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Clty Hall o
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
* San Francisco 94102-4689 '
Tel. No. 554-5184
. Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

“January 10, 20‘_!2 -

%

Pastor. Nikolay Gusenkov

First Slavic Baptist Church of San Francrsco
1300 Balboa Street _ :

San Francrsco CA 94118

File No 120005, Planning Case No 2011 .0198C .
601 - 14" Avenue Conditional Use Appeal

- ‘Dear Pastor Gusenkov: '

. This office is in receipt of your appeal filed on January 9, 2012, from the decision of the
Planning Commission by its Motion No. 18503 dated December 8, 2011, approving a
Conditional Use Authorization identified as Planning Case No. 2011.0198C, under
Planning Code Sections 209.6(b) and 303 to remove existing omni antennas and install a
wireless telecommunications facility consisting of up to four panel antennas concealed in -
‘one faux chimney located on the northern portion of the roof and related equipment in the

basement of a three-story publlc[y—used structure (Bureau of Jewish Education) as part of .

AT&T’s Wireless Telecommunications Network within the RM-1 (Mixed, Low Density) .
Zonrng Drstnct and a 40-X Height and Bulk District, on property located at

601 14th Avenue Assessor’s Block No 1630 Lot No. 001

~ Pursuant fo Ordlnance No. 121 -01, Supervisors Enc Mar David Chiu, David Campos _
~ John Avalos, and Scott Wiener subscribed to this conditional use appeal as an alternative
~ to obtaining the. srgnatures of 20%. of the property owners wrthln 300 feet.of the subject

property

| A heanng date has been scheduled for Tuesday, February 7,2012, at 4: 00 p.m., at .
the meeting of the Board of Supervisors to be held in City Hall, Legislative Chamber
Room 250 located at 1-Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francrsco CA 94102.
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601 - 14th Avenue Co_ndiﬁdnal Use Appeal
January 10, 2012 :
" Page 2 '

Please provide fo the Clerk’s Office hy:

8 days prior to the hearing: . any documentation which you may want available fo the
_ _ _ o Board members prior to the hearing; o
. 11 days prior to the hearing: names of interested parties to be notified of the hearing.

" Provide 18 copies of the documentation for distribution, and, if possible, names of
interested parties to be notified in label format. -

If you have any questions, please feel free to c.oh’[acf Rick Caldeira at (4‘1\5) 554-7711 or
Joy Lamug at (415) 554-7712, : '

| Sincerely,v _ _
' CA.Q@L@

Angela -Calvillc‘)'
Clerk of the Board:

Appeliant Contact, Marina Nazarova, 902 Beach. Park Boulevard, #140, Foster City, CA.94404 _ _ 4
Property Owner, Jewish Educational Society of San Francisco, 601 - 141 Avenue, San Francisco; CA 94118,
w/ copy of appeal . , o . '
Project Sponsor, Amy Million, KDI, 855 Folsom Street; Suite 108, San Francisco, CA 84107, w/ copy of
appeal - 7 _ . '
_Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrater, Planning Department, w/ copy of appeal

AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department, w/ copy of appeal ' : '

Tina Tam, Planning Department, w/ copy of appeal .

Nannie Turrell, Planning Department, w/ copy of appeal -

Linda Avery, Planning Department, w/ copy of appeal

Sara Vellve, Planning Department, w/ copy of appeal

Cheryl Adams, Deputy City Attorney, w/ copy-of appeal

Kate. Stacy, Deputy City Attorney, w/ copy of appeal

Marlena Byme, Deputy City Attorrey, w/ copy of appeal

697



NOTICE TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF APPEAL
FROM ACTION OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION

Notice is hereby given of an appeal to the Board of Supervnsors from the following action of the City
Planning Commission.

The property is Iocated at //Qz./ Jé 4 7%’/@%6"&(/ \5’@[& ﬁ/@ﬁ/c{//s’(ﬂ &4 /v/‘%g

: o
- o
o= >
| =g
, { o 9
o i 2 Tom
; ‘ LT BaQ
December S, 2047 L e PET
Date of City Planning Commission Action 1, - "::'r:"ﬁ:
(Attach a Copy of Planning Commission’s Decision) ‘ Gﬁg\ - ; E‘a
- . - . ‘ = o
0L/06/2049 - |
- Appefl Filing Date

The Planning Commrssnon disapproved in whole or in part an appllcatlon for reclassification of
property, Case No. : .

The Planning Commission -disapproved in whole or in bart an application for establishment
abolition or modification of a set-back line, Case No

/% _The Planning Commission

issi f})jproved in whole or in parf an application for conditional use
authorization, Case No. j /44 { JL i

=7

The Planning Commission dlsapproved m whole or in part an apphcatlon for conditional use
authorization, Case No _

V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformahon\Condmon Use Appeal Processs
August 2011 -
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©  Statement of Appeal:

a) Set forth the part(s) of the decision the appeal is taken from:

72& &ﬁ;ﬂ%/ /S Qvif Hhe @ﬁj/&’/ %/é&{s_’i‘g/a,

'b) Set forth the reasons in support of your appeal:

77,,¢ fﬁg(/&/f JS nol M%SS%/ MSUQM/@: ard
Wg/yéé/%’/ wivh Ve /Le,:/aﬁéw/wg/ and mmmaméf

Person to Whom o i , , , . ‘
Notices Shall Be Mailed : - Name and Address of Person Filing Appeal:

H@f,/w. A/MJZ&QW o ﬂ/ k&/&@/ é%cf@ﬂ//é@i/,..

Name Mame

Qé”, ggﬂ(i/{ ﬁw/ééybf/jfwwﬁé«f &é’ Jgﬂdﬁﬁ/é@éx S‘FQ Sﬂfu%ﬁasc@ K#
Addresp _ CﬁL f?[/&/f _ . Address | ﬁﬁ[jj

(bco)sf7-0085 /4/5) £40 - 5050

- Telephone Number - Telephone Number

“Sign&tare of Appeffant or
T Authorized Agent

- Vi\Clerk's Ofﬁce\Appeals Information\Condition Use Appeal Processs
- August 2011
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Pursuant to Planning Code Sectlon 308.1(b), the undersrgned rmembers of the Board of Superwsors

believe that there is sufficient public interest and concern to warrant an appeal of the Plannjng Commission on Case No.
/‘9 /. acondmonal /S/‘? authorization regarding (address) VA el
Sap Pl nciscl, (A

W?the Board fo calendar this ltem at the soonest possnble date

SIGNATURE. : B DATE

%-—/ R e
éM %c: . '\N;z)i\z_
@w/ 512

S V7 RN
() S - (0T ‘@M/\ Jo )i

)
~ (G
1
N

(Attach copy of Planning Commission’s Decision)

Vi\Clerk's Offlce\AppeaIs lnformatlon\Condltlon Use Appeal Process8
- August 2011
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SAN FRANCISCO o
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Subject to: (Select only if appllcable)

1 Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) : . O First Source Hiring (Admin. Code) ) -"1650 Mission St.

