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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposal is to install a wireless telecommunications facility consisting of nine new panel antennas on 

the rooftop and six new equipment cabinets in the garage of an existing three‐story mixed use building 

that  is approximately 30  feet  tall.   The proposal  is part of a wireless transmission network operated by 

AT&T.  The antennas measure 51.5” high by 7.1” deep by 15.75” wide.  The antennas would be mounted 

within a  faux vents and  setback a minimum of 6  feet  from all  facades.   Equipment cabinets would be 

located within  the garage of  the subject building.   The WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines  identify different 

types  of  buildings  for  the  siting  of wireless  telecommunications  facilities.   Under  the  Guidelines,  the 

Project is a Location Preference 5 (Preferred Location – Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts). 

 

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE 

The site  is occupied by a mixed use building  that  is approximately 30  feet  tall and was constructed  in 

2005.   The building has a commercial use on  the ground  floor and residential on  the  two  floors above.  

The building is located in an NC‐2 (Small‐Scale Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and a 40‐X 

Height and Bulk District.  The lot is approximately 2,500 square feet and has street frontage along Leland 

Avenue and Rutland Street.  At the subject location, there are currently two micro‐cell antennas operated 

by MetroPCS and one antenna operated by the San Francisco Police Department.     

 

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD 

The Project Site  is  located within  the Visitacion Valley Neighborhood.   The subject site  is zoned NC‐2, 

which  is  described  in  the  Planning  Code  as  designed  as  linear  shopping  streets  which  provide 

convenience goods  and  services  to  the  surrounding neighborhoods  and  limited  shopping goods  for  a 

wider market.  A pattern of two and three‐story mixed use buildings with some single‐story commercial 

buildings  exists  along  Leland  Avenue.    The  overall  density  of  dwelling  units  is  moderate  with  a 
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combination  of  single  and multi‐family  residences.    Immediately  adjacent  to  the  project  site  are  the 

following uses: a single‐story bakery and restaurant across Leland Avenue, a single‐story library branch 

across Rutland Street, and single‐family residences directly adjacent on both sides.  

 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW  

The project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) as a Class 3 categorical 

exemption.   The  categorical  exemption  and  all  pertinent documents may  be  found  in  the  files  of  the 

Planning Department, as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco.  

 

HEARING NOTIFICATION 

TYPE 
R E Q U I R E D  

PERIOD 
R E Q U I R E D  

NOTICE  DATE 
A C T U A L  

NOTICE  DATE 
A C T U A L  
PERIOD 

Classified News Ad  20 days  July 8, 2011  July 8, 2011  20 days 

Posted Notice  20 days  July 8, 2011  July 8, 2011  20 days 

Mailed Notice  20 days  July 8, 2011  July 1, 2011  27 days 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

As  of  the  distribution  of  this  Staff  Report,  the  Department  has  received  varying  degrees  of  public 

opposition  to  the project,  including 3 phone calls, 6  letters, and a petition with 1,036 signatures.   Their 

concerns  question  the  necessity  and  desirability  of  installing  a  wireless  transmission  facility  at  this 

address,  primarily  related  to  issues  of  health  and  safety  to  the  immediate  residents.    Please  see  the 

attached submittal from those in opposition to the proposed project. 

 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 

In  order  for  the  project  to  proceed,  the  Commission  may  grant  the  Conditional  Use  authorization 

pursuant to Planning Code Sections 711.83, 303, and 790.80 to allow the installation of wireless facilities. 

 

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION 

The Department  believes  this project  is necessary  and/or desirable under  Section  303  of  the Planning 

Code for the following reasons: 

 The project complies with the applicable requirements of the Planning Code. 

 The project is consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan. 

 The Project  is consistent with  the 1996 WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines, Planning Commission 

Resolution No. 14182. 

 The  project  site  is  a  Location  Preference  5,  a  preferred  location,  according  to  the Wireless 

Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines. 

 The project will improve coverage for an area where there is currently poor cell phone coverage. 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  Approval with Conditions 
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ATTACHMENTS 

 

  Executive Summary      Project sponsor submittal 

  Draft Motion       Drawings: Proposed Project    

  Zoning District Map        Check for legibility 

  Parcel Map      Photo Simulations 

  Sanborn Map      Coverage Maps 

  Aerial Photo      Existing Surrounding Sites Map 

  Context Photos      RF Report 

  Site Photos      DPH Approval 

        Community Outreach Meeting Documents 

        Submittal from Public in Opposition 

 

Exhibits above marked with an “X” are included in this packet.   

 

     Plannerʹs Initials 
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Subject to: (Select only if applicable) 

  Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) 

  Jobs Housing Linkage Program (Sec. 413) 

  Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 412) 

 

  First Source Hiring (Admin. Code) 

  Child Care Requirement (Sec. 414) 

  Other 

 

Planning Commission Motion No. XXXXX 
HEARING DATE: JULY 28, 2011 

 

Date:  July 21, 2011 

Case No.:  2011.0294C 

Project Address:  199 Leland Avenue 

Current Zoning:  NC‐2 (Small‐Scale Neighborhood Commercial) District 

  40‐X Height and Bulk District  

Block/Lot:  6251 / 016 

Project Sponsor:  Tony Kim for AT&T 

  100 Clement Street, 3rd Floor  

  San Francisco, CA  94118 

Staff Contact:  Erika S. Jackson – (415) 558‐6363 

  erika.jackson@sfgov.org 

 

ADOPTING  FINDINGS  RELATING  TO  THE  APPROVAL  OF  A  CONDITIONAL  USE 

AUTHORIZATION UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTIONS 711.83, 303, AND 790.80 TO INSTALL A 

WIRELESS  TELECOMMUNICATIONS  FACILITY  CONSISTING  OF  NINE  NEW  PANEL 

ANTENNAS ON THE ROOFTOP AND SIX NEW EQUIPMENT CABINETS  IN THE GARAGE OF 

AN EXISTING THREE‐STORY MIXED USE BUILDING THAT IS APPROXIMATELY 30 FEET TALL 

WITHIN AN NC‐2 (SMALL‐SCALE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERICAL) ZONING DISTRICT, AND 

A 40‐X HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT. 

 

PREAMBLE 

On March 31, 2011, AT&T (hereinafter ʺProject Sponsorʺ), made an application (hereinafter ʺapplicationʺ), 

for Conditional Use Authorization on  the property at 199 Leland Avenue, Lot 016  in Assessorʹs Block 

6251, (hereinafter ʺProject Siteʺ) to install a wireless telecommunications facility consisting nine new panel 

antennas  on  the  rooftop  and  six  new  equipment  cabinets  in  the  garage  of  an  existing  three‐story 

commercial building as part of AT&T’s wireless telecommunications network within a NC‐2 (Small‐Scale 

Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and a 40‐X Height and Bulk District. 

 

The project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) as a Class 3 categorical 

exemption.    The  Commission  has  reviewed  and  concurs  with  said  determination.    The  categorical 

exemption and all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Planning Department (hereinafter 

“Department”), as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco.  
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On  July 28, 2011,  the San Francisco Commission  (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly noticed 

public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting on the application for a Conditional Use authorization. 

 

The Commission has heard and considered  the  testimony presented  to  it at  the public hearing and has 

further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, department 

staff, and other interested parties. 

 

MOVED,  that  the Commission hereby authorizes  the Conditional Use  in Application No. 2011.0294C, 

subject to the conditions contained in “EXHIBIT A” of this motion, based on the following findings: 

 

FINDINGS 

Having  reviewed  the materials  identified  in  the preamble  above,  and having heard  all  testimony  and 

arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: 

 

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission. 

 

2. Site  Description  and  Present  Use.    The  site  is  occupied  by  a  mixed  use  building  that  is 

approximately 30 feet tall and was constructed in 2005.  The building has a commercial use on the 

ground floor and residential on the two floor above.  The building is located in an NC‐2 (Small‐

Scale Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and a 40‐X Height and Bulk District.  The lot is 

approximately 2,500 square feet and has street frontage Leland Avenue and Rutland Street.   At 

the subject location, there are currently two micro‐cell antennas operated by MetroPCS and one 

antenna operated by the San Francisco Police Department.     

 

3. Surrounding Properties  and Neighborhood.   The Project  Site  is  located within  the Visitacion 

Valley Neighborhood.  The subject site is zoned NC‐2, which is described in the Planning Code as 

designed  as  linear  shopping  streets  which  provide  convenience  goods  and  services  to  the 

surrounding neighborhoods and  limited shopping goods for a wider market.   A pattern of two 

and  three‐story mixed use buildings with some single‐story commercial buildings exists  in  the 

neighborhood.   The overall density of dwelling units  is moderate with a combination of single 

and multi‐family  residences.    Immediately adjacent  to  the project site are  the  following uses: a 

single‐story  bakery  and  restaurant  across Leland Avenue,  a  single‐story  library  branch  across 

Rutland Street, a single‐family residences directly adjacent on both sides.       

 

4. Project Description.   The proposal is to install a wireless telecommunications facility consisting 

of nine new panel antennas and six new equipment cabinets on the rooftop of an existing three‐

story mixed use building  that  is approximately 30  feet  tall.   The proposal  is part of a wireless 

transmission network  operated  by AT&T.   The  antennas measure  51.5”  high  by  7.1” deep  by 

15.75” wide.  The antennas would be mounted within a faux vents and setback a minimum of 6 

feet  from  all  facades.    Equipment  cabinets would  be  located within  the  garage  of  the  subject 

building.  The WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines identify different types of buildings for the siting of 

wireless telecommunications facilities.  Under the Guidelines, the Project is a Location Preference 5 

(Preferred Location – Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts). 
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5. Past History and Actions.  The Planning Commission established guidelines for the installation 

of wireless  telecommunications  facilities  in 1996  (“Guidelines”).   These Guidelines set  forth  the 

land  use  policies  and  practices  that  guide  the  installation  and  approval  of wireless  facilities 

throughout  San  Francisco.    A  large  portion  of  the  Guidelines was  dedicated  to  establishing 

location preferences for these installations.   The Board of Supervisors, in Resolution No. 635‐96, 

provided  input  as  to where wireless  facilities  should  be  located within  San  Francisco.    The 

Guidelines  were  updated  by  the  Commission  in  2003,  requiring  community  outreach, 

notification, and detailed information about the facilities to be installed.1 

 

Section 8.1 of the Guidelines outlines Location Preferences for wireless facilities.   There are five 

primary areas were the installation of wireless facilities should be located: 

 

1. Publicly‐used  Structures:  such  facilities  as  fire  stations,  utility  structures,  community 

facilities, and other public structures; 

2. Co‐Location Site: encourages installation of facilities on buildings that already have wireless 

installations; 

3. Industrial  or  Commercial  Structures:  buildings  such  as  warehouses,  factories,  garages, 

service stations; 

4. Industrial  or Commercial  Structures:  buildings  such  as  supermarkets,  retail  stores,  banks; 

and 

5. Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts: buildings such as housing above commercial 

or other non‐residential space. 

 

Before  the  Planning  Commission  can  review  an  application  to  install  a wireless  facility,  the 

project  sponsor must  submit  a  five‐year  facilities plan, which must be updated biannually, an 

emissions  report and approval by  the Department of Public Health, Section 106 Declaration of 

Intent, a submittal checklist and details about the facilities to be installed. 

 

Under Section 704(B)(iv) of the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act,  local  jurisdictions cannot 

deny  wireless  facilities  based  on  Radio  Frequency  (RF)  radiation  emissions  so  long  as  such 

facilities comply with the FCC’s regulations concerning such emissions. 

 

On  July  28,  2011,  the  Commission  conducted  a  duly  noticed  public  hearing  at  a  regularly 

scheduled meeting on the application for a Conditional Use authorization pursuant to Planning 

Code Sections 711.83, 303, and 790.80 to install a wireless telecommunications facility consisting 

nine new panel antennas on  the  rooftop and  two new equipment  cabinets  in  the garage of an 

existing  single‐story  commercial  building  as  part  of  AT&T’s  wireless  telecommunications 

network within  a NC‐2  (Small‐Scale Neighborhood  Commercial)  Zoning  District  and  a  40‐X 

Height and Bulk District. 

 

                                                           

1 PC Resolution 16539, passed March 13, 2003. 
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6. Location Preference.  The WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines identify different types of buildings for 

the siting of wireless telecommunications facilities.  Under the Guidelines, the Project is a Location 

Preference 5 (Preferred Location – Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts). 

 

7. Radio Waves Range.   The Project Sponsor has  stated  that  the proposed wireless network will 

transmit  calls by  radio waves operating  in  the  1710  ‐  2180 Megahertz  (MHZ) bands, which  is 

regulated by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and which must comply with the 

FCC‐adopted  health  and  safety  standards  for  electromagnetic  radiation  and  radio  frequency 

radiation. 

 

8. Radiofrequency (RF) Emissions:  The project sponsor retained Hammett & Edison, Inc., a radio 

engineering consulting firm, to prepare a report describing the expected RF emissions from the 

proposed  facility.    Pursuant  to  the Guidelines,  the Department  of  Public Health  reviewed  the 

report  and determined  that  the proposed  facility  complies with  the  standards  set  forth  in  the 

Guidelines.   

 

9. Department of Public Health Review and Approval.  There are currently no antennas operated 

by AT&T Wireless  installed on  the roof  top of  the building at 199 Leland Avenue. Exisiting RF 

levels at ground  level were around 1% of  the FCC public exposure  limit. There were observed 

similar antennas operated by MetroPCS but no other  antennas are within  100  feet of  this  site. 

