SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Discretionary Review

Full Analysis

HEARING DATE FEBRUARY 17, 2011
CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 2, 2010

Date: February 10, 2011
Case No.: 2010.0558D
Project Address: ~ 1763-1767 Stockton Street

Permit Application: 2009.1105.0626

Zoning: North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District
North Beach Special Use District
40-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 0104/024

Project Sponsor:  Richard Hirsch of Permit Me for
T-Mobile

1855 Gateway Boulevard, Suite 900
Concord, CA 94520

Staff Contact: Aaron Hollister — (415) 575-9078
aaron.hollister@sfgov.org
Recommendation: Do not take DR and approve the project as proposed.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project proposes to add a T-Mobile micro wireless telecommunications service (WTS) facility
consisting of a panel antenna shrouded inside a faux vent pipe structure and equipment cabinets. The
faux vent pipe would be mounted on the rooftop of the subject building at a height of approximately 36.5
feet with approximate dimensions of five feet in height and one foot in diameter. The faux vent pipe
would also be set back a minimum of 6.5 feet from edge of the building. The equipment cabinets would
be mounted to the wall of an existing penthouse stair structure found at the southwest corner of the
structure.

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The project is located on the southwest corner of Stockton and Greenwich Streets, Assessor’s Block 0104,
Lot 024. This site is within the North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District, the North Beach Special
Use District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District

The project site is entirely occupied by a three-story, mixed-use building that contains a ground-floor

commercial space and five residential dwelling units on the second and third floors. The subject building
was constructed in 1907 and is listed in the North Beach Survey as a strong contributory building.
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SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD

The North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District (NCD) is located in between Telegraph Hill and
Nob Hill north of Broadway, roughly centered on Columbus Avenue. The North Beach NCD functions as
a neighborhood-serving marketplace, citywide specialty shopping and dining district and tourist
attraction, as well as an apartment and residential hotel zone. Traditionally, the district has provided
most convenience goods and services for residents of North Beach and portions of Telegraph and
Russian Hills.

The surrounding development is a variety of multi-story, mixed-use buildings. Nearby ground-floor
uses include eating and drinking establishments, small-scale retail stores, and nighttime entertainment.
The upper stories are generally occupied by apartments, and residential hotels. The scale of development
throughout the area consists of low- and mid-rise buildings (one- to four-story structures).

BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION NOTIFICATION

TYPE REQUIRED NOTIFICATION DR FILE DATE DR HEARING DATE
PERIOD DATES FILING TO HEARING TIME
312 ]une 4,2010 - February 17, 227 d *3%
30d ly 6, 2010 ays
Notice WS july 7, 2010 July 2011**

* Notification period expired on a holiday weekend, so the last notification date was extended to the
next business day following the holiday weekend

* * Hearing was originally scheduled for September 30, 2010, but was continued on two occasions at the
request of the office of Supervisor D. Chiu.

HEARING NOTIFICATION*

REQUIRED ACTUAL
TYPE REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE
PERIOD PERIOD
Posted Notice 10 days September 20, 2010 September 20, 2010 10 days
Mailed Notice 10 days September 20, 2010 September 20, 2010 10 days

* Hearing was continued from the originally schedule date of September 30, 2010.

PUBLIC COMMENT
SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION
Adjacent neighbor(s) None None X
Other neighbors on the
block or directly across 1 None X
the street
Neighborhood groups None 1 X
SAN FRANCISCO 2
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The Department has received written comments/and or petition signatures from the project sponsor and
the DR requestor. The project sponsor has six letters of support from residents of the area, and a petition
containing 128 signatures from residents of the area. The project sponsor also submitted letters and
petition signatures from residents outside of the area.

The Department has received correspondence in opposition to the project from three residents of the area
and has received several telephone calls in opposition of the project.

DR REQUESTOR

Telegraph Hill Dwellers
PO Box 330159
San Francisco, CA 94133

An individual who works full-time at 491 Greenwich Street and lives 0.4 miles away is also an interested

party.

DR REQUESTOR’S CONCERNS AND PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

Issue #1: T-Mobile has failed to show a significant gap or need for service in the area as required by the
WTS Siting Guidelines for a Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site) location. T-Mobile has not proven that
if such a gap does exist, the proposed antennas are the least intrusive alternative for filling this significant
gap in service in the neighborhood.

Issue #2: The project is not in conformance with the City’s General Plan, Commerce and Industry
Element, in that the project does not “encourage development which provides substantial net benefits
and minimizes undesirable consequences” and does not “mitigate negative impacts.”

Issue #3: Neighbors have aesthetic concerns regarding the blockage of views.

Issue #4: The industrial/commercial facility is an unrelated change in use of a mixed-use building that is
unnecessary to the building’s operation and enjoyment.

Issue #5: Applying for a wireless facility at this location as an Accessory Use in an abuse of the
Accessory Use process.

Issue #6: If T-Mobile upgrades the site from a micro-cell site to a macro-cell site, the Planning
Department has no requirements that wireless carriers inform the Planning Department of such upgrades
or seek new permits to do so.

Issue #7: If upgraded to a macro-cell site, the project may not meet Federal Communication Commission
regulations regarding radio frequency radiation exposure.

SAN FRANCISCO 3
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Proposed Alternatives: The project sponsor may locate this wireless facility at a different location, co-
locate the facility an already-existing wireless site, or enter into an inter-carrier service agreement with a
different carrier to share an existing facility or facilities in the service area.

Please reference the attached Discretionary Review Application, dated July 6, 2010.

PROJECT SPONSOR'’S RESPONSE

Response to Siting Issue:

T-Mobile believes the site is necessary to increase the quality of services it offers in the area in terms of
3G technology that T-Mobile believes is currently lacking in the area. Existing and proposed coverage
maps have been included in the project sponsor’s response. T-Mobile also states that customers in the
area have complained that dropped calls, weak or no signal, and slow downloading speeds are common
in the area.

T-Mobile also explored locating the proposed WTS facility on a publicly-used facility, co-location site
and/or wholly industrial/commercial structures in the area, which are generally preferred location sites.
However, T-Mobile found these sites to be limited in the project area, which primarily features
residential and mixed-use buildings. The public facilities in the area were limited to Washington Square
and Pioneer Park, and installing a WTS facility at either location without having visual impacts was
difficult. Also, far-reaching coverage could not be extended to the desired coverage area from a co-
location or wholly industrial/commercial location because of problems with the operability of a WTS
facility due to topographic constraints in the area.

Response to Use Issues: The project sponsor maintains that the project is designed to meet the
requirements stipulated in the T-Mobile Accessory Use Determination letter signed by Zoning
Administrator on May 15, 2006. The project sponsor further maintains that the rooftop antennas are
subordinate to the primary uses of the mixed-use building. The applicant noted that the Planning
Department staff and the Planning Commission have agreed that rooftop antenna facilities qualify as
accessory uses in accord with the Accessory Use Determination letter and applicable Planning Code
Sections.

Response to Visual and Aesthetic Impacts: The project sponsor noted that the antennas will be hidden
within a vent-like enclosure, which resemble standard rooftop vents that are commonly occurring
elements on residential buildings, and will blend with the existing rooftop development. The vent pipe
enclosure will be set back from the edges of the building and will be located in a position that will
minimize its visibility from nearby public rights-of-way. The project sponsor has included drawings,
photos and photo simulations for further reference.

Please reference the attached Response to Discretionary Review Application, dated September 21, 2010.

PROJECT ANALYSIS

Based on service coverage maps provided by T-Mobile, the project addresses a coverage gap in T-
Mobile’s service in the North Beach/Western Telegraph Hill area utilizing equipment that is minimal in

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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both appearance and power. AT&T already has a micro-cellular facility at the subject site, so the
proposed site is considered a Preference 2 location, which is defined as Co-Location site in the WTS
Siting Guidelines and is considered a preferential location. Because efforts have been made to minimize
the project and to locate it at a preferential site as established by the WTS Siting Guidelines, the proposed
project appears to be the least intrusive alternative in filling a coverage gap T-Mobile currently has in the
project area.

The design of the site and minimal dimensions of the equipment are anticipated to make the proposed
installation not visible, or only minimally visible, when viewed from nearby public rights-of-way (please
see attached photo simulations), and thus, the site is not expected to create visual impacts. T-Mobile
worked with Department staff to minimize the dimensions of the proposed equipment and to provide
setbacks that would decrease the visibility of the of faux vent pipe from adjacent rights-of-way. Also of
note, private views from residences are not protected.

The practice of approving similar micro-cellular sites as Accessory Uses has been a well-vested practice
of the Department since 1998. A Letter of Determination issued by the Zoning Administrator dated May
15, 2006 (attached), established the equipment type, equipment concealment efforts and processing
procedures that would be necessary to consider a T-Mobile site an Accessory Use in Neighborhood
Commercial Districts as defined in Planning Code Section 703.2(b)(1)(C). The Department has
determined that the proposed project would meet the requirements established in the 2006 Letter of
Determination.  Furthermore, the proposed project would be consistent with Planning Code
703.2(b)(1)(C) as an Accessory Use as the project would be a use that is appropriate, incidental and
subordinate to lawful principal uses found at the site. Because the project has been found to be
compliant the 2006 Letter of Determination, Planning Code Section 703.2(b)(1)(C) and Department
procedures, the project would not represent an abuse of the Accessory Use process.

If the proposed project were to be changed to a larger macro-cellular site, T-Mobile would be required to
obtain permits and entitlements for the site modification, contrary to the DR Applicant’s claim, and the
Planning Commission would have to authorize Conditional Use in order to upgrade to a macro-cellular
site. Also, if a macro upgrade were to be proposed, T-Mobile would be required to prove that the
upgraded site is compliant with the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC) regulations regarding
radio frequency (R.F.) exposure. Locally, the Department of Public Health (DPH) assures that WTS
facilities are compliant with FCC R.F. exposure requirements. Under current procedures, a WTS facility
applicant must receive approval from DPH regarding compliance with RF exposure requirements before
an application for Conditional Use may be submitted to the Planning Department.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The proposed project was determined by the Department to be categorically exempt from the
environmental review process pursuant to Class 3 exemptions (Section 15303 of the California
Environmental Quality Act) of Title 14 of the California Administrative Code

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN TEAM REVIEW

The request for Discretionary Review was not reviewed by the Department’s Residential Design Team as
the project represents a change of use.

SAN FRANCISCO 5
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BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION

The Department believes that the project is not exceptional or extraordinary for the following reasons:

*  The project sponsor has provided coverage maps indicating gaps in coverage in the project area,
and that the proposed Accessory Use site would address these gaps.

* The proposed use will not eliminate space that is currently occupied by commercial or residential
building uses.

* The proposed WTS facility constitutes an Accessory Use.

= Review by a number of City departments will ensure that life/safety requirements are met.

*  The proposed WTS facility will not visually compromise the building due to its overall size and
location on the building relative to the public right-of-way.

RECOMMENDATION: Do not take DR and approve the project as proposed.

Attachments:

Block Book Map

Sanborn Map

Zoning Map

Aerial Photographs

Context Photos

Section 312 Notice

DR Application

Public Correspondence

Applicant’s Submittal
Response to DR Application dated September 21, 2010
Coverage Map
Photo Simulations
Radio Frequency Report
Department of Public Health Review
Reduced Plans

AJH G:\DOCUMENTS\ Projects\ DR\ 1763 Stockton Street\ 1763 Stockton Street DR - Full Analysis.doc
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e (1 Eand

dentidl

B Res!

[
i
Hl

SUBJECT PROPERTY

Building Permit No. 2009.1105.0626

Discretionary Review
Case Number 2010.0558D
1763-1767 Stockton Street

SAN FRANCISCO



Sanborn Map*

h.“.h.__..“mlllﬂlll. LS _J

TITTTE o

B O B

" uqhqnh &Rt
CHILD CARE R
CENTER
w
.
s
1_ s
ALLEYerp oY
P .
feowc.aca) AE s m COmE .
Sl A G AB & R m _m..“
@’ & _
= it

1
a
{
Qﬂr
&
& n %
~
e

)
j

®

SUBJECT PROPERTY
Building Permit No. 2009.1105.0626
Case Number 2010.0558D

Discretionary Review
1763-1767 Stockton Street

*The Sanborn Maps in San Francisco have not been updated since 1998, and this map may not accurately reflect existing conditions.
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SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1660 Mission Street, Suite 500  San Francisco, California 94103  www.sfgov.org/planning

May 15, 2006

Brian Pudlik,

Parsons

Representing Omnipoint T-Mobile
185 Berry Street, Suite 4300

San Francisco, CA 94107

Re:  T-Mobile
Accessory Use Determination for Microcell Facilities

Mr. Pudlik,

This determination is in response to your request for certain types of wireless
telecommunication facilities qualification as accessory uses under the Planning Code.

After reviewing previous determinations, the Planning Code (Sections 204 and 703.2(b)(1)(C)
for Accessory Uses, General and Accessory Uses in Neighborhood Commercial Districts,
respectively) and the information submitted with your letter, | have determined that the proposed
antenna installations would fall within the scope of accessory uses as authorized in previous
letters of determinations for other wireless service providers.

This authorization shall be limited to the following:

1. The installation of up to one panel antennae, with overall dimensions of no more
than 30 inches high, 6.8 inches wide and 3.5 inches deep (mounted on the roof
within a false vent, limited to extend up to five feet above the existing roof-line
and set back at least five feet from the any edge of the building, these maximum
dimensions are to be reduced whenever possible) or up to two omni antennas no
more than 24 inches in length and 1.5 inches in diameter (facade mounted and
painted to match);

2. The installation of two Erickson equipment cabinets with exterior dimensions of
17" x 30" x 11" and screened from view or within an existing structure;

3. Individual emission calculations for each site shall be provided to the Department
of Public Health for their review;

4. The installation of the panel antennas, coax cables and their related equipment
cabinets are not to exceed the existing height of the structure to which they are to
be attached, painted to match the color of the existing building, concealed,
screened and/or otherwise designed to blend with existing architectural features,
limiting them from public view; and



May 15, 2006 Page 2 of 2
Letter of Determination
T-Mobile Accessory Use Determination

5. Any proposed installation must comply with the design review of the Planning
Department.

In order to facilitate the review of these “microcell” antennas by the Planning Department and
other City agencies, each application shall be accompanied by the Wireless
Telecommunications Services (W.T.S.) Facilities Siting Guidelines Application Checklist for
Accessory Use Applications.

If for any reason the Zoning Administrator finds that this determination is no longer applicable or
an individual site merits review and authorization from the Planning Commission, the Zoning
Administrator may initiate the conditional use application process.

If anyone believes this determination represents an error in the interpretation of the Planning
Code or an abuse of discretion by the Zoning Administrator, this determination may be appealed
to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days from the date of this letter. For information on
the appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals, located at 1660 Mission Street, or
call (415) 575-6880.

Sincerely,

Lawrence B. Badiner
Zoning Administrator

LBB/JPI/N:/ZA/DETERMIN/2006/T-Mobile Accessory Use Determination.doc



T-Mobile West Corp. * Proposed Base Station (Site No. SF23211A)
1763-1767 Stockton Street * San Francisco, California

Statement of Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting Engineers

The firm of Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting Engineers, has been retained on behalf of
T-Mobile West Corp., a personal wireless telecommunications carrier, to evaluate the base station
(Site No. SF23211A) proposed to be located at 1763-1767 Stockton Street in San Francisco,
California, for compliance with appropriate guidelines limiting human exposure to radio frequency

(“RF”) electromagnetic fields.

Background

The San Francisco Department of Public Health has adopted a 10-point checklist for determining
compliance of WTS facilities with prevailing safety standards. The acceptable limits set by the FCC

for exposures of unlimited duration are:

Wireless Service Frequency Band Occupational Limit Public Limit
Microwave (Point-to-Point) 5-23,000 MHz 5.00 mW/cm2  1.00 mW/cm?
BRS (Broadband Radio) 2,600 5.00 1.00
AWS (Advanced Wireless) 2,100 5.00 1.00
PCS (Personal Communication) 1,950 5.00 1.00
Cellular 870 2.90 0.58
SMR (Specialized Mobile Radio) 855 2.85 0.57
700 MHz 700 2.35 0.47
[most restrictive frequency range] 30-300 1.00 0.20

The site was visited by Mr. Robert H. Taylor, a qualified field technician contracted by Hammett &
Edison, Inc., during normal business hours on June 16, 2010, a non-holiday weekday, and reference
has been made to information provided by T-Mobile, including drawings by Michael Wilk
Architecture, dated April 19, 2010.

Checklist

1. The location of all existing antennas and facilities at site. Existing RF levels.

There were observed no other wireless telecommunications base stations installed at the site. Existing

RF levels at ground near the site were less than 1% of the most restrictive public exposure limit.

2. The location of all approved (but not installed) antennas and facilities. Expected RF levels from
approved antennas.

No WTS facilities or other communications facilities are reported to be approved for this site but not

vet installed.

3. The number and types of WTS within 100 feet of proposed site and estimates of additive EMR
emissions at proposed site.

There were no other WTS facilities observed within 100 feet of the site.

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS TM23211A599.5

SAN FRANCISCO Page 1 0f3



T-Mobile West Corp. * Proposed Base Station (Site No. SF23211A)
1763-1767 Stockton Street * San Francisco, California

4. Location (and number) of Applicant’s antennas and back-up facilities per building and location
(and number) of other WTS at site.

T-Mobile proposes to mount one RFS Model APXV18-206513T-C directional panel antenna inside a
cylinder, configured to resemble a vent, to be installed at the north side of the roof of the building.
The antenna would be mounted at an effective height of about 39 feet above ground, 3 feet above the
roof, and would be oriented toward 50°T.

5. Power rating (maximum and expected operating power) for all existing and proposed backup
equipment subject to application.

The expected operating power of the T-Mobile transmitters is reflected in the resulting effective
radiated power given in Item 6 below, the transmitters may operate at a power below their maximum

rating.

6. Total number of watts per installation and total number of watts for all installations at site.

The maximum effective radiated power proposed by T-Mobile in any direction is 120 watts.

7. Plot or roof plan showing method of attachment of antennas, directionality of antennas, and height
above roof level. Discuss nearby inhabited buildings.

The drawings show the proposed antenna to be installed as described in Item 4 above. There were

noted buildings of similar height located nearby.

8. Estimated ambient RF levels for proposed site and identify three-dimensional perimeter where
exposure standards are exceeded.

For a person anywhere at ground, the maximum ambient RF exposure level due to the proposed
T-Mobile operation by itself is calculated to be 0.00035 mW/cm?, which is 0.035% of the applicable
public exposure limit. Ambient RF levels at the site are therefore estimated to remain less than 1% of
the limit. The three-dimensional perimeter of RF levels equal to the public exposure limit is
calculated to extend less than 2% feet in front of the T-Mobile antenna; this does not reach any

publicly accessible areas.

9. Describe proposed signage at site.

Due to its mounting location, the T-Mobile antenna would not be accessible to the general public, and
so no mitigation measures are necessary to comply with the FCC public exposure guidelines. To
prevent occupational exposures in excess of the FCC guidelines, no access within 1 foot in front of the
T-Mobile antenna itself, such as might occur during building maintenance activities, should be

allowed while the site is in operation, unless other measures can be demonstrated to ensure that

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS TM23211A599.5

SAN FRANCISCO Page 2 of 3



T-Mobile West Corp. * Proposed Base Station (Site No. SF23211A)
1763-1767 Stockton Street * San Francisco, California

occupational protection requirements are met. Posting explanatory warning signs* at the roof access
door and on the cylinder housing the antenna, such that the signs would be readily visible from any

angle of approach to persons who might need to work within that distance, would be sufficient to meet
FCC-adopted guidelines.

10. Statement of authorship.

The undersigned author of this statement is a qualified Professional Engineer, holding California
Registrations Nos. E-13026 and M-20676, which expire on June 30, 2011. This work has been carried
out under his direction, and all statements are true and correct of his own knowledge except, where

noted, when data has been supplied by others, which data he believes to be correct.

Conclusion

Based on the information and analysis above, it is my professional opinion that the T-Mobile West
Corp. base station proposed to be located at 1763-1767 Stockton Street in San Francisco will comply
with the prevailing standards for limiting human exposure to radio frequency energy and, therefore,
will not for this reason cause a significant impact on the environment. The highest estimated exposure
levels in publicly accessible areas are many times less than the prevailing standards allow for
exposures of unlimited duration. This finding is consistent with measurements of actual exposure
conditions taken at other operating base stations. Posting of explanatory signs is recommended to

establish compliance with occupational exposure limitations.

» T ﬁ:@‘
E-13028
M-ZOETE

Fxp. 630-2011

ERORRAS A

June 29, 2010

Warning signs should comply with OET-65 color, symbol, and content recommendations. Contact information
should be provided (e.g., a telephone number) to arrange for access to restricted areas. The selection of language(s)
is not an engineering matter; the San Francisco Department of Public Health recommends that all signs be written
in English, Spanish, and Chinese.

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS TM23211A599.5
SAN FRANCISCO Page 3 0of3



City and County of San Francisco Gavin Newsom, Mayor
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH Mitchell H. Katz, MD, Director of Health

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION Rajiv Bhatia, MD, MPH, Director of EH

Review of Cellular Antenna Site Proposals

Project Sponsor :  T-Mobile Planner: lonin

RF Engineer Consultant: Hammett and Edison Phone Number: (707) 996-5200

Project Address/Location: 1763 Stockton St

Site ID: 926 SiteNo.: SF 23211

The following information is required to be provided before approval of this project can be made. These
information requirements are established in the San Francisco Planning Department Wireless
Telecommunications Services Facility Siting Guidelines dated August 1996.

In order to facilitate quicker approval of this project, it is recommended that the project sponsor review
this document before submitting the proposal to ensure that all requirements are included.

X 1. The location of all existing antennas and facilities. Existing RF levels. (WTS-FSG, Section 11, 2b)
[ ] Existing Antennas No Existing Antennas: 0
2. The location of all approved (but not installed) antennas and facilities. Expected RF levels from the

X approved antennas. (WTS-FSG Section 11, 2b)
O ves @nNo

3. The number and types of WTS within 100 feet of the proposed site and provide estimates of cumulative
X EMR emissions at the proposed site. (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5.2)

OvYes ®@No

4. Location (and number) of the Applicant’s antennas and back-up facilities per building and number and
X |ocation of other telecommunication facilities on the property (WTS-FSG, Section 10.4.1a)

5. Power rating (maximum and expected operating power) for all existing and proposed backup
X equipment subject to the application (WTS-FSG, Section 10.4.1c)

Maximum Power Rating: 120 watts.

6. The total number of watts per installation and the total number of watts for all installations on the
~~— building (roof or side) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5.1).

Maximum Effective Radiant: 120 watts.
7. Preferred method of attachment of proposed antenna (roof, wall mounted, monopole) with plot or roof

X plan. Show directionality of antennas. Indicate height above roof level. Discuss nearby inhabited
buildings (particularly in direction of antennas) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.41d)

8. Report estimated ambient radio frequency fields for the proposed site (identify the three-dimensional
A perimeter where the FCC standards are exceeded.) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5) State FCC standard utilized
and power density exposure level (i.e. 1986 NCRP, 200 pw/cm?)

Maximum RF Exposure:  0.00035 mW/cnm- Maximum RF Exposure Percent: 0.035

9. Signage at the facility identifying all WTS equipment and safety precautions for people nearing the
A equipment as may be required by any applicable FCC-adopted standards. (WTS-FSG, Section 10.9.2).
Discuss signage for those who speak languages other than English.

Public_Exclusion_Area Public Exclusion In Feet: 3
Occupational_Exclusion_Area Occupational Exclusion In Feet: 1




X 10. Statement on who produced this report and qualifications.

Approved. Based on the information provided the following staff believes that the project proposal will

A comply with the current Federal Communication Commission safety standards for radiofrequency
radiation exposure. FCC standard 1986-NCRP Approval of the subsequent Project
Implementation Report is based on project sponsor completing recommendations by project
consultant and DPH.

Comments:

There are no existing antennas operated by T-Mobile installed on the roof top of the building at
1763 Stockton St. Exisiting RF levels at ground level were around 1% of the FCC public exposure
limit. There were observed no other antennas within 100 feet of this site. T-Mobile proposes to
install 0 new antenna. The antennas are mounted at a height of 39 feet above the ground. The
estimated ambient RF field from the proposed T-Mobile transmitters at ground level is calculated
to be 0.00035 mW/sq cm., which is 0.035 % of the FCC public exposure limit. The three
dimensional perimeter of RF levels equal to the public exposure limit extends 3 feet and does not
reach any publicly accessible areas. Warnings signs must be posted at the antennas and roof access
points in English, Spanish and Chinese. Worker should not have access to within 1 foot of the
front of the antennas while they are in operation.

Not Approved, additional information required.

Not Approved, does not comply with Federal Communication Commission safety standards for
—— radiofrequency radiation exposure. FCC Standard

1 Hours spent reviewing

Charges to Project Sponsor (in addition to previous charges, to be received at time of receipt by Sj

Dated: 6/30/2010
Y20 sl
Signed: *‘Os

Patrick Fosdahl
Environmental Health Management Section
San Francisco Dept. of Public Health
1390 Market St., Suite 210,
San Francisco, CA. 94102
(415) 252-3904




SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission Street Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
|

NOTICE OF BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION (SECTION 312)

On November 11, 2009, the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application No. 2009.11.05.0626 (Alteration)
with the City and County of San Francisco.

1 Applicant: Rick Hirsch Project Address: 1763 Stockton Street
Address: 1855 Gateway Boulevard, Suite 900 Cross Streets: intersection of Greenwich
City, State: Concord, CA 94520 Assessor’s Block /Lot No.: 0089/001
Telephone: (415) 377-7826 Zoning Districts: North Beach NCD/40-X

Under San Francisco Planning Code Section 312, you, as a property owner or resident within 150 feet of this proposed project,
are being notified of this Building Permit Application. You are not obligated to take any action. For more information
regarding the proposed work, or to express concerns about the project, please contact the Applicant above or the Planner
named below as soon as possible. If your concerns are unresolved, you can request the Planning Commission to use its
discretionary powers to review this application at a public hearing. Applications requesting a Discretionary Review hearing
must be filed during the 30-day review period, prior to the close of business on the Expiration Date shown below, or the next
business day if that date is on a week-end or a legal holiday. If no Requests for Discretionary Review are filed, this project will
be approved by the Planning Department after the Expiration Date.

PROJECT SCOPE )

{ 1 DEMOLITION and/or [ ] NEW CONSTRUCTION or [ X] ALTERATION ’
[ 1 VERTICAL EXTENSION [ ] CHANGE # OF DWELLING UNITS [ ] FACADE ALTERATION(S)
[ ] HORIZ. EXTENSION (FRONT) [ ] HORIZ. EXTENSION (SIDE) [ 1 HORIZ. EXTENSION (REAR)
{
PROJECT FEATURES EXISTING CONDITION PROPOSED CONDITION
BUILDING USE ......cooiiviie et Mixed USE ..oovivvieririeiciiiee No Change
FRONT SETBACK ......coiiiieeiir e NJA oo No Change
SIDE SETBACKS ....coiiive e NIA e No Change
BUILDING DEPTH ..ottt NIA e No Change
REAR YARD ...ttt s NIA e No Change
HEIGHT OF BUILDING ......ooooiire e 36.5 et . No Change
NUMBER OF STORIES ......occoiiiiiiiiiiniecnniee e B s No Change
NUMBER OF DWELLING UNITS ..o NJA oot No Change
NUMBER OF OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES ............... NFA Lo No Change

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is to add a T-Mobile wireless telecommunications service (WTS) facility to the rooftop of the subject building.
The WTS facility would consist of a panel antenna shrouded inside a faux vent pipe as well as equipment cabinets. Please see
attached plans for more information.