! c . O Jbbs'Housing Linkage Program (Sec. 413) O Child Care Requnrement (Sec. 414) ) o gg:el:::{a?n%isco
" O Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 412) N O Other - . . o CA'94103-2_47'9
l Reception:
415.558.6378
Plannmg Commlssmn Motlon No 18503 o
- HEARING DATE: DECEMBER 8, 2011 - : s 558,640 -
. (Continued from October 13, 2011 and November 3, 2011) |
' ‘ ’ :Planning -
’ ‘ BRI . - ' i Information:
Date:” . December 8, 2011 o ' o . 415.558.6377

Case No.: ~2011.0198C
Project Address:  601-14% Avenue :
Current Zoning:  RM-1(Mixed, Low Density)

- 40-X Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot: 1630/001 E _ E%E@E ‘ -
Project Sponsor:  Amy Million, KDI , ' Y .

- 855 Folsom Street, Suite i06 s , D"
' San Francisco, CA 94107 | W OF SE.
Staff Contact: Sara Vellve - (415) 558 - 6263 ' : iw & CQ D%E‘!P ARTT\'Q ENT
sara.vellve@sfgov.org ‘ REC;ﬁT!ON DES

Recammendationf Approval with Conditions

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO THE APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE
AUTHORIZATION UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTIONS 209.6(b) AND 303 TO REMOVE

- EXISTING OMNI ANTENNAS AND INSTALL A WIRELESS 'TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY .

' CONSISTING OF UP TO FOUR (4) PANEL ANTENNAS CONCEALED IN ONE FAUX CHIMNEY _
LOCATED ON THE NORTHERN PORTION OF THE ROOF AND RELATED-EQUIPMENT IN THE

E: .BASEMENT OF A THREE-STORY PUBLICLY—USED STRUCTURE (BUREAU OF JEWISH
EDUCATION) AS PART OF AT&T’S WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK WITHIN
'THE RM-1 (MD(ED,‘LOW DENSITY) ZONING DISTRICT, AND A 40-X HEIGHT AND BULK
DISTRICT : .

' 'PREAMBLE

On March 1, 2011 Amy Mﬂhon as representatlve of AT&T W1re1ess, (heremafter "Project Sponsor A

- made an application (hereinafter "application”), for Conditional Use Authorization on the property at 601

- 14t Avenue, Lot 001 in Assessor's Block 01630, {(hereinafter "project site”) "co'remc5ve existing omni -
antennas and install a wireless telecommunications: facﬂity consisting of up to four (4) panel antennas
concealed in one faux chimney located on the northern portion of the roof and related equipment in the” °

- basement of an.existing three-story publicly-used structure (Bureau of Jewish Education) as part of

. AT&T’s wireless telecommunications’ network w1thm the RM-1 (Mixed, Low Den51ty) Zoning Dlstr1ct

and a 40 X Height and Bulk District.

| Q«ww.sfp!anniég.org
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Motion No18503 - o . CASE NO. 2011.0185C ‘
Hearing Date: DecemberS 2011 ' _ _ : 601 140 Avenue

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

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.

_ On December 8, 2011, the San Francisco Plammng Comumission (hereinafter ”Comrmssmn ") conducted a
duly noticed public hearmg at a regularly scheduled meeting on the apphca’aon for a Condltlonal Use
authonzatlon ' :

The Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public h'eaﬁng and has
further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the apphcant department
staff, and other mterested partles

MOVED-, that the Commission hereby authorizes the Conditional Use in Applicatiori No. 2011.0198C,
subject to the conditions contained in “EXHIBIT A” of this motion, based on the following findings:

FINDINGS 3
. H_r:lving reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony arid '
‘ ‘a;rgux_r'}ents,.t'his Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

W

1. The ibo've’ré'ci'tals; are accurate arid constiﬁlte findings of this Comumission.

Site Description and Present Use. The subject site is zoned RM-1 (Mixed, Low Density), which is
characterized in the planning Code as containing an mixture of dwelling types and a significant
number of apartmeht buildings that broaden the range of unit sizes and variety of structures, but -
- with an overall low density and moderately scaled buildings with neighbored services and -
transit lines located within close proximity. - ' o |

The approximately 20,000 square foot site is owned by the bureau of Jewish. Education and

- consists of approkirnately three buildings at the southwest corner of the intersection of 14t
Avenue and Balboa Street. The subject building where the proposed antennas would be located is B
three stories tall and located on the comer of 14t Avenue and Balboa Street_. All other buildings
on the site front either Balboa Street or 14% Avenue. The subject structure was constructed in
approximately 1930. The Lisa Kampner Hebrew Academy occupies one ‘building on the site. A
pair of omnidirectional antennas are currently located on the northwest corner of the bulldmg at
the corner of Balboa Street and 14% Avenue

Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The site is bounded to the west, north and south by
- buildings generally containing one to'two dwellmg units. Park Presidio Boulevard bounds the
 east side of the site. Geary Boulevard is located two blocks north of the site and Golden Gate Park
is located two blocks t6 the south. :

2. Pro;ect Descnp’aon At the time of apphca’uon on March 1,2011, the proposal mcluded up to six
(6) new panel antennas located w1thm three new faux clumneys (Sectors A B and C) on the roof

. SAN FRANCISCO ' » 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT - o :



- Motion No18503 + - . - CASE NO. 2011.0198C
Hearing Date: December 8, 2011 ; . - 601-14™ Avenue

of the building located at the corner of Balboa Street and 14 Avenue. As a result of desigﬁ"-
considerations and public opposition during the review process, the number of antennas was -
reduced to four (4) (Sectors A and C) within one faux chimney located on the northern portion of

the roof of the building at the corner of Balboa Street and 14% Avenue. Mechanical equipment - ’

would be located in the bulldlng s basement. The existing ommdlrectlonal antennas would be , .
removed. '

3. Past Hlstory and Actions. The Planmng Comm1ss1on established gu1de11nes for the installation
. of wireless telecommurucatmns facilities in 1996 (”Guzdelznes”) These Guidelines set forth the land
use policies and prac’aces that- gu1de the installation and approval of W1re1ess facilities
throughout San Francisco. A large portion of the Guidelines was dedicated to estabhshmg
location preferences for these installations. The Board of Supervisors, in Resolution No. 635-96,
provided input as to where ereless facilities should be Iocated within San Francisco. " The
Guideliies were updated by the Commission in 2003, requiring community outreach, notrfrcatlon

and détailed mformahon about the fdcilities to be installed.”

