALTO 163 small cell in Cluster 2 turned OFF. 
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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. 



  



Existing coverage – SF PALO ALTO 163 small cell in Cluster 2 ON. 
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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 



 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 



 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) 



 Shall utilize the smallest footprint possible 



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



structure 



 Be screened from public view 



 Be architecturally compatible with the existing site 



 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 



 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 



 Poles preferred in the public Right-of-Way are selected. Poles on Public Utility Easements are 



not generally selected for attachment 



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



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



 Select a location for ground based emergency battery equipment that meets standards 



identified in Tree Technical Manual 



 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 



 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 



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



 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. 



 



  
Configuration #1 Configuration #2 Configuration #3 
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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). 
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SF PALO ALTO 100 Alternative Site Analysis 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



100-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
Unknown 



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment.  Primary riser located on 



pole.



100-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1653



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



100-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1655



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



100-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
5771



Pole is too short and has significant tree clutter.



100-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1464



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



100-F
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1462



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole. Additionally, high voltage lines located on pole.
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100 Photo Simulation 
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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 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



101-A
Metal 



Street Light



VZW RF 



Engineering
419



Pole is too short. 



101-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1606



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



101-C
Metal 



Street Light



VZW RF 



Engineering
418



Pole is too short. 



101-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1628



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



101-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
1629



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



101-F
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering



Unknown 



Backyard 



Pole



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole. Additionally, poles located in private property (residential easements) are only selected 



as a last resort, given potential disturbance to adjacent neighbor.
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SF PALO ALTO 101 Photo Simulation 
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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 



 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



102-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
201



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment.  Primary riser located on 



pole.



102-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
Unknown



Pole is too short and has significant tree clutter. Additionally, power lines are located over 



the pole.



102-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
200



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



102-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0198



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment.  Primary riser located on 



pole.



102-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0196



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 102 Photo Simulation 
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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 



 



  



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



103-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
2302



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. CPUC GO95 rules require 



clear climbing space. There is not enough climbing space on this pole to safely allow a VZW 



103-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
2303



Pole is too short. 



103-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
2304



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



103-D
Wood 



Utility Pole
N/A 2306



Pole is viable alternate, but was not selected as primary. It is first alternate candidate.



103-E
Metal 



Street Light



VZW RF 



Engineering
371



Pole is too short. 
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SF PALO ALTO 103 Photo Simulation 
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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. 



SF PALO ALTO 104 Alternative Site Analysis 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



104-A
Metal 



Street Light



VZW RF 



Engineering
061



Pole is too short. 



104-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0001



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment.  Primary riser located on 



pole.



104-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0003



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



104-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0016



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 104 Photo Simulation 
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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



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



153-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0345



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



153-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
0301



Pole not plumb. Significant leaning.



153-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0300



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



153-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0317



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole. Additionally, this is a line and buck situation.



153-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0303



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on 



pole - wireless equipment not permitted.
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SF PALO ALTO 153 Photo Simulation 
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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 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



154-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0239



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



154-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
02344



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. CPUC GO95 rules require 



clear climbing space. There is not enough climbing space on this pole to safely allow a VZW 



attachment.



154-C
Wood 



Utility Pole
Planning 0253



High visibility corners are not preferred per the planning siting guidelines.



154-D
Wood 



Utility Pole
N/A 0256



Pole is viable alternate, but was not selected as primary. It is first alternate candidate.



154-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0233



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 154 Photo Simulation 
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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. 



 



SF PALO ALTO 155 Alternative Site Analysis 
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Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



155-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
0125



Low height. Located in yard. Significant tree clutter around pole and difficult to mount 



pole equipment with tree.



155-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0113



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



155-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0111



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.



155-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0108



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on 



pole - wireless equipment not permitted.



155-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0110



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on 



pole - wireless equipment not permitted.



155-F
Wood 



Utility Pole
Viable Unknown



Viable alternate, although a little far from original target.
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SF PALO ALTO 155 Photo Simulation 



SF PALO ALTO 155-F (ALTERNATE) 
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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 



 



 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



157-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
0524



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Line and buck situation on 



pole - wireless equipment not permitted.



157-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
JPA



Pole not plumb. Significant leaning. Additionally, there is existing equipment on the pole.



157-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0533



Not selected as primary because high visibility corners are not preferred per the planning 



siting guidelines.



157-D
Wood 



Utility Pole



VZW RF 



Engineering
0534



Pole not plumb. Significant leaning.



157-E
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
0540



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. Transformer located on the 



pole.
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SF PALO ALTO 157 Photo Simulation 
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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 



 



 



Alternative 



Candiate ID



Structure 



Type



Fallout 



Reason
Pole # Fallout Note



163-A
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
6447



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



163-B
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
6448



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



163-C
Wood 



Utility Pole



CPAU 



Engineering
6450



Utility engineering constraints would not allow an attachment. High voltage lines located on 



pole.



163-D
Metal 



Street Light



VZW RF 



Engineering
31



Pole is too short. 



163-E
Metal 



Street Light



VZW RF 



Engineering
32



Pole is too short. 
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SF PALO ALTO 163 Photo Simulation 
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Attachment E – List of Cluster 2 Nodes 



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



Node Adjacent Address Pole Type Config 
CPAU 
Pole 



# 



1A Verified 
Adjacent APN 



Adjacent 
APN 



Zoning 
Class 



SF PALO ALTO 100 
4104 EL CAMINO 



WY 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 1656 13246090 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 101 4193 WILKIE WAY 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 1608 13245049 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 102 4010 VILLA VERA 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 0197 13723056 PC-2390 



SF PALO ALTO 103 3715 STARR KING CL 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 2305 13230009 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 104 4206 SUZANNE DR 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 0002 16707018 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 153 3715 WHITSELL AVE 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 1 0302 13711001 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 154 785 BARRON AVE 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 0238 13713022 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 155 792 LOS ROBLES AVE 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 0112 13713113 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 157 3993 LAGUNA AVE 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 0523 13714012 R-1 



SF PALO ALTO 163 
180 EL CAMINO 



REAL 
Wood 
Utility 



Config 3 6884 14201009 CC 
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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. 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



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 
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Relay Mailbox 



  



 



 



Metal Bench 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



Garbage Can 
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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.  



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 











Cluster 2 Project Description - Page 46 
 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 











Cluster 2 Project Description - Page 47 
 



Attachment I – 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.O. 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 
quadrant 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. 
 



 












 
 


 
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
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
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 I 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, I 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: 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 I 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, I 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@sbcglobal.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?NewsID=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
 


 
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
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
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


-----Original Message-----
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 I 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.


I am very appreciative of the City council’s hard work in keeping our town livable and also up with the times.
However, I 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.  I 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 I 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 I cannot attend, so I 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. I 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
 
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
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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. I 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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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: "Art Liberman"
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.
I 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, I 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.
I 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:


·         March 15 ARB agenda: https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/63883
·         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
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
Planning Forms & Handouts | Planning Applications Mapped
 


 


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) 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 I 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.
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I 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
 


  
 


 
 


 
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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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 I 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, I 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"
Cc: 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.
 
I 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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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 I 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, I 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: 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. I 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
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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
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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.
 
I 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
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
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 I 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, I 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: 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 I 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.
 
I 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
 
Online Parcel Report | Palo Alto Municipal Code
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 I 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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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, I 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: 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.


-----Original Message-----
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
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