PLANNER’S NAME: Aaron Hollister
PHONE NUMBER: (415) 575-9078 DATE OF THIS NOTICE: @/ l// "20 10
EMAIL; aaron.hollister@sfgov.org EXPIRATION DATE: /7 / 5 / 7”20 ;0




awhitd@ix.netcom.com To aaron.hollister@sfgov.org, David.Chiu@sfgov.org

10/12/2010 07:34 AM cc
Please respond to
awhitd@ix.netcom.com

bee
Subject  Cell Phones in North Beach

I urge you to ignore the protests of my Luddite neighbors in N. Beach. Thee is
no evidence that cell phone antennas are dangerous. I welcome improved
service. David E Whittall, 101 Lombard St



Dan Lorimer ‘ To aaron.hollister@sfgov.org
<lorimer@R-1.net>

10/13/2010 06:57 PM

cc

bce

Subject cell tower health risk

Dear Mr. Hollister --

I am definitely against the proliferation of cell phone towers that is
proposed. Radiation from these towers is treated, in conflict with
evidence to the contrary, as being free of hazard to people who spend
extended periods of time in proximity to the towers.

http://www.emwatch.com/Cellmasts.htm

When these towers go in, the property owner is compensated, but the
residents of his building and of adjacent buildings absorb all of the
health risk. This is grossly unfair, and could appropriately be
treated as an unlawful eviction by the building owner's tenants. Yet
what recourse do adjacent tenants/owners have? None! For a small
financial benefit, the owners of the properties where the towers are
to be located endanger the lives of many people.

Thank you for your consideration,
Dan Lorimer

1315 Montgomery St.
SF 94133



William.J.Reilly.67@Alum.Dar To president@thd.org

t th.ORG (William J. Reill
5";;)” (William ey cc aaron.hollister@sfgov.org, David.Chiu@sfgov.org

10/12/2010 08:51 AM bee
Subject cell phone antennas

Please stop promoting your own agendas and claiming to be the voice of the
neighborhood.

I have not seen any information from your partisans or T-Mobile that would
enable ’
me to make an informed judgement on this issue.

I can tell you that as a T-Mobile customer I have virtually no service from my
house (corner of Union and Montgomery). I have to walk almost to Washington
Square

to get satisfacory service. Thus, I am certain that T-Mobile customers who
live

on this portion of Telegraph Hill will welcome new antennnas.

Regardless of the actual pros and cons of these three antennas, I find your
email

this morning with issues #1-9 to be unsupported and substantially groundless.
It is the rant of a zealot throwing everything at the wall in the hope that
something

might stick. It is not the way we should make decisions as a neighborhood and
certainly makes the tasks of our elected and appointed representatives more
difficult.

It is hard to take pride in being a member of the Hill Dwellers today.

William Reilly
1256 Montgomery

dues paying member of the Hill Dwellers (on and off) since 1977



"Marcy Albert" To - <aaron.hollister@sfgov.org>, <David.Chiu@sfgov.org>
<marcy@abcg.com>

10/12/2010 11:37 AM
Please respond to
<marcy@abcg.com> Subject T-Mobile cell phone antenas in North Beach

cc

bce

We are unable to attend this planning meeting but we want you to know that we
DISAGREE with the views put forth by THD. We feel that we need cell phone towers to
increase the service so long as the antennas are either camouflaged or otherwise not

unsightly, ltem #3 below should probably get careful consideration. Otherwise let
progress happen!

Thanks,

Marcy & David Albert

101 Lombard St., #904-W
San Francisco, CA 94111-1121
Home & Office: 415-627-6900

From: THD [mailto:president@thd.org]
Sent: Monday, October 11, 2010 10:05 PM
To: marcy@abcg.com

Subject: PRETEND DEC EVENT

Join yoilr neighbors at the upcoming Discretionary Review hearing
before the Planning Commission this Thursday, October 14th, 5 pm,
City Hall, room 400

THE ISSUE:

T-Mobile is planning to install 3 cell phone antennas within a 3 block radius in
North Beach, at the following locations: 1653 Grant Ave @ Greenwich. 1500



Rae Terry To "aaron.hollister@sfgov.org" <aaron.hollister@sfgov.org>
<raeterry@mac.com>

10/12/2010 11:28 AM

cc

bce

Subject Antennas

We are residents at 383 Lombard are adamantly opposed to the cell phone
towers/antennas.

Rae Terry

Jay Welsh

Sent from my iPhone



"Timothy Ferris" To <aaron.hollister@sfgov.org>, <David.Chiu@sfgov.org>
<tf@timothyferris.com> ‘

cc "Carolyn Zecca Ferris" <cal@calzecc.com>
10/12/2010 12:11 PM

bce

Subject Telegraph Hili Dwellers memo

Dear Mr. Hollister and Mr. Chiu:

My wife and I received the email below from the Telegraph Hill Dwellers. It claims that
installing additional mobile phone transmitters in North Beach would occasion “great distress to
the neighborhood due to outdated health code and health related concerns based on recent
findings related to accumulated radiation."”

I am unaware of any findings published in refereed scientific journals upon which such concerns
might legitimately be based. The sole exception known to me is a pair of papers published in

2005 in a European journal, Mutation Research. One of these papers has since been withdrawn
as fraudulent; the other was also withdrawn by its author but he later said he'd changed his mind.

My purpose in writing you is simply to affirm that "concerns" are only as good as the empirical
data upon which they are based. In this case, the quantity of such data approximates zero.

Yours,

Timothy Ferris

97 Telegraph Hill Blvd.

SF CA 94133




Daniel Macchiarini To aaron.hollister@sfgov.org

<danny1 bcglobal.net>
nny1mac@sbeglobal.ne cc THD President <president@thd.org>, Kathleen Dooley

<kathleendooley@att.net>, David Chiu

10/12/2010 01:08 PM b <david.chiu@sfgov.org>, Stefano Cassolato
cC

Subject No to T-Mobil Antena Towers in North Beach

Ciao Aaron,

As a business and property owner at 1544 Grant Ave. I wish to go on
record opposing the installation and industrialization of our roof
tops here in our North Beach community via installation of cellular
antenna for the purposes of amplified concentration of micro-cell
radiation. My property and business would literally be sandwiched in-
between two of these T-mobil towers currently under consideration for
installation at 1500 and 1653 Grant Ave. While there is no
scientific evidence of health hazards which could be created by these
towers there has, in fact, been no scientific studies which have
conclusively reviewed what effects, if any, either low or high
frequency cellular radiation has on the human body when constantly
bombarded by concentrated Tower radiation amplification at all times,
24 hours a day, 365 days a year. You should be aware that a major
amount children will be subject to this concentrated amplified
radiation as there are numerous families in the buildings in and
around the these proposed towers as well as Garfield Elementary
school at 120 Filbert St being less than a block away.

Further, these towers are unnecessary as cell phone communications in
North Beach as well as the rest of San Francisco is currently of a
very high quality. The installation of these high concentration
micro-cell Towers directly within any community will do nothing to
improve service in a real, tangible, way. It will only serve one
corporate cellular company to boost it signal over others which in
tern will, most likely, facilitate and usher in an era of "cellular
signal wars" where competing companies are constantly installing new
and more powerful micro cellular radiation amplification towers in
our neighborhoods. This is neither desirable from either a health
or cultural visual point of view. Having industrial towers of any
kind proliferating above our roof tops in neighborhoods is clearly
inappropriate in character to our city. My understanding of one
major aspect of the job of the SF Planning Dept. is to safeguard the
character and architecture of our neighborhoods and thereby their
culture here in our city. It is said that North Beach, being among
the very first neighborhoods of our city, should have particular
interests to our Planning Department in this regard. I would
respectfully asked that you and our SF Planning Department keep all
this in mind when considering any architectural changes which may
negative affect the powerful and positive visual assets we currently
have here in many of our city neighborhoods and in our North Beach
community in particular. Please opposed T-Mobils' attempt to
industrialize North Beach architecture at this time.

Thank You,

Dan Macchiarini

Native Working Artist
Macchiarini Creative Design
1544 Grant Ave.

San Francisco



"Tina" To <aaron.hollister@sfgov.org>
<tinamoysf@yahoo.com>

10/12/2010 03:19 PM

cC

bce

Subject support of DR request on cell phone antennas in North
Beach

Dear Mr. Hollister,

I support the need for a DR in relation to cell phone antennas in North
Beach.

Respectfully,

Tina Moylan

Member SF Neighborhood Network

Board of Russian Hill Neighbors



SCau1321@aol.com To aaron.hollister@SFgov.org
10/13/2010 08:48 AM cc

bce
Subject Fwd: PRETEND DEC EVENT

| object to the proposed cell phone installations in North Beach.

Sue Cauthen

1321 Montgomery Street

San Francisco, California 94133
415 391 0737

From: president@thd.org

To: scau1321@aol.com

Sent: 10/11/2010 10:05:06 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time
Subj: PRETEND DEC EVENT

Join your r{eighbors at the upcoming Discretionary Review hearing
before the Planning Commission this Thursday, October 14th, 5 pm,
City Hall, room 400

THE ISSUE:

T-Mobile is planning to install 3 cell phone antennas within a 3 block radius in
North Beach, at the following locations: 1653 Grant Ave @ Greenwich. 1500
Grant Ave. @ Union. 1763 Stockton @ Greenwich. Further research shows that
over time up to 150 additional cell phone antennas are planned for installation in
North Beach alone, by T-Mobile and other cell phone companies. Should the cell
phone company decide to upgrade the currently proposed low-grade frequency
antennas to high frequency antennas in the future, they are not required to apply
for another permit or inform the neighborhood.



Scott King . To

<scott@hanumanmedical.co
m> cc

12/02/2010 10:12 AM bee

Subject Please permit cell phone

David.Chiu@sfgov.org, aaron.hollister@sfgov.org

As a scientifically literate member ot THD,
the cell antenna without further trouble.
infinitesimals.

let me urge you to approve
The hazards to humans in
These people are a silly as climate change deniers.

Scott King
1360 Montgomery 7



"William Moisson" To <frank@fnstrategy.com>, <aaron.hollister@sfgov.org>,
<bill@billmoisson.com> <c_olague@yahoo.com>

02/02/2011 11:27 AM cc
becc

Subject Better Cell Phone Service for North Beach
I am writing to encourage your support of better cell phone service for North Beach, and specifically the
new transmission facilities being proposed for T-Mobile.

This is equally important for residents and visitors alike. It would be terrible for North Beach to get a
reputation as a place that is anti-communications.

Thank you,
Bill Moisson



ellen_byrnes@comcast.net To aaron.hollister@sfgov.org
02/02/2011 07:49 AM cc

bce

Subject T-Mobile micro-cell antennas in North Beach

2/2/11

Dear Aaron Hollister,

It has come to my attention that there is a debate over the proposed installation of
T-Mobile micro-cell wireless antennas in North Beach. As a long time resident of North
Beach | have noticed many problems with phone calls being dropped and/or poor
reception in certain pockets of the neighborhood. Perhaps this is due to the hilly nature
of North Beach and Telegraph Hill, but that's no excuse in this day and age to be
lagging behind technologically. Dropped phone calls are a problem. In business or an
emergency a dropped phone call could seriously jeopardize a pivotal conversation or
even somebody's life. | am a firm proponent of having high-speed wireless in my
neighborhood. To resist this improvement in technology is really to go against the
general contemporary trend to improve infrastructure in this country. This can happen
at the neighborhood level as well, and this is a perfect instance of that. My business
depends upon good wireless connections. | cannot do business without it. Incidentally
| am located in North Beach and | have had problems with internet connections and cell
phone malfunctions. The three proposed low-wattage antennas in my view are
completely innocuous visually, and non-invasive physically, emitting less than one-half
of1% of the federal radio frequency safety standard. Those opposed to the installation
of these towers must not have urgent business, nor a need to communicate with loved
ones in the event of an emergency. Please give your informed consideration to this
matter as it is of vital importance to the residents and businesses in North Beach and
Telegraph Hill.

Thanks for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Ellen Byrnes



Jim Weston To aaron.hollister@sfgov.org
<jaweston@weston-sf.com>

01/31/2011 04:13 PM

cc

bce

Subject T-Mobile and Other Cellular Carrier Proposals for Additional
Towers in North Beach

Please do not block the subject proposals. The red tape and delays for
approval of such towers in San Francisco is well known and reflects
unfavorably on our image as both a tourist and business destination city.

Spotlighting iPad, iPhone 4, iPod touch 4, New Apple TV, MobileMe, Slingbox

Jim Weston E-mail:
jaweston@weston-sf.com

Computer Consulting Apple FaceTime Test:
facetime@weston-sf.com

Weston & Associates Skype accounts: Jjawestonskype,
jawestonskype2

San Francisco, California Video Gallery:
http://gallery.mac.com/jawestonb

Voice: 415-986-1503



Paul Switzer To aaron.hollister@sfgov.org
<switzer@stanford.edu>

01/31/2011 05:56 PM

cc

bce

Subject T-mobile cell towers in North Beach -- please approve

As a residents of the neighborhood, I endorse the inconspicuous placement of

new 5-foot roof-top cell towers in North Beach. We are not T-mobile
customers.

As a statistician, I'm not aware of peer-reviewed consensus evidence of
harmful effects to human health that this emplacement would generate. If such
evidence were forthcoming I would then reconsider my support. '

--Paul Switzer
341 Filbert St



Elmore Patrick To "aaron.hollister@sfgov.org" <aaron.hollister@sfgov.org>,
<elmorep9@gmail.com> Marsha Garland <marshagarland@att.net>

02/08/2011 04:01 AM cc
bce

Subject

| am writing you to encourage your support of the cell towers on Telegraph Hill. | totally
welcome these towers and want to encourage technological business in our city and
neighborhood.

Elmore Patrick



Adam Slote To frank@FNstrategy.com, aaron.hollister@sfgov.org,
<adam@slotelaw.com> c_olague@yahoo.com

02/03/2011 02:28 PM cc
bee

Subject T-Mobile's North Beach Antenna Installation

Dear Commissioners:

San Francisco's geography is a challenge to wireless services in San Francisco. I support
T-Mobile's effort to improve service in North Beach by investing in new infrastructure.
Excellent high speed wireless data services are critical if San Francisco is to continue to be at the
center of high technology innovation and business start-ups.

Thank you for your consideration.

Adam G. Slote

SLOTE & LINKS

100 Pine Street, Suite 750
San Francisco, CA 94111
415-393-8001
adam(@slotelaw.com




sffd22@aol.com To frank@FNstrategy.com, aaron.hollister@sfgov.org,

02/02/2011 09:13 PM c_olague@yahoo.com
cC

bce

Subject T-Mobile antenna sites in North Beach

Dear Commissioners,

This letter is in support of the (3) antenna locations proposed by T-Mobile on Grant, Stockton, and
Greenwich Streets in North Beach.

Permit applications for all antenna installations, including minor equipment modifications to existing sites,
go through an arduous process for approval. These applications are not only reviewed by the Planning
Department, but also by the Building, Fire, and the Heaith Departments. To protect the public, these
agencies ensure the structural integrity and environmental safety of all antenna sites. Numerous signs,
warnings, and painted striping must be installed to inform firefighters, window washers, painters, and
anyone else who may have to work in close proximity to antennas of their presence and any dangers. An
"RF Report" must be included on all plans submitted for antenna installations, signed by a Professional
Engineer with expertise in communications technology. These reports clearly indicate the level of
exposure to the public per FCC standards and list the distances from the antennas at which any exposure
limitations could be exceeded. These distances are generally a few meters or less, indicating that a
person would have to remain just a few feet directly in front of these devices for an extended period of
time to receive even a minimal amount of RF energy. To address some residents' concerns about the
appearance of these devices, T-Mobile has modified their plans to reduce the visibility of antennas from
the street.

San Francisco's permit process is already extensive and cumbersome. Certainly no additional review is
necessary. San Francisco, arguably a part of Silicon Valley, should be a leader in providing its' citizens
with the latest technological advances instead of causing inordinately long delays. Please approve the
permit for these antenna installations. Thank you.

Ms. Micki Jones
North Beach



Fun Guy
<funguyfungi@gmail.com>

02/02/2011 04:58 PM

Please respond to
FunGuyFungi@gmail.com

To

cc
bce
Subject

Fnoto@gcastrategies.com, frank@FNstrategy.com, Christina
Olague <c_olague@yahoo.com>, aaron.hollister@sfgov.org

North Beach Antennae

T-Mobile has a plan to improve leading edge mobile phone and data communications coverage
for North Beach and Telegraph Hill. Three small microcell wireless antennas are proposed for
rooftops on 501 Greenwich, 1763 Stockton and 1500 Grant Avenue to improve wireless
infrastructure to meet customer needs and improve coverage.

I totally support this project and urge its approval.

Paul Hansbury
415-987-9540



APPLICATION REQUESTING DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ("D.R.")

This application is for projects where there are exceptional and extraordinary circumstances
that justify further consideration, even though the project already meets requirements of the
Planning Code, City General Plan and Priority Policies of the Planning Code.

Telegraph Hill Dwellers

D.R. Applicant's Name President, Vedica Puri Telephone No:(415)433-8000
D.R. Applicant's Address_ PO Box 330159
Number & Street (Apt. #)
San Francisco 94133
City Zip Code

D.R. Applicant's telephone number (for Planning Department to contact): (415)433-8000
If you are acting as the agent for another person(s) in making this request please indicate the name
and address of that person(s) (if applicable):

Name Julie Jaycox Telephone No: (415)630-0715
Address 307 Green Street
Number & Street (Apt. #)
San Francisco 94133
City Zip Code

Address of the property that you are requesting the Commission consider under the Discretionary
Review: 1763-1767 Stockton Street

Name and phone number of the property owner who is doing the project on which you are requesting
D.R.._ Peter Iskander, (415)297-5185

Building Permit Application Number of the project for which you are requesting
D.R:2009.11.05.0626

Where is your property located in relation to the permit applicant's property?
Julie Jaycox's property is 0.4 miles from 1763-1767 Stockton but
works full-time at 491 Greenwich, 1 block from 1763-1767 Stockton

A. ACTIONS PRIOR TO A DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST
Citizens should make very effort to resolve disputes before requesting D.R. Listed below are a
variety of ways and resources to help this happen.

1. Have you discussed this project with the permit applicant? @ NO

2. Did you discuss the project with the Planning Department permit review planner? @ NO

3. Did you participate in outside mediation on this case? = Community Board Other




If you have discussed the project with the applicant, planning staff or gone thorough mediation,
please summarize the results, including any changes that were made to the proposed project

so far.

SEE ATTACHMENT A.

DISCRETIONARY REVIEW REQUEST

What are the reasons for requesting Discretionary Review? The project meets the minimum
standards of the Planning Code. What are the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances
that justify Discretionary Review of the project? How does the project conflict with the City's
General Plan or the Planning Code's Priority Policies?

SEE ATTACHMENT B.

If you believe your property, the property of others or the neighborhood would be adversely
affected, please state who would be affected, and how:

SEE ATTACHMENT C.

What alternatives or changes to the proposed project, beyond the changes (if any) already
made would respond to the exceptional and extraordinary circumstances and reduce the

adverse effects noted above (in question B1)?

SEE ATTACHMENT D.




Please write (in ink) or type your answers on this form. Please feel free to attach additional sheets to
this form to continue with any additional information that does not fit on this form.

CHECKLIST FOR APPLICANT:
Indicate which of the following are included with this Application:

REQUIRED:

X Check made payable to Planning Department (see current fee schedule).

X Address list for nearby property owners, in label format, plus photocopy of labels.
X Letter of authorization for representative/agent of D.R. applicant (if applicable).

X Photocopy of this completed application.

OPTIONAL:

Photographs that illustrate your concerns.
Covenants or Deed Restrictions.
Other Items (specify).

File this objection in person at the Planning Information Center. If you have questions about
this form, please contact information Center Staff from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday to Friday.

Plan to attend the Planning Commission public hearing which must be scheduled after the
close of the public notification period for the permit.

Signed m
Applicant Date

N:\applicat\drapp.doc



Building Permit Application 2009.11.05.0626
1763-1767 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133
Block 0089 Lot 001

ATTACHMENT A

Julie Jaycox has been in communication with the Planner assigned to this case,
Aaron Hollister via email. On June 30, 2010, North Beach residents conducted a
community meeting with representatives of project sponsor T-Mobile at the Telegraph
Hill Neighborhood Center at 660 Lombard Street. At this meeting, existing T-Mobile
customers and residents discussed proposed plan details, coverage necessities, exposure
studies and alternative site considerations for the proposed wireless facility not only at
1763-1767 Stockton Street but two other proposed wireless facilities located within 2
blocks at 1653 Grant Avenue (aka 501 Greenwich Street) and 1500 Grant Avenue.
Despite requests that T-Mobile not locate its wireless facilities on these residential
buildings, the project sponsor did not offer to withdraw its applications for these
locations, and given the July 6 deadline for filing this DR (and two others), Community
Boards mediation was not a viable option.



Building Permit Application 2009.11.05.0626
1763-1767 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133
Block 0089 Lot 001

ATTACHMENT B

In 2007, Board of Supervisors President Aaron Peskin introduced, and the full
Board of Supervisors passed, legislation requiring public notification and the opportunity
for members of the public to file a DR application in situations where wireless carriers
seek to install wireless facilities as an Accessory Use on residential and mixed-use
buildings rather than as a Conditional Use as required by the City’s Wireless
Telecommunications Services (WTS) Facilities Siting Guidelines. By doing so, the
Board of Supervisors recognized and acknowledged the exceptional and extraordinary
nature of such requests by wireless carriers.

The residential character of the neighborhood is not conserved and protected, as
required by Sec. 101.1 (b)(2) of the Planning Code’s Priority Policies, by the placement
of an industrial/commercial facility at this location. This is evidenced by the fact that the
antenna is proposed for an NCD, making it a Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site)
location pursuant to the WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines. Under Preference 6 (a)-(d),
the applicant must show:

(a) what publicly-used building, co-location site or other Preferred Location
Sites are located within the geographic service area;

(b) what good faith efforts and measures were taken to secure these more
preferred location [sic} .. . ;

(©) why such efforts were unsuccessful; and

(d) how and why the proposed site is essential to meet service demands for
the geographic service area and the Applicant’s citywide network.

The project sponsor has provided none of this information.



Building Permit Application 2009.11.05.0626
1763-1767 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133
Block 0089 Lot 001

ATTACHMENT B (cont.)

Nor has T-Mobile proved that it has a ‘significant gap’ in its coverage in the area and, if
it does have a significant gap in its coverage, that the proposed location at 1763-1767
Stockton Street is the ‘least intrusive alternative’ for filling that gap. See MetroPCS v.
City and County of San Francisco, 400 F.3d 715 (9th Cir. 2005).

In addition, the project does not conform with the City’s General Plan, Commerce
and Industry Element, Objective 1, Policy 1, which states, “Encourage development
which provides substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable consequences.”
(Emphasis added.) The project conflicts with Policy 2 of the same section, which
requires development to “mitigate negative impacts.” Neighbors have acsthetic concerns
as well as concerns regarding the blockage of views that may result from this installation.
The project sponsor has not shown that this industrial/commercial use is necessary at this
location or demonstrated any effort to consider alternative locations with lesser impacts.

D.R. requestor also disagrees that the project meets the requirements of Planning
Code §§204, 204.1 and 703.2(C) because this industrial/commercial facility is an
unrelated change in use of this residential apartment building that is inappropriate and
unnecessary to the building’s operation and enjoyment. Applying for a wireless facility
at this location in an NCD as an Accessory Use is an abuse of the Accessory Use process
and runs counter to the letter and intent of the City and County of San Francisco’s WTS
Facilities Siting Guidelines.

There are additional concerns as to whether the project sponsor may attempt to
change or upgrade the equipment from a microcell to a macrocell base station wireless
facility at a later date, since the Planning Department has no requirements that wireless
carriers inform the Department of such upgrades or seek new permits to do so, and
whether the project as proposed or the project as possibly later modified meets FCC
guidelines concerning radiofrequency radiation (RFR) emissions.



Building Permit Application 2009.11.05.0626
1763-1767 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133
Block 0089 Lot 001

ATTACHMENT C

This project would adversely affect residents in the neighborhood who are
uncomfortable with this type of an industrial/commercial facility in their predominantly
residential neighborhood. The project specifications submitted by T-Mobile state “NO
BATTERIES TO BE INSTALLED,” which would render the facility inoperable in the
event of a power failure or emergency involving a power failure. If backup batteries
were to be installed, they would pose a potential safety hazard for residents of the
apartment building as well as emergency personnel such as firefighters at this location.
Some neighbors’ views may be adversely affected by the proposed installation. Property
owners in the vicinity would be adversely affected by decreased property valuation.
Neighbors in the affected area have already begun to record their opposition to this
project.



Building Permit Application 2009.11.05.0626
1763-1767 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133
Block 0089 Lot 001

ATTACHMENT D

The project sponsor may locate this wireless facility at a different location, co-
locate this facility at an already-existing wireless site, or enter into an inter-carrier service
agreement (also known as a roaming agreement) with a different cellular carrier to share
an already existing facility or facilities in the service area. Since project sponsor has not
provided an alternative analysis as required by the WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines, the
absence of this analysis hinders the ability to review and consider what alternatives are
available.



MACKENZIE & ALBRITTON LLP
423 WASHINGTON STREET, SIXTH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111

TELEPHONE 415 /288-4000
FACSIMILE 415 /288-4010

February 9, 2011

VIA HAND DELIVERY

President Christina Olague

Vice President Ron Miguel

Commissioners Michael Antonini, Gwyneth Borden,
Kathrin Moore, Hisashi Sugaya and Rodney Fong

San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103-2414

Re: T-Mobile Micro Wireless Telecommunications Service Facilities:
Case No. 2010.0556D, 1500 Grant Avenue
Case No. 2010.0557D, 1563 Grant Avenue (aka 501 Greenwich Street)
Case No. 2010.0558D., 1763-1767 Stockton Street

Dear Commissioners:

We write to you on behalf of our client, T-Mobile West Corporation (“T-Mobile”)
to ask that you follow the clear recommendation of Planning Department Staff' and reject
the requests for Discretionary Review for each of the three separate building permit
applications for the above-referenced T-Mobile microcell facilities. All three sites are in
North Beach, an area of the City that is densely populated and requires improved
coverage (the need for which is conclusively shown in submitted drive tests), not only for
its residents, but also for emergency personnel, City visitors (who expect up-to-date
wireless service) and City business owners. While each microcell facility must be
reviewed by the Commission separately, as further described below, the arguments in
favor of rejecting Discretionary Review and for approving the microcells under
applicable law are sufficiently similar that we review them collectively in this document.