Sectlon 81 of the Guidelines outlines Location Preferences for wireless facilities. There are five
primary areas were the mstallatmn of wireless facilities should be located:

1. Pubhcly—used Structures: such facilities as fu:e stations, utlhty structures, communlty
. facilities, hospitals, health centers and other pubhc structures;
.2.  Co-Location Site: encourages installation of facilities on buildings that already have w1re1ess
: mstallatlons B :
3. Industrial or Commercral Structures: bu1ld1ngs ‘such as warehouses, factorles garages,
~ service stations;
4. Industrial or Com.merc1a1 Sb:uctures bu11d1ngs such ds supermarkets retail stores banks;
5. Mixed Use Buﬂdmgs in High Den51ty Districts: bu11d1ngs such as housmg above commercial
" or other non-residential space. : :

Before the Planning Commission can review an apphca’aon to install a wireless. fac111ty, the
'pro]ect sponsor must submit a five-yéar. fac1l1tles plan, which must be updated biannually, an
‘emissions report and approval by the Department of Public Health, Section 106 Declaration of
“Intent, a submittal checkhst and details about the faahtles tobe mstalled

) ‘Under Section 704('B)(iv) of 'the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act local jurisdictions cannot A
deny wireless facilities based on Radio Frequency (RF) radiation emissions so long as such
facilities comply with the FCC's regulatlons concerning such emissions. '

On December 8, 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 206.9(b) and 303 to remove existing omni antennas and install a wireless

1PC Resolution 16539, passed March 13, 2003.

" SAN FRANCISCO ' - ) ' . . S . o ) 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT .



Motion No18503 . o ' CASE NO.2011.0198C
Hearmg Date: December8 2011 ‘ _ : v ' -6(_‘)1-14’Eh Avenue’

telecommumcaﬁons fac111ty consisting of four (4) panel antennas to be located within a faux
chimney on the northern portion of the building at the corner of Balboa Street and 14% Avenue
‘and locate the mechanical equipment in the building’s basement per plans'contained in Exhibit
”B_”- ’ . N .

4. Location Preference. The WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines identify different types of buﬂdings’ for
the siting of wireless telecommunications facilities. Under the Guidelines, the Project is a Location
Preference Number 1, as it is a preferred location for a publicly used structure (educational
b‘uilding). ' : ' -

5.7 Radio Waves Range The Pro]ect Sponsor has stated that the proposed w1re1ess network will
.transmit calls by radio ‘waves operating in the 700 - 2200 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
radlatlon

6. Rad_lofrequency (RF) Emlssmns The project sponsor retamed Hammett & Edison, Inc., a radio -
engineering consulting f1rm, 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 determmed that the proposed facility comphes with the standards set forth in the
Guidelines. : :

~ Department of Public Health Review and Approval. The proposed project was referred to the
Department of Public Health (DPH) for emissions exposure analysis. Existing' RF levels at
ground level were less than 1% of the FCC public exposure limit. There were no other- observed
similar antennas within 100 feet of this site. AT&T proposes to remove the existing '

N

omnidirectional antennas and locate up to four (4) panel antennas within a faux chunney located
within the middle of the northemn portion of the building’s roof at approximately 44 feet above
grade Mechanical equipment would be located on the building’s basement. The estimated -

.ambient RF field from the proposed AT&T transmitters at ground level is calculated to be 0.027
mW/sq cm, which is 4. 0% of the FCC public exposure limit." The three dlmensmnal perimeter of

~ RF levels equal to the public exposure limit extends 57 feet which includes areas of the roof top
but does not reach. any publicly accessible areas. Warmng 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 in _operatio'n. » '

8. Maintenance Schedule. The proposed fac111ty would operate without on—31te staff but w1th a
maintenance crew visiting the property approxunately once a month and on an as-needed basis
to service and monitor the fac111ty '

9. -Community Outreach Per the Guidelines, the project sponsor held a Community Outreach
Meehng for the proposed project. The meeting began at 7:00 P.M. on Wednesday, April 20, 2011
at Argonne Park, located at 463 — 18® Avenue, San Francisco. Approximately five members of the
public attended the meeting. The sponsor received two calls in support of the proposal from
neighborhood residents Who could not attend the meetmg Addmonal meetmgs coordinated by

‘

" AN FRANGISCO C 4
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Motion Not8503 ~ - - : ~ CASE NO. 2011.0198C -
Hearlng Date: DecemberS 2011 : . S _ 601-14" Avenue

AT&T and the Bureau of ]ewxsh Education, were held after the November 3, 2011 Planrung ‘
" Cominission hearing to address the opposition’s concerns. ’

10. Five-year plan: Per the Guzdelmes the pro]ect sponsor “submitted its latest five-year plan as
- requ1red in October 2011.

11. Public Comment. Priorto the November 3, 2011 and December 8, 2011 heé_rings, the Department
received -extensive public comment in. opposition to the proposal from families -and
administration of the Lisa Kampner Hebrew Academy and ne1ghborhood res1dents A few letters.
in support of the proposal were subrrutted

12. Plélm’iihg Code Compliance. The Comunission finds that the Project is cons1stent with the
relevant prov1s1ons of the Planning Code in the following manner:

A. 'Use Per Plannirig Code Sections 209.6(b), a Conditional Use authorization is reqﬁlred for the
installation of wireless transmission facilities in the NC 3 (Nelghborhood Commercial, .
_ Moderate Scale) District. - . ,

13. Planm'ng Code Section 303 establishes criteria for the Planning Commissiori to consider when
reviewing apphcatlons for Conditional Use approval. On balance, the pr0]ect does. comply with
said criteria in that: : :

A. The proposed new uses and bulld_tng, at the ‘size and mtensu:y contemplated and at the
proposed location, will prov1de\a development that is necessary or desirable, and compat1ble
w1th the ne1ghborhood or the commumty
i Desirable: San' Prancisco 54 leadef of the technological economy; it is important and desirable to |

the wvitality of the city to have and maintain adequate telecommunications coverage and data
eupdcity This includes the installation and upgrading of systems torkée'p up ‘with changing
technology and increases in usage. It is desirable for the City to allow wireless facilities to be,
installed. . oo '

The proposed project at 601 — 14% Avenue will be generally desirable and compatible with the
surrounding neighborhood because the project. will not conflict with the exis'ting uses’ of the
property and will be of such siie 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 antenmzs and related support and protection features.are
so located, designed, and treated urchztectumlly to minimize their visibility from public places, to
quoid intrusion into public vistas, avoid disruption of the architectural design integrity of
building and insure harmony with neighborhood character.

i Necessary In the case of wireless znstallattons there are two criteria that the Commzsszon reviews:
covemge and capaaty

SAN FRANCISCD - ) : . o _ ' 5
PLANNING DEPARTMENT : .