AT&T Wireless proposes to install 9 new antennas. The antennas are mounted at a height of 36 

feet  above  the  ground.  The  estimated  ambient  RF  field  from  the  proposed  AT&T Wireless 

transmitters at ground level is calculated to be 0.064 mW/sq cm., which is 8.8 % of the FCC public 

exposure  limit. The three dimensional perimeter of RF  levels equal to the public exposure  limit 

extends 57  feet which  includes areas of  the  rooftop but does not  reach any publicly accessible 

areas. Warning signs must be posted at the antennas and roof access points in English, Spanish 

and Chinese. Workers should not have access to within 20 feet of the front of the antennas while 

they are in operation. This prohibited access area should be marked with red striping on the roof. 

 

10. Maintenance Schedule.   The proposed  facility would operate without on‐site  staff but with  a 

two‐person maintenance crew visiting  the property approximately once a month and on an as‐

needed basis to service and monitor the facility.  

 

11. Community Outreach.    Per  the  Guidelines,  the  project  sponsor  held  a  Community  Outreach 

Meeting for the proposed project.  The meeting was at 7:00 P.M. on June 2, 2011 at the Visitacion 

Valley Community Center, located at 50 Raymond Avenue.  There were 69 members of the public 

in attendance at the meeting.     

 

12. Five‐year  plan:    Per  the Guidelines,  the  project  sponsor  submitted  its  latest  five‐year  plan,  as 

required, in April 2011. 

 

13. Public Comment.  The Department has received X comments on the project.  

 

14. Planning  Code  Compliance.    The  Commission  finds  that  the  Project  is  consistent  with  the 

relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner: 
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A. Use.  Per Planning Code Sections 711.83, 303, and 790.80, a Conditional Use authorization is 
required for the installation of other uses such as wireless transmission facilities.   

 

15. Planning Code Section 303 establishes criteria  for  the Planning Commission  to consider when 

reviewing applications for Conditional Use approval.  On balance, the project does comply with 

said criteria in that: 

 

A. The  proposed  new  uses  and  building,  at  the  size  and  intensity  contemplated  and  at  the 

proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable, and compatible 

with, the neighborhood or the community. 

 

i Desirable: San Francisco is a leader of the technological economy; it is important and desirable to 

the  vitality  of  the  city  to  have  and maintain  adequate  telecommunications  coverage  and  data 

capacity.    This  includes  the  installation  and  upgrading  of  systems  to  keep  up with  changing 

technology  and  increases  in usage.    It  is desirable  for  the City  to  allow wireless  facilities  to  be 

installed. 

 

The proposed project at 199 Leland Avenue will be generally desirable and compatible with  the 

surrounding  neighborhood  because  the  project  will  not  conflict  with  the  existing  uses  of  the 

property and will be of such size and nature to be compatible with the surrounding nature of the 

vicinity. The approval of  this authorization has been  found,  first and  foremost,  to  insure public 

safety, and insure that the placement of antennas and related support and protection features are 

so located, designed, and treated architecturally to minimize their visibility from public places, to 

avoid  intrusion  into  public  vistas,  avoid  disruption  of  the  architectural  design  integrity  of 

building  and  insure  harmony with neighborhood  character. The  project  has  been  reviewed  and 

determined to not cause the removal or alteration of any significant architectural features on the 

subject known historic resource.  

 

ii Necessary: In the case of wireless installations, there are two criteria that the Commission reviews: 

coverage and capacity.   

 

Coverage: San Francisco does have sufficient overall wireless coverage (note that this  is separate 

from carrier service).    It  is necessary  for San Francisco to have as much coverage as possible  in 

terms of wireless  facilities.   Due  to  the  topography and  tall buildings  in San Francisco, unique 

coverage issues arise because the hills and building break up coverage.  Thus, telecommunication 

carriers often install additional installations to make sure coverage is sufficient. 

 

Capacity: While a carrier may have adequate coverage in a certain area, the capacity may not be 

sufficient.   With  the continuous  innovations  in wireless data  technology and demand placed on 

existing  infrastructure,  individual  telecommunications  carriers  must  upgrade  and  in  some 

instances expand their facilities network to be able to have proper data distribution.  It is necessary 

for San Francisco, as a leader in technology, to have adequate capacity. 
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The proposed project at 199 Leland Avenue  is necessary in order to achieve sufficient street and 

in‐building mobile phone coverage. Recent drive tests in the subject area conducted by the AT&T 

Radio Frequency Engineering Team provide conclusive evidence  that  the subject property  is the 

most viable location, based on factors including quality of coverage, population density, land use 

compatibility, zoning and aesthetics. The proposed project will  improve  the coverage area  in  the 

immediate vicinity. This facility will fill in the gaps to improve coverage in the Visitacion Valley 

area  as  well  as  to  provide  necessary  facilities  for  emergency  transmission  and  improved 

communication for the neighborhood, community and the region.   

 

B. The proposed project will not be detrimental  to  the health,  safety,  convenience or general 

welfare of persons residing or working  in  the vicinity.   There are no  features of  the project 

that could be detrimental  to  the health, safety or convenience of  those residing or working 

the area, in that:  

 

i Nature of proposed site, including its size and shape, and the proposed size, shape and 

arrangement of structures;  

 

The proposed project must comply with all applicable Federal and State regulations to safeguard 

the  health,  safety  and  to  ensure  that  persons  residing  or working  in  the  vicinity will  not  be 

affected, and prevent harm to other personal property. 

 

The Department of Public Health conducted an evaluation of potential health effects  from Radio 

Frequency radiation, and has concluded that the proposed wireless transmission facilities will have 

no  adverse  health  effects  if  operated  in  compliance  with  the  FCC‐adopted  health  and  safety 

standards. The Department has received  information  that  the proposed wireless system must be 

operated  so  as  not  to  interfere with  radio  or  television  reception  in  order  to  comply with  the 

provisions of its license under the FCC. 

 

The Department is developing a database of all such wireless communications facilities operating 

or  proposed  for  operation  in  the City  and County  of  San  Francisco.   All  applicants  are  now 

required  to submit  information on  the  location and nature of all existing and approved wireless 

transmission  facilities operated by  the Project Sponsor. The goal of  this effort  is  to  foster public 

information as to the location of these facilities. 

 

ii The accessibility and  traffic patterns  for persons and vehicles,  the  type and volume of 

such traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off‐street parking and loading;  

 

No increase in traffic volume is anticipated with the facilities operating unmanned, with a single 

maintenance crew visiting the site once a month or on an as‐needed basis. 

 

iii The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, glare, 

dust and odor;  

 

 6



Motion No. XXXXX CASE NO. 2011.0294C 
Hearing Date:  July 28, 2011 199 Leland Avenue 

While  some  noise  and  dust  may  result  from  the  erection  of  the  antennas  and  transceiver 

equipment, noise or noxious emissions from continued use are not likely to be significantly greater 

than ambient conditions due to the operation of the wireless communication network. 

 

iv Treatment given, as appropriate, to such aspects as landscaping, screening, open spaces, 

parking and loading areas, service areas, lighting and signs;  

 

The proposed antennas are proposed  to be  installed on  the existing rooftop and screened behind 

faux vents.  The proposal, located at 30 feet above grade and setback 6 feet from the street facades, 

is  small  in  size  and  is minimally visible  at  the  pedestrian  level. The project will not  affect  the 

existing landscaping. 

 

C. That  the use as proposed will comply with  the applicable provisions of  the Planning Code 

and will not adversely affect the General Plan. 

 

The  Project  complies  with  all  relevant  requirements  and  standards  of  the  Planning  Code  and  is 

consistent with objectives and policies of the General Plan as detailed below. 

 

D. That the use as proposed would provide development that is in conformity with the purpose 

of the applicable Neighborhood Commercial District. 

 

The proposed project would not modify or preclude development that is in conformity with the purpose 

of the NC‐2 Zoning District.    

 

16. General Plan Compliance.   The Project  is, on balance, consistent with  the  following Objectives 

and Policies of the General Plan 

 

2004 HOUSING ELEMENT 

HOUSING DENSITY, DENSITY, DESIGN & QUALITY OF LIFE 

OBJECTIVE 11 ‐ IN INCREASING THE SUPPLY OF HOUSING, PURSUE PLACE MAKING 

AND NEIGHBORHOOD BUILDING PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICES TO MAINTAIN SAN 

FRANCISCO’S DESIRABLE URBAN FABRIC AND ENHANCE LIVABILITY IN ALL 

NEIGHBORHOODS. 

   

POLICY 11.2  ‐ Ensure housing  is provided with adequate public  improvements,  services, and 

amenities. 
 

The project will improve AT&T Wireless coverage in residential, commercial and recreational areas along 

primary transportation routes in San Francisco. 

 

2009 HOUSING ELEMENT 

  BALANCE HOUSING CONSTRUCTION AND COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE 
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OBJECTIVE 12 – BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE 

THAT SERVES THE CITY’S GROWING POPULATION. 

 

POLICY 12.2 – Consider the proximity of quality of life elements, such as open space, child care, 

and neighborhood services, when developing new housing units. 

 

POLICY 12.3 – Ensure new housing is sustainable supported by the City’s public infrastructure 

systems. 

 

The Project will improve AT&T Wireless coverage in a residential, commercial and recreational area along 

primary transportation routes in San Francisco. 

 

URBAN DESIGN 

Objectives and Policies 

 

OBJECTIVE  4  ‐  IMPROVEMENT  OF  THE  NEIGHBORHOOD  ENVIRONMENT  TO 

INCREASE PERSONAL SAFETY, COMFORT, PRIDE AND OPPORTUNITY. 

 

POLICY 4.14 ‐ Remove and obscure distracting and cluttering elements.  

 

The Project adequately “stealths” the proposed antennas and related equipment by  locating the antennas 

behind a faux vent setback 9 feet from the front façade.  The antennas are minimally visible from the street.  

 

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT 

Objectives and Policies 
 

OBJECTIVE 1: 

MANAGE  ECONOMIC GROWTH AND  CHANGE  TO  ENSURE  ENHANCEMENT OF  THE 

TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. 

 

Policy 1: 

Encourage  development,  which  provides  substantial  net  benefits  and minimizes  undesirable 

consequences. Discourage  development, which  has  substantial  undesirable  consequences  that 

cannot be mitigated. 

 

Policy 2: 

Assure  that  all  commercial  and  industrial  uses  meet  minimum,  reasonable  performance 

standards. 

 

The project would  enhance  the  total  city  living  and working  environment  by providing  communication 

services  for residents and workers within the City.   Additionally, the project would comply with Federal, 

State and Local performance standards. 
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OBJECTIVE 2: 

MAINTAIN  AND  ENHANCE  A  SOUND  AND  DIVERSE  ECONOMIC  BASE  AND  FISCAL 

STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY. 

 

Policy 1: 

Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the 

city. 

 

Policy 3: 

Maintain a favorable social and cultural climate in the city in order to enhance its attractiveness 

as a firm location. 

 

The site is an integral part of a new wireless communications network that will enhance the City’s diverse 

economic base. 

 

OBJECTIVE 4: 

IMPROVE  THE  VIABILITY  OF  EXISTING  INDUSTRY  IN  THE  CITY  AND  THE 

ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE CITY AS A LOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY. 

 

Policy 1: 

Maintain and enhance a favorable business climate in the City. 

 

Policy 2: 

Promote and attract those economic activities with potential benefit to the City. 

 

The project would benefit  the City by  enhancing  the business climate  through  improved communication 

services for residents and workers. 

 

OBJECTIVE 8 ‐ ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCOʹS POSITION AS A NATIONAL CENTER FOR 

CONVENTIONS AND VISITOR TRADE. 

 

POLICY 8.3 ‐ Assure that areas of particular visitor attraction are provided with adequate public 

services for both residents and visitors. 

 

The Project will  ensure  that  residents  and  visitors  have  adequate  public  service  in  the  form  of AT&T 

Wireless mobile telecommunications. 

 

COMMUNITY SAFETY ELEMENT 

Objectives and Policies  

 

OBJECTIVE 3: 

ENSURE  THE  PROTECTION OF  LIFE AND  PROPERTY  FROM  THE  EFFECTS OF  FIRE OR 

NATURAL DISASTER THROUGH ADEQUATE EMERGENCY OPERATIONS PREPARATION. 
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Policy 1: 

Maintain  a  local  agency  for  the  provision  of  emergency  services  to  meet  the  needs  of  San 

Francisco. 

 

Policy 2: 

Develop and maintain viable, up‐to‐date  in‐house emergency operations plans, with necessary 

equipment, for operational capability of all emergency service agencies and departments. 

 

Policy 3: 

Maintain  and  expand  agreements  for  emergency  assistance  from  other  jurisdictions  to  ensure 

adequate aid in time of need. 

 

Policy 4: 

Establish and maintain an adequate Emergency Operations Center. 

 

Policy 5: 

Maintain and expand the city’s fire prevention and fire‐fighting capability. 

 

Policy 6: 

Establish a system of emergency access routes for both emergency operations and evacuation.  

 

The project would enhance the ability of the City to protect both life and property from the effects of a fire or 

natural disaster by providing communication services. 

  

17. Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority‐planning policies and requires review 
of  permits  for  consistency with  said  policies.   On  balance,  the project does  comply with  said 

policies in that: 

 

24. That  existing  neighborhood‐serving  retail  uses  be  preserved  and  enhanced  and  future 
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.  

 

No neighborhood‐serving retail use would be displaced and the wireless communications network will 

enhance personal communication services. 