There are simply no extraordinary or exceptional circumstances nor significant
impacts to the community from the three microcell facilities that, in the exercise of the
Planning Commission’s “utmost restraint™, could conceivably warrant the level of
Discretionary Review sought by the Discretionary Review Requestor for each microcell
(collectively “Requestor”). Similarly, given the substantial evidence for approval,
absence of substantial evidence for denial, identified significant gap in T-Mobile service,

" Page 1 of each Staff Report for each microcell, each dated October 7, 2010
* City Attorney Opinion No. 845, May 26, 1954
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and unavailability of any less intrusive means to serve the identified significant gap,
federal law compels approval of the proposed microcell facilities. We urge you to follow
the recommendation of Planning Department Staff and approve the building permits for
the proposed microcell facilities in an area of the City which, as reflected in over 200
signatures, emails and letters of support, demands improved wireless service.

As a preliminary matter, the Requestor argues that the cumulative impacts of all
three applications must be taken together as one project under the California
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”). Each of the three microcells has been deemed by
Staff to be categorically exempt under CEQA as Class 3 (small structures). Lacking any
significant impact on the environment individually, it is impossible under California law
for the three facilities to cumulatively impose a significant impact. Further, where each
microcell is individually designed to provide wireless service to a specific individual gap
in coverage, the approval of any one microcell is not dependant upon the approval of
another microcell. In other words, if any of the microcells is permitted, it would be
constructed regardless of the outcome of the permitting of the other microcells. In this
way, the microcells cannot be considered piecemeal approval of a larger project. As
noted above, while the arguments supporting each microcell are consistent, the Planning
Commission must evaluate each on its own merits if at all.

I. Summary of Microcell Designs

Three microcell facilities are proposed to fill three distinct coverage objectives in
the North Beach area of San Francisco. The “de minimus” microcell design utilized by T-
Mobile for each microcell was approved by the Zoning Administrator in a Letter of
Determination dated May 15, 2006 (“LOD”) attached as Exhibit A to this letter. While
the approved design in the LOD permits a single-panel antenna inside a five foot tall faux
chimney mounted on the roof and set back 5Sfeet from any edge of the building, the
proposed microcells are each designed with an approximately five foot tall, 10-inch
diameter faux vent set back no less than six and one half feet from the roof line to further
minimize aesthetic impact. In each case, radio equipment servicing the antennas will be
attached to an existing penthouse stair structure. The individual microcell locations are as
follows:

1500 Grant Avenue: A microcell facility on the roof of a mixed use building,
consisting of one antenna hidden within a faux vent enclosure set back a
minimum of seven feet from the roofline, with supporting equipment to be
mounted on the existing penthouse stair structure (collectively “The 1500 Grant
Microcell”). A photograph of the full scale mockup of the faux vent presently
installed at the site is attached as Exhibit B1.

1763 Stockton Street: A microcell facility on the roof of a mixed use building,
consisting of one antenna hidden within a faux vent enclosure set back a
minimum of six and one-half feet from the roofline, with supporting equipment to
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be mounted on the existing penthouse stair structure (collectively “The 1763
Stockton Microcell”). A photograph of the full scale mockup of the faux vent
presently installed at the site is attached as Exhibit B2.

501 Greenwich Street: A microcell facility on the roof of a mixed use building
consisting of one antenna hidden within a faux vent enclosure set back a
minimum of seven feet from the roofline, with supporting equipment to be
mounted on the existing penthouse stair structure (collectively “The 501
Greenwich Microcell”). A photograph of the full scale mockup of the faux vent
presently installed at the site is attached as Exhibit B3.

II. Discretionary Review Not Warranted

As this Commission well knows, Discretionary Review is a “special power” of
the Commission, outside the normal building permit application approval process. It is
intended to be used only when there are “exceptional and extraordinary” circumstances
associated with a proposed project. The Planning Commission derives its discretionary
review authority from San Francisco’s Municipal Code under the Business & Tax
Regulations Code, Article 1 Permit Procedures, Section 26 (a). The authority to review
permit applications that meet the minimum standards applicable under the Planning Code
is set forth by City Attorney Opinion No. 845, dated May 26, 1954. The opinion states
that the authority for the exercise of discretionary review is “a sensitive discretion...which
must be exercised with the utmost restraint” to permit the Commission “to deal in a
special manner with exceptional cases.”

As confirmed by Planning Staff, each microcell fully complies with the Planning
Code and poses no significant adverse impacts to the community while providing an
enormous community benefit of necessary wireless service. The public benefit is
overwhelmingly confirmed by the more than 400 signatures, emails and letters of support
that have been received for the three microcells attached as Exhibit C.*

In the face of those more than 400 supporters, Requestor identifies no
extraordinary or exceptional circumstances that warrant modification of the microcells to
protect the public interest. Indeed, Requestor’s sole argument for the exceptional nature
of microcells is that Section 312 of the Planning Code was modified in 2007 to require
community notice of building permits for microcell facilities. In fact, this codification of
microcell approval through building permits confirms that such facilities do not impose
extraordinary impacts that require Discretionary Review in each case by this
Commission, but because of their “micro” design and are a preferred means to provide
wireless services in the public interest with minimal impacts. Other Requestor arguments

> ibid.
* This number includes the 128 emails and petition signatures included in the October 7,
2010 Staff Reports for these microcells.
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for this commission to accept Discretionary Review, addressed below, relate to federal
limitations on the City’s ability to deny approval of the microcells under federal law and
are inapplicable to the extraordinary circumstances that must be found for this
commission to accept discretionary review. We urge you to follow Staff’s
recommendation to decline these requests for Discretionary Review of the microcells.

I11. Federal Law

Federal law is applicable to the Commission’s review of the microcells should it
accept Discretionary Review. T-Mobile USA, Inc. through its subsidiaries is licensed by
the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) to provide wireless
telecommunications services in San Francisco and its authority to place wireless facilities
in San Francisco is governed by the Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the
“Telecommunications Act”). The Telecommunications Act contains fundamental limits
on the right of a local jurisdiction to regulate the placement of wireless facilities. Section
332 states:

No State or local government or instrumentality thereof may regulate the
placement, construction, and modification of personal wireless service
facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency
emissions to the extent that such facilities comply with the Commission’s
regulations concerning such emissions.’

In addition to pre-empting regulation on the basis of concerns over radio
frequency (“RF”) emissions, the Telecommunications Act also:

* Requires the City to take final action on a permit application within a reasonable
period of time;®

* Requires that any permit denial be in writing and based on substantial evidence in
the record;’

* Prohibits unreasonable discrimination among competing wireless carriers;” and

e Bars local regulation that would prohibit or have the effect of prohibiting the
provision of personal wireless services.’

547 USC § 332(c)(7)(B)(iv)
6 47 USC § 332(c)(7)(B)(iii)
747 USC § 332(c)(7)(B)(iii)
¥ 47 USC 332(c)(7)(B)(i)(T)
? 47 USC 332(c)(7)(B)(Q)(II)
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As we will explain, the three microcell applications implicate every one of these
provisions.

IV. Substantial Evidence for Approval, Lack of Substantial Evidence for
Denial

The “substantial evidence” requirement means that a local government’s decision
must be “authorized by applicable local regulations and supported by a reasonable
amount of evidence (i.e., more than a ‘scintilla’ but not necessarily a preponderance).”
See Metro PCS, Inc. v. City and County of San Francisco, 400 F3d 715, 725 (9th Cir.
2005); see also Sprint PCS Assets, LLC v. City of Palos Verdes Estates, 583 F.3d 716,
726 (9th Cir. 2009) (a local government decision must be valid under local law and
supported by “such relevant evidence as a reasonable mind might accept as acceptable to
support a conclusion”). Generalized concerns or opinions about aesthetics are
insufficient to constitute substantial evidence upon which a local government could deny
a permit. See City of Rancho Palos Verdes v. Abrams, 101 Cal.App.4th 367, 381 (2002).
While a local government may regulate the placement of wireless facilities based on
aesthetics, it must have specific reasons that are both consistent with the local regulations
and supported by substantial evidence in the record to deny a permit.

In the instant case, Planning Department Staff has fully documented the
substantial evidence for approval of the microcell building permits. As noted above, each
microcell complies with the design requirements set forth and approved by the Zoning
Administrator under the LOD. By their nature, microcell designs are diminutive and pose
insignificant impacts in comparison to the alternative of installing full macrocell
facilities. Here, each faux vent is set back from the roof’s edge farther than required and,
as demonstrated by existing mock installations, do not impact scenic vistas or protected
views. In addition, each microcell has received approval by the San Francisco
Department of Public Health. Finally, each microcell has been deemed by the Planning
Department to be categorically exempt, posing no significant adverse environmental
impacts, under CEQA. T-Mobile propagation tools, drive test data, and customer emails
confirm the need for improved wireless service while coverage maps submitted by T-
Mobile reflect that the desired coverage objective is achieved by the proposed microcells.

In contrast, Requestor has provided only generalized concerns and no evidence,
let alone the substantial evidence, to support denial of each application under federal law.
Requestor’s generic criticisms of each microcell for aesthetic and community
compatibility reasons are not credible and do not rise to the level of specific and
significant adverse impacts required for denial of facilities under federal law — and
plainly do not qualify as “substantial evidence for denial required under federal law.
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V. Requestor’s Concerns Over Radio Frequency Emissions Are Misguided
and Preempted by Federal Law

Requestor’s public comments and indeed two of seven alleged grounds for
Discretionary Review are based on misinformed concerns over radio frequency emissions
from the microcell facilities and cannot form the basis for denial of the microcell
facilities under federal law. Radio frequency engineering analyses provided by Hammett
& Edison Consulting Engineers for each microcell (the “H&E RF Reports™) confirm that
the microcell facilities will operate well within (and actually far below) all applicable
FCC public exposure limits. As noted above, local governments are specifically
precluded from considering any alleged health or environmental effects of RF emissions
in making siting decisions “to the extent such facilities comply with the FCC’s
regulations concerning such emissions.”'® The H&E RF Reports verify that the microcell
facilities will operate far below all applicable FCC public exposure limits.

It is well established under federal law that a local agency may not deny an
application for the installation for a wireless telecommunication facility based on
concerns related to the effects of radio frequency emissions. See SPRINTCOM INC. v.
Puerto Rico Regulations and Permits Admin. (2008) 553 F.Supp.2d §7. Each H&E RF
Report states that with the microcell facility operating at maximum theoretical power
levels, the RF exposure from any one of the microcells for a person anywhere at ground
level would be 350 times less than the applicable public limit."'

VI Approval Required to Avoid Federal Prohibition of Service

T-Mobile has demonstrated both that there is a “significant gap” in coverage and
that the microcell facilities are the least intrusive alternatives for meeting the coverage
needs in North Beach. Under the federal law, if these two criteria are shown, the facility
must be approved.'? This is because when these factors are present, denial of the
microcell facilities would impermissibly result in the denial of wireless services within
the coverage gap area. See Metro PCS, 400 F.3d at 734-35; Sprint PCS, 583 F.3d at 726.

In compliance with Planning Department requirements, T-Mobile submitted
detailed coverage maps and drive test data of the geographic area to be served by each of
the microcell facilities. Satellite images of the proposed coverage areas reveal how
ridgelines from Telegraph Hill and Russian Hill and sloping topography to Columbus
Avenue shadow the residential areas of North Beach from service by nearby T-Mobile

1947 USC §332(c)(7)(B)(iv)

"' Statements of Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting Engineers: August 14, 2009 (1500
Grant Microcell); June 29, 2010 (1763 Stockton Microcell); June 22, 2009 (501
Greenwich Microcell). These statements are attached to each of the October 7, 2010 Staff
Reports.

1247 USC §332(c)(7)(B)(i)(I)
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macrocells, necessitating the use of microcells. The significant gaps in coverage to be
served by the microcells are further confirmed by the correspondence (including over 400
signatures, emails and letters seeking improved wireless service in this area, as referenced
above). Each gap in coverage is described below and shown in attached drive test, area and
coverage maps as follows:

1500 Grant Microcell: T-Mobile has identified a significant gap in its 3G indoor residential
(637 potential customers) and indoor commercial coverage (923 potential customers) in the
North Beach District of San Francisco that is bounded by Filbert St. to the north,
Montgomery St. to the east, Stockton St. to the west and Vallejo St. to the south. A drive
test and existing coverage map demonstrating this significant gap is attached as Exhibit D1.

1763 Stockton Microcell: T-Mobile has identified a significant gap in its 3G indoor
residential (1,252 potential customers) and indoor commercial (734 potential customers)
coverage in the North Beach district of San Francisco bounded by Lombard St. to the north,
Grant Ave. to the east, Powell St. to the west and Filbert St. to the south. A drive test and
existing coverage map demonstrating this significant gap is attached as Exhibit D1.

501 Greenwich Microcell: T-Mobile has identified a significant gap in its 3G indoor
residential (1,828 potential customers) and indoor commercial (1,364 potential customers)
coverage in the North Beach District of San Francisco bounded by Chestnut St. to the north,
Telegraph Hill Blvd. to the east, Grant Ave. to the west and Filbert St. to the south. A drive
test and existing coverage map demonstrating this significant gap is attached as Exhibit D1.

In each instance, the coverage gap to be filled by a microcell facility constitutes 3G indoor
residential and indoor commercial coverage over two city blocks, a gap which has been
deemed significant for San Francisco by the Federal District Court". It is also significant
that T-mobile sites in this active area of San Francisco currently handle over 4 E911 calls
per day.

VII. The Approved Facility is the “Least Intrusive” Alternative

The evidence before the Planning Commission demonstrates that the microcell
facilities are the “least intrusive” alternatives to address the coverage gap. T-Mobile in
locating these sites sought to identify the facilities that would be least intrusive to the
community while providing the necessary wireless service. In this regard, T-Mobile
followed the direction of Planning Staff and the San Francisco Planning Code in seeking to
place diminutive microcells with an approved design rather than more cumbersome
macrocells to fulfill its coverage objectives.

For over a decade, approved microcell designs have been recognized by the
Planning Commission and Planning Department as a preferred less intrusive means to
provide wireless service than macrocell facilities that require conditional use

" See MetroPCS, Inc. v. City and County of San Francisco (N.D. CA 2006) 2006 WL
1699580 (unpublished)
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authorization. For this reason, microcells do not require Section 303(c) findings of
necessity, compatibility, desirability and convenience and are afforded administrative
approval due to their minimized impacts on the community. While each of the proposed
microcells is located in a limited siting preference level 6 under the San Francisco WTS
Facilities Siting Guidelines, this is mitigated by the each site’s smaller microcell design.

In identifying the proposed microcell locations, T-Mobile first reviewed possible
publicly used structures (Preference 1), collocation opportunities (Preference 2) and
industrial and commercial structures (Preferences 3 and 4). As fully detailed in the
Alternatives Analyses, submitted separately to the Planning Commission, public
structures at Pioneer Park (Coit Tower), Washington Square Park, the Garfield
Elementary School and Saints Peter and Paul Church were neither feasible nor
aesthetically acceptable. Due to the principally residential use of the North Beach area,
there are no collocation (macrocell) opportunities available to serve the identified gaps in
coverage. Commercial and industrial locations reviewed in the Alternatives Analyses
were also infeasible due to low building heights that prohibited adequate radio signal
propagation. Finally, none of the preference 6 sites reviewed by T-Mobile, in cooperation
with the Planning Department, and as described in the Alternatives Analyses, prove to be
any less intrusive than the proposed microcell facility locations.

Having identified three significant gaps in coverage, and also having shown that
each microcell facility is the least intrusive means to fill those gaps, T-Mobile has met its
burden of establishing that the facilities must be approved under applicable federal law.
In such circumstances, the burden shifts to the local government to provide substantial
evidence that other alternatives are available, that they are technologically feasible, and
that they will provide adequate signal coverage with less impact than the proposed
microcells. See T-Mobile USA, Inc. v. City of Anacortes, 572 F.3d at 998-999.

VIII. Denial of the Proposed Facility Would Constitute Unreasonable
Discrimination Under Federal Law

Finally, since the first approval of microcell facilities in a Letter of Determination
in 1998, hundreds of such facilities have been approved and constructed in San Francisco
by various wireless carriers operating in the City and County of San Francisco. Of these
hundreds of facilities, many of which pose greater aesthetic impacts with exposed un-
camouflaged antennas, none have ever been granted discretionary review by this
Planning Commission. As determined by the Planning Department Staff, the proposed T-
Mobile microcell facilities pose no significant impacts. Under the circumstances, denial
of the T-Mobile microcell facilities would plainly constitute an additional violation of the
Telecommunications Act provision that prohibits unreasonable discrimination among
competing wireless carriers."*

447 USC 332(c)(7)(B)(Q)(D)
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IX. Conclusion

T-Mobile has worked in good faith to meet the wireless telecommunications
needs of San Francisco, and to do so in a manner consistent with both federal law and
City land use regulations and guidelines. In a densely populated area of the City, T-
Mobile’s proposal will bring life-saving technology to a very large number of San
Francisco residents, service providers, emergency service personnel and visitors. We urge
the Planning Commission to reject the requests for Discretionary Review for each of the
three microcell facility building permits.

Very truly yours,

Paul B. Albritton

cc: Marian Vetro, Esq.

Kevin Brinkley, Esq.
Schedule of Exhibits:
Exhibit A: Letter of Determination of the Zoning Administrator, May 15, 2006
Exhibit B1:  The 1500 Grant Microcell —Photograph of faux vent mockup
Exhibit B2:  The 1763 Stockton Microcell —Photograph of faux vent mockup
Exhibit B3:  The 501 Greenwich Microcell —Photograph of faux vent mockup
Exhibit C: Letters, emails and signed petitions of support™
Exhibit D1:  The 1500 Grant Microcell—Drive test, area and coverage maps

Exhibit D2:  The 1763 Stockton Microcell—Drive test, area and coverage maps
Exhibit D3:  The 501 Greenwich Microcell — Drive test, area and coverage maps

* Also attached are the signatures of six disgruntled construction workers who lack
cellular service at Saints Peter and Paul Church.
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SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1660 Mission Street, Suite 500  San Francisco, California 94103 ~ www.sfgov.org/planning

May 15, 2006

* Brian Pudlik,
Parsons
Representing Omnipoint T-Mobile
185 Berry Street, Suite 4300
San Francisco, CA 94107

Re:  T-Mobile _ '
Accessory Use Determination for Microcel! Facilities

Mr. Pudlik,

This determination is in response to your request for certain types of wireless
telecommunication facilities qualification as accessory uses under the Planning Code.

After reviewing previous determinations, the Planning Code (Sections 204 and 703.2(b)(1)(C)
for Accessory Uses, General and Accessory Uses in Neighborhood Commercial Districts,
respectively) and the information submitted with your letter, | have determined that the
proposed antenna-installations would fall within the scope of accessory uses as authorized in
previous letters of determinations for other wireless service providers. :

This authorization shall be limited to the following:

1. The installation of up to one panel antennae, with overall dimensions of no more
than 30 inches high, 6.8 inches wide and 3.5 inches deep (mounted on the roof
within a false vent, limited to extend up to five feet above the existing roof-line
and set back at least five feet from the any edge of the building, these maximum
dimensions are to be reduced whenever possible) or up to two omni antennas no
more than 24 inches in length and 1.5 inches in diameter (facade mounted and
painted to match);

2. The installation of two Erickson equipment cabinets with exterior dimensions of
177 x 30” x 11” and screened from view or within an existing structure;

3. Individual emission calculations for each site shall be provided to the Department
of Public Health for their review:

4. The installation of the panel antennas, coax cables and their related equipment
cabinets are not to exceed the existing height of the structure to which they are
to be attached, painted to match the color of the existing building, concealed,
screened and/or otherwise designed to blend with existing architectural features,
limiting them from public view; and :
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May 15, 2006 Page 2 of 2
Letter of Determination
T-Mobile Accessory Use Determination

5. Any proposed installation must comply with the design review of the Planning
Department.

In order to facilitate the review of these “microcell” antennas by the Planning Department and
other City agencies, each application shall be accompanied by the Wireless
Telecommunications Services (W.T.S.) Facilities Siting Guidelines Application Checklist for
Accessory Use Applications.

If for any reason the Zoning Administrator finds that this determination is no longer applicable or
an individual site merits review and authorization from the Planning Commissicn, the Zoning
Administrator may initiate the conditional use application process. ‘

If anyone believes this determination represents an error in the interpretation of the Planning
Code or an abuse of discretion by the Zoning Administrator, this determination may be
appealed to the Board of Appeals within fifteen (15) days from the date of this letter. For
information on the appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals, located at 1660
Mission Street, or call (415) 575-6880.

Sincerely,

Lawrence B. Badiner
Zoning Administrator

LBB/JPI/N:/ZA/DETERMIN/2006/T-Mobile Accessory Use Determination.doc
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Exhibit C

EDoHE JIMENEZ
FOS WVALLE)O STREET, #32
San FRANCISCOD, CA 24133

FEEBRUARY 2, 2011

TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION:

| HAVE BEEN A RESIDENMT OF NGORTH BEACH FOR
APPROXIMATELY 20 YEARS. | DEPEND 1002 ON MY CELL
FHONE FOR BOTH PERSOMNAL AND BUSINESS USE. | DG
NOT HAVE A LAND LINE. DROPFED CALLS AND BLACK
S5POTS aREVERY FRUSTRATING.

| SUPPORT THE INSTALLATION OF THREE MICRO CELL
ANTEMNMNAS IN NORTH BEACH. WE DESERVE BETTER
COVERAGE IM THIS PART &F SaAN FRAMCISCO.
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T arn James ARBEPUT

T SupRort Cedl Prons toiwers in north Beach
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GRANMT & GREEM MARKET
1407 Grant Awvonae
Lan Frapsciseo, CA 04133

February 1, 2011

Dear Planning Comimissioner Olapae, Flanner Aaron Hollister:

[ arn the owner foperator of o small neighborhood procesy/liguer stero a2t the above
address,

Alhough I dido't prosy up having cell phones, may kids grew wo using computers and
cell phomes and the technology is here to stay, 1 kaven't seen any evidenes that this

i® puing to bring any hawards.

Ax Far as Lhe aesthetics go, 1 onderstand the design will notbe obtrusive, Therefore,
[ have not seen enouph iokrmalion that would sway me to go against having three
cell phone towers in ihe Nurih Beach area, The nearest site propesed to me is 1500
Grant Avenue. | am located at 140 Grant Avenue, inclast proximity.

| urge you to support the T-Mobile towers s Lhal North Beach wil bave be
competitive with other parts of the city, 'We want people o come Lo Out 2rea and

hawe the best coverage available.

Sincerely,

};{4?‘” TVt \?-Bhf
yenan El-Halees
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From: eler_bymes@comeastrot

Zenl: Wednesday, Febraary 02, 2071 12,14 P
To: Irank; Moto

Subject: T-Mabile micro-cell artornas in Morth Beach

2rA1
Lrear [rank,

It 8as come to my atiention that there |s a debate over the propased installation of T-Mobile
micro-sell wireless antennas in Morth Beach. As a long time resident of North Baach | have
roficed many problems with phone calls being diepped and/er poor reception in carlain
pockets of the neighborhood, Pethaps this is due to the hilly nalure of Morth Beach and
Talegraph Hill, but that's no excuse in this day and age ta ba lagging behind technalogically.
Dropped phone calls ara a problam, In business or an emargency 4 dropped phone call coald
seriously jeopardize a pivotal conversation of even somebedy's life. L am a firm proponent o:
iavirta high-speed winalass in my neighborhocd. To resst this improvement in tecknology 15
roally to go against the general contemporary trend to improve infrastructure in ihis country.
This gan happen at the neighbcrhood level az well, and this iz a perfact instance of that. My
tusiness depends upen good wiveless conncctions. | eannot do basiness without it.
Inc.dentalty | am located in Morth Beach and | have had problems with internet connections
and c2ll phone malfunctione. The three proposed low-wattage anlennas b my view are
canplataly innocuous visually, and non-invasive physically. emitting |ess than one-half of % of
the fedeml radio frequensay safety standard, Those opposed to the installation ot these towers
must not have urgent husiness, nor a need o communicate with loved cnes in the event of an
emergancy. Please give your informed consideration to this rmatter as it is of vital irmpotance
to the residents and businesses [n North Beach and Telegraph Hill.

Thariks for your time @ consideration.
Sincarsly,

Elien Byrnes

=20 |



From: "Hozamary Slade" =rslade@dinova.net-

Date: February 7, 2011 D:.27:18 AM PGT

To: =marshavarand @ att.net>

Subject: yes, more antenna's in any nelghborhood in SF!
Reply-To: <rslade@dinova.net-

Slacone Rogards,
Razemary Slode

Manager, Bcchaurant Padnerships

47 55he-4323 - sloc egtddinnsey i il

Dnowa LT, Corporale Dinivg Coenreclion?
whehe 2 o) pet




From: "Theodore Brown® <Theodore @ thrownarchitect. coms
Date: January 31, 2011 1:31:24 P PST

Ta: "Marsha Garland” <marshagarland & att et

Subject: BE: Cell Phane Towers

Reply-Ta: <Theodore & thrownarchitect.coms

IhL CLLL SERVICE IN Marth Geach and Telegrapks U terribale, dcan not beliove how rany
dropped calls | have in this neighborhaod that happens with my 2ell service. | feel that lemin a
5% wond tech culzure, ‘T his |5 crazyl
i1y tenants ara aweays cornpldining o me aboul Lhis,
Thepdnre Rrown

Thewdgre ¥, Brown
‘Theodore Brawn & Mormiers, S

4280 Mok ne ety S, Seitbe 3240
S0 Feanciace, A w111

T RED N

F irl133 VE6-5 12



From: Rober: Mittelstadt ~rmysrmarch net=
Date: Bzbroars 4, 21 423814 PR IPSL
To: marshagacland gt net

' =isle ol wll this obesdrusiionis, hogwuash oo,

the: "damers o cell radiation” and wwant the naysaiars
L cense and desist! |et's have many, many more cell
wwerges They help minirize doopped calls which, tary
vicwr arc far moerc critizal to lifo qualitr than fioar®
Thanks for the Ha.

Bol Matelytah,



From: EImore Patick =glmorap@Egmeail oom:

Datae: Fabruary 8, 2011 4:01.44 AWM PST

To: "aaron.hollister@ sfgov.org® <aaron.hallister & sfgoy.orgs,
ﬁﬂ]ﬁfﬂhﬂ@_ﬂﬂﬂf’lﬁ@ﬂﬁ.l‘let}

| arm writing yau te encourage your support of the el tawers on Telegraph Hil. |
bolally walcomea thasea towers and want o encourages technological businsss in
our city =nd neighborhood.

Eimore Fatrick



From: Gedle” Marka [Marti ngel sniEmas. 20T

Sent:  Wednesday, Fabiuzsy 05, 2011 11:27 Aks

To: rdnEy@Ewaxniusaom . com: Frank Moto; aoran. elizien@stpoy.arg; o oirgL e@yahon. Som
Subject: I Mobiz Mic-zoef Anmennas

Fam a T Mokiie costomer arrd raalotadtt of ke arica Bistrict f suppord dha 3 Aanth Beanh TolloBile mkragell 3 mmn s,

This Yeading edge nfrasincun: wil previde qeality, high-speed ceversge te San Frengiscans whio fellan r1gir mnhile chanes and
wirgrans devices, Unkas e Sle adceo srbant a5, wa will fisoourge Kl teetaskigy-aranted hisireses fom ocaing ir Sz
Francksan.