Motion No18503 _ ' : ' B : ’ CASE NO. 2011.0198C .
Hearing Date: December 8, 2011 ' . - 601-14™ Avenue

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, unigue
coverage issues arise because the hills and buildings 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 ares, 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. :

The proposed project at 601 — 14% Avenue is necessary in order to achieve sufficient streef, in--
transit and in-building mobile phone coverage and to provide service coverage during high
demand periods. Recent drive tests in the subject area conducted by the ATET Radio Frequency
Engineering Team provide conclusive evidence that the subject property is the most viable
location, based on factors including quality of coverage, populdfion density, land use
compzztiBility, zoning and aesthetics. The proposed coverage area will serve the vicinity geﬁer'ally
bounded by Fulton and California Streets, and 18% and 9% Avenues as indicated in the coverage
maps. This facility will fill coverage gaps in service in the Richmond District, as well as to provide -
necessary facilities fdr -e;nqrgeﬁcy 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 geﬁeral

SAN FRANGISCO

welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity. There are no features of the project
". that could be defrimental to the health, safety or convenience of those residing or working. '
the area, in that: ' N -

Nature of proI:;osed site, inclﬁding its size and shape, and the proposed size, ‘shape and

. arrangement of structures; .

' The proposed project mustbcomply 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 Depart_fnent of Public Health conducted an evaluation of pbféntikzl lhéalth‘eﬁ’ects 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. o

h The Planning Departmént is developing a database of all such wireless commﬁniéatioris 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

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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'Motion No18503 - o ' | . CASENO.2011.0188C
Hearing Date: December 8, 2011 : . o -601-14”‘- Avenue

wzreless transmission faczlmes operated by the Pro]ect Sponsor. The goal of this eﬁ‘ort is fo foster
publlc information,as to the location of these faczlztzes

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

such traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off-streét parking and loading; o

. No increase in traffic volume is anticipated with the faci‘litiés'opemting unmanned, with a single’
maintenance crew visiting the site fwo to three times 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;

While some noiéé and dust may result frmﬁ the erection of the antennas and transceiver
X equipment, noise or noxious emissions from continued use are not likely to be mgmﬁcantly greater
than ambient conditions due to the operation of the wireless communication net'work

b=

ive- Treatment glven as approprlate, to such aspects as landscapmg, screenmg, open spaces,

parkmg and Ioachng areas, service areas, lighting and signs;
The antennas would be located within o new faux chimney located in the center of the northern
portion of the bulldzng roof. The faux chimney would be constricted of RF transparent material.

pamted to match the building. Mechamcal equiptnent would be located in the buzldmg s basement.

That the use as proposed Wﬂl comply with the apphcable prov151ons of the Plamung Code
and will not adversely affect the General Plan.

The -project complies with all relevant requlrements and standards of the Planning Code umi s

. consistent with ob]ectwes and policies of the General Plan as detailed below.

That the use as proposed would provide development that is in conforrruty with the purpose
of the apphcable Ne1ghborhood Commercial DlStL'lCt

_ The proposed project is co’nsistént with the stated purpose of the RM- 1 (Mixed, Low- Density) District

in that the intended use is located on an existing building at a hezght of approximately 44 feet from
grade and designed to be. consistent with the building’s demgn and minimally visible. '

14 ‘General Plan Compliance.- The Project is, on balance consistent wﬂ:h the followmg Ob]ectlves
- and Policies of the General Plan '

- 2009 HOUSING ELEMENT : .
BALANCE HOUSING CONSTRUCTION AND COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE

_ OB]'ECTIVE 12 - BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE
THAT SERVES THE CITY’S GROWING POPULATION. - '

SAN FRANGISCO - - ) : ‘ : ' o7
PLANNING DEPARTMENT : ) . . - -
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, Motion No18503 : , ' .' - CASE NO. 2011.0798C
Hearmg Date: December 8, 2011 B 601-14th Avenue

POLICY 12.2 - Con51der the proximity of quality of life elements, such as open space ‘child care,
and neighborhood services, When developmg new housmg units.

POLICY 12. 3 - Ensure new housmg is sustainable supported by the City’s publlc mfrastmcmre

systems.
The project will improve AT&T Wireless coverage in reszdentzal commercial and recreational areas along
przmary transportafwn routes in San Francisco. '

"URBAN DESIGN -
HUMAN NEEDS

OBJECTIVE 4 - IMPROVEMENT OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT TO
INCREASE PERSONAL SAFETY, COMFORT, PRIDE AND OPPORTUNITY.

" POLICY 4.14 - Remove and obscure distracting ;nd’clurtering elements.

The project adequately “stealths” the préposed antennas and related equipmenf by locating the antennas in
a faux chimney located on the northem portion of the building located at the corner of 14* Avenue and
‘Balboa Street. Mechumcal equlpment would be located in the building’s basement

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 prov1des substan’aal net benefits and minimizes undesirable

consequences. Discourage development, which has-substantial undesirable consequences that
- cannot be mitigated. ' '

Policy 2: :
Assure that all commercial and mdustrlal uses meet mmlmum, 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 pro]ect would comply with Pederal
State and Local perfomance standards. '

OB]ECTIVE 2:
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL
STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.

SAN FRANGISCO C ' 8
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Policy 1:
Seek to retain ex15tmg commnerdial and mdustrlal acnv1ty and to attract new such acnv1ty to the -
city.
Policy.3:

Maintain a favorable social and cultural chmate in the c1’fy in order to enhance its attractiveness
“as a firm locatlon

" The site is an integml. part ‘of a wireless communications network that will enhance the City’s diverse -
economic buSe. ' : '

OB]ECTIVE4
IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN - THE ' CITY AND THE
: ‘.A’ITRACTIVENESS OF THE ClTY AS A LOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY

. Policy 1:
' M’aintain‘and enhance a favorable business climate in the City.

Pohcy 2 _
Promote and attract those economic activities with potential beneﬁt to the City.

“The project would. beneﬁf the. Clty by enhiancing the busmess chmute fhrough 1mproved commumcatzon
" services for residents and workers.

p VISITOR TRADE

' OB]ECTIVE 8- ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION AS A NATIONAL CENTER FOR
CONVENTIONS AND VISITOR TRADE

. POLICY 8. 3 Assure that areas of pa.rhcular v151t0r attraction are provided W1th adequate pubhc
| services for both re31dents -and v151tors : .

The pro]ecf will ensure that reszdents and msltors have adequate publw service in the form of AT&T’ _
mobzle telecammumcatzons * - : : . ;

| COMMUNITY SAFETY ELEMENT
’ Ob]ectwes and Policies

’

OBJECTIVE 3:
~ ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM THE EFFECTS OF FIRE OR
. NATURAL DISASTER THROUGH ADEQUATE EMERGENCY OPERATIONS PREPARATION.