 

25. That existing housing and neighborhood  character be  conserved and protected  in order  to 
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. 

 

No residential uses would be displaced or altered in any way by the granting of this authorization. 

 

26. That the Cityʹs supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.  
 

The project would not adversely affect housing in the vicinity.   

 

27. That  commuter  traffic  not  impede  MUNI  transit  service  or  overburden  our  streets  or 

neighborhood parking.  

 10



Motion No. XXXXX CASE NO. 2011.0294C 
Hearing Date:  July 28, 2011 199 Leland Avenue 

 

Due to the nature of the project and minimal maintenance or repair, municipal transit service would 

not be impeded and neighborhood parking would not be overburdened. 

 

28. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors 

from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for 

resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced. 

 

The Project would cause no displacement of industrial and service sector activity. 

 

29. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of 

life in an earthquake. 

 

Compliance with  applicable  structural  safety  and  seismic  safety  requirements would  be  considered 

during the building permit application review process. 

 

30. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.  

 

The proposed Project does not cause the removal or alteration of any significant architectural features.   

 

31. That  our parks  and  open  space  and  their  access  to  sunlight  and  vistas  be protected  from 
development.  

 

The Project will have no adverse impact on parks or open space, or their access to sunlight or vistas. 

 

18. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code 

provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character 

and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development. 

 

19. The Commission hereby  finds  that approval of  the Determination of Compliance authorization 

would promote the health, safety and welfare of the City. 
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DECISION 

The Commission, after carefully balancing  the competing public and private  interests, and based upon 

the Recitals and Findings set forth above, in accordance with the standards specified in the Code, hereby 

approves  the Conditional Use  authorization  under  Planning Code  Sections  711.83,  303,  and  790.80  to 

install a wireless telecommunications facility consisting nine new panel antennas on the rooftop and two 

new equipment cabinets in the garage of an existing single‐story commercial building as part of AT&T’s 

wireless  telecommunications  network within  a NC‐2  (Small‐Scale Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning 

District and a 40‐X Height and Bulk District.   The proposal  is part of a wireless  transmission network 

operated by AT&T on a Location Preference 5 (Preferred Location – Mixed Use Buildings in High Density 

Districts) according to the Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines and is subject 

to the conditions of approval attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

 

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION:   Any aggrieved person may appeal this conditional 

use authorization to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion No.  

18335.  The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the 30‐

day period has expired) OR  the date of  the decision of  the Board of Supervisors  if appealed  to  the 

Board of Supervisors.   For further  information, please contact  the Board of Supervisors at  (415) 554‐

5184, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102. 

 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was adopted by the Planning Commission on July 28, 2011.  

 

 

 

                           

Linda Avery 

Commission Secretary 

 

 

 

AYES:      

 

NAYS:     

 

ABSENT:    

 

ADOPTED:  July 28, 2011 
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EXHIBIT A 
AUTHORIZATION 

This authorization  is  for a conditional use  to allow a wireless  telecommunications  facility consisting of 

This approval is for Conditional Use authorization under Planning Code Sections 711.83, 303, and 790.80 

to  install a wireless  telecommunications  facility consisting nine new panel antennas on  the rooftop and 

two  new  equipment  cabinets  in  the  garage  of  an  existing  single‐story  commercial  building  as part  of 

AT&T’s wireless  telecommunications network within  a NC‐2  (Small‐Scale Neighborhood Commercial) 

Zoning District  and  a  40‐X Height  and Bulk District.   The proposal  is part of  a wireless  transmission 

network operated by AT&T on  a Location Preference  5  (Preferred Location  – Mixed Use Buildings  in 

High Density Districts) according to the Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines. 

 

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  building  permit  or  commencement  of  use  for  the  Project  the  Zoning 

Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder 

of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property.  This Notice shall state that the project is 

subject  to  the  conditions  of  approval  contained  herein  and  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  Planning 

Commission on July 28, 2011 under Motion No. XXXXX. 

 

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS 

The conditions of approval under the  ʹExhibit Aʹ of this Planning Commission Motion No. XXXXX shall 

be  reproduced  on  the  Index  Sheet  of  construction  plans  submitted with  the  Site  or  Building  permit 

application for the Project.   The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional 

Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.    

 

SEVERABILITY 

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements.  If any clause, sentence, section 

or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not 

affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions.  This decision conveys 

no  right  to construct, or  to  receive a building permit.   “Project Sponsor”  shall  include any subsequent 

responsible party. 

 

CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS 

Changes  to  the  approved  plans  may  be  approved  administratively  by  the  Zoning  Administrator.  

Significant  changes  and modifications of  conditions  shall  require Planning Commission  approval of  a 

new Conditional Use authorization. 

 13



Motion No. XXXXX CASE NO. 2011.0294C 
Hearing Date:  July 28, 2011 199 Leland Avenue 

Conditions of approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting 

PERFORMANCE  

1. Validity and Expiration.  The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three 

years  from  the  effective date of  the Motion.   A building permit  from  the Department of Building 

Inspection  to  construct  the  project  and/or  commence  the  approved  use  must  be  issued  as  this 

Conditional  Use  authorization  is  only  an  approval  of  the  proposed  project  and  conveys  no 

independent  right  to  construct  the  project  or  to  commence  the  approved  use.    The  Planning 

Commission may,  in a public hearing, consider  the revocation of  the approvals granted  if a site or 

building permit has not been obtained within three (3) years of the date of the Motion approving the 

Project.   Once  a  site  or  building permit has  been  issued,  construction must  commence within  the 

timeframe  required  by  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection  and  be  continued  diligently  to 

completion.   The Commission may also consider revoking  the approvals  if a permit  for  the Project 

has been issued but is allowed to expire and more than three (3) years have passed since the Motion 

was approved.   

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org. 

 

2. Extension.   This authorization may be extended at the discretion of the Zoning Administrator only 

where  failure  to  issue  a  permit  by  the Department  of Building  Inspection  to  perform  said  tenant 

improvements  is  caused  by  a  delay  by  a  local,  State  or  Federal  agency  or  by  any  appeal  of  the 

issuance of such permit(s). 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org . 

 

DESIGN – COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE 

3.  Plan Drawings ‐ WTS. Prior to the issuance of any building or electrical permits for the installation of 

the facilities, the Project Sponsor shall submit final scaled drawings for review and approval by the 

Planning Department (ʺPlan Drawingsʺ). The Plan Drawings shall describe: 

a. Structure and Siting.  Identify all facility related support and protection measures to be installed. 

This  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  location(s)  and  method(s)  of  placement,  support, 

protection, screening, paint and/or other treatments of the antennas and other appurtenances to 

insure  public  safety,  insure  compatibility  with  urban  design,  architectural  and  historic 

preservation principles, and harmony with neighborhood character. 

b. For the Project Site, regardless of the ownership of the existing facilities.  Identify the location of 

all existing antennas and  facilities; and  identify  the  location of all approved  (but not  installed) 

antennas and facilities. 

c. Emissions.   Provide a report, subject to approval of the Zoning Administrator, that operation of 

the  facilities  in addition  to ambient RF emission  levels will not exceed adopted FCC standards 

with regard to human exposure in uncontrolled areas. 

For  information  about  compliance,  contact  the  Case  Planner,  Planning Department  at  415‐558‐6613, 

www.sf‐planning.org . 
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4.  Screening  ‐ WTS.   To  the  extent  necessary  For  information  about  compliance with  adopted  FCC 

regulations regarding human exposure to RF emissions, and upon the recommendation of the Zoning 

Administrator, the Project Sponsor shall: 

a. Modify the placement of the facilities; 

b. Install  fencing,  barriers  or  other  appropriate  structures  or  devices  to  restrict  access  to  the 

facilities; 

c. Install multi‐lingual  signage,  including  the RF  radiation hazard warning  symbol    identified  in 

ANSI C95.2 1982, to notify persons that the facility could cause exposure to RF emissions; 

d. Implement  any  other  practice  reasonably  necessary  to  ensure  that  the  facility  is  operated  in 

compliance with adopted FCC RF emission standards. 

e. To  the extent necessary  to minimize visual obtrusion and clutter,  installations shall conform  to 

the following standards: 

f. Antennas  and  back  up  equipment  shall  be  painted,  fenced,  landscaped  or  otherwise  treated 

architecturally so as to minimize visual impacts; 

g. Rooftop installations shall be setback such that back up facilities are not viewed from the street; 

h. Antennae  attached  to  building  facades  shall  be  so  placed,  screened  or  otherwise  treated  to 

minimize any negative visual impact; and 

i. Although co  location of various companiesʹ  facilities may be desirable, a maximum number of 

antennas and back up  facilities on  the Project Site shall be established, on a case by case basis, 

such that ʺantennae farmsʺ or similar visual intrusions for the site and area is not created. 

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415‐558‐6613, www.sf‐

planning.org . 

 

5.  The Project Sponsor shall install five 24‐inch box street trees along the frontage on Rutland Street. 

 

MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT 

6.  Enforcement.  Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in this 

Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject to the 

enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set  forth under Planning Code Section 176 or 

Section  176.1.    The  Planning  Department  may  also  refer  the  violation  complaints  to  other  city 

departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

7.  Monitoring.    The  Project  requires monitoring  of  the  conditions  of  approval  in  this Motion.    The 

Project  Sponsor  or  the  subsequent  responsible parties  for  the Project  shall pay  fees  as  established 

under  Planning Code  Section  351(e)  (1)  and work with  the  Planning Department  for  information 

about compliance. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

8.  Revocation  due  to  Violation  of  Conditions.    Should  implementation  of  this  Project  result  in 

complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not resolved 

by  the  Project  Sponsor  and  found  to  be  in  violation  of  the  Planning  Code  and/or  the  specific 
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Conditions  of  Approval  for  the  Project  as  set  forth  in  Exhibit  A  of  this  Motion,  the  Zoning 

Administrator  shall  refer  such  complaints  to  the  Commission,  after which  it may  hold  a  public 

hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org. 

 

9.  Implementation and Monitoring Costs ‐ WTS. 

a. The  Project  Sponsor,  on  an  equitable  basis with  other WTS  providers,  shall  pay  the  cost  of 

preparing  and  adopting  appropriate  General  Plan  policies  related  to  the  placement  of WTS 

facilities.  Should  future  legislation  be  enacted  to  provide  for  cost  recovery  for  planning,  the 

Project Sponsor shall be bound by such legislation. 

b. The Project Sponsor or its successors shall be responsible for the payment of all reasonable costs 

associated with  the monitoring  of  the  conditions  of  approval  contained  in  this  authorization, 

including costs incurred by this Department, the Department of Public Health, the Department of 

Electricity and Telecommunications, Office of  the City Attorney, or any other appropriate City 

Department or agency pursuant  to Planning Code Section 351(f)  (2). The Planning Department 

shall collect such costs on behalf of the City. 

c. The  Project  Sponsor  shall  be  responsible  for  the  payment  of  all  fees  associated  with  the 

installation of the subject facility, which are assessed by the City pursuant to all applicable law. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

10.  Implementation  and Monitoring  ‐ WTS.    In  the  event  that  the  Project  implementation  report 

includes a finding that RF emissions for the site exceed FCC Standards in any uncontrolled location, 

the Zoning Administrator may require the Applicant to immediately cease and desist operation of the 

facility until such time that the violation is corrected to the satisfaction of the Zoning Administrator. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

11.  Project Implementation Report ‐ WTS.  The Project Sponsor shall prepare and submit to the Zoning 

Administrator a Project Implementation Report. The Project Implementation Report shall: 

a. Identify the three dimensional perimeter closest to the facility at which adopted FCC standards 

for human exposure to RF emissions in uncontrolled areas are satisfied; 

b. Document testing that demonstrates that the facility will not cause any potential exposure to RF 

emissions  that  exceed  adopted  FCC  emission  standards  for  human  exposure  in  uncontrolled 

areas.   

c. The Project Implementation Report shall compare test results for each test point with applicable 

FCC  standards. Testing  shall be  conducted  in  compliance with FCC  regulations governing  the 

measurement of RF emissions and  shall be conducted during normal business hours on a non 

holiday weekday with the subject equipment measured while operating at maximum power.  

d. Testing, Monitoring, and Preparation.  The Project Implementation Report shall be prepared by a 

certified professional engineer or other technical expert approved by the Department.  At the sole 

option of the Department, the Department (or its agents) may monitor the performance of testing 

required for preparation of the Project Implementation Report. The cost of such monitoring shall 
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be borne by  the Project Sponsor pursuant  to  the condition related  to  the payment of  the City’s 

reasonable costs.  

i. Notification and Testing.   The Project  Implementation Report shall set  forth  the  testing 

and measurements undertaken pursuant to Conditions 2 and 4.   

ii. Approval.    The  Zoning  Administrator  shall  request  that  the  Certification  of  Final 

Completion  for  operation  of  the  facility  not  be  issued  by  the Department  of Building 

Inspection until  such  time  that  the Project  Implementation Report  is  approved  by  the 

Department for compliance with these conditions. 

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at 

(415) 252‐3800, www.sfdph.org. 