Iheze i oo 5ilcs kv hron sppeawaed Sy he Hee i Department, ard meia frequancy expuea @ [8vals 35 1e55 than from g cordless
phary cewire'ess ralar for £ home comautzs Tha smal 2akennas 4ie ganesally hiodan Tom the stoel, and appess 5ila- o sall
rass wanks frpm ahnua

arin Geloer

Scad Bakear Gnaet
= OA, 34322

AN



North Beach E-mails of Support

The following are e-mails from San Francisco residents who support T-Mobile’s three proposed
site applications in North Beach.

Honorable Commissioners, Ladies and Gentlemen,
| appreciate the opportunity for you to hear my voice.

| am a San Francisco citizen, and like my fellow citizens, | look to the voices of reason and
guidance from the City and its plans so as to create the best city in the world. | expect and
demand that we continuously improve upon our plans to stay abreast of technology, urban
planning and development, and overall quality of life for us all.

Like many of us, | believe that wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety
tools. | use my phone for countless thousands of minutes a month for my business and my
personal needs. It has become so important that | have done away with a regular 'landline' -- |
now only carry this mobile phone.

In times where consumers are faced with questionable signal coverage (how many of us have
heard about problems where cell phones don't work indoors, or where there are "dead zones"?), |
voice my wholehearted support for the North Beach area to receive better coverage.

In particular, T-Mobile's application for the three proposed wireless broadband facilities to be
located in North Beach should be approved.

As a father of two small kids, it is imperative that | have access to 911 and other public
information and safety services while | am on the go. North Beach offers some of the best San
Francisco has to offer, and it would be a terrible blow to not provide to the public at large, like me,
increased signal coverage.

My many thanks for your time in reviewing my support for this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Neil Haldar
2819 Baker Street #2

| am a t-mobile customer and | strongly feel that good coverage helps me run my small business.
During these tough economic times one missed phone call could have tragic consequences for a
small business owner. | am traveling out other country at this time so | will not be able to attend
the commission meeting but San Francisco is a hub for technology and we should be leading the
way, not hindering progress.

Brando Jessie
1854 Mason Street

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
Page 1 of 13



Please make this happen. We need to be the most progressive city in America on staying out in
front in Technology.

Michael Kustra
2516 Gough Street

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

Patrick Davis
1380 Greenwich St

To whom it may concern,

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

No matter where | am, my wireless phone has become my lifeline to the world. It needs to work
when | want to make a call, send an e-mail or get online.

Stefan Irion
5 Rico Way

Hello,

As a long-time resident of North Beach (32 years) and living within one block of the planned
antenna installation on Stockton (for 29 years), | support the planned antenna.

Sometimes while going from one room to the next in my apartment, | lose my calls. | am a T-
Mobile customer because they have good customer service, they had the phone | wanted (the
Google Nexus One) and they are one of only two service providers that have technology that is
compatible in Europe.

As | frequently visit San Francisco's sister city Barcelona, it more 'green’ to have one phone and
just swap out the chip, which is what T-Mobile's technology allows me to do.

Phones are no longer just phones: Recently, in North Beach, on the corner directly across the
street from the proposed Stockton Street antenna site, | was able to engage in what felt like
necessary Chinese medicine only because of my phone. The clinic's doctor only spoke Mandarin.

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
Page 2 of 13



By using my phone's translation capacity, | was able to communicate with the doctor. And while it
worked, it was a bit frustrating waving my phone around looking for a signal. By the way, the
prescribed herbs also worked. | highly recommend the place, but | don't know the name of it.

Also, as a public employee in Alameda County, | have often used my phone for emergencies, the
most recent being our response the pertussis outbreak and also for the planned response to
relocate some of our Public Health services from downtown Oakland during the civil strife after
the ruling in the Mehserle case (Oscar Grant). There were conference calls at 8pm, 11pm and
6am and | used my phone (in the one room that has stable coverage) for all of these.

One last thing - when possible, | do watch the Planning Commission meetings on SFTV.
| am amazed at the good mix of people (and ideas) that are represented on the commission. But
more importantly, I'm impressed with how you all 'process' and listen to one another. Makes me

proud to be a San Franciscan. Good job!

Anyway, as | am flying back to SF from BCN on the 27th, and work is piling-up, | may not be able
to make it to the Planning Commission meeting.

But feel free to contact me via email or telephone about this or anything else (the library, the
closure of Mason, etc). because | have plenty of friendly opinion to dole out!

Gary Oliver
1869 Stockton #2

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

No matter where | am, my wireless phone has become my lifeline to the world. It needs to work
when | want to make a call, send an e-mail or get online.

My wireless phone has become a necessity. | use it to check in with my children wherever they
are in our community. More importantly, | want my children to always be able to reach me or a 9-
1-1 operator in an emergency.

Let’s get this taken care of straight away. Thank You

Steven Jones
96 Toledo Way

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Teng Wu
2210 Stockton St. #309

Hey,

As you know cell phone coverage in the city is really a problem. Don't listen to the hippies - the
ability to communicate readily is really important.

Good luck.

Austin Moorhead
3631 19th St

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Serena Satyasai
41 Valparaiso Street

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

Nancy Bernard
2459 Larkin St. Apt. 7

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Brenda Whiteaker
1619 Gough Street, #2

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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I live in the Marina and often shop or go to restaurants in North Beach. My wireless phone has
become a necessity. | use it to check in with my children and wife wherever they are in our
community. More importantly, | want my family to always be able to reach me or a 9-1-1 operator
in an emergency.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available particularly for phone service. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help
ensure our residents and employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Martin Gellen
3248 Baker Street

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

Cathy L. Morgan
1327 Vallejo Street

Please enable T-Mobile to enhance their service in North Beach.

It is your duty as a public servant to promote commerce, competition and progress for the benefit
of the community. This investment T-Mobile is trying to make in my neighborhood represents an
opportunity for you to support a real tangible improvement to the residents and visitors to our city,
and to spur commerce and competition.

As evidence that this is a needed upgrade: since switching to T-Mobile from AT&T about a year
ago, my overall service (around the Bay Area and other places I've traveled) is quite good, but |
have been disappointed by frequent dropped calls and trouble connecting from my home in North
Beach. | can't afford to break my contract with T-Mobile, nor would | want to if they could solve
their service problems in North Beach. | hope that this installment will help improve T-Mobile's
service in North Beach and | hope that you will help make it happen.

Mike Rather
767 Union St.

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Jaime Smith
1001 Broadway St

Please allow T-Mobile to install its rather unobtrusive wireless broadband antenna in the North
Beach neighborhood. San Francisco should always be supportive of making our city a leader in
technology.

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and San Francisco in general is simply unacceptable.

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Ned Gerhold
7 Vandewater St #402

Dear Planning Commission,

I'm interested in communicating to you that, as both a long-time T-mobile subscriber and a San
Francisco native, | can honestly see no reason why the applications in order to provide service
should not be allowed. A handful of complainants cannot be allowed to restrict the wireless
services that we, perhaps particularly as San Franciscans, have come to rely on—for work, for
personal communication, and even for safety. Please govern your decision according to how well
you serve the communities of North Beach and the surrounding neighborhoods, and now how
well you serve an extreme minority with loud voices.

Ryan Gallagher
1433 Clay Street #5

Please help increase the cell phone coverage in San Francisco to a level that we deserve. | am
with T-Mobile, and the coverage in North Beach is sub-par. From what | can tell of the plans, the
proposed antennas do not clutter the roofscape. Do the right thing, help bring SF to the forefront
of cell coverage.

Tomas Boman
1450 Green St

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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Commission President Ron Miquel:

Please support us in expanding coverage in North Beach. As a resident, it is important to have
decent and safe phone coverage. | would strongly encourage you to approve this proposal in
North Beach.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter.

Mary Paganini
1402 Kearny Street #5

Please help us get coverage in North Beach, My name is Ismail and poor coverage anywhere in
North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's why | support, and
encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband facilities to be located
in North Beach.

Ismail Kacimi
2360 Chestnut St

Please support T-Mobile's application. It appears that the apparatus will not obstruct residents’
views. Enhanced coverage would be greatly appreciated.

| am a voting resident (Russian Hill) of San Francisco.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

S M Blanchard
1175 Chestnut Street

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Helena Jausas
317 Chestnut Street

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

No matter where | am, my wireless phone has become my lifeline to the world. It needs to work
when | want to make a call, send an e-mail or get online.

My wireless phone has become a necessity. | use it to check in with my children wherever they
are in our community. More importantly, | want my children to always be able to reach me or a 9-
1-1 operator in an emergency.

Inez Lee
1818 Hyde Street, Apt. 5

To whom it may concern,

I live on Telegraph Hill and poor coverage anywhere on Telegraph Hill/North Beach and the
surrounding area is simply unacceptable.

No matter where | am, my wireless phone has become my lifeline to the world. It needs to work
when | want to make a call. T-Mobile has great coverage in the City, except | have poor
coverage in my house and in front of my house. Having connectivity in my house is essential,
especially in an emergency situation.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

That's why | support, and encourage you to do all you can to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed
wireless broadband facilities to be located in North Beach. Thank you in advance for your
support. | would greatly appreciate it.

Debbie Hemingway
47 Telegraph Place

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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Dear Commissioners:

| am a 16-year North Beach resident (at the corner of Powell and Greenwich) and my wife and |
are both T-Mobile customers. | won't be able to make it to the Planning Commission because it's
during my work hours, so I'm writing you an email.

I would like to voice my support for T-Mobile's plan to install new wireless facilities in my
neighborhood. Good mobile phone service makes a difference both for San Franciscans and
visitors you judge our city based on the quality of its infrastructure.

Tom Faulhaber
1861 Powell St.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Serena Satyasai
41 Valparaiso Street

Poor service in the North Beach area is an unacceptable public safety issue. Irrational NIMBY
luddites who are selfishly objecting to this essential infrastructure of the modern world are putting
citizens and visitors at risk by not ensuring adequate coverage.

Joy Crosser
35 Telegraph PI

| am a T-mobile customer, please support us. BANG

Bang Nguyen
359 Hyde St. Apt. 202

Dear SF Officials: | am a homeowner in North Beach, residing on Kearny St. between Green and
Vallejo Sts. | am also a surgeon on emergency call to SF hospitals, and rely on my T-Mobile
phone service to enable me to respond to life-threatening emergencies.

| request you to facilitate improvements in T-Mobile's network to allow me to provide the best
possible care to SF area patients. The thought that | might miss a life-or-death call because City
bureaucracy prevents T-Mobile from improving their network is unacceptable to me and should
be unacceptable to you.

Richard Grossman
1230 Kearny

As a T-Mobile user | support the North Beach applications by T-Mobile. San Francisco is a world
class city and it must be able to accommodate improvements to cell phone networks.

Martin Gellen
248 Baker Street

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available.

| strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and employers have the
quality wireless coverage they deserve.

No matter where | am, my wireless phone has become my lifeline to the world. It needs to work
when | want to make a call, send an e-mail or get online.

Mike Agarwal
3600 Fillmore St. #104

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

Jennifer Millier
55 Casa Way #101

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

My wireless phone has become a necessity, we actually do not have a land line. | plan on using it
to check in with my children wherever they are in our community. More importantly, | want my
children to always be able to reach me or a 9-1-1 operator in an emergency.

This is very important to the Mullikin's at 20 Nobles Aly (Near union and grant).

Patrick and Gail Mullikin
20 Nobles Aly

| Support T-Mobile's North Beach Applications

Pierre Nallet
20 Darrell place

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

No matter where | am, my wireless phone has become my lifeline to the world. It needs to work
when | want to make a call, send an e-mail or get online.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Maria Wu
1214 Polk St, apt 328

Dear SF City Officials,

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

Unfortunately my work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in
the middle of a work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's
wireless facility proposals.

Jay Wolberg
1540 Hyde St #6

There is absolutely no coverage in North Beach, and very much needed. | think T-Mobile's plans
to improve the coverage by placing low-top rooftop antennas in only three locations is very
reasonable, and should be done. Thank you.

Mary Anne Kayiatos
1735 Van Ness Ave., Apt. 501

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
Page 11 of 13



Seems as thought he aesthetic impact will be minimal, other than 'on principle' | can't see why
people are so concerned. There is as yet no confirmed proof of such antennae causing health
issues.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Edin O' Toole
1555 Greenwich St, Apt 9

I'm a part-time Russian Hill, San Francisco resident, currently on travel in Europe, but feel
strongly to take the time to point out San Francisco can NOT afford to fall behind in developing a
world class communication infrastructure.

What T-Mobile is proposing for North Beach wireless communications seems reasonable and
should be considered as a benéefit for the 'many’, with little/no risk to the few.

Thanks for your consideration and assistance.

Richard Hess
1338 Unions St, Apt. 6

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

Marc Cooper
1200 Francisco St Apt 1

If there is an earthquake in SF cell phones will still work when landlines won't. To not allow
wireless service providers to put the necessary facilities in our city endangers our safety.

Poor coverage anywhere in North Beach and the surrounding area is simply unacceptable. That's
why | support, and encourage you to approve, T-Mobile's three proposed wireless broadband
facilities to be located in North Beach.

My work schedule prevents me from attending a Planning Commission meeting in the middle of a
work day. Please accept this e-mail as a show of my strong support for T-Mobile's wireless facility
proposals.

A major international technology hub like San Francisco should have access to the best wireless
services available. | strongly urge the Planning Commission to help ensure our residents and
employers have the quality wireless coverage they deserve.

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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| recently read that building permits for wireless facilities in San Francisco can take up to three
years to process while, in Dallas, the same permit takes just 3 months. That's not right. It's time
for San Francisco to stop delaying infrastructure for wireless technology.

Wireless phones have become vital personal and public safety tools. Please make certain that
citizens continue to have the best coverage possible throughout our community.

My wireless phone has become a necessity. | use it to check in with my children wherever they

are in our community. More importantly, | want my children to always be able to reach me or a 9-
1-1 operator in an emergency.

Robert Spencer
1568 Union Street #302

E-mails of Support for T-Mobile’s North Beach Site Applications
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To: adronhollistar@dgey.ory
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I work and frequent North beach regularly and | support the T-Mabile cell towers ta improve wiralecs
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I arn waittng to encoursge your support of better cell phone service for Worth Beach, and specifically the new
transrission wecilities being proposed for T-Mobile,

lhig is equally irmpartant for regidents and visitors alike. i would be tarible for Neckh Beach to get a reputation
8% @ place that is anti-eammy nication:.

Thank you,
Bill Maisson
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To Whom it may concern at the hearing slated for September 23™, 2010 at the
Planning Commission for the hearing to allow T-Mobile to install a micro cellular

antenna located at
1500 Grant Ave.

As Merchants and residents living and working in the North
Beach area, do not oppose this installation and feel it would
better the wireless communication of our neighbors and friends.
We understand that this micro site poses no threat due to it
being
1% of the safety guidelines set forth by the federal
communication regulations and standards.

Signed: Address:
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To Whom it may concern at the hearing slated for September 23, 2010 at the
Planning Commission for the hearing to allow T-Mobile to install a micro cellular
antenna located at
1500 Grant Ave.

As Merchants and residents living and working in the North
Beach area, do not oppose this installation and feel it would
better the wireless communication of our neighbors and friends.
We understand that this micro site poses no threat due to it
being
1% of the safety guidelines set forth by the federal
communication regulations and standards.
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To Whom it may concern at the hearing slated for September 23™ 2010 at the
Planning Commission for the hearing to allow T-Mobile to install a micro cellular
antenna located at
1500 Grant Ave,

As Merchants and residents living and working in the North
Beach area, do not oppose this installation and feel it would
better the wireless communication of our neighbors and friends.
We understand that this micro site poses no threat due to it
being
1% of the safety guidelines set forth by the federal

' communication regulations and standards.

Signed: Address: email;
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To Whom it may concern at the hearing slated for September 23, 2010 at the
Planning Commission for the hearing to allow T-Mobile to install a micro cellular
antenna located at
1500 Grant Ave.

As Merchants and residents living and working in the North
Beach area, do not oppose this installation and feel it would
better the wireless communication of our neighbors and friends.
We understand that this micro site poses no threat due to it
being
1% of the safety guidelines set forth by the federal
communication regulations and standards.

Signed; Address; email;
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To Whom it may concern at the hearing slated for September 23, 2010 at the
Planning Commission for the hearing to allow T-Mobile to install a micro cellular

antenna located at
1500 Grant Ave,

As Merchants and residents living and working in the North
Beach area, do not oppose this installation and feel it would
better the wireless communication of our neighbors and friends.
We understand that this micro site poses no threat due to it

being

1% of the safety guidelines set forth by the federal
communication regulations and standards.
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To Whom it may concern at the hearing slated for September 237, 2010 at the
Planning Commission for the hearing to allow T-Mobile to install a micro cellular
antenna located at
1500 Grant Ave.

As Merchants and residents living and working in the Morth
Beach area, do not oppose this installation and feel it would
better the wireless communication of our neighbors and friends.
We understand L1;h::1t this micro site poses no threat due to it

7  being
1% of the safety guidelines set forth by the federal
communication regulations and standards.

Signed: Address: email-
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Yes, lal's improve our wireless communications.

A8 merchantz, empleyess and rezidants [ing and wer<ing in North Beacn and Telegraph
Hil, we support ivstallation of small micrecellular antennzas at 1500 Grant. 541 Gresnwics and
1763 Stockion. These siles will improve wirsless cormmunications for our friends and
neighhors. We undersland that thase micro sites ane approved by the Health Depadment,
fazdlng the anfennas with les thar 15 walts of pawer {insignificart when compared to a 100-
watt light bulb). Radic frequency exposure levels are |@2s than from a coréless phone or
wirelass router for & home computer. ‘| he small antennas are generally hidden frcm the
street, and appaar similar to amall rmaf vants from above.

Already supported by more than 150 residents and marehants In the Horth Beach arca,
this proposal for lsading edge [nfrastructoere will provide the quality wireless coverage
that rasidants expect in our neighborhood.
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Yes, lef's Improve our wireless communications.

A mercharls, employeas and residents living and workirg in Mo Beach and Telegraph
Hill, we suppa:t instal at on of small microceldlar amennas at 1530 Grank, 501 Greenwich and
1763 Stockton. Thaae aites wil improve wirgless cammunleatlzns for our Mends and
neighbars, e understand that thesa micro sibes ara approved by the Health Department,
feeding tha antennas with less than 15 watts of power (insignificant when companed b a 100-
wa'tlight bulb). Fadio frequency expoeure £vale are |eea than rom 2 sardless phona ar
wirg £33 reuter for B heme computer, The small antannas are ganaralhy hidden from the
street, and appear similar to small roof vents from above.

Already supported by mere than 153} rasidonts and merchants In tha North Baach arsa,
thls proposal for leading edge Infrastructure will provide the quality wireless coversge
that residants expect in our neighborhood.
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As merchants, amployess and residents ving and working in Morth BEeach and Telzaraph
Hill. wa sLpporl inztaliation of gmall microcellular antennas ai 1500 Grant, 501 Greenwich and

Yes, lef's improve our wiraless conmunications,

1763 Stockton. Treas sites will improye wirglzss comrunications for our fisnds and

meighbiors. YWe undarstand that thase micre sit2s 2re approved by the Health Department,
feading the antennas with less than 15 watts of power {insignificant when tompared 1o a 100-
watt light bulb), Fadio trequenday Sxposure [evals are lass than from a cordless phons o
wirgless router far @ hamsa camputar. The small artannas are generally hid-en from the

swect, and appear similar to small reof vents from above.

Already supportad by mare than 150 residents and merchants in the North BEeach area,
thle proposzal for leading edge infraatucture will provide the quality wireless coveraga

that residents expect in our neighborhood,
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Yes, let's improve our wireless communications.

A5 rmarchants, employeas and residents living and working in Meid Beach and Taelegraph
Hill, we =upport installation of small mlcrocelular antennas at 150 Grant, S01 Greenwich and
1753 Stoo<don. Thaee sites will improve wirgless cammunications for aur frends and
neighbiors. We undarstand that these micra sites are spproved by the Health Dapartment,
feading the artennas with less than 15 waits of pewer (insigrificant when comnpared to g 100-
wakt Tight bulk). Radia fraruency exposure levels are less than from a cordiess phone ar
wirslese rautar for a hame computer. The small antennas are gen=rally hiddan Fom tha
gtreet, and appear similar to small recf vents fram abowa.

Alvaady supportad by more than 150 residents and merchants in the Narth Beach area,
this proposal for leading edge infrastructure will pravida the quallty wireless coverage

that residents expect In our nelghborhood.
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Yes, lot's improve our wireless communications.
As marchants, ergloyees and residonts fiving and weorking i Norg Baach and Talegraph
| ill, we suppert instaliation of smalk microcelylar anlannas at 1500 Grant, 501 Groecrwich and
17E3 Siocklon, Thess sitrs will impravs wirgess communicaizns for our friends ard
neighbors. We undarstand that those rnicro Sites are approved by the Health Depmlment,
faading the anlendas with lsss than 15 watts of power (nsignficant whan comparad to a 100-
weatt light bk, Radio fregUuency exposurs levels are less than from a condless phone oF

wireless routet “or a home compuler, The small anlennas ere gencrally hiddan trom the
stresl, and appear similar 1o small roof vedls from abowve.

Already supported by more than 150 residents and merchaints in the Horth Beach arca,
this propcesal tor leading edya infrastrocture will oravido the qualily wireless coverage
that residents axpect in our ncighborhood.
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Yes, fet's fmprove our wireless communications.

A5 madchanis, cmployvees and rasidents Oving and working in Narh Beach and Taleqragh
Hiil, w= suppcn -nstallaten of small microcelular antennas st 1500 Grant, 201 Greenwich snd
1763 Blocklon. These sites will improve wirsless sommunizations fx our fisnds and
neighbors. Whe ondorstand that thesa micro §ites aro approsad by e Health Deparimet,
feeding the antennas with less than 15 watts of power {insignificant when comparcd to a 100«
watt Heght balby. Racdic frequency exposure levels gre lees than fram a cordless phone or
wirelass routar for a home campater. The small antennaz are generally badiden froom the
strot, and appoar sitnilar to stmall rocf vorts from abowve.

Alrcady supported by imora than 150 resldonts and marehants In the Morth Beagh area,
thiz proposal for leading edge infrasfructure will provide the qualily wireless coverage
that regldents sxpect in eur neighberhoad.
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Yas, let's improve our wireless commuications.

Az marchanls, employees and regiderts living and waking In Morth Boack and Todograph
HilE, wo suppodt inslalaion of seall microealils antanngs at 1500 Grant, 501 Greenwich and
1763 Stockton, These sites will improve wireless communications for our fiends and
ncighbors. We undsrstand that these micro sifes ere approved by the Healh Degartment,
feedind the antennas willy Fss than 15 walls of power {Grsignilican) wlen coarpared ba 100-
wall ight bulk). Aadio frequency cxposure [eyels anc loss than frorm a cordlaas phone or
wireless mutsr dor 8 home compoter. The small sntennas ane genarally hlu:ldgn from tha
streot, and appaar sirmilar o smwll roef vanis rem alove,

Already supparled by more than 150 rezsidents and merchants in the Morth Beach arca,
this proposal for leadlng adge [frastructurs will provide the quality wireless coyerage
that regsidenlz expect in our neighbarhood.

1. PRINTED Nate: .—:.f_&{fr":; }["_F[':m $B

Py S Lo P ﬂ;:r P code: I BF
Fhune: Ervail _ _ _ _ o _____
fo ]‘
5. DRINTED Name:_f & © 'l 4 L*’”‘Ef
AckIross: CJ'{I) < f "quﬁc-" S e chig&fﬂ' kS >
Fheans; L Ennil:

c} PRINTED Hame:__ % : .{m Fad Aﬁ
— A a@aﬂfm”{ 2o Cudu: # ¢5
Fhione: Fﬁﬁ- (ggﬁa’( Cmails __ ..

4. PHINTED Mame: 2 | "'E'/ :
Aikdross: | PN/ ’rf-"u-“”TlﬁgJi & ZIP Core; E!! & ffﬁjb

Plvare: o ‘Email:

Fhana: Ernail;

. PRINTED Mamg; ﬁv ) L\ T B&{u’ 5
address_ o 7 T o 58 spggne T2

- I- .
Phone; &3 ~ F 16 'tfrﬂi’E'Emall:




Yes, fet's improve our wirgless communicalions,

Az marchants, employess and residents liviog and sworking in Morth Eeach and Telagraph
Hill, wo =L pport installation af smmall microcsllular antannae at 1306 Grant, 501 Greenwich and
1763 Stockton, These sites will improve wiveloss commirications for our frignds and
naignbors. We undaestand thal thega micm sites ars spproved by the Health Deparmant,
fooding tho antonnas with |ess than 15 watts of powar (nsiceuficant when comparsd te e 100-
watt lighi bulb], Radic frequency exposure levels anc [ass than from a cordlass phana or
wirsless routsr for 8 home computer. The small antennas are generally hiddan faorn ths
slract, and appege similar lo snal ool vents from above,

Already suppeorlad by more thar 150 residents and merchants in the Morth Beach araa,
this proposal fer leading adge Infrastrustore wiil provide the gqualily wireless soverage
ihat regidents expect in our neighborhood.

1. PRINT=D MName:,_EfTManp A . SHAH

Mddress: Foeg_ Towsle  or. Fwp i 2IP Code Lfuc R - 4 e

Panne: k5 ~&Sa-2e03 Email:

2. PRINTED Name: = SEAH MM OETFAT -
Adirass: &0 Ao L HUALISIAS ZIP Coges 1442
Phone: (HE §24 T#Y Email __S‘;rt_LEE FEMLAL CO

3 PRIMTED Marme: *m"?-v‘-ff ﬁ e 7 ;—? Z;f"ﬁ*’“'}' o
i 7. / : ,
Addrose: 'IJTF .-?f-' .}‘{f ""‘I 'r"":j"'ll :IT{ _FIP Cpde: t-"""f-

Fhanas . Ernai;

4 PAINTED Mamsi_[Hgal VAT
Adrresa: c__;]__b‘" LENLY. N EAEE 2P GﬂdE:M
thnﬂ:[ﬂq'ﬂ; Kpl — | -2 - Email:

5, PRINTED Mame: ;T‘_dlf_-ta Taedln
iy )
Acdrass: I'I"t:QlJt.'xED- Péeer, 7IP Cocor U1 3 %
Fliane: Emrl:

E. PRINTED Mare; ’ﬁf,-:. ol e .
Addrage; ?':f ) .-'f;mw s SF . 2P Ceds: 4 ¥ E,j

Phonc: Emall: _




e el i

v

Yes, lat's improve our wireless conwnunications.,

Az merghants, employees and residents living and working in Morth Ceach and T alegraph
Hill, wa support Inslalalion of emall microceliular antennas at 1500 Grant, 501 Groeanwich and
17E3 Steckion. Thosc sites will improve wiralass commumicalions for aur fiends and
hioighbicrs, We understand that these micro sites are approved by the | lealth Deparunent,
ieoding the antannas with 1255 than 15 watts of power (insignificant when comparcd toa 100
watt light buly. Radio frequancy emxpausury levsls e 2 than from 4 condless phone or
witeless router for 2 homez computer. The small antannas ara ganarally bidden froen the
straat, and appsar sienilar lo =mal roof vents fom abovo,

Already supported by more than 150 residents and merchants in the Nerth Beach area,
this propesal for laadlng sdge infrastructiure will provide the qualily wircless coverage

that residents expect in cur nelghberhead.
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Yes, let's fmprove our wirgless communications.