Pohcy 1:

SAN FRANGISCO ' T . o . 9
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Maintain a local agency for the provision of emergency services to meet the needs of San
Francisco. ' ' ‘ ‘

Pohcy 2:
Develop a.nd maintain viable, up-to-date m—house emergency operations plans, with necessary
equipment, for operational capability of all emergency service agencies and departments.

Pohcy 3:
Maintain and expand agreements for emergency assistance from other jurisdictions to ensure
' adequate aid in time of need ) ‘

Policy 4
Establish and rnamtam an adequate Emergency Operations Center.

Policy 5:
Maintain and expand the- crty’ s fire preventlon and frre-ﬁghtmg capabrhty

Policy 6
Establish a system of emergency access routes for both emergency operations and evacuation.

The project would enhance the ablllty of the Clty to protect both lzfe ani property ﬁom the effects of a ﬁre or
natural disaster by promdzng communzcatzon services.

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

pohc1es in that:

A That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future '
opportunltles for resident employment in and ownershlp of such businesses be enhanced.

No neighborhood—serving retail use would be displaced and the wireless communications network will
énhance personal communication services. ' '

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

No reéidenti;zl uaes_ would be displaced or altered in any way by the granting of this_authorizution.
‘.C. That the City's supply of‘af_fordable housing be preserved and enhanced. .
The project wonld have no adverse impact on .housing in the vicinity. '

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service. or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parking. ' 2

SAN FRANCISCO . ' ' - . . B 10
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. Due to the nai‘urz Df fhe project and minimal mzzmtznunce or rzpau‘, mnmpul iTlZ'f’L‘:"Lf service would .
Ti0¥ bz unpeziei and neighborhood pa.rkzncr would no‘ be. overburizned - :

E. "Ihat a dwerse economic base be mamtamed by proteci:mg our industrial and service Sectors
from d;u;placement due fo commeraal office development; a_nd that fufure opporturutles for-
_ IESldE‘ILt employment and ownershlp in these sectors be enhanced '

The pm]e.ct wavld case 10 dsplzzcemem‘ of ﬁusfml and service sectar ucf:szy

© F. That 1'he Clty ac’meve the greatest possible preparedness to protect agzmst m;ury and 1oss of |
e hfemanearthquake_ o . -

Csmplmnce with uppllcuble structurdl sq;eiy and seismic s@fefy rzquzremmts wauld be conszdered
. dunn o the building perrmf xzpplzcciwn TEDIED process : :

G 'I'hat hndmarks and historic bUJldJILgS be p:eserved
The propused de.91gn wﬂZ comply wth the Cahfbrnuz Enmranmenﬁzl szlziy Act

- H. That our parks and open space and theJI access o0 sunhght and vistas be protected from
development. ' : , .

o ':TTzepTa]chwﬂlhavsnoaiva‘seqfecfmipazks oropenspace,artheu‘accessfosunhvhformtas

-16. The Project is consisterd with and would promote Ene o-eneral and speaﬁc purposes of the Code .

+ . provided dndér Section 10L.1(b) in that, as designed, the Pro]ect would contribute to fhe character . .

) and stabﬂlty of the ne1ghborhood and would constitute a beneficial development

7., 'Ihe Com;:msmon hereby ﬁnds that approval of the Deteumna‘aon of Compllance auﬂionzaﬂon' »y
. Would promotetﬁe heal’ch, safe‘ty and Welfare of the' Clty, . '

L DECIS!ON _
. The Comxmssmn, after carefu]ly balancmg ’fhe compéting pu.bilc artd pnva’ce mterats and based upon -
the Recitals and Fmdmgs set forth above, il accordance with ‘thé standards specsﬁed in the Code, hereby
appa:oves the Condmonal Use au’ehonzatton undet Planning Code Sechons 209. 6(b) and, 303 toinstall up”
‘to  four (4) panel antennas to be located within one faux chimney on i'he Eoorthem portion of the
building’s roof'with the related equipment in the basement of a dIree-story publicly used structire
(educational institution) -as part. of a wireless tv:ansn:usaon network:. operdted by AT&ET Wzreless on a
Location Preference One (Preferred Location — Pubhdy used struscture) accordmg to the Wireless -
Telecammv,mcaﬁons Services (WT'S) Sitmig: Gum’.elmes, within the RM-1 (M'Jxed, Low—Densu'y) District, and a
Z‘O-X HElc'ht and Bulk District, and sub]ec’f o the condrnons of approval at’ached hereto as Exhibit A. ‘

SAR FRANGISGD . ' B ' L. oo : . 1.'1 )
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APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION:, Any aggriéved person xﬁay appeal this conditional’
use authorization to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion No.
18503. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if nat ap pealed (aﬁ:er the 30-
day period has expired) OR the date of the dedsion of the Board of Supervisors if appealed to the °
‘Board.of Supervigers; For further information, please contact the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554~
5184, City Hall, Roam 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 December 8,

2011,
Linda Avery /’——’/
Commission Secretary - .
- AYES: ' Ceommissioners: Antonini, Bo;den, Fong, Miguel, Moore SU gaya
NAYS: . None
ABSENT: Commissioner: Olague o

ADOFTED: ~ December 8, 2011

SAN FANCISCD . L _ . . 12
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| -RECORDAT‘ON'OF 'CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

'Prlor to- the issuance of the building permlt “or commencement of use for the Pro]ect the Zoning

‘Motion No18503 -~ - . " CASE NO. 2011.0198C

H-earing‘ Date: December 8,2011 - o . _ 601-14™ Avenue

AUTHORIZATION
This approval is for Condltlonal Use authorization under Planning Code Sectlons 209 6(b) and 303 to

install a wireless telecommunications facility con51st1ng of up to four (4) panel antennas to be located

within a faux chimney location the northern portion of the roof with related equipment in the basement
of a three-story building, a Location. Preference 1 (Preferred Location — Publicly Used SiIucture)
according to the Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines, as part of AT&T's wireless
telecommunications network within the RM-1 (Mlxed Low Density) Zoning District, and a 40-X Height
and Bulk D1str1ct : :

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 Planmng ‘
Commission on Décember 8, 2011 under Motion No 18503.

PRlNTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A’ of this Plannmg Comrmssmn Motion No. 18503 shall be

- reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submiitted with the Site or Bulldmg permit-

-apphca’aon for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the’ Condjitional
"~ Use authorrzatlon and any subsequent amendments or modifications.

SEVERAB-ILITY

The Projéct shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirernent.j;; If any:cla_use, ser_ltence,' 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 coristruct, of to receive a building permlt “Project Sponsor” shall mdude any subsequent

respons1ble party.

CHANGES AND MO'DIF,ICATIO:NS

Changes to the ‘approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.
Significant changes and modifications of cond1tlons shall requlre Plarning Commission approval of a
new Condlhonal Use authonzatron ! ' '

SAN FRANCISCO o _ o o . 13
PLANNING DEPARTMENT . : . . - ) .