 

12.  Notification prior to Project Implementation Report ‐ WTS.  The Project Sponsor shall undertake to 

inform and perform appropriate tests for residents of any dwelling units located within 25 feet of the 

transmitting antenna at the time of testing for the Project Implementation Report.  

a. At  least  twenty  calendar days  prior  to  conducting  the  testing  required  for  preparation  of  the 

Project Implementation Report, the Project Sponsor shall mail notice to the Department, as well 

as to the resident of any legal dwelling unit within 25 feet of a transmitting antenna of the date on 

which  testing will be conducted. The Applicant will submit a written affidavit attesting  to  this 

mail notice along with the mailing list.  

b. When  requested  in  advance  by  a  resident  notified  of  testing  pursuant  to  subsection  (a),  the 

Project Sponsor shall conduct testing of total power density of RF emissions within the residence 

of  that  resident on  the date on which  the  testing  is  conducted  for  the Project  Implementation 

Report. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

13.  Installation  ‐ WTS.   Within  10 days  of  the  installation  and  operation  of  the  facilities,  the Project 

Sponsor shall confirm in writing to the Zoning Administrator that the facilities are being maintained 

and operated in compliance with applicable Building, Electrical and other Code requirements, as well 

as applicable FCC emissions standards. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

14.  Periodic Safety Monitoring ‐ WTS. The Project Sponsor shall submit to the Zoning Administrator 10 

days after installation of the facilities, and every two years thereafter, a certification attested to by a 

licensed  engineer  expert  in  the  field  of  EMR/RF  emissions,  that  the  facilities  are  and  have  been 

operated within the then current applicable FCC standards for RF/EMF emissions. 

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at 

(415) 252‐3800, www.sfdph.org. 

 

OPERATION 

15.  Community Liaison.  Prior to issuance of a building permit application to construct the project and 

implement  the approved use,  the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community  liaison officer  to deal 

with the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties.  The Project Sponsor shall 
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provide  the  Zoning  Administrator  written  notice  of  the  name,  business  address,  and  telephone 

number of the community liaison.  Should the contact information change, the Zoning Administrator 

shall be made aware of such change.  The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator 

what issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the 

Project Sponsor.   

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

16.  Out  of  Service  –  WTS.    The  Project  Sponsor  or  Property  Owner  shall  remove  antennae  and 

equipment  that  has  been  out  of  service  or  otherwise  abandoned  for  a  continuous  period  of  six 

months. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

17.  Emissions Conditions – WTS.  It is a continuing condition of this authorization that the facilities be 

operated  in such a manner  so as not  to contribute  to ambient RF/EMF emissions  in excess of  then 

current FCC adopted RF/EMF  emission  standards; violation of  this  condition  shall be grounds  for 

revocation. 

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at 

(415) 252‐3800, www.sfdph.org. 

 

18.  Noise  and Heat  – WTS.   The WTS  facility,  including  power  source  and  cooling  facility,  shall  be 

operated  at  all  times within  the  limits  of  the  San  Francisco Noise  Control Ordinance.  The WTS 

facility, including power source and any heating/cooling facility, shall not be operated so as to cause 

the generation of heat that adversely affects a building occupant. 

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at 

(415) 252‐3800, www.sfdph.org. 

 

19.  Transfer of Operation – WTS. Any carrier/provider authorized by the Zoning Administrator or by 

the  Planning Commission  to  operate  a  specific WTS  installation may  assign  the  operation  of  the 

facility to another carrier licensed by the FCC for that radio frequency provided that such transfer is 

made  known  to  the  Zoning  Administrator  in  advance  of  such  operation,  and  all  conditions  of 

approval for the subject installation are carried out by the new carrier/provider. 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415‐575‐6863, www.sf‐

planning.org 

 

20.  Compatibility with City Emergency Services – WTS.  The facility shall not be operated or caused to 

transmit  on  or  adjacent  to  any  radio  frequencies  licensed  to  the  City  for  emergency 

telecommunication services such  that  the City’s emergency  telecommunications system experiences 

interference, unless prior approval for such has been granted in writing by the City.  

For  information  about  compliance,  contact  the  Department  of  Technology,  415‐581‐4000,  

http://sfgov3.org/index.aspx?page=1421 
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Sanborn Map*
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*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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Aerial Photograph – Looking North
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AT&T Mobility  July 13, 2011 
CN5257  199 Leland Avenue 

 

Map of Adjacent Facilities 

Please see the attached map of adjacent facilities. 

 

Distance Between Wireless Facilities as Proposed 

   

Site Number Status 
Approximate Distance to 

Proposed Site 

CN5257 

199 LELAND AVE 

Proposed Macro Site 

 

0.00 miles 

SF0099 

1485 BAYSHORE BLVD 

Existing Macro Site 0.99 miles 

SFA113 

6202 3RD STREET 

Existing Micro Site 0.93 miles 

SF0058 

2011 BAYSHORE BLVD 

Existing Macro Site 0.51 miles 

SF0057 

325 LA GRANDE AVENUE 

Existing Macro Site 1.08 miles 

 

Micro Site:  Low height, low gain, omni-directional antennas 

 

Macro Site: Increased height, increased gain, panel antennas 

 

 











              






             
         


    
   
   
   
   
   
   
   
   



            




 


           
   


 




               












            





                

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

     




            

  




             
         

              
  




 
 
 


 
           



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Proposed  
AT&T Antennas

Notes:   
Base drawing from Ericsson, dated June 2, 2011.   

 
paint, and explanatory warning signs should be posted 
outside the area, readily visible to authorized workers 
needing access.  See text.  
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City and County of San Francisco                          Edwin M. Lee, Mayor 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH                              Barbara A. Garcia, MPA, Director of Health 
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION                               Rajiv Bhatia, MD, MPH, Director of EH 

Review of Cellular Antenna Site Proposals 

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. 

1. The location of all existing antennas and facilities. Existing RF levels. (WTS-FSG, Section 11, 2b) 

2. The location of all approved (but not installed) antennas and facilities. Expected RF levels from the 
approved antennas. (WTS-FSG Section 11, 2b)

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

4. Location (and number) of the Applicant’s antennas and back-up facilities per building and number and 
location 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 
equipment subject to the application (WTS-FSG, Section 10.4.1c)

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). 

7. Preferred method of attachment of proposed antenna (roof, wall mounted, monopole) with plot or roof 
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 
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 μw/cm2) 

9. Signage at the facility identifying all WTS equipment and safety precautions for people nearing the 
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.  

Planner: Jonas Ionin

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

Project Sponsor : AT&T Wireless

Project Address/Location: 199 Leland Av

Site ID: 1430 SiteNo.: CN5257B

Existing Antennas No Existing Antennas: 2

Yes No

Yes No

Maximum Power Rating: 6530

Maximum Effective Radiant: 6530

Maximum RF Exposure: 0.064 Maximum RF Exposure Percent: 8.8

Public_Exclusion_Area Public Exclusion In Feet: 57

Occupational_Exclusion_Area Occupational Exclusion In Feet: 20
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mW/cm.
2



There are currently no antennas operated by AT&T Wireless installed on the roof top of the 
building at 199 Leland Avenue. Exisiting RF levels at ground level were around 1% of the FCC 
public exposure limit. There were observed similar antennas operated by MetroPCS but no other 
antennas are within 100 feet of this site. AT&T Wireless proposes to install 9 new antennas. The 
antennas are mounted at a height of 36 feet above the ground. The estimated ambient RF field 
from the proposed AT&T Wireless transmitters at ground level is calculated to be 0.064 mW/sq 
cm., which is 8.8 % of the FCC public exposure limit. The three dimensional perimeter of RF 
levels equal to the public exposure limit extends 57 feet which includes areas of the rooftop but 
does not reach any publicly accessible areas. Warning signs must be posted at the antennas and 
roof access points in English, Spanish and Chinese. Worker should not have access to within 20 
feet of the front of the antennas while they are in operation.  This prohibited access area should be 
marked with red striping on the roof.

10. Statement on who produced this report and qualifications. 

Approved.  Based on the information provided the following staff believes that the project proposal will 
comply with the current Federal Communication Commission safety standards for radiofrequency 
radiation exposure.  FCC standard                             Approval of the subsequent Project 
Implementation Report is based on project sponsor completing recommendations by project 
consultant and DPH. 

Comments:   

Not Approved, additional information required.  

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

Hours spent reviewing 
Charges to Project Sponsor (in addition to previous charges, to be received at time of receipt by Sp

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

X
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X
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7/5/2011

Signed:

Dated:



NOTICE OF NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING 
To: Neighborhood Groups, Neighbors & Owners within 500’ radius of 

199 Leland Avenue 
Meeting Information 	 AT&T Mobility is proposing to install a wireless communication facility at 199 

Date: 	Thursday, June 2, 2011 	 Leland Avenue needed by AT&T Mobility as part of its San Francisco wireless 

Time: 	7:00 p.m. 	 network. The proposed AT&T Mobility site is an unmanned facility consisting of the 

Where: 	Visitation Valley Community Center 	installation of nine (9) panel antennas, on the roof. The equipment will be located 

50 Raymond Avenue 	 inside the existing building. Plans and photo simulations will be available for your 

San Francisco, CA 94134 	 review at the meeting. You are invited to attend an informational community meeting 
located at the Visitation Valley Community Center, 50 Raymond Avenue, on 
Thursday, June 2, 2011 at 7:00 p.m. to leans more about the project. 

Site Information 
Address: 199 Leland Avenue 

Block/Lot: 6251 /016 
Zoning: NC-2 

Applicant 
AT&T Mobility 

Contact Information 
AT&T Mobility Hotline 

If you have any questions regarding the proposal and are unable to attend the 
meeting, please contact the AT&T Mobility Hotline at (415) 646-0972 and an AT&T 
Mobility specialist will return your call. Please contact Erika Jackson, project planner 
with the San Francisco Department of City Planning at (415) 558-6363 if you have 
any questions regarding the planning process. 

NOTE: If you require an interpreter to be present at the meeting, please contact 
our office at (415) 646-0972 no later than 5:00pm on Tuesday, May 31, 2011 and 
we will make every effort to provide you with an interpreter. 

NOTIFICACION DE REUNION DE VECINDARIO 
Para: Grupos del vecindario, vecinos y propietarios dentro de un radio de 500’ de 

199 Leland Avenue 
Información de la reunion AT&T Mobility propone instalar una instalación de comunicaciones inalÆmbrieas en 

Fecha: 	Jueves, 2 dejunio de 2011 199 Leland Avenue necesaris pars AT&T Mobility como parte de su red inalÆmbrica 

Hors: 	7:00 p.m. en San Francisco. La ubicación propuesta de AT&T Mobility es una instalaeión sin 

Dónde: 	Visitation Valley Community Center personal que consiste en la instalación de nueve (9) antenas panel, montadas en el 
50 Raymond Avenue teeho. Los equipos se colocarÆn dentro del edificio actual. HabrÆ planos y fotos 
San Francisco, CA 94134 disponibles Para que usted los revise en la reurnón. Se lo invite a asistir a una reunion 

informativa de la comunidad que se realizarÆ en Visitation Valley Community 
Center, 50 Raymond Avenue, el jueves 2 de junio de 2011 a las 7:00 p.m. pars tener 

Información del lugar mOs información sobre el proyecto. 

Si tiene preguntas relacionadas con la propuesta y no puede asistir a Is reunion, por 
favor, Ilame ala Lines Directs de AT&T Mobility, (415) 646-0972, y un especialista 
de AT&T Mobility Ic devolverÆ el llamado. Por favor, contaete a Erika Jackson, 
planificadora de proyecto, en el Departamento de PlanificaciOn de la Ciudad de San 
Francisco a! (415) 558-6363 si tiene alguna pregunta relacionada con el proeeso de 
planificaciOn. 

NOTA: Si necesita que un intØrprete estØ presente en Ia reuniOn, por favor, 
contacte a nuestra oficina al (415) 646-0972 a mOs tardar el martes 31 de mayo 
de 2011 antes de [as 5:00 p.m., y harensos todo 10 posible para proporcionarle un 
intØrprete. 

DirecciOn: 199 Leland Avenue 
Cuadra/Lote: 6251 /016 
ZonificaciOn: NC-2 

Solicitante 
AT&T Mobility 

Información de contacto 
Linea directa de AT&T Mobility 
(415) 646-0972 

A: Leland 14199MAN-Ti -ff X-RNAWKIfill, RKRAt  

AT&T Mobility ~iitIif Leland M 199 	 , 

AT&T Mobility 	 fflrPM AT&T Mobility I 

ifO 9if* 	Ith #O 9U* 

)JIh’ 2011 11, 6 .B 2 B (NUMR ) F 7:00 if Visitation Valley Community 

Center , 

iTAT&T Mobility 

I(41 5) 646-0972 , AT&T Mobility?L 	 fl*Pli 

BO 	 , 	 (415) 558-6363 

IWfIErika Jackson. 

ZH ifTFAM& 2011 5 , 31 B ( 
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� o 

B: 	20116,2B(Di) 

vr: 	1f 7:00 

lM: 	hI 	 Raymondf 

50Visitation Valley Community Center ( 
94134 

Leland 0 199i. 

1IM / –t 	: 6251/016 
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ININAM 
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Town  
C ON  S U L 1 N G 

June 6, 2011 

Erika Jackson 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th  Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Re: 	Case No. 2011.0294C 
Community meeting for proposed AT&T Mobility facility at 199 Leland Avenue. 

Dear Ms. Jackson, 

On June 2, 2011, AT&T Mobility held a community meeting regarding the proposed wireless facility at 
199 Leland Avenue. The attached notification announced the community presentation that was held at the 
Visitation Valley Recreation Center, 50 Raymond Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94134 at 7:00 p.m. Notice 
of the meeting was mailed out on May 19, 2011 to 435 owners and tenants within 500 feet of the 
proposed installation and twelve neighborhood organizations. 