A2 merchants, cmplayess and residents living end working in Morth Beach and Te sgraph
Hill, wer suppart instatlation of small micracelulsr antennas at 1500 Srant, 541 Greetwich and
17670 Stockton, These sites will improve wirelsss communications for owr Disods ang
neighbors. We undorstand thal Bizse micro iles wre approved by the Health Dopartment,
feadiiyg e antennas with loss than 15 watts of power {Insipgnificant when compared to a 100
wiatt [3ght bulb). Racdio frequency exposure |2vels are less than fram a cordless plione of
wiraless router for a harme aormputer. The small antennas are ganaraly hldden fram Lhe
slreet, and appear similar t2 small rool varizs friom shiove.

Alveady supported by mora Ihan 150 residents and merchants in the North Boach area,
thls proposal far leading edge infrastructura will provide the guality wireless coverage
that residents axpeet in our neighborhood.

< E—L‘}T &) }C.::ff'w:u -

P Cod S 7Y 5 3
__ Emai :;f:!‘-;f-‘ﬁ"é}ﬁ vt :iE;f '-'?’\(f,:&"if-_-:_f-;”?_ L

1. PR INTF O dzan: .J{*f:'

T
B r..r_-,l.

2 PRINTED Narra, /5 £AE o _E;_gaﬁg,,—;ﬁ__?

Arklress:

Phiane: Crmall:__.... o ______

5 FRINTCO Nd.l'l'lf:if’ L pidi '::‘i i{"filﬂf“r;ﬂ
Mdebus: '-"J lrjf'ﬁ E‘iﬂi’x “-EI_?U[&;' ﬂF'Gr.i-da;l[ ]| {1

Phioss: Eradi______. o _____

d. SRANTFT: #ama:_€ ,rf g{".ﬁ p&’/%f_n ,/ Y ?4%17
Aiiresa; [ git Y M"]"I’L“"W 7P CandT]  fE 7

Fagne; _t;_ emai-  ________

5. PANTED Mame:E\O%UJ _ P\r\&_% '*ﬂ(?,”
Addrass: _{ E’?;H fn ,Hf“‘mi- ™, i1 Cuele: %5 |C‘5§

Phane: . Etuai : — e e e -
. " —
5. PRINTLED Mema: | ﬂ_,f? F"Sfu-ﬁu w-——r**‘lj _
—— Ilr'" Y . 0 r
Al L2 5*'5? Qﬁr&ﬂ bt L ZIP Gaua: 7 G L%

Ptirna: Emall: ___  __ . ———




L N,

Yes, let's improve our wireless commurications.

As Inerchants, employees and residenis living and woskdng in Moeh Beach and Telegraph
Hill, wo eupport instaldation of small misroczllular antennas at 1500 Grant, 301 Grechwich and
1763 Stockton. Those sites will improve wirslezs communicallaes for ous friends and
hiefghbors. We enderstand that these micio sites arc approved by the Healih Deparimeant,
fecding tho anlannias wilth [as5 than 15 watta of power (insignificant whean compared to a 1 Q0-
waty light bulk). HNadio froquency axaosure levels ars less than from e cordless phone or
wireless router for B home compuber. The emall antannas arg gensrally bidden Tronn e
straat, and apgsear sinilar 10 small reof vents from above.

Already supparled by maore than 150 regidents and moerchanis in the North Beach arsa,
this proposzal for laading edge Infrasiruciure will provide the quality wircless coverage
that rezidenis expect in gur neighborhood.
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Yas, lef's improve ot wireless commurtications.

A mercnacts, employees and residents diving and working in Morth Beach and Telograph
Hil, we sippa instellation of small micromslular ankennas ab 1500 Grant, 501 Gresnmwich and .
1765 Stockton. Thesa sitas will Inprove wirelees commuonications fo our friands and
neisors, We understand that theso miceo sites are approved oy £10 Health Dopartmart,
fizading tha anlannas with lese than 15 walls of power {insignifioant when campered toa 100-
walt light bulb}. Radio frequanay expasurs lavss ara ess that brom g oordlazs phone of
wirgless router fora home computor. The small antchnnas are genarally hidden from thea
slregl, and appear similar o small rioof vents from above.

Already supported by mote than 150 residents and merchants in the Morth Beach area,
this proposal far leadlng edge infrasimncture will provide the quality wireless coverage
that residents nxpect In our nelghborhoacl
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Yes, let's imprave cur wireless communicalions.

£a merghants, employess 2nd resmants [neng and working in North Baash and Taelagraph
Hill, wea dor nat appose ingtailation of small micracellular anlennaz a: 1500 Grant, 501
Groenwich and 1733 Stcckton. These sites will improve wireless communications far our
fiends and neightors. \We understand thal these mizre stes are appreved by the dealth
Department. feeding the artannas with less than 15 watls of power (insig nificas when
compared to a 100-watt ight buily. Radio frequency exposura levels are less than from a
cortless phone or wirelesa rowter for @ home comgputer. The smal antennas are generally
hidden fram the streal. and appear gimllar to emall mof vents from abave.

Alrdady aupported by more than 150 residemts and merchants in the North Beach ares,
this proposal for leading sdge [nfrastructurs will previde the quality wirelass covarags

that resldents expect in our neighborhood.
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Yes, let's improve our wireless communicalions.

As morchants, ampiloysas and residends living and working in North Beaach and Tedepragsh
Hiil, we sugport instaliation of sasall microssllular anlennas st 1500 Gran, 501 Greanwich and
1763 Slocklon. These sites will improve wircless communlcatlons foe our friznis and
neighbors. Wa undsaratand that 1hese miren zi:es are approved by the Haalth Deparlnant,
feeriing the amonnas with less than 15 watte of power finsigniticant when compared to a 100-
watt light bk, Radie froquency exposuro levels are lege than from 3 cordless phone or
wirslass routar for 4 home computer, The small antonnas ara qanaeally bidden frem the
street, and apgoar simiar 1o srogll roof varts from above.,

Already suppartad by mere than 190 residents and merchants in the North Beach area,
this proposal for leading cdge Infrastruciurs will provide the qualify wircloss coveraga
that rasidenls expect in our neighbarhood
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Yoz, foi's impmue our wirgless commuonications.

Az marchanls, smployess dnd residenls Tring and wordking in Moo CBeach and Talegraph
Hill, we suppaort installation of smali micresallular antennas at 150 Grant, 501 Groohwich and
17E3 Stocklon, These sites will improve wireless cornmunicatons for our friends and
noighkbara. Wa undarstand that hase micro stas ara approvad by tha Health Depantmeant,
feeding tho antennas with lase than 15 wals of powaer (insignificant whah comaared to a 100
wall lighd bulb}, Aadiz trequency exposure levels arz less than tvom a cordiess phore or

witelass roliar for & home computer. The small artennes are penerally hidden froa the

stroct, ahnd appoar simila- to zmall raof vonts from abova.

Already supportad by more than 150 residents and merchanls in the Marth Beach area,
this ptoposal for leading edge Infrastructure will provide the quality wirclcss covorago
lhal residenls expect in our neighborhood.
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Yes, lot's improve our wireless communications.

Az marshanls, employses and residonts living and working in Horth Beach and Telagraph
Hill, we suppait installaioen of small microcelluiar antennas at 1500 Grar, GOT Grocnwich and
1763 Slocddon, These biles will improws wirsless commurications for cur friends and
noighbors. Wea undorstand that these micro siles are approved by he Hewllh Dapartensnt,
fecding the anonnas with less than 15 walis of poaer (nsignilicent when comparsd to a 100-
wrall light bulky), Had-o frequsney exposLre lsvals are less than from & cordless phone or
wirelsas roUbar lor a hoira computar. The small antennas ara generally hidden frarm the
stroct, and appoar sivnilar to smalf roof vonis from above.

Alrcady suppottad by mare than 150 residents and metchanls in the North Beagh area,
this proposal for leading edge infrastructurs witl provide the qualliy wireless coverage
thal residenls expecl in our neighborhood.

1.

P

PINTED Mamc: ‘:ﬁﬂﬁfﬁl WJ@ .
Acdress: e ﬁrﬁﬁgﬁﬁ H . ii'-ﬂ'T'Iiﬂf, il GQEEM
F'h-.’.;ﬁﬂ: . o dwa___________ __ __________

PRINTED Name: “ﬁﬂi Ifu!ll_ i R
ardress: 1) TEI‘L.W I'H Qr'.d T\EIT ZIP Cod; ﬁ?_ﬂf_‘.}ﬂ

Phoma: Emil:

PRINTED N Yo Y E A
piges: S 60 WV 2 cere 24137

Fiore: Errauil:

FRINTER Hammi__ I EE‘; 4 Jo _
Arddress; 1 %4 .0 ﬁﬁﬁ;‘:{  ZIP Cans 'fff{j”-"rl.f

thne: Email;

PRINTED Marme; TH W( A Ff .
Addraze: ’H_-:- ﬂ-“fﬁ-#ﬂ H.",:'l'i-"lrl;“ " ZIP Coga: ’-?‘ﬂf ;’33

Fhora: Email:

PR 1 C0 Hamg:__{ 4 A Y ﬁizfgﬁ/ _
Ancrasa: ."j{‘lﬂ I::pi?éf__]’_\ fl' 21 Goi: Ei{ fff (fﬁ

Ftiors: LErridd:




Yes, let's improve cur wirgless conumunications.

A5 merchants, employees and residents |ving and warkiag in North Beach and Tetegraph
Hill, wea sypport inalalbtion of smal microcellular antennas at 1500 Grand, 61 Greanwich and
1763 Stockion. Thess sibcs will improvs wireless communications for adr frignds and
neyrors. e undersiend that these micro sites ars approved by the Health Cepartmert,
fagding the antannas with eas then 15 walls of poweas (nsigoificant when compaed e 100-
watt light bulk). Radio frsquency expozirs levels are lags han fram a cordlese phong or
wireless routes for @ homo computer. Tha small antennas are qanaralbly hiddsn frem the
etranet, Bl appear similsr to small roa; vente from abowa,

already supporied by more than 150 vesidents and merchants in the North Beach area,
this proposal for [aading sdge infrastruclure will pravide the quality wireless coverage
thaf residents expect in our nelghborbood.
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Yas, lel's improve our wireless communications.,

As maichants, ampioyaas and rasidents living snd werking in Norh Beach and Telcgraph
Hill, we suppott installation of small ireracoltular antsnsaz at 15068 Srant, 91 Grecsnwich and
1763 Stocdon. These siles will improve wireless commuanications for our fiends and
naighbors. Wa endersland that these micro silas wre approved by the Health Departnierit.
feeding the antonnas with fogs than 15 watts of powsr (insignifsanl when compared 1o & 105~
wiall lighk buik), Aadio frequency exposure levels are loss than from a cordlass phona or
wiralgzs miter for & horne cormpuder. The smell antennas are generally hu:h:len Trom the
strect. and appaar similar 1o emall roof vedits ko abowa.

Alrcady supparted by mare ihan 150 residents and meichants in the North Beach arca,
thiz proposal for icading edge Infrastrustiure will provida tha guality wirelsss coverage

that rasidents expect in our n |ghbur od. [/'r
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Yes, let's Improve our wireless communications.

Az merehanis, ampioyess 2nd rasidanls liviag and wodking @n Morth Besch end Talegrap:h
Hill, wwe suppcrt installadion of srmall microcelular andchinas at 18060 Giiant, 501 Giochwich ankd
1733 Stockion, These sites will improve wirsless communicaticns for our friendls and
neighbors. We understand that thess nilere sites are appooeed by Fre Faalth Depadomend,
feeding tha antennas with loss shan 15 watts of powor ([Insignificant when comparsd to a1 (H-
watt Hgghil krnlka), Radio frequency axposure levels are less than from a cosdless phonc ar
wiralass routar for 4 hdane compular, | e small entennas are generaly hidden trom the
sireet, and appsar similar to smafl roof vents from above.

Alrcady supporied by mora than 150 rasldants and merchants in the Norlh Besch area,
thiz preposal for leading edge infrastructure will provide the quality wircless coverage
that ragidents expect in cur neighborhood.
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Yes, lef's improve our wireless communications.

As merchants, chnployeas and residanks living and working in Narth Baach and Telegrash
Hill, we: sapoort installation ot small maorocelular 2rtennas at 1500 Grant, 501 Graznwich and
VI3 Stockacn. Thasa slbas will improve wiraless comrmunications for o fiends and
neightors. Weo understand that thesa micro sites arc appeoved by the Health Copartrent,
lsedinig the amtennas with ieas than 15 watts of powsr {insigniticant when compared to & 100-
wait hight bulk). Padic frequency exposurs leves ara lzss than from a cordless phone or
wirglozs routcr for a ome compuler, The sirall antannas aee generally lidusn o e
street, and appear similar to small roof vonts from above.

Already supported by mora than 150 residonts and marchants s the North Beach area,
this praposal (or leading edge infrasfructure wikl provide the guality wireless cuueragc
that rasidants axpact In aur naighbothood.
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Yes, lot's improve our wireless communications.

Az merctiants. employees end residents living and werking in torth Beach and Telegrath
Hill, e do not appose imstalation of smatl micraceliular ankennas at 1550 Grant, 507
Grasmwich and 1763 Slockton, These sias will imprave wirelats communlcations for w
“riends and reighbors. e understand that hese micro siles are appraved by the Health
Departrment, feeding the ank2nnas willl less tham 15 watts of powsr {insigniticant when
goreparad to & 100-wsatt light bulk). Rasio b equency exposure lavels are less than from =
cardless phanc or wireless router for A heme compuler. Tha small antsnnas ane ganarally
i hidden fram the sbcct, and appear cirmilar tr small roof vents from abave.

Already supporizd by mors than 150 ragidents and merchants in the North Baach arsa,
thin praposal for leading edgs infrastructure will provide the gualfy wiraless coverage

that residents expect it our nolghkorhood.
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Yes, lef's impirove owr wirgless communications.

A= mercitants, empdoyoos and residents living and working in Nordh Feach and Teladaph
Hilt, we support installation ot small micreesdular anlennas at 1500 Grand, 501 Grocnwick and
1763 Slocklen. Thasae ekas will improvs wireless communicalions for our friends and
noighborz. We undorstand that those micto sites are approved by the Healh Dsparmsnt,
feeding the antennas with less than 15 walls of powsr (insignifigant whan camparad to & 100-
wall light bulk), Fadio resquency esposura fevels arc less than from a cordless phene or
wirelass roubar for @ homa computar. The siall antennas are geneeslly hiddea from the
sioct, and appeas similar wo small resf vents from aticve.

Alrgady supported by mara than 150 residents and merchants in the North Beach area,
this proposal for leading edge infrastructure wlil provide the quality wireless covorage
that resldants axpact In our nelghborhocd.
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Yes, fet's improve our wireless commuiications.

Az merchants, cmployecs and residents Tiving and warking in Marth Baach and Telcoraph
Hill, we suzpart instalaticn of small microesilular anteanas af 1500 Grant, 301 Gieenwich and
TTEE Sloaklon. Theges gikes will Brgrrowve winaleds connewrications For oo Tignets 2
neighsors. ¥W'e undoratand that thasc micro sies are approyed by the Heakh Depanment,
feecling the antennas with less than 15 watts of power (insignificant when compared 10 8 100-
wat light bulh). Haclg Breguenay axposure evals ana less lhan fram a eordless phions o
wiralezs roukar far a home campular. Tha small antennas ara gsnarally hiddan fram tha
street, and appoar similar to small roof wonts from ahowo.,

Already suppatlted by more than 150 residents and merchants in the North Beach area,
this proposal for leading edge infrastruciure will provide the quality wirelesa coverage
that rasldants axpecl in our peighborhood.
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Yes, let's improve our wireless commuiiications.

A% merchants, employees and residents wing and wigrking in Morth Beach and Telegraph
Hilt, we de not opease instzhalion of small microzelivlar antennas at 1500 Grant, 501
Creanwich and 1763 Stogkten. Thesa sites will improvs wireless communicatizng Sar our
friiends and neighbors, Wiz understand hat these micro sites are approved by the Healtn
Department, feeding the antennas with lags “nan 13 watts of power {insignificant when
compared to a 100-watf light buln). Radio frequency sxposlie levels aie less than from a

entdless phone of wirsless router lar 2 nome computer. The smalt antannas are geneially
hidden fror the sitesl, asd appear similaf 1o small roof vants tratm ahove

Alraady supported by more than 150 residents and merchants In the Mocth Baach area,

this prapeseal for lsading edge infrastructure wil provide the qualily wirslozs coveragds
that residents sxpect in our neighborhood.
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Yes, let's improve our wireless communications.

As merchants, employocs and residants living and workirg in Morth Beach and Telcgragh
Hill, we: sepport installation of small microcellulsr entennas st 1500 Grant, 501 Greanwich and
1763 Stockton. Thasze silas will improdss wirelsss eommonicalices for our fiiznds and
neighbors. We understand that thoso micro sikes are appreved by the Hoalth Department.
fegdling the artennas with fesa than 13 walts of power (insignificant when compared o a 100
watt light bulth. Fedio Traquency exposure levels areless than fram g gordlsas phong or
wircloss foutor for a hoine caangruter. The small antannas ars ganerally I'||d-d&n from the
street, and appesar s.milar to small roof vents from above.

Already supported by morse thain 150 residents and morchants in the Morih Beach area,
this propasal for leading edoge infrastruciure will provide the quality wireless coverage

that rasldants axpsct In aar mlghhnmn?j__u
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Yesg, lel's iImprove our wirelegss communications.

As merchants, employees and ros’dents living and working in Morth Beach and Tetegraph
Hill, we suppert instaliation of simal micrecellular antennas at 1500 Grant, 507 Grasnwieh &n
17GS Stocktom, These sitss will impreve wirsless cammunicabons far our friands and
noighbors. We undearsiand that thesa micro sites are approvsd by the Health Department,
feeding the anchinas with less than 15 walbds ol power {insignificant when camparxd o4 100-
wiAlt lighl buly), Radio frequency exposurs evels are sy than fram a oordlass phona or
wireless rouar for 8 hamea aomputa:. Tha small antennas ara genarallﬂ‘udder from thi
strest, and appear similar to small rocf venis from abowe,

Alrcady supported by mora than 154 residents and merchants in the North Beach ares,
this proposal for leading edge infrasiructure witl provide the quality wireless covarage
that residents expest in our neighberhoad.
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Yes, lel's improve our wireless commuirications.

As migrchenis, employees and residants living and working in Morth Besch and Teleg-aph
Hill, wo suppert installation of small micreceliular andonnas al 1600 Srant, 501 Greenwich: and
1765 Stockion. These sites will improsvse wirelass eorpmunications for our friondz and
neighbors. We understand that those micro sites are apprevad by the Health Departmcnt,
fending tha antentas with less shan 15 wadts of power {iasignificant when cormpeared toa 100
walt light bulb). Hadia feguancy axposars leyvels are less than from a cordless plots o
wireleas router for 2 horne compuiar. Tha small antennas are generaly h|l:||:|ert freerm thize
etret, 2nd appaar similar to smal roof verts froin above.

Already supperted by more than 150 residants and merchants In the North Beach area,
this proposal for leading edge infrastructure will provide tha quality wireless goverage
thaf residents expoct in our nelghbarbond.
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Yes, fet's improve our wireless communications.

As merchans, empioyees and resideris ving and woeking in Noith Beach and Telegraph
Hill, we support inslabatlon of smal microcellular amemnas gl 1500 Giaot, 507 Greenwich and
7S Stockton. Thess sites will improve wirslass communications for oer frends and
noighbars. We underskand thiat Bese micra stes ste approved by [he Health Deparenznt,
teeding the antenras with lase than 15 watts of power (insignilieant when cormpared to s 100-
wedl ight bra'l). Radio fregueoncy cxposure levals are lass than from a cordiess phone or
wiralass roater for a home computer, The smal eritonnas ars gonerally hidden fram g
street, and sppear similar to small reof vonts from above,

Alrcady supporied by more Lhan 150 resldants and merchants in the North Beach area,
this praposal tar leading aedga Infrazstructure will provide Lhe quallty vrreless coverage
that reslidents expect in our neighborhood.
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Yesg, let's improve atr wirelgss conumunications.

Az marchanys, employeas ahd residents living and workirg in dodh Beach and Telegraph
Hill, wia do Tot oppose instailation of smail meeroceliular an‘ennas at 1300 Grant, S07
Crestwich and 1763 Stockicn. Thess sies will improwe wreless commurcations for our
¥iends and neighbors. We understand that Tiese inicro site® are approved by the Hoalth
, Departmcnt, feeding the antennas with less thar 15 watts of power (nafgniticant when
i sorapared to a1 00-watt light bulb}. Radia frequency ¢Lposare leweds are lass than from a

' cordless phare o wirgkess reuter for @ homa compuier. The sihail antennas are peherally
hidden from the street, and appear sinilar to small roof vants from aoove.

: Already supported by mora than 150 rezidents and merchants in the North Baach area,
i this proposai bor leading seige infrastructure will pravide the goality wireless coverage
: that residents expect In our nelghborhood. ;
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Yes, fel's improve our wirelass communications.

Az merchanis, employeas and rezicents living and worltng in Morth Boach and Telegrapn
Hill, we sugee L instailation of small microselfular antaanas al 1500 Grang, 507 Sreenwich and
1763 Stcckion. Fhese sites will irmprova wireless communizations fo- our frisnds and
neighhors. W wndastand that these micro sites are approved by the Health Depatmert,
sading Lhe amennas with less than 15 wetts of power { psignificant when compared 1 a 100-
watt light bulb). Radio frequency exposlre lavals are less than from & coriass shaie or
wireless router for 4 hema eamputar. The small andennas are genersily hidden from the
atreet, and appaar similar to emall rood vens frem above.

Already supperied by mere than 150 residents and merchanis In the North Beach ares,
this propesal for lvading edge infrastructura will provide the quality wireless covarage
that resdants expect in our neighborhood.
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Yes, let's improve our wireless communications.

A5 merchants, employees and rezidents living and warking in Morth Eeach and Telegraph
Hill, we support installalion of amall microsel ular antenngs at 1500 Grant, 501 Graatwlch and
T 1763 Stogktan. Theee stes will improva winrelzss communicationg for car friends and
nieighborz. Wa undarstand that these micre sita® are approved by the Health Department,
feeding the ankennas with leas than 15 watts of power (insignificart when aomparad to g 190
wett light bulk), Radia fraguansy exposurs lavals an: less Ban fram a condloss phohe or
wiralass roulsr for a hame compater. The small antennas are generally hidden from the
street, and appear similarto small roof vents from abowves,

Alrgady suppearad by more than 160 residents and merchants in the Rorth Eeach area,
this propogal for leading edge infrastructure will provide the quallty wireless coverage
that residents expaet in our nelghborhood.
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Yas, let's improve aur wireless communications.

As riechantz, employess and residents living and workitg in Motth BEeach and Telegraph
Hill, we suppor installation of emall micragallulay antannas at 1500 Grant, 501 Greenwich and
1753 Stockion, These sites will improve wirsless communications for our fnends and
naighbars. We understand that these micro gites are spproved by tha Hesalth Dopartmeant,
feeding the anfennas with l2ss than 15 wakks of power (insignifican when compared to a 10+
watt ight bulk). Radio frequency exposurs levels ars less than from a cordlzss phone or
wirglgss rouker far @ home computer. The smail arntennas are generally hidden from the
streat, and appear similar to small raaf vents from above.

Alrgady supportad by more than 180 residents and merchants [n the Narth Beach area,
this proposal for leading edge infrastruciurs wlill provide the quality wireless coverage
that residents expect in our nalgh barhood.

1.

5
PRNTED Name: HJ’ {“"‘ 1Rl g T

.I'_. - -
Addrass: | 0L ?“’ *Cf”“‘ “ 2P cage: L YL AF

vy
i
Praone: 744 Esnall:

o ——— — ] W = —— —— —— —— — ————

FRINL EL Narre: DF?ML‘SE o FEENAND O

Adiiass. {f’“?"':? [ i Wf&bi: ZIP Gade: Ei ! _:53

Phone: . _Email:

FRINTEDR Meme- L/le {nvqﬁrﬁﬁﬁ; -
Adtress: I:'| L ‘F‘._- ti\,"if'fl"’ﬁ :!»'-r—.‘-:'g_ﬂ ZIF Code: 3 .'r ‘57
Phane: ‘"fl = rql :?'1)_' ‘JEIEHEIII

- T

________________nn———————

FPRINTED Name: T&)Tﬁ"' ir’iﬂrﬂ' ! L c:ln LVE,

- ) N
Address: E‘J_'F!I {fﬂ;&fwﬂ!—.ﬂ#ﬁ ;’-""-.uf. FIF Coles %fﬁ
Phane: {’53@) FrE A Bmal_ o ____

. ———— ]
FRINTZD Nams:-I)Em pis F awe b b
acidrsss: 2T Collunbps Ave 2P code T 4275
Fhana: {}‘iﬁé{‘-‘l}ﬁ-é{jﬂﬂﬁzﬂzmall

—_ A W ———— o —— . ———— ————— — —— — —

PRINTED Mame__ %~ 1 ¥ ™wm & 15 v—;’j [ _

foldress; S5 Emgé}..gu L ZIP Code D igiep
_——

Phcae A T2 5 ¢ o Email: B

S S S ——— IR s




Yes, lef's improve our wireless communications,

Az marchants, empiny=as and residents living and working in Norib Beach and Telegraph

Hill, we suppart installaticn of small microcelular anfennas st 1503 Geant, 501 Gresnwich atd

1763 Btockton. These sites will imergve wirgless tammunicatians for aur frends and
nzightiars. Wea undarstand that Thags wicro sites ara approved by the Health Department,

fazding tha artennas with [ess than 15 watts of power (insigrificant when compansd tg g 100-

watt light bul)y. Radio frequency expeaure levels ans lass than o a cerdizes phone ar
wirgless router for a heme computeae. Tha gimall antennas are generally hidden from the
slreal, ard appear gimilarto smal! roof vents from aboye.

Already suppcirtad by mora than 150 rasldents and merchants in the North Egach area,

thls propogal for leading edge infrastructure will provide the quallty vraless covaraga
that residents expect in our neighborhood, r
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Yas, fef's improve our wireless communicabions.

A merchants, employeas and recidants ing and working in North Beach and Telegraph
Hill, wa support instaflation of small microcellular antennas at 500 Grant, 501 Gresnwich and
1763 Stockion. These aites wil improve wireless ¢ommuanications for our fricnds and
neighizers, We understand that these micro sites sre approved by the Health Departtment,
feading 1he antsnnas with less fhar 15 walts of power {insignificant when compaed ta a 00-
weatt light bulb). Radio frequency exposure lsvels are less than from a cordless phone or
wireless roufer or & hame compiter. The small antennas are generally hidden from the
gkpet, and appaar similar to small rocf vents from ahave.