Motion No18503 o | CASE NO. 2011.0198C
Hearing Date: December 8, 2011 ' . . . 6(_)1-’14th Avenue

. _Condjitions. of Approval Compllance Momtorlng, and Reportmg
PERFORMANCE

1. Validity and Exp1rat10n The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is Vahd for three
years froin the effective date of the Motion. A buﬂdmg permit from the Department of Building
Inspection to construct the: pro]ect 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 pubhc 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 1ssued 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’ Motlon _
. was approved : C
For information about complzzmce contact Code Enforcement Plunmng Depurt-ment at 415 575-6863, wuww. sf-

planning.org.

2. Extension. This author1zat1on may be extended at the discretion of the Zonmg Administrator only

~ where failure to issue a permit by the Department of Building Inspecnon 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 Planmng Department at 415-575- 6863, www.sf- _

ylannmg 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 Pro]ect Sponsor shall submit final scaled drawings for review and approval by the
Plarmmg Department ("Plan Drawings"). The Plan Drawmgs shall describe:

a. Structure and Siting. Identify all facility rélated support and protection measures to be mstalled
This mcludes, but is not 11m1ted to, the location(s) and method(s) of placement, support
protechon, 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 nelghborhood character.

b.  For the Project Site, regardless of the ownership of the existing facilities. Identify the location of
- all existing-antennas and facilities; and 1dent1fy the location of all approved (but not installed) .
,antermas and facilities. «

.c. Emissions. Provide a report, subject to approval of the Zoning Administrator, that operatlon 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, Plunnzno Department at 415-558-6613, '
- www.sf vlzmmng org . :

" SAN FRANGISCO ' ' ‘ 14
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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 Zonirlg
Administrator, the Project Sponsor shall: : '

" a. Modify the placement of the facilities;

b. Install fencing, barriérs or other appropriate structures or devices' to restrict access to the
facilities; - :

¢ Install multl—lmgual 51gnage, including the RF radiation hazard warmng symbol 1dent1f1ed in

ANSI (95.2 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 obtrus1on and clutter mstallahons shall conform to
the followmg standards: : '

f. Anterids and back up equ1pment shall be pamted fenced landscaped or otherw1se treated

_ archltecturally 50 as to minimize visual effects; ‘ : ‘
g Rooftop installations shall be setback such that back up fac1l1t1es are not v1ewed from the street;

'~ h. Anternae attached to building facades shall be so placed, screened or otherwise treated to

minimize any neganve visual impact; and

i Although co location of various companies’ facilities may be desirable, a maximum number of -

antennas and back up facilities on the Project Site shall be estabhshed on a case by case basis,
such that "antennae farms” or similar visual intrusions for the site and area is not created.

'Por mformutlon about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planmng Department at 415-558-6613, www.sf-

planning.org .

MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT

5.

'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 complamts to other city -

departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction.
For information about complzance contact Code Enforcement Plannlng Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org ‘

'Momtormg The Pro]ect requlres momtormg of the conditions of approval in this Mo’aon The

Project Sponsor or the subsequent- responsible parties for the Pro]ect shall pay fees as “established
under Planning Code Section 351(e) (1) and work with the Plan.mng Department for information

‘about compliance.

For information about- compluznce contact Code Enforcement Planning Depurtment at 415 575- 6863 www.sf- - '
planning. org '

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 Pro]ect Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planmng Code ancl/or the spec1f1c,
Conditions of Approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning

SAN FRANGISCO ’ . o _ . 15
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Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a pﬁblic
hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization.
For information about compluznce contact Code Enforcement, PZannzng Department at 415—575 6863, www.sf-

planning.org.

8. Implementaﬁon 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 p011c1es related to the placement, of WTS
facilities. Should future legislation be enacted to provide for cost recovery for planmng, the
Project Sponsor shall be bound by such leglslatwn , .

b. The Project Sponsor or its successors shall be responsible for the payment of all reasonable costs
associated with implementation of the conditions of approval contained in this’ authorization,
including costs incurred by this Department, the Department of Public Health, the Department of
Technology, Office of the City Attorney, or any other appropriate City Department or agency.
The Planning Department shall collect such costs on behalf of the City.

c.  The Project Sponsor shall be responsible for the payrnent of all fees associated Wlth the
mstallatlon of the subject facility, which are assessed by the City pu_rsuant to all applicable law.
For znformatlon about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Plannlng Depurtment at 415 -575-6863,
www. sf-planning.org '

9. Implementaﬂon and Monitoring - WTS In the event that the Project 1mp1ementatlon report
' includes a finding that RF emissions for the site exceed FCC Standards in any uncontrolled location,
the Zoning Administrator may require the Apphcant 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 complzance contact Code Enforcement Planning Department at 415 575- 6863 ww.sf-

;glanmng org

10. ‘Project Implementation Report - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall prepare and submit to the Zotﬁng
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 Pro]ect Implementation Report shall compare test results for each test point with apphcable
FCC standards. Testing shall be conducted in comphance with FCC regulations governing the
measurement of RF emissions and shall be conducted during riormal 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
-requlred for preparation of the Project Implementation Report. The cost of such monitoring shall -
be borne by the Project Sponsor pursuant to the condition related to the payment of the City’s
reasonable coSt’s. . ' ‘
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11

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. :
Por znformaiton about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Depurtment of Public Health at -

(415) 252 -3800, www. sfd;gh org.

Notification prior to Pl‘O]eCt Implementatlon Report - WTS. The Pro;ect Sponsor shall undertake to
inform and perform-appropriate tests for residents of any dwellmg units located within 25 feet of the
transmitting antenna at the time of testing for the Project Implementation Report. :
a. At ledst twenty calendar days prior to’.conducting the testing required for preparanon of the
' Pro;ec‘t"Implementanon 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 transnuthng antenna of the dateon
Wthh “testing will be conducted. The Applicant will submit a written affidavit attesh.ng to this
mail niotice along withthe 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 testmg is conducted for the Project Implementation

v Report. - ' ' : ‘

Por znformatlon about compltunce contact Code Enforcement Plannzng Department ut 415-575-6863, www.sf-

mm_ngﬂg

Installation - WTS. Within 10 days of the mstalla’aon and operatlon of the facilities, the Pro]ect
Sponsor shall confirm in writing to the Zoning Administrator that the facilities are being maintained
and operated in compliance with apphcable Bulldlng, Electrical and other Code requu'ements as well -
as applicable FCC emissions standards.

For information about compluznce contact Code Enforcement Plannzng Depurtment at 415 575- 6863 ww. sf—

plannzng org

Penodlc Safety Momtormg WTS The Project Sponsor shall submit to the Zoning Adrmmstrator 10
days after installation of the fac_lhttes and every two years thereafter, a certification attested to bya -
11censed 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 complzance contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Publw Hedlth at

(415) 252 3800 WW. sfdph org.