I conducted the meeting on behalf of AT&T Mobility as the project sponsor along with Jason Chan of 
AT&T’s External Affairs and Taylor Jordan of Berg Davis Public Affairs. Bill Hammett with Hammett 
and Edison was there to answer any questions regarding the EMF emissions from the proposed wireless 
facility. Dorothy Wong of American Language Services was there as the official Cantonese interpreter. 
There were approximately 69 members of the community who attended the meeting. Some attendees 
declined to sign the attendance sheet. 

Below is a list of questions and concerns raised during the meeting: 

EMF Concerns: 
� What is the expected power level of the proposed site? 
� Does the President of AT&T, or any employee of AT&T at the meeting live in a building 

containing an antenna facility. 
� What is the AT&T’s response to the recent reports of the use of cell phones and potential health 

risks reported by local television news stations? 
� EMF emissions impact on seniors and children in the community since the subject site is directly 

across the street from a library. 
� Will AT&T take responsibility in the future if there are known health impacts associated with 

living in close proximity to wireless? 

Neighborhood Relations: 
� Who invited AT&T into the community? 
� AT&T should stop the project and remove all of our existing antennas in the neighborhood. 
� Request that the property owner attend the meeting. 
� How many existing AT&T facilities are in the area? And, does this area have more or less 

wireless facilities compared to other parts of San Francisco? 
� Are there existing wireless facilities in other neighborhood commercial districts like Leland 

Avenue in other parts of San Francisco? 
� There are several seniors residing in the subject building. Were they informed and invited to this 

meeting? 

100 Clement Street I 3rd Floor I San Francisco, CA 94118 
tel 415.246.8855 1 fax 415.480.1406 



Case No. 2011.0294C Community meeting for proposed AT&T Mobility facility at 199 Leland Avenue. 
June 6, 2011 
Page 2 

Communication: 
Request that the invitation envelopes containing the tn-lingual invitations also be addressed in 
Chinese. 
Belief that not enough people were invited to the meeting. 
Difficult for questions and answers to be heard by the neighbors. At times people spoke over one 
another including fellow neighbors making it hard for neighbors to hear questions and the project 
team’s answers. 

Process: 
Two neighbors stated the proposed project should require an environmental impact report (EIR). 

Aesthetics: 
No comments or concerns were raised about the aesthetics associated with the proposal. 

Requests from Community: 
� Schedule another meeting so more questions can be answered. 
� Bring fact sheets (in Chinese) to pass out to the neighbors. 
� If possible, bring overhead projections so people can see presentation information from back of 

the room. 

It is important to note, that the majority of questions and concerns associated with the project were related 
to the EMF emission report but the audience did not want Bill Hammett, the licensed engineer to answer 
questions. Even though I am made it clear I am not an expert on EMF emissions, the community 
requested I answer most of their questions. 

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Tony Kim 
Town Consulting, Representing AT&T Mobility 

Attachments: 
Community Meeting Notice 
Affidavit 
Sign-Up Sheet 
Neighborhood Groups List 

100 Clement Street I 3rd Floor I San Francisco, CA 94118 
tel 415.246.8855 1 fax 415.480.1406 
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[July 20, 2011] 

Christina Olague, President 
Ron Miguel, Vice President 
Michael J. Antonini 
Gwyneth Borden 
Katrin Moore 
Hisashi Sugaya 
Rodney Fong 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Re: AT&T Wireless Facility at 199 Leland Avenue 
Case No. [2011.0294C] 

Dear President Olague, Vice President Miguel and Members of the Commission: 

The residents of Visitacion Valley who have signed the attached petition write to oppose 
the placement of an AT&T 9-antenna wireless facility at 199 Leland Avenue in the heart of the 
Visitacion Valley community. 

Under Section 303 of the San Francisco Planning Code for Conditional Uses, AT&T’s 
wireless facility must be "necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the neighborhood or 
the community." The evidence before you clearly demonstrates that this proposed facility is not 
necessary, desirable and compatible with the neighborhood or the community. 

1. The PToposed Wireless Facility At 199 Leland Ave. Is Unnecessary 

This wireless facility is unnecessary at this location because AT&T wireless customers 
already have adequate voice and data service in the neighborhood, as is made clear from the 
results of the attached survey of 112 current AT&T wireless customers in the area. AT&T’s own 
website confirms these results and shows that current coverage in the area is already good to 
excellent. 

In addition, AT&T also offers customers who may be experiencing problems with 
reception the opportunity to obtain a 3G microcell for use in their homes and offices. This 
readily available alternative also makes the proposed wireless facility at 199 Leland Avenue 
tIIil lIL 

2. The Proposed Wireless Facility At 199 Leland Ave. Is Undesirable 

The 1,036 signatures submitted with this letter in opposition to AT&T’s wireless facility 
clearly demonstrate that this project is overwhelmingly not desired by the neighborhood and 
community. 



3. This Industrial/Commercial Facility Is Incompatible With The Residential 
Nei2hborhood For Which It Is Proposed 

AT&T’s proposed wireless facility is incompatible with the surrounding neighborhood. 
This industrial/commercial equipment is proposed for a residential building housing seniors and 
people with disabilities located within a 300-ft. radius of numerous residential homes and 
businesses, as well as Visitacion Valley Elementary School, Visitacion Valley Senior Center, 
Visitacion Valley Clinic, Visitacion Valley Middle School and playground and the new 
Visitacion Valley Public Library. 

In order to operate in the event of loss of electrical power during an emergency, AT&T’s 
proposed wireless facility will require backup batteries to be installed at this location. These 
lead-acid batteries contain toxic chemicals and pose explosive and fire hazards that make them 
inappropriate for such a residential building located in a predominantly residential neighborhood. 

Under the City’s Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Facilities Siting 
Guidelines, this mixed-use residential building would normally be considered a Preference 5 
Location, which requires a good-faith effort on behalf of AT&T to first seek higher preference 
locations in the area and an exhaustive alternative site analysis. 

However, AT&T’s application indicates it has only considered alternative locations on 
Leland Avenue itself, not other higher preference locations in the broader neighborhood and 
community. 

In addition, installing such equipment at this location has aesthetic impacts that run 
counter to the purpose of the recently completed Leland Avenue Streetscape Project. 

Please vote to DENY a Conditional Use Permit for AT&T at 199 Leland Avenue. 
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SECTION 1 - GENERAL INFORMATION 

1.0 MARATHON/SPRINTER/SUNLYTE BATTERIES 

In normal use, the battery will not generate or release hydrogen gas or acid mist, and 
wW not !eak acid. However, there is the possibility that under abnormal operating 
conditions hydrogen gassing, acid mist, and ieaking eectroiyte coud occur. Thus Exide 
Techno!oces industrial ,  Eneray recommends that Section 2 of these instructions entitied 
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airenec contain su’iur’c acid wncn can cause ourns ann otnr serious injury in me 
event of contact with su!furic acid. f’ush immedt&v and thorouah 1v wth water Secure 

When wot king with batteries, wear rubber apron and rubber goves Wear safety 
goggies or other eye protection. These wiU help to prevent injury if contact is made with 
the acid. DANGER 

2.2 EXPLOSVE GASES 	 EXPLOSIVE GASES 

Batteries cou’d generate explosive gases, which when reieased, can expiode and 
cause biindness and other serious injury. If the safety vent opens whie the exposive 
gases are being generated (e.g., in the event of a charger n" afunction), these exp!osive 

Keep sparks, fame and smoking materias away from the battery area and 
explosive gases. 	 DANGER 	F1 
2.3 ELECTRICAL SHOCK AND BURNS 

 
ELECTRICAL SHOCK 

L 	 AND BURNS 
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Never lay tools or other metallic objects on the batteries as shorting, explosions and 
personal injury may result. 

Multi-cell systems attain high voltages; therefore, extreme caution must be exercised 
during installation of a battery system to prevent serious electrical burns or shock. 

Loose or dirty connectors/connections can cause battery fires. Keep all connectors/ 
connections ciean and torques at proper va l ues. Keep outside of batteries c lean and 
dry. Neutradze any acid corrosion with a Goth moistened with a so;ution of baking soda 
ir,4 	 fhri iurc rff oi frr’e rf orro 

Do not move or shift racks/cabinets once instaed without first disconnecting oad to 
rck/chnet and U interrack/cabinet connections Consuit wiring diagrams for iocation 
...L .L 

Do not !ft  ce!s by terminai posts. Do not tamper with post sea!s, protective covers, 
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Assure that personn& understand the risk of working with batteries, and are prepared 
and equipped to take the necessary safety precautions. These instaation and 
operating instructions shouid be understood and toilowed. Assure that you have the 
necessary equipment for the work, including insuated toos, rubber gioves, rubber 
aprons, safety gogges and face protection. 

/!\ 	CAUTION! 
If the foregoina precautions are not fully understood. clarification should be obtained 	$ 
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our nearest Exide Technologies 	Industrial Energy representative. Local conditions 
I 	introdc situations not covered hy Exide Technologies Industrial Energy Safety 

Precautions -  if so, contact the nearest Exide Technologies Industrial Energy representa 
I tive for cuidance with your particular  safety prob!em before proceeding to install or SeN 
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2.4 !MPORTANT MESSAGE 	
The symbol at left indicates an important 

message. If not foUcwed, damage to and/or 

	

/ 	\ impaired performance of the battery may 
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nimediat&y upon 	d e9very, examine for possib!e damage caused in trans it. Damaged 
packing  mt 	 ui ndicate rough 	du iy. 	 desc r iptive I IULaLUfl or, LI 

deiiveri receipt before signing. t ccii or unit damage is found, request an inspection by 
the carrier and fiie a damaae ciaim immediately. Any battery with post or sea; damage 
shouid be ren:aced 



3.1 CONCEALED DAMAGE 

Within 15 days of receipt, examine all batteries for concealed damage. If damage is noted, 
immediately request an inspection by the carrier and file a concealed damage claim. Any 
delay in notifying carrier may result in loss of right to reimbursement for damages. 

SECTION 4- STORAGE PRIOR TO INSTALLATION 

4.0 STORAGE LOCATION 

If the battery is not to be installed at the time of receipt, it is recommended that it be 
stored indoors in a cool [25°C (77 0 F)], clean, dry location. Do not stack pallets or 
possible battery damage may occur. 

4.1 STORAGE INTERVAL 
 /)~ 

The storage intervals between the date of shipment and the date of initial charge 
should not exceed six (6) months. The battery should be given its initial charge (refer to 
Section 8) before the end of the above stated storage interval. Storage at elevated 
temperatures wifl ,  resut in acceerated rates of sef discharge. A generai ru!e of thumb 

that to every iftC 18F) F1 G-  re ase above 25C 77f) me time intervai fo% ntia 
charae show d be halved- For examp e it a battery w 	 C. as stored at 35 1q59-  the nffle 
charae time interva wou!d be 3 months !1f the battery was stored at 30°C (86°F’ the 
nitia charge time .terva woud be 45 months. Stoage beyond these periods without 
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should be reasonably level and able to support the battery weight. A iocation having an 
ambient temperature of 25°C (77°F) will result in optimum battery life and performance 
Temperatures below 18°C (65°F) reduce battery efficiency. Temperatures above 27°C 
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5.1 VENTILATION  

The MARATHON/SPRINTER/SUNLYTE battery is a valve regulated battery which under 
normal recommended charging in a stationary application does not vent any gases. 

However, should the battery be subjected to excessive overcharge, hydrogen and 
oxygen can be vented to the atmosphere. Therefore, the battery should NEVER BE 
INTALLED:N NLAIRTIGHT ENGLQSuaE Sufficient precautions must be taken to 
r’’ 	 vr 4cn 	 rr’rrr 
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Sources of heat or cooing directed on portions of the battery can cause temperature 
variations within the strings resuting in c& votage differences and eventua: 
compromise of battery performance. Heat sources, such as heaters, suniight or 
associated equipment. can cause such temperature variations. Simiary, air 
conditioning or outside air vents should not direct influence portions of battery string 
tempetLu. Every efforlt bhuud be made to Keep tempe rature iaiauu.s V’UUH 
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SECTION 6 - RACK SYSTEM - INSTALLATION 

6.0 PLACEMENT OF UNITS ON RACK 

When installing units on a rack, start on the lower tier for stability and safety reasons. 
Place units on the rack so that the positive (+) of one unit is connected to the negative (-) 
of the next unit. Standard spacing is 12mm (1/2 inch) minimum between units. 

Determine the number of units to be placed on each row. If a row of units does not fill the 
entire rack length, fill the remaining space with foam cell spacers in seismic 
installations. 

SECTION 7 ELECTRICAL INSTALLATION CONSIDERATIONS 

70 CONNECTNG CABLES: BATTERY SYSTEM TO OPERATING EQUIPMENT 

Battery performance is based on the output at the battery terminais. Therefore, the 
shortest eectrica connections between the battery system and the operating equipment 
srouic De usec tor max1mum Otªi system periormance. A terminai p’ate Kit srioua e 
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battery system and operating equipment. Excessive voitage drop will reduce the desired 
suoort time of the battery system. 

A 
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Where ii is necessary to connect oaiiery systems in paraikii to obtain sulilcieru capacity, 
cabie connections from the bus/toad to each of the paraei strings is preferred rather 
th2n inter.string pir2!!nq The maximum nurnbcr nf pre! strings rerornmenrkd hv 
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the systems being paraeied to the ioad should be equai in iength and size to provide 
proper ioad sharing on discharge pus satisfactory recharge with the same float voitage 
rair zfrr.n (’arc chni itd hm tak en ti-ienci ir= thin 	 nf thin rnnnrtnn 
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72 CONNECTION PREPARATION /A 
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(enfly rJe2n r.onthct surfres on’y by ung q hresc suede brush, 3M Scotrh Rrite 
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inter-unit connectors. mmeaiatey aiier contact areas are ceaneo, appiy a tnin coating 
of NO-OX--iD grease to these surfaces only,  
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Complete connection of units by installing the inter-tier cables and terminal plates 
(when required). 