Already supportad by mors than 150 rasldants and merchants in the North Beach ares,
thls proposal for leading edge infrastructure will provide the quallty wiralass covarage
that rea:dents expect in our neighkberhogd.
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Yas, fof's improve our wireless communmnications.

An merchans, employeas and raskdents living snd working it Merth Beach and Telegraph
Hill. we da not opposs installation of smatl microcsllutar antennag at 1500 Grant, 501
(Greenwich and 1763 Stockton, Thase eitas will improve wiralats communications for our
friatics and nagbbors. We undarsiand that thesa micio sitas are approved by the Heakth
Departrment, feeding the antennas with less than 15 watts of power (insignificant when

compared fo a 100-watt light bulkl, Radio frequency expesura leyels aré |ess than from &
cordless plrone or wirgless router for a home computer. The small antennas are generally
hidden from the slreel, and appear similar o small rocf vents from abhove,

Already suppartsd by mora than 169 reaidents and merchants in the North Beach area,
this proposai for leading adge Infrastructuna will provide the qualliy wireess covarages
that residents sxpact in alir nalghborheod.
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Yes, let's improve cur wireless communications.

As merchants, employees and reqidents Aving and warking in Morth Beach and Telagraph
Hill, we suppart installation o small micmaelular antennas at 1500 Grant, 501 Greerwizh and
1762 Stackion. Thege sitas will improve wireless comrunications for cur frisnds and
neighizors. We understand that thess micre aites aw= approvad by the Haalth Dapatmeant,
fa=ding the antennasz with 4 than 15 watts of powear (insigniFeant when companed to a 100
watt light bull). Radio frequency exposure levels are less than fror a cerdiess phone ar
wiralass router for a home computer. The small antennas are generally hidden kom the
street, and appear similar \o small roof vents from abowe,

Alraady supported by more than 150 residents and merchants in the Narth Beach area,
this propossl for leading edge infrastructure will provida the quality wiralass covarage

that residents axpect In our nelghborhood,———— ”_ij " ;
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Google Map

Exhibit D1

1500 Grant Ave.



mallp
Text Box
Exhibit D1

mallp
Text Box
1500 Grant Ave.


T-Mobile’s Existing 3G Coverage (Drive Test)

B in Building Commencial Coverage
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Froposed Siie
Existing 3G Sies
Existing 20 Shes

1500 Grant Ave.
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T-Mobile’s Existing 3G Coverage
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T-Mobile’s proposed 3G Coverage (SF43437-MEA CINIS)
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SF23211 Alternative Site Analysis

Coverage Objective: Provide 3G in-building residential and comrcercial coverage in the
northwestern portion of the Telegraph Hill area as more specifically defined below

Primary Candidate: Francisco Laundrette (1763-1767 Stockton St.)

The enclosed Alternative Site Analysis supplements our current record which identifies
alternative locations that were considered by T-Mobile but ultimately found to be
infeasible candidates for a variety of reasons.

T-Mobile has identified a significant gap in its 3G indoor residential and commercial
coverage in the North Beach District of San Francisco bounded by Lombard St. to the
north, Grant Ave. to the east, Powell St. to the west and Filbert St. to the south and seeks
to install a new facility to fill the gap in coverage. The primary candidate for this search
area is a mixed use commercial/residential building located at 1763-1767 Stockton St. (at
the intersection of Greenwich St.). The “microcell” proposal at this location (one antenna
hidden with a vent-like enclosure) constitutes the least intrusive means of filling the
significant gap in 3G coverage because it minimizes visual impacts, meets the coverage
objective. and is proposed on a mixed use building which is favored by the City of San
Francisco over solely residential buildings which constitute the majority of the search
area.

In addition to the proposed location, T-Mobile researched the following alternate
locations within the search area. The below candidates were proven to be infeasible due
to a number of factors ranging from land use incompatibility, potential visual impacts,
inability to meet coverage objectives, and lack of landlord interest.

Tower Laundry

SFFD Station 28

Comjam Chinese Herb Co.
Lombard Heights Market
Saints Peter and Paul Church

Rk il e s

Report prepared by Joe Camicia
Permit Me, Inc,
Agent for T-Mobile West Corporation



T-Mobile West Corporation
SF23211 Alternative Site Analsyis
North Beach/Telegraph Hill

San Francisco, CA 94133

Alternative 1 — Tower Laundry

Address: 1800 Stockton St. Zoning District: RM-1 {Residential, Mixed
District)
APN: 0077/023A Height/Bulk District: 40-X

Location: Northeast corner of Greenwich Historic/Conservation District: None
St. and Stockton St.
Year Built: 1908

This building is located directly across the intersection from the primary candidate at
1763 Stockton St. While the building’s location within the search area is acceptable, the
building is adjacent to a number of taller buildings to the north and east, which would
significantly limit the ability of a new antenna facility to meet the coverage objectives.



T-Mobile West Corporation
S§F23211 Alternative Site Analsyis
North Beach/Telegraph Hill

San Francisco, CA 94133

Alteraative 2 — SFFD Station 28

Address: 1814 Stockton St. Zoning District: RM-1 (Residential, Mixed
District)
APN: 0077/024 Height/Bulk District: 40-X

Location: On Stockton St. just north of | Historie/Conservation District: None
Greenwich St.

Year Built: 1900

The SFFD station is focated directly adjacent to Alternative 1, which is directly across the
intersection from the primary candidate at 1763 Stockton St. The fire station is
considered a public use and is, therefore, generally viewed as a preferred location to
locate a wireless antenna facility. Unfortunately, the building is significantly shorter than
surrounding buildings thus blocking the propagation of the RF signal. As a result, this
building is not a viable candidate due to inability to achieve coverage objectives.




T-Mobile West Corporation
SF23211 Alternative Site Analsyis
North Beach/Telegraph Hill

San Francisco, CA 94133

Altersative 3 - Comjam Chinese Herb Co.

Address: 591 Greenwich St. Zoning District: North Beach Neighborhood
Commercial District
APN: 0088/022 Height/Bulk District: 40-X
Location: Southeast corner of Historic/Conservation District: None
Greenwich St. and Stockton St.
- Year Built: 1925

This building is located directly across the street from the primary candidate at 1763
Stockton St. and would provide approximately 85% of the coverage improvements
offered by the primary candidate. While the building is similar to the primary candidate
from a land use perspective, there is more existing rooftop equipment (existing antennas,
vents, and a staircase penthouse) on the roof of 1763 Stocktorn, thus providing an
appropriate backdrop for a new faux vent. The primary candidate allows for more
coverage improvement with a lesser visual impact than this alternative.



T-Mobile West Corporation
SF23211 Aliernative Site Analsyis
North Beach/Telegraph Hill

San Francisco, CA 94133

Address: 1873 Stockton St. Zoning District: RM-1 (Residential, Mixed
District)
APN: 0076/001 Height/Bulk District: 40-X

Location: Southwest corner of Lombard St. | Historic/Conservation District: None
and Stockton St.

Year Built: 1917

This building is located at the northern boundary of the search area at the intersection of
Stockton St. and Lombard St. This building is a mixed commercial/residential building
(like the primary candidate), but is zoned for residential use, whereas the primary
candidate is zoned for neighborhood-serving commercial uses. As such, this candidate is
considered a slightly less appropriate alternative than the primary candidate.

From a coverage standpoint, this building, being at the northern edge of the intended
coverage area, is located in an area that currently has a higher degree of coverage than



T-Mobile West Corporation
SF23211 Alternative Site Analsyis
North Beach/Telegraph Hill

San Francisco, CA 94133

elsewhere within the search area. Much greater coverage gains can be made by installing
a new antenna facility at the primary candidate. Additionally, visual impacts will be
minimized by locating a new faux vent on the primary candidate’s rooftop because it will
blend in with the existing rooftop facilities.



T-Mobile West Corperation
SF23211 Alternative Site Analsyis
North Beach/Telegraph Hill

San Francisco, CA 94133

Alternative 5 — Saints Peter and Paul Church

Address: 650 Filbert St. Zoning District: RM-1 (Residential, Mixed
District)
APN: 0089/015 Height/Bulk District: 40-X

Location: On Filbert St. between Stockton | Historic/Conservation District: None
St. and Powell St.
Year Built: 1922

Saints Peter and Paul Church has a significant height advantage over surrounding
buildings, so much so that the overall height renders the building infeasible from a
technical standpoint due to potential interference with existing T-Mobile facilities.
Additionally, the church is a San Francisce landmark and exterior alterations to such a
historic structure (such as adding antennas) might resuft in adverse visual impacts.



" ‘- :- 2 = i
d Primary Candidate
1763-1767 Stockton St. |

V

%-.




Photo of Site from Stockton St. and Greenwich St.




Photo Looking South at Stockton St. and Greenwich St.




Photo Looking East from Greenwich St. just West of Stockton St.

Photo Looking West from Greenwich St. just East of Stockton St.
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View from 501 Greenwich Rooftop Looking West at Site




T-MOBILE WEST CORPORATION

a DELAWARE CORPORATION
1855 GATEWAY BLVD., 9TH FLOOR, CONCORD, CA 94520

SF23211B

FRANCISCO LAUNDERETTE
1763-1767 STOCKTON STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133

CITY & COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

MICHAEL WILK M
ARCHITECTURE A}

833 Market Street, #805
San Francisco, CA 94103
T. 4158399594

F: 415-904-8388
www.wilkarch.com

a DELAWARE CORPORATION
CONCORD, CA 94520

1855 GATEWAY BLVD., 9TH FLOOR

[ ]
] - -Mobile-
T—MOBILE WEST CORPORATION,

SAN
FRANCISCO

VICINITY MAP -~

DIRECTIONS FROM T—MOBILE OFFICE AT 1855 GATEWAY
BOULEVARD, CONCORD CA:

1. START AT 1855 GATEWAY BLVD, CONCORD GOING TOWARD
CLAYTON RD — GO < 0.1 M

2. TURN RIGHT ON CLAYTON RD — GO 0.3 MI

3. TAKE RAMP ONTO CA-242 S — GO 0.9 M

4. TAKE RAMP ONTO |-680 S TOWARD OAKLAND/SAN JOSE —
GO 3.6 M

5. TAKE THE OAKLAND/LAFAYETTE EXIT ONTO CA—24 W - GO
13.6 Ml

6. TAKE THE SAN FRANCISCO/HAYWARD EXIT ONTO I-580 W
TOWARD SAN FRANCISCO — GO 1.5 MI

7. TAKE THE SAN FRANCISCO LEFT EXIT ONTO 1-80 W
(PORTIONS TOLL) — GO 6.7 M

8. TAKE THE FREMONT ST EXIT TOWARD FOLSOM ST — GO
0.6 M

9. TURN LEFT ON FOLSOM ST — GO 0.3 M

10. TURN LEFT ON THE EMBARCADERO — GO 0.7 M

11. TURN LEFT ON BROADWAY ST — GO 0.5 M

12. BEAR RIGHT ON COLUMBUS AVE — GO 0.2 MI

13. BEAR RIGHT ON STOCKTON ST — GO 0.2 MI

14, ARRIVE AT 1767 STOCKTON ST, SAN FRANCISCO, ON THE
LEFT

THE PROJECT INVOLVES THE INSTALLATION OF:

—(1) PANEL ANTENNA CONCEALED WITHIN NEW FRP
SIMULATED VENT AT (E) BUILDING ROOF.

—(2) MICROCELL BTS CABINETS MOUNTED AT (E) BUILDING
ROOCF.

—ANTENNA COAXIAL TRANSMISSION LINES FROM BTS TO
ANTENNAS.

—POWER AND TELEPHONE SERVICE TO BE PROVIDED FROM
EXISTING BUILDING SOURCES.

—-NO BATTERIES TO BE INSTALLED

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

APPLICANT/LESSEE

T—MOBILE WEST CORPORATION

o DELAWARE CORPORATION

1855 GATEWAY BOULEVARD, 9TH FLOOR

CONCORD, CA 94520

LEASING MANAGER ZONING MANAGER
JIM JAGGERS JOE CAMICIA

PERMIT ME, INC. PERMIT ME, INC.

3850 23RD STREET 3850 23RD STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94114  SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94114
(916) 213-8407 (408) 688—1067
CONSTRUCTION MANAGER

AL MASTROIANNI

1855 GATEWAY BOULEVARD, 9TH FLOOR

CONCORD, CA 94520

(925) 324-9829

PROPERTY INFORMATION

LANDLORD: A CALIFORNIA LLC

ADDRESS: 665 CHESTNUT ST. 3RD FL
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133

CONTACT: PETER ISKANDER

PHONE: (415) 297-5185

AREA OF CONSTRUCTION:  25.5+ SQ. FT.

OCCUPANCY TYPE: B/R-2

CONSTRUCTION TYPE: TYPE V-A

CURRENT ZONING: NORTH BEACH NCD

LAT: 37.80231 ° N

LONG: 122.40954 * W iNAD 83}
A.P.N.: 0089-001

HANDICAP T—MOBILE FACILITY IS UNMANNED AND NOT

REQUIREMENTS: FOR HUMAN HABITATION. DISABLED ACCESS
NOT REQUIRED IN ACCORDANCE WITH
CALIFORNIA STATE ADMINISTRATIVE CODE,

JITLE 24, SECTION 1105B.3.4, EXCEPTION 1.

ALL WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL BE PERFORMED AND SHEET| DESCRIPTION REV.

INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CURRENT EDITIONS

OF THE FOLLOWING CODES AS ADOPTED BY THE LOCAL T1 [71TLE sHEET 5

GOVERNING AUTHORITIES. NOTHING IN THESE PLANS IS TO

BE CONSTRUED TO PERMIT WORK NOT CONFORMING TO T2 |GENERAL NOTES 5

THE LATEST EDITIONS OF THE FOLLOWING CODES. T3 |EMF REPORT / ANTENNA SPECIFICATIONS 5

1. 2007 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE T4 |ACCESSORY USE LETTERS / FIRE DEPARTMENT CHECKLIST 5

2. INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE

3. INTERNATIONAL CODE COUNCIL (ICC) A1 |OVERALL SITE / ROOF PLAN 5

g- iggr/ECI:L'nggN'F{’* MECHANICAL CODE A2 |ENLARGED EQUIPMENT AREA PLAN, ANTENNA LAYOUT 5

6. 2006 NFPA 101, LIFE SAFETY CODE A3 |ELEVATIONS 5

7. 2007 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE

8. 2007 CALIFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE A4 | DETALS 5

9. 2007 CALIFORNIA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE

10. CITY/COUNTY ORDINANCES A5_|DETALS 5

11. 2002 NFPA 72, NATIONAL FIRE ALARM CODE S1 | STRUCTURAL NOTES, PART. ROOF PLAN, ANTENNA MOUNT SECTION | 5

12. NFPA 13, SPRINKLER CODE

13. 2007 CALIFORNIA ENERGY CODE, TITLE 24 S2 |secTions 5
E1 |[SINGLE LINE DIAGRAM 5
E2 [ELECTRICAL PLANS 5
E3 | GROUNDING PLANS 5

ARCHITECT

MICHAEL WILK ARCHITECTURE

833 MARKET STREET, SUITE 805
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103
CONTACT: BRYNN MCMILLAN
CONTACT NUMBER: (415) 350-6346
FAX NUMBER: (415) 904-8388
EMAIL: bmemillan@wilkarch.com

ELECTRICAL ENGINEER

RANDALL LAMB ASSOCIATES

208 UTAH STREET, 4TH FLOOR

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94108

CONTACT: RUDY ZEPEDA

CONTACT NUMBER: (415) 512-9771 x113
FAX NUMBER: (415) 512-8940

SHEET INDEX
TITLE SIGNATURE DATE
LEASING
ZONING
CONSTRUCTION
T-MOBILE PM
RF ENGINEER
SIGNATURE BLOCK
DO NOT SCALE DRAWINGS

THESE DRAWINGS ARE FORMATTED TO BE FULL-SIZE AT 24"X36”.
CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL PLANS AND EXISTING DIMENSIONS AND
CONDITIONS ON THE JOB SITE AND SHALL IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE
ARCHITECT/ENGINEER IN WRITING OF ANY DISCREPANCIES BEFORE PROCEEDING
WITH THE WORK OR MATERIAL ORDERS OR BE RESPONSIBLE FOR THE SAME.

DRIVING DIRECTIONS

PROJECT SUMMARY

PROJECT TEAM

GENERAL CONTRACTOR NOTES

SF23211B
FRANCISCO
LAUNDERETTE
1763-1767 STOCKTON ST.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133

[oRawn BY: SH  crEckeD BY: MW |

NO DATE ISSUE
05/05/08| 90% CONST.
05/20/08] 100% CONST.
07/01/09[100% CONST. REV.
07/30/09{100% CONST. REV.
04/19/10|100% CONST. REV.

(S0 E 0 (SN 1M

SHEET TITLE

TITLE
SHEET

SHEET NUMBER

T-1




SUBMITTAL DOCUMENTS FOR DEFERRED SUBMITTAL ITEMS SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE ARCHITECT OR
ENGINEER OF RECORD, WHO SHALL REVIEW THEM AND FORWARD THEM TO THE BUILDING OFFICIAL WITH
A NOTATION INDICATING THAT THE DEFERRED SUBMITTAL DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN REVIEWED AND THAT

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL CONTACT UTILITY LOCATING SERVICES PRIOR TO THE START OF
CONSTRUCTION.

1. FOR THE PURPOSE OF CONSTRUCTION DRAWING, THE FOLLOWING DEFINITIONS SHALL APPLY:
CONTRACTOR ~ GENERAL CONTRACTOR
SUBCONTRACTOR — SUBCONTRACTOR