OPERATION

14

Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit application to construct the project and
implement the approved use, the Pro]ect Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison officer to deal

" with the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Pro]ect Sponsor shall

provide the Zorung Administrator written notice of the name, buisiness address, and telephone
number of the commumty halson Should the contact mformatlon change the Zonmg Administrator
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- shall be made aware of such change. The commuruty liaison shall report to the Zonmg Adm].rustrator
what issues, if any, are of concern to the comminity and what issues have not been resolved by the .
Project Sponsor

_For znformatton about eompllance contact Code Enforcement Plannlng Department at 415-575-6863, www. sf—

planning.org

15. Out .of Service - WTS. The Project Sponsor or Property ‘Owner shall remox?e antennae and
equipment that has been out of service or otherwise abandoned for a contmuous perlod of six
months.. ' '

" For information abont complzance, contact Code Enforcement Plannlng Department at 415-575- 6863, www.sf-

planning.org

16. messlons Condltlons - WTS It is a continuing cond1t1on 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 1nformatlon about compltance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Pablzc Health at

(415) 252-3800, www. szfdph org.

- 17. Noise and Heat - WTS. The WTS fac111ty, including power source and coolmg fac111ty shall be
' 'operated at all hmes 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 complzance, contact the Enmronmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at

- (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org.

18. Transfer of Operation - WTS. Any carrier/provider authorized by the Zoning Admihistrator or by
the Planning Commission to operate a specific WIS 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 complzance contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

plannzng org

19. 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 wrlﬂng by the City. '

For information about compliance, contact ' the Department of Technology, —415-581-4000,
http.‘//sfgovs.or0/~in'dex. aspx ?page=1421 ‘ -

SV: G:\DOCUMENTS\ CONDITIONAL USES\2011.0988C - 601 - 14th Ave., AT&T\Final Motion.doc |
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January 9, 2012

Ms. Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board of supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
. 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
' San Francisco, CA

Re case No 2011.0198C

Appeal of_Condition'ai Use for AT&T System at 601 14™ Avenue, San Francisco

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

. Marina Nazarova, secretary of First Slavic Baptist Church of San Francisco is authorlzed
to file this appeal on behalf of the First Slavic Baptist Church of San Francnsco

Sincerely,
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- NIKOLAY GUSENKOV
Pastor
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" Project Address: 601 14 Ave.,

1}Page

First Slavic Baptlst Church of San Francisco

1300 Balboa St. San Francisco, CA 94118
» Appeal of Conditional Use for AT&T Wireless System

Planning Case #: 2011.0198C

SUMMARY:

The First Slavic Baptlst of Church of San Francisco is appeahng the Plannlng Commission'’s
approval of AT&T Mobility's apphcatlon for Conditional Use Authorization to install a wireless
communications facility consisting of up to four panel antennas at 601-14t Avenue.

_ ’lccorchng to Plannlng Code Section 303 "A Conditional Use is a use that is not pr1nc1pa11y ,
permitred in a particular Zoning District. Conditionl Uses require a Plannlng Commission hearing
‘in order to determine if the pr oposed ase is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the -
neighborhood and whether it may potentlally have a negative impact on.the surroundlng '
heighborhood, and Nhether the use romphes thh the San Francisco- Genera} Plan.”

. The Planning Commlssmn approved AT&T's Conditional Use apphcation on December 8,
~ *2011. The appeal is based on the fact that AT&T has not demonstrated that the proposed
~iustallation is either necessary or desirable for or is the compatible with the community.

The subject site is zoned RM-1 (Mixed Low Density) -

It is worth noting is that a structure exists to evaluate the siting of such antennae, which
ranks various preference categories as 1 to 7. Residential neighborhoods are, for good reason, a -
Preference Category.7 location. However, AT&T has found aloophole in the system. It merely
selects a "public” building, such as a Bureau of Jewish Education (BJE) in this instance, and claims a
Preference Category 1, even though the surrounding buildings are 100% residential, and the
equipment will be located less than 90 feet from residential properties on all sides. Under the WTS
(Wireless Telecommunication Services) Facilities Guidelines, the project is a location Preference
Number 1'as it is a preferred location for a publicly used structure (educational building).
Furthermore, the Commission has misinterpreted the Siting Guidelines by inappropriately

‘considering the proposed project to be situated on a "publicly used structure" preferred location
site when, in point of fact, the project site is a private library that excludes the use by the general
public. Indeed, the project site is located within a RM-1 (Mixed, Low Density) residential
zoning district, which is specifically identified in the Siting Guidelines as a disfavored location
site - a fact Whmh the Comm1551on doesnt even mention in their decision approvmo the proposed
conditional use.

- As is their wont, AT&T has consistently manipulated the ruse of locating their proposed
wireless telecommunications facilities on a dubiously identified "publicly used structure" so as to
. cloak their project with "preferred location site" status in order to infiltrate residential
neighborhoods that are otherwise specifically identified as disfavored location sites under the
Siting Guidelines. The time has long since passed to put an end to this unsavory impropriety.

The Burden of Proofis on AT&T and it was not met.
~ For a Conditional Use Permit, it was AT&T's obligation to prove that the new facility is
. either necessary or desirable, and is not against the community interest. AT&T did none of these,
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but the Planning Commission abandon their responsibility - merely indicating that they felt it was
necessary to rely on AT&T's own self—servmg statements to determine the necess1ty for the new
tower.
v Contrary to the maps submitted to the Planning Commi_ssmn, which purported to show
“coverage gaps throughout the neighborhood at all times, AT&T's own marketing materials, posted
- on their web site, shows that this area has "excellent” service for both cellular voice and data.
Additional, a neighborhood survey conducted by residents and showed that AT&T customers
already have adequate service for both voice and data in the area v1rtually every locationhad 4 or5 .
bars of service. ‘ ‘

No independent verification :

. There is no way to independently test or verify AT&T's findings, because AT&T.does not
release the detailed metrics of its testing. One does not know what number of calls was dropped, at
what point of the day, in what location. There is no opportunity to examine their engineers as to -

- ~such data, and the Planmng Commrssron has nelther the staff nor the preference to challenge those :
" . +"iconclusions.:
& The simple factis that the burden is on AT&T to prove'its case. The ne1ghborhood has-. .

;.. underlying information and methodologles that could be tested, simply because the Plannmg
Comimission did not feel that it was their duty to undertake’sich an evaluation
AT&T did not meet that burden and it would speak volumes-on behalf of the res1dents of
San Francisco for this Board to make it clear that they must do so before snnply imposing their will
" on the nelghborhoods of this City.