Of  I11 

7.4 CONNECTIONS 

Battery terminal and intercell connections should be corrosion free and tight for 
trouble-free operation. Periodically these connections should be inspected to ensure 
cleanliness and integrity. 

CAUTION 

DO NOT WORK ON CONNECTIONS WITH BATTERY 

CONNECTED TO CHARGER OR LOAD 

If corrosion is present, disconnect the connector from the terminal. Gently clean the 
affected area using a brass suede brush, 3M Scotch Brite scouring pad, or #00 
steel wool being careful not to remove lead plating from interunit connectors. Apply a 
thin coat of NO-OX-ID grease to the c:eaned contact surfaces Re-insta-H connectors 

-.---- 	- 	 - J 

Maintaining &ectrica0 integrity of connectors is important, since poor connections wil 
TR 

resu;t in reduced battery output and, in extreme cases, may add to heating and could 
4 . 

--- ----- j i---"-’ 	
--- ------ 

Visual:!,�  check to see that a! units are connected positive (+) to negative (-) throughout 
ih 	L)ttLry Lr!F!y. 

Measure the total open circuit voltage from positive string termination to negative string 
termination. The open circuit battery system voltage should be approximately 2.13 volts 
per cell multiplied by the number of cells per unit, multiplied by the number of units in 
series. if the total is less than this value by more than 10i 2 volts, the possibility exists 
that one or more units may be incorrectly connected and aU connections should be 
rccrecked. 
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The positive (+) terminal of the battery should be connected to the positive (+) termina 
of the charger and the negative (-) terminal of the battery to the negative (-) terminal of 
the charger. A terminal plate kit should be utilized when connecting multiple cables to a 
lmtitery iermina, OSL 



7.7 CONNECTION RESISTANCE 

Electrical integrity of connections can be objectively established by measuring the 
resistance of each connection. These resistances are typically in the microhm range. 
Meters are available which determine connection resistance in microhms. Be sure that 
the probes are touching only the posts to insure that the contact resistance of connector 
to post is included in the reading. 

Resistance measurements or microhm measurements should be taken at the time of 
installation and annually thereafter. Initial measurements at installation become the 
bench mark values and should be recorded for future monitoring of electrical integrity. 

It is important that the bench mark value for all similar connections be no greater than 
10%or5microhrn whichever value is greater over the average. If any connection resis- 
-n;,e exceeds tI I QEc&L.  ia by I IIUI 	LI IQIi I Li o UI ..) I IHUI Lii ii II., VVi 111,1 II i 	I.* QLi I. I 

should . 	 ��!� connection II...LIUI I I IIJU.0 ’Lie remade LJ LI i L cI I 	 bend I mark Il I VcIU is 	 LauulI IU. 

Bench mark values for connection resistances should also be established for terminal 
p tes where used, as e s ce connections Rph mr "ues sou d rrferm, 

t-,- 	 .-._ 
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All bench mark values should be recorded. Annually, all connection resistances should 
be remeasured. Any connection which has a resistance value 20 1/10 above its bench 
mark va!ue shouid be corrected. 

SECTION 8 - INITIAL CHARGE 

8.0 CONSTANT VOLTAGE METHOD 

Batteries lose some charge during shipment as well as during the period prior to 
Al.. 
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l
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Constant voltage is the only charging method allowed. Most modern chargers are of the 
constant voltage type. 

Determine the maximum voltage that may be applied to the system equipment. This 
voltage, divided by the number of cells connected in series, will establish the maximum 
volts per cell (VPC) that may be used. 

Table A lists recommended voltages and charge time for the initial charge. Select the 
highest voltage the system allows to perform the initial charge in the shortest time 
period. Do not exceed the highest Voltage sted for a given temperature. Do not exceed 
the maximum current(s) shown in Section 9.3. 

Ambient Temp. 

25°C (77°F) 

25°C (77°F) 

Fiat "111wWrIU-144 
Cell Voltage 

2.35 

2.40 

7 

Time Charge - Hours 

24 

12 



NOTE: Time periods listed in Table A are for temperatures from 21°C (70°F) to 32°C 
(900F); for temperatures 13°C (55°F) to 20.5°C (69 0 F). double the number of hours. 
For temperatures other than 25°C (77°F) the following formula can be used to 
determine the recommended initial charge voltage per cell (VPC): 

V corrected = V25°C - [(T actual - 25°C) x (.0055 V/°C)] or 
V corrected = V77°F - [(T actual - 77°F) x (.003 V/°F)] 

Example at 29.4°C (85°F) and at 24 hr. initial charge 
V corrected = 2.35-0.024 

= 2.326VPC 

Raise the voltage to the maximum value permitted by the system equipment, but do 
not exceed the maximum voltage listed for a given temperature. When charging 
current has tapered and stabilized (no further reduction for three hours), charge 
for the hours shown in Tabe A or unti the iowest unit voitage ceases to rise. Correct 
charqe time for the temperature at the time of stabi ization To determine the ’owest 

ac 	c’ 	a s OL. d oe oeormed aurnu te tina 10% of  the charae tulle 
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i n this type of operation, the battery is connected in para llel with a constant voltage 
charger and the critical load circuits. The charger should be capable of maintaining the 
required constant voltage at the battery terminals and also supply the normal load 
where applicable. This sustains the battery in a fully charged condition and also makes 
it available to assume the emergency power requirements in the event of an AC power 
interruption or charger failure. 

9.1 FLOAT VOLTAGES 
/~4 

Following is the float voltage range recommended for the 
MARATHON/SPRlNTER/SUNLYTE Battery System. Select the "volts per cell" (VPC) 
value within the range listed that wiii result in the battery series string having an aver-
age volts per cell equal to that value. 

RECOMMENDED FLOAT VOLTAGE AT 77°F (25°C): 
225 VPC to 2_30 VPC for Marathon & Sprinter 
2.25 VPC to 2.35 VPC for SUNlyte 

For temperatures other than 77°F (25 0C), the following formula can be used to 
determine the recommended float charge voltage per cell: 

V corrected = V25°C - [(T actual - 25°C) x (.0055 V/°C)] or 
V corrected = V77°F - [(T actual - 77°F) x (.003 V! 0  F)] 



Minimum float voltage (temperature corrected) is 2.21 VPC. Temperature correction 
does not apply below this value. 
Maximum float voltage (temperature corrected) is 2.40 VPC. Temperature correction 
does not apply above this value. 

Example 	At 18.3°C (65°F) 	V corrected = 2.27 - (18.3-25) (.0055) 
= 2.27 +.037 
= 2.307 VPC 

Modern constant voltage output charging equipment is recommended for the float 
charge method of operation for the batteries. This type of charger, properly adjusted to 
the recommended float voltages and following recommended surveillance procedures, 
will assist in obtaining consistent serviceability and optimum life. 

After the battery has been given its initial charge (refer to Section 8), the charger should 
be adjusted to provide the recommended float voltages at the BATTERY TERMINALS. 

Do not use float voltages higher or lower than those recommended. Reduced capacity 
or loss of battery life will result. 

9.2 VOLTMETER CALIBRATION 

Panel and portable voltmeters used to indicate battery float voltages should be accu-
rate at the operating voltage value. The same holds true for portable meters used to 
measure individual cell/battery voltages. These meters should be checked against a 
standard every six months and calibrated when necessary. 

9.3 RECHARGE 

All batteries should be recharged as soon as possible following a discharge with 
constant voltage chargers. However, to recharge in the shortest period of time, raise 
the charger output voltage to the highest value that the connected system will permit. 
Do not exceed 2.40 VPC. The charger used should incorporate a current limit feature. 
The maximum recommended charge current for the battery is as shown below: 

Model 	 Amps 

Marathon Mi 2V30lMarathon Ml 2V30T/Sprinter Si 2V1 20 1 OA 
Marathon Ml 2V35FT 1 2A 
Marathon Ml 2V40/Sprinter Si 2V1 70 14A 
Marathon Ml 2V45F/Marathon Ml 2V50FT I 6A 
Marathon M12V60FT 21A 
Marathon Ml 2V70/Sprinter Si 2V285/Sprinter Si 2V300 26A 
SUNMe 1 2-5000X 30A 
Marathon Ml 2V90/Sprinter Si 2V370IMarathon Ml 2V90FT 32A 
Marathon M12V1O5FT 37A 
Marathon Ml 2V1 25FT 44A 
Sprinter Si 2V500 46A 
Marathon Ml 2V1 55fl 54A 
Marathon M6V1 90/Sprinter S6V740 64A 
Marathon M6V200FT 70A 
Marathon M2V300 94A 
Marathon M2V550 	 9 192A 



9.4 DETERMINING STATE OF CHARGE 

If the normal connected load is constant (no emergency load connected), the following 
method can be used to determine the approximate state of charge of the battery. This 
state of charge can be identified to some degree by the amount of charging current 
going to the battery. When charging, the current read at the charger ammeter will be a 
combination of the load current plus the current necessary to charge the battery. A 
condition where the current remains constant for a period of three consecutive hours 
would reflect approximately 90 to 95% state of charge. 

If the normal connected load is variable (e.g., telecommunications), the following 
method can be used to check the state of charge of the battery. With the battery on 
float and stabilized, measure the voltage across a pilot unit. If the voltage is stable for 
three consecutive hours, the battery is considered 100% charged. 

9.5 EFFECTS OF TEMPERATURE 

Temperature has a direct effect on the life of a battery. The design life of the battery is 
based on an average annual temperature of 25°C (77°F). As the temperature increases 
above 25°C (77 0F), the life of the battery decreases. The chart below shows the effects 
of temperature. 

Maximum Annual Maximum Percent 
Average Battery Battery Reduction 

Temperature Temperature In Battery Life 

25°C (77°F) 50°C (1 22°F) 0% 
30°C (86°F) 50°C (122 0 F) 30% 
35°C (95°F) 50°C (122 -  F) 50% 

40°C (1 04°F) 50°C (122 -F) 66% 
45°C (113°F) 50°C (1 22°F) 75% 
50°C (1 22°F) 50°C (122°F) 83% 

For example: If a battery has a design life of 10 years at 25°C (77 0F), but the actual 
annual average battery temperature is 35°C (95 0F), the projected life of the battery is 
calculated to be only 5 years [10 years - (10 years X 0.50) = 5 years]. 

Temperature records shall be maintained by the user in accordance with the 
maintenance schedule published in this manual. The battery temperature shall not be 
allowed to exceed the maximum temperature shown above. It is important to maintain 
the battery temperature as close to 25°C (77°F) to achieve the optimum service life 
from your battery. 
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9.6 EFFECTS OF FLOAT VOLTAGE 

Float voltage also has a direct effect on the service life of your battery. Afloat voltage 
above the recommended limits reduces service life. The chart below shows the effects 
of float voltage (temperature corrected, see section 9.1) on battery life. 

Temperature corrected 25°C (77°F) 	 Percent 
Float voltage per cell 	 Reduction 

Minimum 	 Maximum 	In Battery life 

2.25 2.30 0% 
2.31 2.35 50% 
2.36 2.40 75% 

For example: A battery has a design life of 10 years, but the actual annual average float 
voltage is 2.33 volts per cell. The projected life of the battery is calculated to be 5 years 
[10 years - (10 X 0.50) = 5 years]. 

Voltage records shall be maintained by the user in accordance with the maintenance 
schedule published in this manual. To obtain the optimum service life from the battery, 
it is important to make sure the battery’s float voltage is within the recommended range. 

SECTION 10- EQUALIZATION 

10.0 EQUALIZING CHARGE 

Under normal operating conditions an equalizing charge is not required. An equalizing 
charge is a special charge given to a battery when non-uniformity in voltage has 
developed between units. It is given to restore all units to a fully charged condition. 
Use a charging voltage higher than the normal float voltage and for a specified number 
of hours, as determined by the voltage used. 

The recharge parameters of Section 9.3 apply for this section also. 

Non-uniformity of units may result from low float voltage due to improper adjustment of 
the charger or a panel voltmeter which reads an incorrect (higher) output voltage. Also, 
variations in unit temperatures greater than 3°C (5°F) in the series string at a given 
time, due to environmental conditions or battery arrangement, can cause low voltage 
batteries. 

10.1 EQUALIZING FREQUENCY 

An equalize charge should be given when either of the following conditions exist. 

A. The float voltage of the pilot unit (or any unit for quarterly readings) is less than 
2.21 VPC. 

B. A recharge of the battery is required in a minimum time following an emergency 
discharge. 

11 



SECTION 11 - MAINTENANCE SCHEDULE 
 /;~ 

A pilot unit is selected in the series string to reflect the general condition of all units in 
the battery. The pilot unit should be the battery with the lowest voltage in the string 
following the initial charge. By measuring the pilot unit voltage, it serves as an indicator 
of battery condition between scheduled overall individual unit readings. 

A complete recorded history of the battery operation is most desirable and helpful in 
obtaining satisfactory performance. Good records will also show when corrective action 
may be required to eliminate possible charging, maintenance or environmental 
problems. 

The following data should be read and permanently recorded for review by supervisory 
personnel: 

A. Upon completion of the initial charge and with the battery on float charge at the 
proper voltage for one week, read and record the following: 

1. Individual battery voltages 
2. Battery string terminal voltages 
3. Ambient temperature 

B. Every 12 months, a complete set of readings as specified in Paragraph A above 
must be done and all individual connections retorqued. 