MICHAEL WIiLKk M
ARCHITECTURE A}

833 Market Street, #805
San Francisco, CA 94103
T. 4158399594

F 4156904-8388
www.wilkarch.com

THEY HAVE BEEN FOUND TO BE IN GENERAL CONFORMANCE WITH THE DESIGN OF THE BUILDING. THE| 2. ALL EXISTING ACTIVE SEWER, WATER, GAS, ELECTRIC, AND OTHER UTILTIES WHERE ENCOUNTERED IN OWNER — CARRIER
DEFERRED AND SUBMITTAL ITEMS SHALL NOT BE INSTALLED UNTIL THEIR DESIGN AND SUBMITTAL THE_WORK, SHALL BE PROTECTED AT ALL TIMES, AND WHERE REQUIRED FOR THE PROPER EXECUTION OEM - ORIGINAL EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURER
DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE BUILDING OFFICIAL. OF THE WORK, SHALL BE RELOCATED AS DIRECTED BY CONTRACTOR. EXTREME CAUTION SHOULD BE
USED BY THE CONTRACTOR WHEN EXCAVATING OR DRILLING PIERS AROUND OR NEAR UTILITIES. 2. PRIOR TO THE SUBMISSION OF BIDS, THE BIDDING CONTRACTOR SHALL VISIT THE CELL SITE TO
[J SOILS COMPLIANCE PRIOR TO FOUNDATION INSPECTION CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE SAFETY TRAINING FOR THE WORKING CREW. THIS WILL INCLUDE BUT NOT{ FAMILIARIZE WITH THE EXISTING CONDITIONS AND TO CONFIRM THAT THE WORK CAN BE
[] CONCRETE OVER 2500 PS| AT 28 DAYS BE LIMITED TO A) FALL PROTECTION B) CONFINED SPACE C) ELECTRICAL SAFETY D) TRENCHING & ACCOMPLISHED AS SHOWN ON THE CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS. ANY DISCREPANCY FOUND SHALL BE
EXCAVATION. BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF ARCHITECT/ENGINEER.
[J CONCRETE PLACEMENT AT SLAB ON GRADE
[J WRITTEN CERTIFICATION FOR PROPER PLACEMENT OF REINFORCEMENTS AT SLAB ON GRADE 3. ALL SITE WORK SHALL BE AS INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS AND PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS. iiﬁp L/Téka'fé%glég F';J;GNLIJEI;TEKD)N/QNDA Ar;sg%ﬁ& NSCHE/-\SLLCBOI-;\‘ TISACS;(I)?FIQCTS :;(\:LCLOTSDSALTSEALVC’ITEPFf\IFE(L)PR\ATE
(] FOUNDATION EXCAVATION AND FILL INCLUDING UTILITY TRENCHES 4. IF NECESSARY, RUBBISH, STUMPS, DEBRIS, STICKS, STONES AND OTHER REFUSE SHALL BE REMOVEQ NOTICES AND COMPLY WITH ALL LAWS, ORDINANCES, RULES, REGULATIONS, AND LAWFUL ORDERS OF
FROM THE SITE AND DISPOSED OF LEGALLY. ANY PUBLIC AUTHORITY REGARDING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK.
[J CERTIFICATION OF BUILDING PAD, FOUNDATION AND FILL BY THE GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER
OF THE RECORD 5. ALL EXISTING INACTIVE SEWER, WATER, GAS, ELECTRIC AND OTHER UTILITIES, WHICH INTERFERE WITH | 4. ALL WORK CARRIED OUT SHALL COMPLY WITH ALL APPLICABLE MUNICIPAL AND UTILITY COMPANY
[J VERIFICATIONS OF MILL REPORT THE EXECUTION OF THE WORK, SHALL BE REMOVED AND/OR CAPPED, PLUGGED OR OTHERWISE SPECIFICATIONS AND LOCAL JURISDICTIONAL CODES, ORDINANCES AND APPLICABLE CODE AND
DISCONTINUED AT POINTS WHICH WILL NOT INTERFERE WITH THE EXECUTION OF THE WORK, SUBJECT REGULATIONS.
[J IDENTIFICATION OF STEEL AND AT JOB SITE TO THE APPROVAL OF CONTRACTOR, OWNER AND/OR LOCAL UTILITIES.
5. DRAWINGS PROVIDED HERE ARE NOT TO BE SCALED AND ARE INTENDED TO SHOW OUTLINE ONLY.
[ ADHESIVE BOLTS IN CONCRETE OR MASONRY 6. CONTRACTOR SHALL MINIMIZE DISTURBANCE TO EXISTING SITE DURING CONSTRUCTION. 6. UNLESS NOTED o SE. THE WORK S DF FURNISHING MATERIALS. EQUIPMENT
ANCHOR BOLTS INSTALLATION AND PLACEMENT IN CONCRETE : NOTED OTHERWISE, TH K SHALL INCLU A : .
O 7. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE SITE SIGNAGE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION| APPURTENANCES, AND LABOR NECESSARY TO COMPLETE ALL INSTALLATIONS AS INDICATED ON THE
[J HIGH STRENGTH BOLTING FOR SITE SIGNAGE. DRAWINGS.
{J EXPANSION ANCHOR INSTALLATION B. THE SITE SHALL BE GRADED TO CAUSE SURFACE WATER TO FLOW AWAY FROM THE BTS EQUIPMENT | 7. THE CONTRI’ACTOR SHALL INSTALL ALL EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS IN ACCORDANCE WITH
] SPRAYED —ON— FIREPROOFING AND TOWER AREAS. MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATIONS UNLESS SPECIFICALLY STATED OTHERWISE.
[] STRUCTURAL MASONRY 9. NO FILL OR EMBANKMENT MATERIAL SHALL BE PLACED ON FROZEN GROUND. FROZEN MATERIALS, | 8. IF THE SPECIFIED EQUIPMENT CANNOT BE INSTALLED AS SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS, THE
SNOW OR ICE SHALL NOT BE PLACED IN ANY FILL OR EMBANKMENT. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROPOSE AN ALTERNATIVE INSTALLATION FOR APPROVAL BY THE
[ PRESTRESSED CONCRETE ARCHITECT/ENGINEER.
LI ALL FIELD WELDING ;S\]IST:EED SsUuBRngcAEDE\P?BTT\cl*TBE.COMPACTED AND BROUGHT TO A SMOOTH  UNIFORM GRADE PRIOR TO 9. CONTRACTOR SHALL DETERMINE ACTUAL ROUTING OF CONDUIT, POWER AND T1 CABLES,
[ REINFORCING PLACEMENT GROUNDING CABLES AS SHOWN ON THE POWER, GROUNDING AND TELCO PLAN DRAWING. CONTRACTOR
11. THE AREAS OF THE OWNERS PROPERTY DISTURBED BY THE WORK AND NOT COVERED BY THE SHALL UTILIZE EXISTING TRAYS AND/OR SHALL ADD NEW TRAYS AS NECESSARY. CONTRACTOR SHALL
[J DESIGNER SPECIFIED (SEE SHEET#__) TOWER, EQUIPMENT OR DRIVEWAY, SHALL BE GRADED TO A UNIFORM SLOPE, AND STABILIZED 7O CONFIRM THE ACTUAL ROUTING WITH THE CONSTRUCTION MANAGER.
PREVENT EROSION AS SPECIFIED IN THE PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS.
(JomHer 10. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROTECT EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS, PAVEMENTS, CURBS, LANDSCAPING
12, CONTRACTOR SHALL MINIMIZE DISTURBANCE TO EXISTING SITE DURING CONSTRUCTION. EROSION AND STRUCTURES. ANY DAMAGED PART SHALL BE REPAIRED AT CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE TO THE
SPECIAL INSPECTION REQUIREMENTS 6 | CONTROL MEASURES, IF REQUIRED DURING CONSTRUCTION, SHALL BE IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE SATISFACTION OF OWNER.
LOCAL GUIDELINES FOR EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL.
ATENNA | COAXIAL ANTENNA 11. CONTRACTOR SHALL LEGALLY AND PROPERLY DISPOSE OF ALL SCRAP MATERIALS SUCH AS
CABLE | ELECTRICAL | MECHANICAL COAXIAL CABLES AND OTHER ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE EXISTING FACILITY. ANTENNAS REMOVED
ANTENNA | AZIMUTH
MAKE /MODEL LCE’I‘\‘BGL& SIZE | DOWNTILT | DOWNTILT C;@PER SITE WORK GENERAL NOTES 3 | SHALL BE RETURNED TO THE OWNER'S DESIGNATED LOCATION.
12. CONTRACTOR SHALL LEAVE PREMISES IN CLEAN CONDITION.
PANEL 65" 2’?}%’2’1138_} 60'-0"t | 7/8"8 - - 391047 1. ALL CONCRETE WORK SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ACI 301, ACI 318, ACI 336, ASTM 13. ALL CONCRETE REPAIR WORK SHALL BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH AMERICAN CONCRETE
AG.L. A184, ASTM A185 AND THE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATION FOR CAST—IN—PLACE
At INSTITUTE (ACI) 301.
14, ANY NEW CONCRETE NEEDED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION SHALL HAVE 2500 PSI STRENGTH AT 28
2. AL CONCRETE SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH OF 2500 PSI AT 28 DAYS, DAYS. ALL CONCRETING WORK SHALL BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH ACI 318 CODE REQUIREMENTS.
UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.
15, T I AISC SPECIFICATIONS.
3. REINFORCING STEEL SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A 615, GRADE 60, DEFORMED UNLESS NOTED 5 ALL STRUCTURAL STEEL WORK SHALL BE DONE IN ACCORDANCE WITH
OTHERWISE. WELDED WIRE FABRIC SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A 185 WELDED STEEL WIRE FABRIC
BS(L)ESS NOTED OTHERWISE. SPLICES SHALL BE CLASS "B" AND ALL HOOKS SHALL BE STANDARD, 16. CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL EXISTING DIMENSIONS AND CONDITIONS PRIOR TO COMMENCING
' ANY WORK. ALL DIMENSIONS OF EXISTING CONSTRUCTION SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS MUST BE
VERIFIED. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOTIFY ARCHITECT OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO ORDERING
G'NLE];SE SF}_‘OC%\I'_\/%WICI;JTGHENQIVI\::%AEJMONCODNRCA%!-{L%S(‘IOVER SHALL BE PROVIDED FOR REINFORCING STEEL MATERIAL OR PROCEEDING WITH CONSTRUCTION.
CONCRETE CA T 17. THE EXISTING CELL SITE IS IN FULL COMMERCIAL OPERATION. ANY CONSTRUCTION WORK BY
CONCRETE EXEBS"E%A”}'STE%?HHOR vaA%ER. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT DISRUPT THE EXISTING NORMAL OPERATION. ANY WORK ON EXISTING
: EQUIPMENT MUST BE COORDINATED WITH CONTRACTOR. ALSO, WORK SHOULD BE SCHEDULED FOR AN
NOTE. 6 AND LARGER .....cccoovveenan. 2 IN. APPROPRIATE MAINTENANCE WINDOW USUALLY IN LOW TRAFFIC PERIODS AFTER MIDNIGHT.
: 5 AND SMALLER & WWF_ . 11/2 N
THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE MUST BE VERIFIED BY THE CONTRACTOR PRIOR TO
ORDERING  ANY EQUISHELT CONCRETE NOT EXPOSED T0 EARTH OR WEATHER OR NOT 18. SINCE THE CELL SITE IS ACTIVE, ALL SAFETY PRECAUTIONS MUST BE TAKEN WHEN WORKING
CAST AGAINST THE GROUND: AROUND HIGH LEVELS OF ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION. EQUIPMENT SHOULD BE SHUTDOWN PRIOR TO
ANTENNA CO : PERFORMING ANY WORK THAT COULD EXPOSE THE WORKERS TO DANGER. PERSONAL RF EXPOSURE
NFIGURATION CHART 7 SLAB AND WALL "'13/14/2'N|'N MONITORS ARE ADVISED TO BE WORN TO ALERT OF ANY DANGEROUS EXPOSURE LEVELS.
. 19. PROVIDE A PORTABLE FIRE EXTINGUISHER WITH A RATING OF NOT LESS THAN 2—A OR
ACCORSHAMEER /4" S B PROVIDED AT ALL EXPOSED EDGES OF CONCRETE, UNO, IN 2-A/10-BC WITHIN 75 FEET TRAVEL DISTANCE TO ALL PORTIONS OF THE WORK AREA DURING
e CONSTRUCTION.
6. INSTALLATION OF CONCRETE EXPANSION/WEDGE ANCHOR, SHALL BE PER MANUFACTURER'S
WRITTEN RECOMMENDED PROCEDURE. THE ANCHOR BOLT, DOWEL OR ROD SHALL CONFORM TO
MANUFACTURER’S RECOMMENDATION FOR EMBEDMENT DEPTH OR AS SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS. GENERAL NOTES | 1
NO REBAR SHALL BE CUT WITHOUT PRIOR ENGINEERING APPROVAL WHEN DRILLING HOLES IN
NO BATTERIES TO BE INSTALLED COE\IECRETE. EXPANSION BOLTS SHALL BE PROVIDED BY HILTI INC. AND SHALL BE STAINLESS
STEEL HILTI KWIK BOLT TZ OR APPROVED EQUAL, UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED IN PLANS.
ALL WORK AND MATERIALS SHALL BE PERFORMED AND INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CURRENT
CONCRETE AND REINFORCIN EDITIONS OF THE FOLLOWING CODES AS ADOPTED BY THE LOCAL GOVERNING AUTHORITIES. NOTHING IN
G STEEL NOTES 4 | THESE PLANS IS TO BE CONSTRUCTED 10 PERMIT WORK NOT CONFORMING TO THESE CODES.
—2007 BUILDING STANDARDS ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, PART 1, TITLE 24 C.C.R.
1. ALL STEEL WORK SHALL BE PAINTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROJECT SPECIFICATIONS AND IN —2007 CALIFORNIA BUILDING CODE(CBC), PART 2, TITLE 24, C.C.R.
ACCORDANCE WITH ASTM A36 UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED. (2006 INTERNATIONAL BUILDING CODE AND 2007 CALIFORNIA AMENDMENTS)
BATTERY DATA CHART 8 | 2. ALL WELDING SHALL BE PERFORMED USING E70XX ELECTRODES AND WELDING SHALL CONFORM ~2007 CALFORNIA ELECTRICAL CODE (CEC), PART 3, TTLE 24 C.CR.
TO AISC. WHERE FILLET WELD SIZES ARE NOT SHOWN, PROVIDE THE MINIMUM SIZE PER TABLE J2.4 (2005 NATIONAL ELECTRICAL CODE AND 2007 CALIFORNIA AMENDMENTS)
e GROUT OR PLASTER & SPOT ELEVATION IN THE AISC "MANUAL OF STEEL CONSTRUCTION".  PAINTED SURFACES SHALL BE TOUCHED UP,
- R.
CONCRETE A REVISION 3. BOLTED CONNECTIONS SHALL BE ASTM A325 BEARING TYPE 2007 CALIFORNIA MECHANICAL CODE (CMC), PART 4, TITLE 24 C.C.
AR (3/4"®) CONNECTIONS AND SHALL HAVE MINIMUM OF TWO BOLTS UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. (2006 UNIFORM MECHANICAL CODE AND 2007 CALIFORNIA AMENDMENTS)
GRID REFERENCE
PLYWOOD ®© 4. NON-STRUCTURAL CONNECTIONS FOR STEEL GRATING MAY USE 5/8” DIA. ASTM A 307 BOLTS ~2007 CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (CPC), PART 5, TITLE 24 C.C.R.
o, @ DETAL REFERENCE UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE. (2006 UNIFORM PLUMBING CODE AND 2007 CALIFORNIA AMENDMENTS)
5. INSTALLATION OF CONCRETE EXPANSION/WEDGE ANCHOR, SHALL BE PER MANUFACTURER'S WRITTEN | 72007 CALIFORNIA FIRE CODE, PART ¢, TITLE 24 C.C.R.
WOOD CONTINUOUS @ ELEVATION REFERENCE RECOMMENDED PROCEDURE. THE ANCHOR BOLT. DOWEL OR ROD SHALL CONFORM TO (2006 INTERNATIONAL FIRE CODE AND 2007 CALIFORNIA AMENDMENTS)
—<—] WOOD BLOCKING MANUFACTURER'S RECOMMENDATION FOR EMBEDMENT DEPTH OR AS SHOWN ON THE DRAWINGS. NO N
— REBAR SHALL BE CUT WITHOUT PRIOR CONTRACTOR APPROVAL WHEN DRILLING HOLES IN CONGRETE. 2007 CALIFORNIA REFERENCED STANDARDS, PART 12, TITLE 24 C.C.R.
STEEL @__ SECTION REFERENGE SPECIAL INSPECTIONS, REQUIRED BY GOVERNING CODES, SHALL BE PERFORMED IN ORDER TO _
MAINTAIN MANUFAGTURER'S. MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE LOADS. TITLE 19 C.C.R., PUBLIC SAFETY, STATE FIRE MARSHALL REGULATIONS
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Techaieal Data Sheet i .- APXV18-2 m T-Mobile West Corp. « Base Station No. SF23211A T-Mobile West Corp. « Base Station No. SF23211A
Optimizer& Panel Dual Pol d Al - Fi C: 5 . Fi
o wal Polarized Antenna 1763-1767 Street » San 17631767 Street » San Calitornia 833 Market Street, #805
| 1p jon requti 5 are mel. Posting explanatory warning signs™ at the roof access Statement of Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting Engineers San Francisco, CA 94103
door and on the cytinder housing the antenna. such that the signs would be readily visible from any T 415839-9594
R — angle of approachs to persans who might need to work within that distance, would be sufficient 1o meei The firm of Hammet & Edison, Inc.. Consulling Engincers. has becn retained on behalf of T-Mobite F 415-904.8388
B e s | FCCadopied guidetines. Similar measures should already be in place for the other carrier af the site: West Corp., # personal wireless telecommunications carxier, 1o evaluate proposed modifications to its : -904-
applicable keep-back distances huve rou boen determined as part of this shuds: existing base station (Site No. SF23211A) Tocated at 1763-1767 Stockton Street in San Francisco, www.wilkarch.com
Califomnia, for compliance with appropriate guidclines limiting human exposure to radio frequency
10. Siatemen! of authorship. {“RF") electromagnetic fields.
The wndersigned awthor of this siatement is a qualified Professional Engineer, holding California d
Registrations Nos. E-J 3026 and M-20676 which expire on June 30, 2011, This work has been carried Backgroun
out under kis direction, and all statements are true and correct of his own knowledge except. where The San Francisco Department of Public Health has adopled a 10-point checklist for determining =
noted, when data has been supplied by others, which data he belioves 1o be correct. compliance of WTS facilitics with prevailing safety standards. The acceptable limits set by the FCC
for exposures of unlimited duration are: @ o
Conclusion Personal Wircless Service_______ Approx, Frequency  Oveupationsl Limit _Public Limit = 8
PR i) PP M
Based on the information and analysis above, il is my professional opinion that the T-Mobile West Broadband Radio (“BRS") 2600 MHz SQ0mWiem? 1.0 mWiem Soz3
! " ¥ e Advanwed Wircless (FAWS™) 2,100 5.00 1.00 opmad ~OC
Corp. base station operation located at 1763-1767 Stockton Street in San Franciseo wiil comply with Personal Communication (“PCS™) 1,950 5.00 100 <= o
the prevailing standards for limiting human exposure to radio frequency encrgy end, therefore. will not Celluler Telephone 870 290 0.58 % ; = S
. e o i N . N " " . Specialized Mobile Radio (“SMR™) 853 2.85 0.57 o
.{or !hlsvreason LaIAASL e impact on the . T?n: highest estimated exposure lc\zls‘ Long Term Evolution (“LTE 706 333 0.47 & g N g;
in publicly uccessible areas are many times less than the prevailing dards allow for ol {must restrictive frequency range} 30-300 1.00 ©.20 O oxX A
L ; ‘ e imi o, This finding is consistent with me « , i 005%
Varable electrca] donil - provides eulanced recian B ruling mterceb inerferance. The UR i uolimited duration. ‘This finding is consistens with measurcments of actual exposure conditions taken The site was visited by Mr. David Ketly. a qualified ficld technician contracted by Hammen & Edison, O >0
ich Suppressi " Si (Typically «-2008; t ing ions. ing af expl sigs i d is i . . ;
N gpe:nialprp&’:\uLzr‘kirtrra‘rlzl:p::resiiroccﬁ‘;z': Typicaly «-20a8): @ .o}:her opcn.alml.l base slnuc:s‘ P?slmb o Y SRS IS fo esuablish Inc., during normal business hours on June 30. 2009, 4 non-holiday weekday, and reference has been v w m o
{7 Broacband deson With occupational exposure fimitations made to drawings by Michacl Wilk Architecture dated May 20, 2008. and 1o additional information yoeox
« Low profikc for low visual Impact provided by T-Mobile == 8
Y - wz o
i 4
Frequency Banc 3G:UMTS (Sinate, Broad, Dual and Tricle-Band! Checilist = oo< 8
Horlzonldl Pallera Directional Qoo
prr— P——— 1. The location of all existing antennas and faciities at sie. Existing RF levels. B 2\ o0
Flecirical Dovwn Tit Dprion Variable July 30, 2009 AT&T had installed o panel antennas within cylindrical enclosures near the northeast corner of the - ‘g
Gaiu, dBi(Bo; 147 (12.6), 15.1 (13,0} roof of the three-story mixed-uxe building located at 1763-1747 Stockton Streer. Existing RF levels at —
S ) 2 |
Frequancy Range, NH7 17:0-1900 , 1900-2170 ground near the site were less than 1% of the mosi restrictive public exposure limit.
Conrecior Type (217 16 DIN Femake
Conecor Location Botron 2, The localion of all approved (bui not inssalled) antennas and facilities. Expecied RT levels from |
Hount Type Downtils appraved aniennas.
Bectrical Dowinik, dey 212 No WTS facilities or other communications fucilities are reporsed to be approved for this site but not
Harizontal Beamwidth, deg 68, 63 vet instailed.
Mounting tiarwace APHAD-F ) ) ’
Rated Wind Speed, kmih {mph} 160 (100) * Warning signs should comply with OET-63 color, symbol, and contemt recommendations. Contact information 3. The number and types of WTS within 10 fect of proposed site and estimates ol additive EMR .9
VSWR <141 should be provided (e g.. a telephone number) Lo armange for access 1o restricted sreas. The sekection of language(s) cmissions site, '— ™
is inces the San F £ Pablic Health ! sigos b wri
Vertical Beameictn des [CERER) g, " Froncsco Department of ablic Healih recommends that ol sigs be writen There were no other WIS facilities observed within 100 feet of the site. w ;
151 Upper Sidelobe Sy ian, dib ESL] icall; 20}
: e - . e T, (opicaly 7 20 HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. N ¥ HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. , LIJ z o
| RFS The Clear Choice ™ J APXV18-206513-C Print Date: 12.04.2007 | RFS The Clear Choice ™ APXV18-206513 C ] Print Date: 12.04.2007 COPSULTING ENGINELRS TM23213A599.4 | CONSULTING ENGINTURS TM23201A599.4
v The. 3 . \ 8 N AR Poge 3 of 3 E Reeling Page 1 of 3 l_
oo s o e oy et it e L S T e Mmook =0
~— w x -
~ Dy OO
w T-Moblle West Corp. « Base Station No, SF23211A N O 0O
Optimizer® Panel Dual Polarized Antenna | p— 1763-1767 Street s San ¥ i California m O Lu l_ U)
i ——] —
[ =] 4. Location (and pumber) of Applican’s entennas and back-up facilitics per building and location oN Z D [0p] O
Uppsr Sidelobe Suppression, dB »38 all {Typically »20) tand number) of other WIS ot site. Ll_ < Z N~ Z
Votarization Dl pol +/15" T-Mobile proposes to mount one RES Model APXVI8-2065137-C directional panel antenna inside a (D D: D o <
Front-1o-Back Katio, iy > 28 cylinder, configured 1o resemble a vent, to be installed at the north side of the maof of the building. The N~ m
:‘:"’l““"':‘"’" ":’: ":Q 3‘”" antenm wouldd be meunted at an ffective height of abous 39 feet above ground, 3 feer above the roof. L < ‘T o
scbation batwasn Ports, BE .
s oo e and would be oriented toward S0°T. | (8 -
319 Ordor IMP @ 2 « 43 dBm, dbc > 350 5. Power rating {maxi and expected iny power) for all existing gnd d backup ~
1 Order P @ 2xafi cBm, dbc > 170 cguipment subject to application <
Oeerall Length, m {1t 0.7 (2.29; . ~ o)
- prRr—— mﬂ‘ T ETITTIEYT The maximum power rating of the proposed T-Mobile tranymitters is 2.2 warts. The power rating of
esions HEWRD, min (i w175 SxRAxIIS
Vamight wia Mitg Haroware, kg 07 6(13.2) the ATET transmitrers is net knovsn. The actual operating power of the transmitiers will depend upon
Waight w/ Mta Herdware, kg (1) 4.8(19.4) the svstem losses encountered after the physical cabling runy have been installed: the tramsmitiers may
Rarfiating Fiennt Matenal Brass o operate at a power below their maximum rating. such that the power rudiated from the aniennas does
Radome Materiat Fiberglass not exceed the level given in em 6 below.
Refleclor Material Aluminum
Man Wind ( ouding Area, m? (f3) 014147} 6. Total pumber of watts per i ion and total number of watts for all i jons a1 site.
Survival Wind Space, km/h (mph) 20Uy The macimum effeciive radiated power proposed by T-Mobile in any direction is 120 watts. The
Maximum Thrut @ Rated Wind, 1 (b0 J80 (20451 present number of watts for AT& T is nat known,
Frunt Thnist b Ratwd Wire, N ¢fy 180 (4953
Snipping Weigh:, kg (Ib) B 17 (96.1) . . 7. Plot or roof plen showing method of anachment of antennas, directionality ot
Packing Dimenstans, #EWys, nm {In} 860 x 760 ¥ 700 (33.8% 102 ¥ /.8) OV ro0! i y i i ilding
Packing Dimansions + HxwWxD, m {ft; 0.86 x .26 x .20 t£.¥1 x 0.85 X 0.65; The drawings show the proposed antenna to be insiolled as deseribed in lem 4 ubove. There were
nored buildings of similar height located nearby.
or 2ddilional mounting information pioase click *Additional Product Information® blors . . ) . o o i |DRAWN BY: SH CHECKED BY: MW |
| 8 E d ambient RE levels for proposed site and identify (h | where
? exposure standards are exceeded. NO DATE 1SSUE
For a person anpwhre. at ground, the masimum anbient R exposure level due 10 the proposed 1]05,/05/08] _90% CONST.
T-Mubile operation by iiself iy caleulaied o be 0.00035 mWicm?, which is 0.033% of the applicable 205 /20/08 100% CONST,
public exposure limit. The ambient RF level is therefore expected o remain fess than 1% of the limit. > -
N . . . e 3]07/01/09]100% CONST. REV.
The three-dimensional perimeter of RF levels equal 1o the public exposure limit is calculated to exiend
lesy than 3 feer in fromt of the T-Mobile amienna: this does not reach any publicly accessible ureas 4107/30/09]100% CONST. REV.
5104/19/10 100% CONST. REV.
9. Desgribe proposed signage at site.
Due to their mounting locations. the T-Mobile amtennas are not accessible o the general public, and
$0 iy mitigation measures are necessary to comply with the FCC public exposure guidelines. To
prevent oceupational exposures in excess of the FCC guidelinex, no aceess within ] foot in front of the
I-Mobile antennas themselves, such as might occur during building maintenunce activities, should be
allowed while the site is in uperation, unless other measures can be demonstrated to ensure that

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. SHEET MTLE
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NO —>11. Is anew HVAC system being installed? WO

Sfgov.org | San Francisco Firc Department: 2.06 Permit Application Cheeklist for Cellula... Page 3 of 3

shall be printed on the sign) for immediale shut-down of the site 24hr/7days a weck.

* The sign shall also state whether ar not thc back-up battery power to the antennas is also shut-
down.

* "I'he signage shall be permanently mounted next to the main electrical shut-off, in the FCC room
within closc proximity 10 the Tire Alarm Panel, al the hattery cabinet and at the equipment room.

* The sign shall be clearly labeled in a phenalic label with a white background and black
lettering. The title block shall be a red background and 1™ high white lettering.

* A copy ol the signage shall be included on a drawing sheet.

_ Yes

* What is the volume of refrigera by the covling uni(s)?

* What is the type of refrigofant per 2007 CMC?

* Assurc compliariee with 2007 CFC Seclion 606, N/A
N

N/A ~=» 12, Plans state sequence of operations for any new detection, dampers, or fans.

13, Plans shall clearly show locations of battcrics and battery cabinets.

v 14, Plans shall statc whether the building is [ully sprinklered or nol.

VIS5 In fully sprinklered buildings, equipment rooms shall be provided with sprinklers in
accordance with NFPA 13,
16. Provide a table on a drawing sheet showing the munufacturer, model, type, amount (gallons or
pounds) of ¢lectrolyte, flooded lead acid, Ni-Cd, VRLA or Li-ion. Pleasc show detailed
compliance with 2007 CFC Seclion 608 on the drawing shects. When compliance with Section
608 of the 2007 California Fire Code is required, the [ollewing additional information shall be
provided:
* Rooftop battery rooms exceeding the above requirements shall be seporated from the building
and any openings as specified by the 2007 CBC and CMC. — SEE SHEET T-
* Plans state that a scparate fire dopartmem permil will be obtained from SIFD 1ieadquarters at
698 2nd St.

VOLUME OF ELECTROLYTE < 5O GALLONS
Prepared by: ____MicHAEL. WLk, Aren | JEcT
{Pleasc include professional titlc and stap)

Firm Name: Miedbbi Witk ARCHITECTURE
Address: 833 MARKET STREET.SuiTE 803, SF oA 94/03
Phone Number: (415) 639 - 9594
Fax Number: 15) 904 - 8388

http:/iwww el sfea.us/site/sffl_page.asp?id=79965&mode=text 7/1/2009

Sfgov.org | San Francisco Tire Department: 2.06 Permit Application Checklist for Cellula.. Page 1 0f3

2.06 Permit Appiication Checklist for Cellular Antenna Sites and all Equipment Serving the
Cellular Antenna Sitc

“This cheeklist shall be printed ou a drawing sheet and submitted as part of the plans submitted
with any building permit application creating or modifying cellular antenna sites regardless of RF
cmission quantities. This checklist is designed to assist designers, instailers, plan reviewers, and
field inspectors.  This checklist shall be prepared by the design professional and shall be stamped
and wet-signed.

This document is not ali-inclusive of all requirements for cellular antenna sites and it is the
responsibility of the designer to rescarch the applicable codes. Documents referenced for this
bulletin arc as follows;

FCC OET Bulletin 56 — Questions and Answers about Biological Effcets and Potential Ilazards of
Radiofiequency Rlectromagnetic Fields (August 1999)

FCC OET Bulletin 65 — Evaluating Compli with FCC Guidclines for Human Exposure tc
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Ficlds (Ed. 97-01:August 1997)

FCC — A Local Government Official’s Guide to Transmitting Antenna RF Emission Safety: Rulcs,
Procedures, and Practical Guidance (June 2, 2000)

2007 California Building Code (2001 CBC)

2007 California Fire Code (2001 CFC)

2007 Califomia Mcchanical Code {2001 CMC)

2007 San Trancisco Fire Code (2001 SK1°'C)

2002 NFPA 13 Automatic Sprinklcr Systems

2002 NFPA 72 National Fire Alarm Codc

\/ 1. Description of scope of work (both on the application and plans) shall match the actual work
being done.
2. Plans shall include plan views anc elevations showing sll cquipment locations and cable runs.

\/ 3. Submit on a drawing sheet the San Francisco Health Depariment Cellular Antenna Sitc (WTS)
Checklist/Proposal/Engineer’s RF Repert. The FCC requires carriers (0 inform and prevent
occupational exposure (i.e. building maintenance workers, fire lighters, etc.) The RF report shall
not specify locking the roof access door to keep the general public off of the roof per 2001 SFFC
1207.7.1. The RF report shall be wet stamped and sigoed by an engineer.

4. Drawings shall reflect the striped/exclusion areas per the ubove RE Report with & minimum
radius being 1 foot.

\/ 5. Nolice to Workers warning signage as applicable per the above RE Report: — SEE RF WARNNG SiaNAGE
Signage shatl be in English, Chinese and Spanish; The signage shall be pemmanently mounted at the DEIAL-
stairwell side of the roofl-aceess stairwell, door, in the Fire Control Room within proximity of the
cell-site shutdown signage and any other space necessary to warn workers (ie. parapels, sireet sidc
of fire escapes); The signuge shall be clearly labeled and visible fram any dircetion of approach;

The sign shall be weatherproof with contrasting background and lettering colors and shall be
readable from at [cast fifleen (15) feet from the sign; There is » yellow triangle around the antenna
symbol (sce ANSI €95.2-1999); and Location and signage delail with site specitic information

http:/fwww.ci.al.ca.us/site/sffd_page.asp?id=79965&mode=text N1/12009
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shall be included on a drawing sheet,

6. Provide o quantilative three-dimensional perimeler of the RF levels if the antennas appear o
cncroach an any means of exiling.

7. Camouilaged antennas shall have 4inch x 4inch signage permanently mounted to the exterior of
the RF screen as provided below. These antennas shall also have the stripped exclusion arca to the
fullest extent of the antenne location with a minimuim radivs of | foot:

The signage shall be clearly lubeled and visible from any dircction of upproach even if access is
achieved from the building [ace (i.e. ladders, cherry picker, etc.); The sign shall be weatherproot
with contrasling background color and shall be recognizable from al least fifleen (15) fect from the
sign; The sign shall contain the yellow triangle around the antenna symbol (see ANSI C95.2-1999);
and Location and signage detail shali be included on a drawing sheet.

8. Plans shall show whether a acw eleetrical service is installed for the coll site. In gencral,
buildings should only have one electrical service, Tlowever, with the prior upproval of the San
Francisco Fire Department and the Elcetrical Inspection Division, buildings may have one
additional service to serve rooftop antenna equipment, provided a permanent placard is provided at
the location of cach service disconnect stating the location of the other and identifying the
cquipment scrved by cach service.

\/ 9. Provide route of all cables from their origin to the cquipment (plan, elevation and section
views). Cables/wiring shall not be allowed in exit enclosures or in front of dry standpipes (2007
CBC 1020.1.1).

10. EITHER:
Trovide a manual battery disconnect:

* Instructional signage shall be provided on the Procedure To Disconncet or De-Encrgize Radio
Frequency (RF) Signal for the above manual disconnect [or the batteries.

— Signage shall be permanently mounted next to the battery’s electrical pancl and clearly labeled
in a phenolic label with a white background and black leltering. The title btock shall be a red
background and I high whitc leltering. —~ SEE SITE SIGNAGE DETAIL

* The actual breaker(s) shatl be a phenelic label (red background and white fellering) with
lettering not tess than 1/8” high.

* The signage shall also be like posted in the FCC Room within proximity of the Firc Alarm
Punel and building’s matn electrical room within proximity of the main shutofT.

* A copy of the stgnage shall be included on a drawing sheet.

* Provide STTD approved key Jock box for equipment/electrical room for batiery/equipment
shutdown.

* The penmanently mounted label above the lock box shall read “STFD BATTERY
DISCONNECT ACCIESS KEY™ and shall be a phenolic label with a red background and white
letlering.

* Location and label of the key lock box shall be included an a drawing shect.
OR:

—7 Provide 24 hour/7 days a week telephone service conter shut-down:

* Provide instructional signage for emergency shutdewn of the cell sitc including telephonc
number and cell sile identification number.

* The sign shall state that thore is no manual shut down for the ccll site and to call the contact
number (the number shall be printed on the sign) with the site iden(fication number (the number

http://www.ci sleaus/site/sfd_page.asp?id=79965&mode=text 77112009
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May 15, 2006

Brian Pudiik,

Parsons

Representing Omnipoint T-Mobile
185 Berry Street, Suite 4300

8an Francisco, CA 94107

Re:  T-Mobile
Accessory Use Determination for Micrecel! Facilities

Mr. Pudlik,

This determination is in response to your request for cerain types of wireless
telecommunication facilities qualification as accessory uses under the Planning Code.

After reviewing previous determinations, the Planning Code {Sections 204 and 703.2(b){1)(C)
for Accessory Uses, General and Accessory Uses in Neighborhood Commercial Districts,
respectively) and the information submitted with your letler, | have determined tha! the
proposed antenna installations would fall within the scope of accessory uses as authorized in
previous letters of determinations for other wireless service providers.

This authorization shall be limited to the following:

- The installation of up to one panel antennae, with overall dimensions of no more
than 30 inches high, 6.8 inches wide and 3.5 inches deep {mounted on ihe roof
within a false vent, limited 1o extend up 1o five feet above the existing roof-line
and set back at least live feet from the any edge of the building, these maximum
dimensions are to be reduced whenever possible) or up to two omni antennas no
more than 24 inches in length and 1.5 inches in diameter {facade mounted and
painted to match);

2. The installation of two Erickson equipment cabinets with exterior dimensions of
177 x 30" x 11" and screened from view or within an existing structure;

3. Individual emission calculations for each site shall be provided to the Department
of Public Health for their review;

4. The installation of the panel antennas, coax cables and their related equipment
cabinets are not to exceed the existing height of the structure 1o which they are
to be attached, painled to malch the color of the existing buflding, concealed,
screened and/or otherwise designed to blend with existing architeclural feaiures,
limiting them from public view; and

May 15, 2006 Page 2 of 2
Letter of Determination
T-Mobile Accessory Use Determination

5. Any proposed installation must comply with the design review of the Planning
Department.

In order to facilitate the review of these “microcell” antennas by the Planning Department and
other City agencies, each application shall be accompanied by the Wireless
Telecommunications Services (W.T.S.) Facilities Siting Guidelines Application Checklist for
Accessory Use Applications.

If for any reason the Zoning Administrator finds that this determination is no ionger applicable or
an individual site merits review and authorization from the Planning Commission, the Zening
Administrator may initiate the conditional use application process.

If anyone believes this determination represents an error in the interpretation of the Planning
Code or an abuse of discretion by the Zoning Administrator, this determination may be
appealed to the Board of Appeals within fifieen (15) days from the date of this letter. For
information on the appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals, located al 1660
Mission Street, or call (415) 575-6880.

Sincerely,

Lawrence B. Badiner
Zoning Administrator

LBB/JPUN:/ZADE /T-Mobile Y Use D ion doc

833 Market

T. 415-839-
F: 4156-904-

MICHAEL WiLk M
ARCHITECTURE N

San Francisco, CA 94103

www.wilkarch.com

Street, #805

9594
8388

I* - -Mobile-

o DELAWARE CORPORATION
CONCORD, CA 94520

1855 GATEWAY BLVD., 9TH FLOOR

FIRE DEPARTMENT CHECKLIST

ACCESSORY USE LETTERS
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PROPOSED T—MOBILE TELCO CONDUIT
ROUTE IN TRENCH, STUB—-UP AT
BUILDING & PENETRATE WALL TO
FOLLOW PROPOSED POWER CONDUIT
ROUTE

GREENWICH STREET

(E) DISTRIBUTION PANEL "1763" an

AT BASEMENT LEVEL/ PROPOSED
T-MOBILE POWER P.0.C./ ww
EMERGENCY SHUT-DOWN

SIGNAGE LOCATION

(E) AT&T SB16937 TELCO —————=
VAULT/ PROPOSED
T-MOBILE TELCO P.O.C.

(E) CONCRETE WALK

PROPERTY LINE/

(E) BUILDING LINE BELOW)

/4 \PROPOSED T—MOBILE
COAX ROUTE VIA CABLE
TRAY ON SLEEPERS

PROPOSED T—MOBILE
F’OWER/TELCO CONDUITS
AT BASEMENT LEVEL.

----l--l--‘—l’"-

o 1=}

(E) CINGULAR
CABLE TRAY

(E) CINGULAR

EQUIPMENT
CABINETS

(TE()P,ROOF VENT,

_(E)- BUILDING. LINE. BELOW). . o o o e

-V
65° AZIMUTH
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PROPOSED T—MOBILE ﬁ.l - MICHAEL wiLk M
UNDERGROUND TELCO e e e ARCHITECTURE N
CONDUIT ROUTE N TRENCH JE \ A R 65° AZIMUTH
/ / . ‘\\ / J/ . .
o _ : PROPOSED T—MOBILE /4™\
?ERIE)CP(? SchDNguthAOgrleB—up o/ l R COAX ROUTE VIA CABLE 833 Market Street, #805
;o R TRAY ON SLEEPERS  \=2/ / .
w & PENETRATES (E) P N . San Francisco, CA 94103
BUILDING l RN T. 4158399504
VY F: 415:904-8388
- - AT ] R ~’h* W I ‘m\ E — R - [ -3 - T - - — WWW.W”kOrCh.COm
| L1 []
/"2 \(F) DISTRIBUTION PANEL |
"1763" AT BASEMENT : |
LEVEL/ PROPOSED 3 , Q)
E—EmoauLEC P%WE§ P.0.C./ I L] L] ] L] LT 7 ) o
\E-1 JEMERGENCY SHUT-DOWN PROPOSED RF WARNING———=¢ p— Z_O
SIGNAGE LOCATION I STRIP\NG TO BE PAINTED ON ¢ o pud °5¢
: \J-3/ ROOF SURFACE PER EMF <=:Q
: REPORT / FQ EEQ
O imBl [l O O [l [ [ SE6Y
T ¥ Fd -
‘ oxg
| C _ ) O ©8>3
] T ] O O [ ] [] o2
i ‘ {E} MAIN ROOF L§J g g %
[&]
PROPOSED RF WARNING Wz e
‘ l SIGNAGE TO BE MOUNTED B 22k§
o \A=*/ON APPROACH SIDE OF S55
0 B C | ~ (E) CINGULAR CABLE (N) FRP SHROUD ] T oﬁ
(2 "\ PROPOSED T-MOBILE — | AT ON SLEEPERS PROPOSED T-MOBILE PANEL s i
POWER/TELCO CONDUITS o
AT BAS/EMENT LEVEL. | | {E) MAIN ROOF aa ANTENNA CONCEALED WITHIN u
s (N) FRP SHROUD. PAINT
OUNT TO (€) CELIG. | 0 [ ST (0, TR SHR00D. oAt
SHEET E—1 FOR ' MATCH (E) VENTS
CONDUIT SIZES I | -
H / \‘\ -
Do n = O
~[~———PROPOSED T-MOBILE /" ;™\ | o n =
COAX ROUTE VIA CABLE P l e L g)
TRAY ON SLEEPERS N8/ | i '®) = % <
nlE | ' L N'S) ul__! £ e
E) ROOF VENT,— ~— -
! i ll |_ _| gI'Y)P \\M /] -~ (2 m o O
3' PROPOSED T-MOBILE | N O W (ONG
v LEASE AREA [ I - . o > A5 5 %)
— \ i 1 1 (E) CINGULAR EQUIPMENT AN O
: . L- . CABINETS (0 é prd g zZ
e I TR A ] ] 1 ] ] ERE IR (0 D N~ <
N 1] ! ‘ | T LL < ‘T E
- " - 8
— PROPOSED AC/DC © pd
®  ADAPTER & LMU MAIN ' - <t
B BOX. PROPOSED - (E) ROOF ACCESS DOOR/ 7))
JUNCTION BOX. SEE PROPOSED T—MOBILE ACCESS/
§ =1l l ELECT. DWGS. (BELOW) y PROPOSED RF WARNING %%
& . 0 SIGNAGE/ EMERGENCY
W . SHUT—DOWN SIGNAGE LOCATION
%3]
el e | =
—
Ll
Y - PROPOSED T—MOBILE PROPOSED T—
o 0 %  MICROCELL BTS CABINET, pg%ERSEgNDuY‘TOBRch)EJTE
= l TYP. OF 2. MOUNT TO VIA BASEMENT CEILNG N3/
- RO ML N
%J . SN [orawn BY: s crecke BY: Ww ]
& I (E) LOWER ROOF NO__ DATE ISSUE
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(E) CINGULAR EQUIPMENT

CABINETS

(F) PENTHOUSE/
ROOF ACCESS

/3" 4\ PROPOSED T—MOBILE—

ww EQUIPMENT CABINETS

PROPOSED T—MOBILE PANEL

ANTENNA. CONCEAL WITHIN
(N) FRP SHROUD

i

T
L] Al
Enj

IO FETTC

36" TOP OF (F) BUILDING

TOP OF PROPOSED T-—MOBILE ANTENNA/
TOP OF PROPSED SIMULATED VENT

41°

GREENWICH ST
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T-MOBILE WEST CORPORATION,
1855 GATEWAY BLVD., 9TH FLOOR

EAST ELEVATION

SCALE:
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[ ™ o ™ s

012 6 10"
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(E) ROOF VENT

(E) PENTHOUSE

(E) EQUIPMENT
CABINETS

(E) pbuct

TOP OF PROPOSED FRP SIMULATED VENT
36' TOP OF (E) BUILDING

41" TOP OF PROPOSED T—MOBILE ANTENNA/
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FRANCISCO
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NORTH ELEVATION

SCALE:
3/16=1'-0"

[ ™ e ™ s

01" 2 6 10"
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FRAMED WALL PENETRATION

CONCRETE WALL PENETRATION

NOTE:

1. CONTRACTOR TO X—RAY PRIOR TO
DRILLING OR CORING TO LOCATE (E)
RE-BAR. DO NOT CUT RE-BAR.

2. ALL PENETRATIONS SHALL CONFORM
TO TITLE 24, CALIF. BLDG. CODE,
SECTION 714,

3. PENETRATIONS THRU WALLS SHALL
COMPLY WITH T24, CBC SECTION 709.6.

F RATING — PENETRATIONS 4" OR LESS

T RATING — PENETRATIONS LARGER THAN
4", PENETRATIONS CORRIDOR CLGS.

WHICH ARE NOT RATED, BELOW ANY CLG.

4.

"A"=DIA. OF CROWN
CROWN DIAMETER TO BE THE DIAMETER
OF THE WALL OPENING PLUS 1"

FIRE~RATED GYPBD/STUD

WALL ASSEMBLY

3" MAX. DIA. METAL PIPE PROVIDE
NOMINAL 1" ANNULAR SPACE
AROUND PIPE

OPTIONAL FORMING MATERIAL
RECESSED 1/2" FROM THE SURFACE
FOR FS900 MATERIAL (MINERAL
WOOL, POLYSTYRENE, ETC...)

FLAMESAFE IPC FS/FSTO00 SERIES
COMPOUND APPLIED 1/2” DEEP INTO
ANNULAR SPACE

ADDITIONAL MATERIAL ADDED TO
FORM 5/8" CROWN AROUND
CONDUIT AND LAPPING 1"

BEYOND OPENING.

3-1/4" MIN. CONC. WALL OR CMU
OPENING TO PROVIDE 3/4" MAX.
ANNULAR SPACE AROUND PIPE

4" MAX. DIA. METAL PIPE

FLAMESAFE |PC FSP1000 PUTTY APPLIED
INTO THE OPENING — 1/2" THICKNESS
AT EA. WALL SURFACE

MINERAL WOOL (4 PCF) PACKED INTO
ANNULAR SPACE AND RECESSED 1/2”
FROM WALL SURFACES

PENETRATIONS THRU FLOORS/

CEILINGS SHALL COMPLY WITH T24, CBC
SECTION 710.3.

F RATING — PENETRATIONS 4" OR LESS
T RATING — PENETRATIONS LARGER THAN

4"

PENETRATIONS  NOT CONTAINED W/IN

A WALL.

| i— ]
9.8" CLR. MIN. 9.8” CLR. MIN.
o
4
\ 58
R 3
19.69" CLR. MIN. 28.35" CLR. MIN. ©.
30.31" CLR. MIN %12
PLAN W/RXBP =
11.8" ERICSSON RBS 2308 / 2109 BTS
CLR. MIN. MOUNTING PLATE LOCATION
—AV
f 17.05"
5.47",, 7.09" | 4.49"
S R
= =
=z ERICSSON RBS 2308 = =
= OR 2109 ALTERNATE "
P4
T 7/8” DIA. MOUNTING .
AN HOLE F-2 I
0z o =
= MOUNTING PLATE (W/ byl
S DRILLING TEMPLATE
© PROVIDED BY EQUIPMENT .
MANUFACTURER) b:s
19.7" ©
CLR. MIN.
S
17.05"
ELEVATION
ELEVATION
ERICSSON RBS 2308 / 2109 DIMENSIONS
DIMENSION BASIC RBS 2308 BAS'S RBS 2308 MAX.
HEIGHT 24.02" 29.21"
WIDTH 17.05” 17.05"
DEPTH 8.66" 10.63"
ERICSSON RBS 2308 / 2109 WEIGHT
CABINET | 90.39 LBS.

ERICSSON RBS 2308 / 2109 MINIMUM CLEARANCES

DIRECTION MINIMUM CLEARANCE
CABINET WALL Q"
CABINET LEFT SIDE 9.84"
CABINET RIGHT SIDE 9.84"
ABOVE _CABINET 11.81"
BELOW CABINET 19.7"
IN_FRONT OF CABINET 19.69"

ERICSSON RBS 2308 / 2109 TEMPERATURE REQUIREMENTS W/ AC POWER

RBS 2308 VARIANT TEMPERATURE RANGE RELATIVE HUMIDITY

WITHOUT OPTIONAL FAN —-33'C TO +45C 15-100%

WITH OPTIONAL FAN =33C 10 +55°C 15-100%

ERICSSON RBS 2308 / 2109 TEMPERATURE REQUIREMENTS W/ DC POWER

RBS 2308 VARIANT TEMPERATURE RANGE RELATIVE HUMIDITY
START-UP 0'C TO +45C 15—-100%
OPERATIONAL WITHOUT . .
OPTIONAL FAN —15°C TO +45¢C 15-100%
OPERATIONAL WITH —15'C TO +55'C 15-100%

OPTIONAL FAN

12"

MICHAEL WILK M
ARCHITECTURE ]

833 Market Street, #805
San Francisco, CA 94103
T. 4158399594

F: 415904-8388
www.wilkarch.com

Ar
NOTICE TO WORKERS
NOTE
1. WARNING SIGN TO
BE MOUNTED AT
LOCATIONS SHOWN ON
RADIO FREQUENCY ANTENNAS ON THIS ROOF. PLANS, AND SIGN TO
PLEASE EXERCISE CAUTION AROUND ANTENNAS AND OBEY BE PAINTED A GREY
POSTED SIGNS AND/OR MARKINGS. FOR ACCESS TO WHITE.
RESTRICTED AREAS OR FOR FURTHER INFORMATION,
PLEASE CALL 1-B88-662-4662, EXT 3231 (SITE NUMBER SF—23211)
2. SIGN SHALL COMPLY
N ACCORDANCE WITH FCC RULES 47 CFR 1.1310 WITH ANSI €95.2
COLOR.SYMBOL, AND
CONTENT CONVENTIONS.
3. CONTRACTOR TO
AVISO A TRABAJADORES 3. CONTRACTOR
CARRIER THE CORRECT
3 CONTACT PHONE
& POR. EAVOR USE. PRECAUCION ALREDOR DFLAS ANTENAS Y NUMBER PRIOR TO
OBEDEZCA A LAS ZONAS RESTRINGIDAS O PARA OBTENER MAS SIGN FABRICATION AND
l(’:‘TJOMRE’fQAbCIg’;I Slhl._ngES;\_Lz;gIﬁ;ONO 1-888—-662—4662, EXT 3231 INSTALLATION.
DE ACUERDO A LAS REGLAS DE FCC 47 CFR 1.130 - PLASTIC SIGN
| zHAREE |
LEFHTAMMEINLE
BXNREO RN ARSI LT
R/ RBRATE
WEANEERTELRE S KM
MBE1-888-662-4662, EXT 3231 o i B:(SF~23211)
SAFCCHMBL7 CFRIIZIORNST
_Xh
SCALE: 1
RF WARNING SIGNAGE oy
T}\/‘}P. ” A~ 34" TYP. N
|
CA -~——RADIUS 1" TYP.
<EMERGENCY |
~r ¢1/8" THRU HOLE, 2 REQD
SHUTDOWN
RED BACKGROUND W/1"
PROCEDURE |
Ar
. || FOR IMMEDIATE SHUTDOWN, 24 HOURS /
NS 7 DAYS A WEEK, OF ALL RADIO 3/8" HIGH LETTERING, TYP.
FREQUENCY EMISSIONS OF THIS SITE,
PLEASE CALL CONTACT NUMBER AND
GIVE SITE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER
“
L CONTACT PHOTE NUMBER:
1-888-662-4662 5/8" HIGH LETTERING
- ENGRAVED PLATE ATTACHED TO
T-MOBILE SITE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: ALUMINUM SIGN 1O INGLUDE
SF23211 CONTACT PHONE NO. &
T—MOBILE SITE IDENTIFICATION
NO.
(ENTER SITE ID NO. ABOVE ) 1/4" HIGH LETTERING
{ NO MANUAL SHUTDOWN OF THIS SITE )
TE BACKGROUND,
LOCATION OF EQUIPMENT: BUACK LEFTERING
[] ROOFTOP
[] OTHER | ] WRITE ON SURFACE,
(NON PRINTED LAYER)
THIS EQUIPMENT HAS BATTERY BACKUP:
kk [] YES [] NO J
NOTES:

1. THIS SIGNAGE SHALL BE PERMANENTLY MOUNTED NEXT TO THE MAIN ELECTRICAL SHUT-OFF
FCC ROOM WITHIN CLOSE PROXIMITY TO THE FIRE ALARM PANEL, AT THE CABINET AND AT THE

IN THE

EQUIPMENT ROOM.

2. CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY WITH THE CARRIER THE CORRECT CONTACT PHONE NUMBER PRIOR TO SIGN

FABRICATION AND INSTALLATION.

WALL PENETRATION DETAIL

SCALE:
N

T.S.
_

BTS CABINET DETAILS

SCALE:
N

T.S.
i

SITE SIGNAGE

SCALE:
N.T.S. 2
-
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NEW SLEEPER. SEE

STRUCT. DWGS. SET IN
MASTIC

BASE FLASHING, EXTEND

PROVIDE NEOPRENE
WASHER ABOVE & BELOW
METAL CAP FLASHING AT
LAG SCREW LOCATIONS

UNISTRUT P1000, TYP.
MOUNT TO WALL SIM. TO
DETAIL 4/A—4. SEE

4/A—4 FOR MOUNTING.

MICHAEL WiLk M
ARCHITECTURE A}

833 Market Street, #805
San Francisco, CA 94103
T. 415-839-9594

F: 416-904-8388
www.wilkarch.com

70 TOP OF BASE AND c = ‘o
BEYOND TOE OF CANT O 1Y/ S E——— LMU MAIN “2?
STRIP MIN, 6" FASTEN TO UNISTRUT P1100 PIPE " | ADAPTER BOX -
CURB AT B” O.C. MAX CLAMP HOT DIPPED © = ] = -
o : GALV. FINISH . = < []
MEMBRANE FLASHING PROPOSED UNISTRUT . . @
zgﬁSB]T;Ekgo P1000T—LENGTH AS REQ'D 474 L 1004 L %
N # 7 # py Z_0O
MEMBRANE CEMENT———— APPLICABLE PER PLAN 4" SQ. PVC SLEEPER Q%d
PER ROOFING (Uv RATED) @ 4'-0" opmm{ COL
MANUFACTURERS SPEC. r . 7~ ] 0.C. SET IN MASTIC TO ERICSSON LMU DIMENGIONS e
e el PREVENT MOVEMENT £&eg
. — : / DIMENSION MAIN BOX O §%5<
& Y ROOF 1 i HEIGHT 12.637" ,_OE'U
/ (E) ROOF WIDTH 10.236”" A =)
POLYURETHANE — | FOAM CANT STRIP DEPTH 3.81" F3LE
ADHERED TO £28
Eé\ﬂ%wmc SLEEPER & ROOF ERICSSON LMU WEIGHT - 535%
/ yi (N) 4x [UESO
(E) BULT UP——— | Y R BLOCKINGS B Fop
ROOFING. MAIN_BOX | 11.023 L8S. Lo
NOTE: P
ALL ROOF PENETRATION FLASHINGS!/ CLOSURES BY .
EXISTING BUILDING ROOFING COMPANY.
COORDINATE WITH BUILDING OWNER.
.M
™
5=
w =3
zZ O
SCAE SCALE: SCALE: m O I|: 8 6:
FLASHING AT SLEEPER e ] 5| CONDUIT ON SLEEPERS e LMU MAIN BOX, AC/DC ADAPTER ] m 8 hEe
~— Y/ m ONG)
Yow 2F
—h— NZ0 » O
TERE
<
(E) WALL OR CEILING 0 2: ‘r: v
]
A g o
—/ PROPOSED UNISTRUT N © <Z(
- 1 P1000T—LENGTH AS REQ'D S o e
() BLDG. WALL g&?gFLECT SPLICE ) ~ B
PROPOSED GROUNDING !
| ——————CONDUIT PENETRATION, SEE CONDUIT AS APPLICABLE QS !
: DETAIL 1/A-6. =~ — CLEAR (E) ROOF BALLAST L
/ OR REFLECTING STONE PROPOSED EMERGENCY- : i
— o LB FITTING e AN (WHERE APPLICABLE) GENERATOR RECEPTACLE 1;
' m / CONDUIT AS APPLICABLE ~
(E) ROOF [ T § y
MICROFLECT 4" SQUARE zgﬂggﬁE%jUET?ﬁL ) f B
PVC SLEEPER @ 4'~0" : ; =~
0.C. MAX. PROPOSED TELCO f
CONDUIT PER PLAN o [oRawn BY: SH cHECKED BY: MW |
(SEE E—1 FOR CONDUIT SIZE) o
%( ) | NO DATE ISSUE
COAX CABLE ggﬁgﬁﬁE%EgongjN L B 1 {05/05/08] 90% CONST.
A 2105/20/08] 100% CONST.
(SEE E-1 FOR CONDUIT SIZE) ‘ 307 0#39 100% CONST. REV.
MICROFLECT CABLE ‘
TRAY KIT B1875 j 4[07/30/09[100% CONST. REV.
ANCHORAGE: AT CONCRETE USE———— + waffi—rm 5[04/19,/10[100% CONST. REV.
RIGID STEEL GALV. CLIP ANGLE 3/8” THREADED ROD W/HILTI HY—150 j
CONDUIT 4" SQUARE PVC @ MIN. 1-3/4" EMBED. (ICBO# 5193);
SLEEPER SET IN AT WOOD USE 3/8"x3" LAG BOLTS;
PVC CONDUIT PER ROOFING CEMENT AT METAL STUDS USE #12x3" SHEET
puc_conour w METAL SCREWS (2 MIN. PER UNISTRUT)
RIGID STEEL TO (E) ROOF SHEET THLE
PVC ADAPTOR SECTION A
NOTE FOR EXTERIOR APPLICATION: PRE-DRILL y -
HOLES INTO (E) WALL AND SEAL BETWEEN DETAILS
BOLT AND EXTERIOR FACE OF BUILDING W/ A
ONE COMPONENT POLYURETHENE BASE
ELASTOMERIC SEALANT. SHEET NUMBER
A'5
SCALE: SCALE: SCALE:
CONDUIT STUB-UP AT BUILDING _‘_|ms | 6 | CABLE TRAY ON SLEEPERS I_—m CONDUIT WALL / CEILING MOUNT 4|N_T,S_
IS, IS, S




2-3/8"9 GALV. ANTENNA
MOUNTING PIPE

STRUCTURAL STEEL

1. ALL STRUCTURAL AND MISCELLANEOUS STEEL SHALL
CONFORM TO ASTM A-36 AND SHALL BE FABRICATED AND
ERECTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH A.1.S.C. SPECIFICATIONS FOR
THE DESIGN, FABRICATION AND ERECTION OF STRUCTURAL
STEEL FOR BUILDINGS, LATEST EDITION.

2. BOLTS SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A307, UNLESS
OTHERWISE NOTED.

3. PIPE STEEL SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A-53, GRADE B.
4. TUBE STEEL SHALL CONFORM TO ASTM A—500, GRADE B.

5. ALL STEEL PERMANENTLY EXPOSED TO WEATHER,
(INCLUDING NUTS, BOLTS WASHERS) SHALL BE HOT-DIP

GALVANIZED.
FRAMING LUMBER
1. STRUCTURAL FRAMING LUMBER SHALL BE DOUGLAS

3-16d E.N. OR NOTE 1

SOLE PLATE TO JOIST OR BLKG THRU SHEATHING 16D @ 16" 0.C.

TOP PLATE TO STUD 2-16d E.N.
STUD TO 2 X SILL PLATE 4-8d TN.,
2—16d E.N. OR NOTE 1

MULTIPLE STUDS, EACH LAYER, STAGGERED

16d @ 24" O.C.

GENERAL NOTES

ALL CONSTRUCTION AND WORKMANSHIP SHALL CONFORM TO
THE DRAWINGS AND 2007 CBC SPECIFICATIONS,

THE GENERAL CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS AND
CONDITIONS AT THE JOB SITE, AND SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR
COORDINATING THE WORK OF ALL TRADES AND CONDITIONS OF
ALL WORK AND MATERIALS INCLUDING THOSE FURNISHED BY
SUB—CONTRACTORS. ANY DISCREPANCIES SHALL BE CALLED TO
THE ATTENTION OF THE STRUCTURAL ENGINEER IMMEDIATELY AND
BE RESOLVED BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK.

STRUCTURAL DRAWINGS SHALL WORK IN CONJUNCTION WITH
ARCHITECTURAL MECHANICAL, AND ELECTRICAL DRAWINGS.

DESIGN, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT AND PRODUCTS OTHER THAN
THOSE DESCRIBED OR INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS MAY BE
CONSIDERED FOR USE PROVIDED PRIOR APPROVAL IS OBTAINED
FROM THE ARCHITECT.

ALL WELDED CONNECTIONS SHALL BE IN CONFORMANCE
WITH THE AMERICAN WELDING SOCIETY'S STRUCTURAL
WELDING CODE, AWS D1.1 LATEST EDITION.

. SPECIAL INSPECTION OF WELDING PER SECTION 1704.3.1

IS REQUIRED. A QUALIFIED AND CERTIFIED INSPECTOR
SHALL BE PRESENT DURING SHOP AND FIELD WELDING
OPERATIONS UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED AND SHALL
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s : L : L WHERE IN CONTACT WITH PRESSURE TREATED WOOD. STAINLESS Ses = 1.000 Sor = 0.611 (q\| O w O 0
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PARTIAL ROOF PLAN AT ANTENNA . SITE COEFFICIENT Fo = 1.0 NZ0 035
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- T-MOBILE PANEL ANTENNA. 3-16d E.N. OR NOTE 1
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NOTE 1
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. DOUBLE TOP PLATE LAPS AT CORNERS 3-16d INSPECT ALL THE WORK AS REQUIRED BY AWS D1.1 Raw B % creckep By v |
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| STAGGERED X . SPECIAL INSPECTION NEED NOT BE CONTINUOUS FOR 105705 /08] 55% CONST
; DOUBLE TOP PLATE NAILING NOT AT LAPS 16d @ 16" 0.C. THE FOLLOWING ITEMS, PROVIDED THE MATERIAL, © -
L CONTINUOUS HEADER, 2-2X PIECES FULL LENGTH 16d @ 16" O.C. QUALIFICATIONS OF WELDING PROCEDURES AND WELDERS 2105/20/08| 100% CONST.
EA. EDGE ARE VERIFIED PRIOR TO THE START OF WORK; PERIODIC 3107/01/09|100% CONST. REV.
(N) 6x12 PTDF ] . BUILT—UP BEAMS NOT PERMITTED INSPECTIONS MAY BE MADE OF WORK IN PROGESS AND 4]07/30/09[100% CONST. REV.
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