C. Whenever the battery is given an equalizing charge, an additional set of readings 
should be taken and recorded as specified in Paragraph A above. 

The suggested frequency of record taking is the absolute minimum to protect warranty. 
For system protection and to suit local conditions or requirements, more frequent 
readings (quarterly) are desirable. 

Minimum Maintenance S chedu le*  

Item Action Interval 
Refer to 
Section 

Installation Initial Charge Upon Installation 8.0 

String Voltage Measure/Record Every 3 Months 9.1 

Individual Voltages Measure/Record Every 12 Months 9.1 

Pilot Unit Voltage Measure/Record Every 3 Months 11.0 

Ambient Temperature Measure/Record Every 3 Months 9.5 

Inter-Unit Connections Inspect/Retorque 
(Clean as Needed) 

Every 12 Months 7.4 

*Failure to adhere to these minimum maintenance schedules will void the battery’s warranty. 
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SECTION 12- TAP CONNECTIONS 

Tap connections should not be used on a battery. This can reduce battery life. 

SECTION 13- TEMPORARY NON-USE 

An installed battery that is expected to stand idle for over 6 months should be treated 
as follows: 

A. Give the battery an equalizing charge. Following the equalizing charge, open the 
connections at the battery terminals to remove charger and load from the battery. 

B. Every six months, temporarily connect battery to charger and give an equalizing 
charge. 

C. To return the battery to normal service, retorque all connections per Section 7.3 and 
then re-connect the battery to the charger and return the battery to float operation. 

D. If the battery is standing at an elevated temperature, corrections to the time period 
to equalize charge should be corrected per Section 4.1. 

SECTION 14- UNIT CLEANING 
//X 

Periodically clean unit covers to remove accumulated dust. If any unit or parts appear 
to be damp with electrolyte or show signs of corrosion, clean with a solution of baking 
soda and water or isopropyl alcohol, and re-examine within 30 days to determine if the 
condition re-occurs. If so, contact your local Exide Technologies Industrial Energy rep-
resentative. 

Do not clean plastic parts with any solvents, detergents, mineral 
CAUTION 	spirits, or spray-type cleaners other than those mentioned here as 

� 	 these can cause crazing or cracking of the plastic materials. 
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£KIDE 
TECHNOLOOIE 

INDUSTRIAL ENEROV 

MARATHOWSPRINTEReUNLYTE 1 2-5000X BATTERY MAINTENANCE REPORT 
Date 

Company 
Address 
Battery location and/or number 
No. of Units 	 Type 	 Date New 	 Date Installed___________________ 
Serial No- 

INDIVIDUAL UNIT READINGS 
	

[QT UNIT READINGS 
Charger Output 	 Batt. Temperature-,   
Total Battery Voltage 	 Panel Meter Volts_________ 

MONTHLY RECORD 

Date 
Pilot Unit 

Volts 
Batt. Term. 

Volts 
Batt. 

Temp 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Unit 
No. Volts 

Unit 
No. Volts 

Unit 
No. Volts 

Unit 
No. Volts 

Unit 
No. Volts 

Unit 
No. Volts 

1 33 65 97 129 161 
2 34 66 98 130 162 
3 35 67 99 131 163 
4 36 1 68 100 132 164 
5 37 69 101 1331 165 
6 38 70 102 1341 166 

39 1 _zj_ - - _135 - - 
8 40 72 104 136 168 
9 41 73 105 137 169 
10 42 74 106 138 170 
11 43 75 107 139 171 
12 44 76 108 140 172 
T - 109 - -w - i - 
14 46 78 110 142 174 
15 47 79 111 143 175 
16 48 80 112 144 176 
17 49 81 113 145 177 
18 50 82 114 146 178 
19 51 83 115 147 179 
20 52 84 116 148 180 
21 �53 - JJZ - - J1 - 
22 54 86 118 150 182 
23 55 - 87 119 151 183 
24 56 88 120 152 184 
25 57 89 121 153 185 
26 58 90 122 154 186 
27 -  59 91 _J2 - J 187 - 
28 28 60 92 124 1561 188 
29 61 93 125 157 189 
30 - 62 94 126 158 190 
31 63 95 127 159 191 
32 64 96 128 160 192 

Remarks and Recommendations: 

READINGS TAKEN BY: 

WHEN ADVICE IS DESIRED, PLEASE FORWARD A DUPLICATE OF THIS REPORT TO YOUR GNB REPRESENTATIVE. 
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Exide Technologies - 
The Industry Leader. 

ABSL YTE Iäic Ma*aam4 	NYX 	GEl 

Exide Technologies Industrial Energy is a global leader in 

motive power battery and charger systems for electric lift 

trucks and other material handling equipment. Network 

power applications include communication/data networks, 

UPS systems for computers and control systems, electrical 

power generation and distribution systems, as well as a wide 

range of other industrial standby power applications. With a 

strong manufacturing base in both North America and Europe 

and a truly global reach (operations in more than 80 countries) 

in sales and service, Exide Technologies Industrial Energy is 

best positioned to satisfy your back up power needs locally 

as well as all over the world. 

Based on over 100 years of technological innovation the Network 
Power Division leads the industry with the most recognized 
global brands such as ABSOLYTEfi, GNB FLOODED 
CLASSICTM, MARATHONfi, ONYXTM, RELAY GELfi 
SONNENSCHEIN, and SPRINTERfi. They have come to 
symbolize quality, reliability, performance and excellence in all the 

markets served. 

Exide Technologies takes pride in its commitment to a better 
environment. Its Total Battery Management program, an 
integrated approach to manufacturing, distributing and 
recycling of lead acid batteries, has been developed to ensure 
a safe and responsible life cycle for all of its products. 

Exide Technologies Industrial Energy 

USA - Tel: 888.898.4462 
Canada - Tel: 800.268.2698 

www.exide.com  
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FA Qs 

What exactly is an AT&T 3G MicroCell de vice How does it work 
The AT&T 3G MicroCell device acts like a mini cell tower in your home, and 
connects to your existing broadband Internet service You receive improved cell 
signal performance for both voice calls and cellular data applications like picture 
messaging and Web surfing Special Unlimited MicroCell calling features are also 
available 

Can I grant access to my AT&T 313 MicroCell device to other peoples phones? 
Yes You may grant access to other AT&T 3G phone customers, up to a total of 10 
lines 

Do I need broadband Internet service for the AT&T 313 MicroCell device to 
Yes. the service requires DSLlcableThber broadband service of at least I S Mbps 
downstream/256 kbps upstream. It does not replace your existing broadband 
service 

- What kind of phone do I need to work with the AT&T 3G MicroCell device? 
An AT&T 3G or 4G cell phone or smartphone is required to work with the AT&T 3G 
MicroCell device 
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to work for you! 
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We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious MeLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 

94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 
2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 
3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and got the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

- Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 

94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 
2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 
3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious MeLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be Installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious MeLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone 	- Email (if available) 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

(&E 199 LELAND AVE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 
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/ 

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

(&jjE 199 LELAND AVE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

199 LELAND AVE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

(1 JE 199 LELAND AVE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 	 f) 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

199 LELAND AVE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 	 f) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 

_____ /3 MET 	VJtoo/5 

(&a 7 3 ’E(i( (0 ~ f d t  

All- 
5 2 

// 0 V 	4 
IVN  f4A 

~A o"  
tc~ 	Ae  

All 	 V1- 
 G 

7 I -71  _ 
 

_____ CLi’7 4 	A1t/\otVp U7’8g7 



0 -o �/( 	 pt 
PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

(JE 199 LELAND AyE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious MeLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Namq Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANU 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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IrTITj{ON AGAJNST TUE ]INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUMCAflON FACIUTY AT 199 LELANIB 

AVENUE I[N VSTACON VALLEY 
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PJTIiT]f ON AGAINST TEE ]INSTALLAflON OF AT&T 9 S 9 IPANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANIB 

AVENUE 24 VISTACON VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

FRINAT & Tfl 	199 LELAND AVE 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 

94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) Signature Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETUFION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANiU 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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AVENUE ffN VIS]ITACON VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 

94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 
2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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FETON AGMNST THE ]INSTALLATION OF AT&TS 9 PANELS COMMUN][CAT]ION FACHATY AT 199 LFLANL’ 

AVENUE IN VIIS][TACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

MAT & T4164K 199 LELAND AVE AN 91M IRRONSIMIJ00 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) 	 Signature 	 Address 	 Telephone 	 Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 
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AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

&AT& T4184 FOR 199 LELAND AVE  919111 -01- *1 ft!~JRZ 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior residential building and about 500 
feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other childcare centers. 

AJJftE, 	 F1’, 
R1th 	 FI J 500N 	1 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
199 LELAND AVE 	 JA4 	 ’J4th1c] J J)? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 
AT&T 	 McLaren U 	 RJ? 

If you wish to attend the important meeting at City Hall (1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco) Room 400 on July 28, 2011 at 12pm 
please sign below: 	 Ti1: 

(Last Name) (First Name) (Address) 
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AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

	

AT&T1 	199 LELAND AVE 

Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our neighborhood? 

TI 
2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior residential building and about 500 

feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other childcare centers. 
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3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly infonn and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
199 LELAND AVE 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 
AT& URMkr’Ligf-Tr– I[ f-Y~ nO McLaren ~~ N2~~KiaL�" ’VA 15~,’ 4PK Wft# R OW ? 

If you wish to attend the important meeting at City Hall (1 Dr. Canton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco) Room 400 on July 28, 2011 at 12pm 
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PETITION AGAINST THE  
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
res idential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and. other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&TS 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LJELANIU 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANU 

AVENUE IN VIS][TACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAN]B 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

1 1] 

ETt I i) 	 F199 LELAND AVE,SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 AT&TL 	ILWU zflT: 

1. 1L1AT&T 
2. 1tJ 	 ff ’J, 

, 

3. 199 LELAND AVE 	 J 
4. 91 J i? 
5. AT&T 	 9-  ME:‘ ? 

(1 



PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

JAT&TfJ 	199 LELAND AVE RA91MIRRIAORKSHO 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 

94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already.have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) Signature Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETIION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANU 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANU 

AVENUE DT V1[SITACION VALLEY 
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PETON AGANST TEE INSTALLATION OF AT&TS 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LJ2LAITiB 

AVENUE DT YSHACI[ON VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

JAT & Vrk:18*11 199 LELAND AVE 91*14* 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) 	 Signature 	 Address 	 Telephone 	 Email (if available) 
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PETflON AGAINST THE INSTALLAT][ON OF AT6,,T 7 S 9 PANELS COMMUMCATON FACHATY AT 199 LJELANL 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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)AT&TM’ 199 LELATNT D AVE 

PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 

94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

&AT&T1 	199 LELAND AVE AR90* *Jj* 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) Signature Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

AT&T1 	199 LELAND AVE 91 I* 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) Signature Address Telephone Email (if available) 

1L/jI4 Ile. ______________ 

LcuS?Lut ’171 	W L b 	4v Lr f( 1ff2l  b 

LE $I ’tQJ 1f £ygLD 	"frtr 

Z2,  

-i--  

9 	Ii’/ 7;  

4 	7 

LA2  



PETITION AGAINST THE 	rII 	 IRVI1IPD 
AVENUE,  IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 
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1:D  

i7/ 	 7e 	
( AVE 	/ &r 

/71 

4-1 0  

4 i5D3  

3 	 (1-4 t) 251q 

8 	
/4  

�/4i 	 2 

10 



&AT&TI 	199 LELAND AVE 

199 LELAND AVE,SAN FRANCISCO CA 941 

2.  
) 	bU1Th 	35OO J 

3. 199 LELAN D AVE 

4. 9 JZf? 
5. At At 

M1LY_Z1Li  

z4a* T(° Hr’ 



]PJT]ITiION AGMNST THE NSTALLAflON OF AT&VS 9 PANELS COMMUMCATON FACIUTY AT 199 LEA LANIB 

AVENUE IN Y]1STACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 1MELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LFLANU 

AVENUE EN VISITACION VALLEY 
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1P]TITJ[O1"’,T AGAINST TI-IL INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 3 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANU 

AVENUE IN VIS]ITACI[ON VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 

D-4 X\\P 

Polxe’Lll  L---  



rn1v 

7 

	

1ó 	ICO! Ui t  sAN;PC 4  

p 6 

Sc  

CO 

IV, t(, 	;7IiT 5 T 

’s 
, 

I 	 (7 

ç/ , \) 3 33S3( 

4’  

7’ 
(3 

7% 



PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANIU 
AVENUE IN V]ISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name First Name Address Telephone Email (if available) 

9-21 ~ WVCA  IkQ 

2 2-O’ 	 -iod 	/\ - 

Ad  IT  0  3-70 

237-0 	LLA f4\) 	P\JL 
\ L�’ \–3\ QUQ T’2 

6  
64 9VISY  

L 75 0 

VLO\ 0 LL & i 
/54/ 3 



1AT & TM4 199 LELAND AVE *9 11 

7 JJ 	 199 LELANI) AVE,SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 	AT&TJ)iA1 	 10T: 

1. AT&T 
2. f 	=JJli3MN  

3. 199 LELAND AVE 	 MH’J’fth If]  J FJ11)? 
4. ia 9I A* ? 
5. AT&T 	 McLaren ? 

Ll,  e II’ ’3 	9n 	pt- ux 4i. IcII 	1 lo 	cuJioo.. cofn  

U kai 	S/win 3135 oir 	e?rt4nO Ate. 1kSho1-ftflef 

Ax  

4M ST  q 



PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

JAT & T4184M 199 LELAND AVE 91* ft 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) 	 Signature 	 Address 	 Telephone 	 Email (if available) 
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FEIT]ION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LFLANU 

AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

AT&T1 	199 LELAND AVE 9* 1* 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 

neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 

childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 

4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 

5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) 	 Signature 	 Address 	 Telephone 	 Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

FREAT 	199 LELAND AVE 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) Si 	ture Address Telephone Email (if availabi 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

199 LELAND AVE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 
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WE, THE UNDERSIGNED RESIDENTS, AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF THE AT&T 9 PANELS CELL 
ANTENNA FACILITY AT 199 LELAND AVENUE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 

199 LELAND AYE, SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 	*ER) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF AT&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 
residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Last Name 	 First Name 	 Address 	 Telephone 	Email (if available) 
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PETITION AGAINST THE INSTALLATION OF 4T&T’S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELAND 
AVENUE IN VISITACION VALLEY 

AT & TMOMFOR 199 LELAND AVE 

We, the undersigned, residents and supporters are against the installation of the AT&T 9 antenna panels at 199 Leland Avenue, San Francisco, CA 
94134 for the following concerns: 

1. Is this extensive wireless facility necessary at this location because AT&T customers already have adequate voice and data service in our 
neighborhood? 

2. This proposed wireless facility is incompatible with our surrounding neighborhood because it will be installed on a handicapped senior 

residential building and about 500 feet radius of Vistacion Valley Elementary school, clinic, our library and senior and other 
childcare centers. 

3. Did the owner/s of 199 Leland Ave properly inform and get the approval of the seniors (and/or their guardians) who reside there? 
4. Will there be any health hazards to the seniors and neighbors associated with the installations of these nine antenna panels? 
5. Can AT&T install the antenna panels in the spacious McLaren Park instead of our residential area? 

Name (Print) Signature Address Telephone Email (if available) 
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JPETI[T][ON AGAINST THE INSTALLATaGN OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FACILITY AT 199 LELANIU 

AVENUE uN VISITACION VALLEY 
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IPETT}ION AGMNST THE NSTALLATJ[ON OF AT&T 9 S 9 PANELS COMMUMCATI[ON FACILITY AT 199 LELANL 

AVENUE EX VISITACI[ON VALLEY 
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IPET]ITIfON AGMNST THE ITINSTALLATI[ON OF AT&T 2 S 9 PANELS COMMUNICATION FAC ILITY AT 199 LE LANE 
AVENUE IN WSJ[TACI[ON VALLEY 

	

&AT&T   ’’ 199 LELAND AVE 	94I1* 
LELAN) AVE,SAN FRANCISCO CA 94134 AT&T 

I. Qk 
2. J&JLL 

r 
3. 199 LELAND AVE 	 I}flth1i] 
4. 

S. AT&T 	 McLaren 	 ’ft 	JJ? 

i 	 2 	 . 

 r  

6 	
/ /A, 

et 
fln // 
	

/ 	 . 	
�3 / 

Lf  

5J/K’ 	 ?fhl3q-~~y / 
	

7 	 ??  

71r, ____________ 
~4cw~i "°t2(,X~vdy

_____________ 

L 	/ 	L &c/1 	 I$J 	77 



Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

i!E 199 Leland Avenue PffiJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name Address How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
Customer? per month (Excellent 	E, GoodG, (Excellent E, GoodG, 

FairF, Poor--P) FairF, PoorP) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

Al 199 Leland Avenue *IJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name Address  How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

E 199 Leland Avenue fffIJAT&T 

Name Address How long AT&T 
Customer? 

Approx. Mins used 
per month 

Voice reception in Your 
home/Apartment 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

!E 199 Leland Avenue tJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name Address How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
Customer? per month (Excellent= E, GoodG, (Excellent= E, GoodG, 

FairF, Poor--P) Fair=F, Poor=P) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

!E 199 Leland Avenue 	t1 	JAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name Address 
How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 

Customer? per month (Excellent E, GoodG, (Excellent E, GoodG, 
Fair=F, Poor=P) FairF, Poor=P) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

E 199 Leland Avenue Of 3frItJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name Address How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
Customer? per month Excellent= E, Good=G, (Excellent= E, GoodG, 

FairF, Poor=P) FairF, Poor=P) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

E 199 Leland Avenue fIJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

NKT ame A 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

i!E 199 Leland Avenue WORI YJAMT 

Name Address How long AT&T 
Customer? 

Approx. Mins used 
per month 

Voice reception in Your 
home/Apartment 

(Excellent E, Good=G, 
FairF, Poor--P) 

Data/Internet Reception in 
your home/Apartment? 
(Excellent E, GoodG, 

FairF, PooiP) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

199 Leland Avenue IfI1JAT&T 

Name Address How long AT&T 
Customer? 

Approx. Mins used 
per month 

Voice reception in Your 
home/Apartment 

(Excellent= E, GoodG, 
FairF, Poor--P) 

Data/Internet Reception in 
your home/Apartment? 

(Excellent= E, Good=G, 
FairF, Poor=P) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

199 Leland Avenue 1frJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name ress How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
Customer? per month (Excellent= E, Good=G, Excellent= E, Good=G, 

Fair=F, Poor--P) FairF, Poor=P) 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

E 199 Leland Avenue Pff 1JJAT&T 

Name Address How long AT&T 
Customer? 

Approx. Mins used 
per month 

Voice reception in Your 
home/Apartment 

(Excellent� E, GoodG, 
FairF, Poor--P) 

Data/Internet Reception in 
your home/Apartment? 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

!E 199 Leland AvenuetuJ?JJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

E 199 Leland Avenue I*flThJAT&T 	 rn 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name Address A ..ress How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

!E 199 Leland Avenue ttfrIJAT&T 

Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name A Address How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
Customer? per month (Excellent= E, Good=G, (Excellent= E, GoodG, 
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Survey of AT&T Wireless Customers Near 199 Leland Avenue 

Al 199 Leland Avenue WjErOJ,AMT 	 J* 
Voice reception in Your Data/Internet Reception in 

Name a Address A 11ress How long AT&T Approx. Mins used home/Apartment your home/Apartment? 
Customer? per month Excellent= E, Good=G, (Excellent E, GoodG, 

Fair=F, Poor --P) Fair--F, Poor=P) 

OPT ?=E, j?=E, 
T=G,=F,=P +=G, 	 =P 

P� 177 1-1-c4 A yi  

– 

– YCA  

kA 	L 

7;’;  fz  

LIO 
L______ 



Against the AT & T’s nine cell antennas installation at 199 Leland 
Avenue in San Francisco 

Dear Christina Olague: 

I am a Visitacion Valley resident. I oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install 
9 industrial/commercial cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 Leland 
Ave in San Francisco because since the news of AT&T’s proposal to install nine 
tall cell antennas, many residents and I feel very unsettled and apprehensive. In a 
community that is already deprived of many qualities of life issues, our residents 
do not want any such installations that can cause people their peace of mind. 
Therefore, I strongly oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install cell antennas and 
associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave. 

Sincerely 

Visitacion Valley resident 



In OPPOSITION to AT & T’s nine cell antenna installations at 199 Leland 
Avenue in San Francisco. 

Dear Christina Olague: 

I am a Visitacion Valley resident. I oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install 
9 industrial/commercial cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 Leland 
Ave in San Francisco because of these cell antennas will be clearly visible on the 
street level and especially unsightly next to our beautiful new library and within 
the heart of the Leland Avenue recently renovated streetscape. Some people fear 
that it will ruin the aesthetic of the neighborhood because it will make this building 
the highest and most controversial structure on Leland Ave. 

There isn’t any building structure taller than 3 stories on Leland Ave, and 
after the installation of the cell antennas, 199 Leland Ave will be the tallest 
building in the community. In addition, a brand new and beautiful Visitacion 
Valley Public Library will be right across the street of 199 Leland. Without any 
question, these cell antennas will severely damage the aesthetic of the Visitacion 
Valley Community and opposite to the purpose of the recently completed Leland 
Avenue Streetscape Project funded by the City of San Francisco, 

Therefore, I strongly oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install cell antennas 
and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave. 

Sincerely 	 C (  

Visitacion Valley resident 



Against AT & T’s nine cell antenna installations at 199 Leland Avenue in San 
Francisco. 

Dear Christina Olague: 

I am a Visitacion Valley resident. 1 am against to the AT&T’s proposal to 
install 9 industrial/commercial cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 
Leland Ave in San Francisco because there is no need to install additional cell 
antennas in this community as the current data and phone reception of AT&T are 
already excellent. 

I am currently using both AT&T cellphone and date service, and 1 have 
talked many of my neighbors who also use AT&T celiphone and data service. We 
all have good to excellent receptions in this neighborhood. In addition, AT&T 
official website already shows that current coverage of this area is good to 
excellent; there is no need to overload our community with more cell antenna. 
Given the fact that customers with weak receptions (in their condominiums or 
basements) can request a 3G wireless microcell from AT&T to improve their 
reception, there is no reason to impose these nine tall antennas on a handicapped 
senior building. 

Therefore, I strongly oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install cell antennas 
and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave. 

Sincerely 

Visitacion Valley resident 
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Oppose to AT & T’s nine cell antennas installation at 199 Leland 
Avenue in San Francisco 

Dear Christina Olague: 

I am a Visitacion Valley resident. I oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install 9 

industrial/commercial cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave 

in San Francisco because the battery generators and associated equipments in the 

building garage present fire, explosive and chemical hazards to residents at 199 

Leland Ave and surrounding neighbors. 

This industrial/commercial facility is very inappropriate to install inside a 

residential building. Especially that most of the residents in 199 Leland are 

handicapped seniors, in an event of emergency, it will be extremely difficult for 

senior residents to escape from the building. 

For the above reason, I strongly oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install 

cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave. 

Sincerely di 

Visitacion Valley resident 



Oppose to AT & l’s nine cell antennas installation at 199 Leland 
Avenue in San Francisco 

Dear Gwyneth Borden: 

I am a Visitacion Valley resident. I oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install 9 

industrial/commercial cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave 

in San Francisco because the battery generators and associated equipments in the 

building garage present fire, explosive and chemical hazards to residents at 199 

Leland Ave and surrounding neighbors. 

This industrial/commercial facility is very inappropriate to install inside a 

residential building. Especially that most of the residents in 199 Leland are 

handicapped seniors, in an event of emergency, it will be extremely difficult for 

senior residents to escape from the building. 

For the above reason, I strongly oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install 

cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave. 

Sincerel(VfJA V)1 (J 

Visitacion Valley resident 



In OPPOSITION to AT & T’s nine cell antennas installation at 199 Leland Avenue in San 

Francisco. 

Dear Christina Olague: 

I am a Visitacion Valley resident. I am oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to 
install 9 industrial/commercial cell antennas and associated equipments at 199 
Leland Ave because under the City’s Wireless Telecommunications Services 
(WTS) Facilities Siting Guidelines, this mixed-use residential building is 

considered a Preference 5 Location, which requires a good-faith effort on behalf of 
AT&T to first seek higher preference locations in the area and an exhaustive 
alternative site analysis. 

The Plaza on Leland Ave has a preference location 1, AT&T should pick a 
higher preference location instead. Moreover, all the suggested location in 
AT&T’s report are on Leland Ave, I strong believe that AT&T need to consider 
location further away from this high density residential area. 

Therefore, I strongly oppose to the AT&T’s proposal to install cell antennas 
and associated equipments at 199 Leland Ave. 

Sincerely 

Visitacion 411~eyresident(j 

p 



Christina Olague, President 
Ron Miguel, Vice President 
Michael J, Antonini 
Gwyneth Borden 
Katrin Moore 
Hisashi Sugaya 
Rodney Fong 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Re: 	AT&T Wireless Facility at 199 Leland Avenue 
Case No. 2011.0294C 

Dear President Olague, Vice President Miguel and Members of the Commission 

As you are aware, on June 2, 2011, Tony Kim of Town Consulting conducted a 
community meeting regarding the proposed wireless facility at 199 Leland Avenue on behalf of 
AT&T. The meeting was held at 7:00 P.M at the Visitacion Valley Recreation Center, 50 
Raymond Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94134. 

In a letter dated June 6 th  2011, Mr. Kim provided you with a summary of that community 
meeting. However, Mr. Kim’s letter neglected to mention several important exchanges between 
neighborhood residents and representatives of AT&T that took place during the June 2 meeting: 

Residents of the neighborhood who are AT&T wireless customers stated that they 
have no problems with their existing service in the area. Neither Mr. Kim nor any 
of the other speakers on behalf of AT&T addressed this issue. 

2. 	Residents expressed concerns that the residents of 199 Leland Avenue, who are 
seniors and people with disabilities, were not notified of the community meeting.’ 

A resident pointed out to Mr. Kim that every one of the approximately 70 
members of the community who attended the meeting is opposed to the placement 
of an AT&T wireless facility at 199 Leland Avenue. Mr. Kim responded that he 
would report back to his supervisor that a majority of residents at the meeting was 
opposed to its placement at this location. 

Thank you in advance in ensuring that this additional information is made part of the 
record in this case. 

Sincerely, 

Mulan Cai 

The list of names and addresses of neighborhood residents who received notice of the June 2 
community meeting by mail, which is on file at the Planning Department, appears to confirm that 
none of the occupants of 199 Leland Avenue received notice. 
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