Not Compatible with Neighborhood :
Further, in evaluating whether to grant the Conditional Use Permit, AT&T had the obhgatron
of demonstrating that it was not contrary to the interests of the ne1ghborhood More than five
hundred individuals residing or working of the proposed installation signed a petition askmg for
the permit to be denied.
" For the reasons summarized above and the detail prov1ded below, the First Slavic Baptist
Church requests that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors find that AT&T Mobility has not met
its burden of proof to demonstrate that the proposed WTS facility is necessary or des1rab1e or
compatlble with the nerghborhood and deny the Condltlonal Use apphca‘aon

THE PROPOSED PROIECT IS NOT NECESSARY -
AT&T has failed to meet the burden of proof that the proposed project is necessary.
The proposal lacks any independent objective review of necessity, does not appear
consistent with AT&T’s own 5-year plan, and appears as just an opportunistic way for AT&T
to proliferate its cell sites without regard for the neighborhood well belng or the desires of
its residents. S
~No lndependent verification: Service coverage gaps are determined by AT&T’s 1n—house staff and
_reviewed by AT&T’s paid consultants. AT&T sets its service standards. The Planning Departmerit
- does not have resources to perform any in-depth review of the data presented and relies on AT&T’s
- assessment which is accepted without independent, third party review. California communities
such as Berkeley, Belmont, Corte Madera and others engage their own independent experts. San
Francisco does not. '
No mention of need or coverage gap in area in AT&T’s five year plan of March, 2011, AT&T’s
five year plan updated in March, 2011 makes no mention of a need for additional coverage in the

RN
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area within 500’ of 1300 Balboa. This omission points to the speculative nature of the conditional
use request. :

AT&T failed to prove their claimed ' ‘coverage gap” for the area.

AT&T’s "coverage gap" claim lacks supporting raw data to permit independent Verlﬁcatlon of
AT&T's claims and appears to be no more than a marketing claim aimed at the Planning
Commission contradicting their marketing claims for same area aimed at their customers and
prospects. By their own admission, AT&T seeks these antennas NOT to improve the cellular
reception in the street but to improve it inside the houses nearby. The statement of Gordon
Spencer, who is an AT&T engineer, reads: “Although there is reasonable outdoor signal strength in
the area, coverage indoor is weak and the quality of service overall is unacceptable.” This statement
shows that AT&T is not concerned with enhancing the reception “for a person anywhere on the '
ground” but rather wants to improve the field penetration into the building in the immediate
 vicinity of the proposed installation. The statement by Gordon Spencer is meant to justify the need: i
for the additional antennas in this general area. But it'also shows that the Church bu11d1ng is° gomg

) _ :,to be the flrst bulldlng in the in the line of 51ght for the sectm -A antenna beam ‘

' No serious eﬂ’ort to ldentljj/ aItematlves AT&T deﬁned 1ts serv1ce coverage gap to meet the

L avallablhty of the proposed site. The extent of AT&T'S efforts to rdentlfy alternative 51tes were"

......

.V01cema11 and one in- person visit. ThlS was the extent of 1nVest1gat10n of alternatlve sites per
AT&T’s statement. AT&T provided no meamngful data to deémonstrate that the proposed locationis
preferable to alternatives, including upgrading one or all of their existing micro sites in the B
immediate area. Of equal importance, there is no indication that AT&T considered the alternative of
reconfiguring or supplementing one or more of its existing sites, rather than i 1mpose a totally new
site on the First Slavic Baptist Church neighborhood.

" THE PROPOSED SITr. iS NOT DESIRABLE

AT&T has failed to meet its burden of proof that the proposed antenna placement is
desirable for the neighborhood. AT&T has exploited a loophole in the WTS guidelines
inserted at the behest of the wireless industry lobby - a loophole that bypasses the WTS -
original intent to preventing placements of such commercial installations in the midst of
- purely residential areas. The proposed site raises questions of structural integrity and

- safety.

“The proposed project is Iocated in the 14t Avenue neighborhood of San Francisco. The '
lmmedlate area surrounding the project site is characterized by three to four story residential
buildings that contain apartments or two to three flats.”

Exploiting a Loophole: The San Francisco Planning Commission’s August 15, 1996 Wireless
Telecommunications Services (WTS) Guidelines contains a specific loophole added at the behest of
the telecommunications industry that makes a mockery of the Guidelines’ protection of residential
areas, i.e,, “7. Disfavored Sites: Buildings located in the following zoning districts are disfavored
sites: RH-1, RH-1 (D), RH-2, RH-3, RM-1, RM-2, RM-3, RC-1 and RC-2. The Planning Commission will
not approve applications for such sites... provided, however, that facilities placed on publicly-used
structures, as defined in Paragraph 1 ... in these zoning districts shall not be disfavored sites and .
may be approved for a WTS installation by the Planning Commission.” It strains credibility that the
intent of this latter sentence was to permit such a single, stand-alone structure to be utilized to
place such equipment within 15' of the bedrooms of neighborhood residents.
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Moreover, as the attached signatures of over 500 members of the surrounding community
firmly establish, appellant has abundantly demonstrated that the proposed use is unquestionably
not desirable for the local neighborhood and community. Rather than complying with section
303(b)(1), the Commission simply ignored the local community's overwhelming opposition to
the proposed use and glibly regurgitated the civic mantra that the City is a leader of the

“technological economy and the importance and desirability of maintaining adequate
, telecommun1cat1ons coverage in the Clty

THE PROPOSED SITEISNOT COMPATIBLE WITH THE NEIGHBORHOOD AND MAY, IN FACT,
HAVE A NEGATIVE IMPACT ON THE NEIGHBORHOOD. AT&T has failed to meet its burden of -
-proof to demonstrate that the proposed antenna placement in compatlble with the
(residential nature) of the neighborhood. In fact, there i§ overwhelming neighborhood
opposu:mn to thls proposed commercial lnstallatlon

The propased project is a commercial mstallatlon in an area thatis 97% reSIdentlaI
-2) AT&T is exploiting an obvious Ioophole in'the City’s WTS Guidelines, which were or:gmaily P
intended to protect purely re51dent1al ne1ghborhoods from commercial installations, however rhey R
- are camouﬂaged SO P

The proposed mstallatwn isa commercml mstallatzon which raises safety concerns
a) The Lead Acid Batteries used in AT&T’S base stations have met requirements for exception as
hazardous material classification. However, the' internal material ”...may be hazardous to your
health” in case of extreme heat or fire. (North Star Battery Company Fact Sheet).
b) Monthly maintenance requirements stipulate that operators must remain 25 feet from direct
contact with the base unit while residents are in even closer prommlty The Consulting Engineers’
analysis does not address thisissue.
©) The building of the Bureau of Jewish Education was built in 1920 and has not been retrofitted
since. The Lead Acid Batteries are not undertwenty-four hour survelllance therefore incaseofa
. fire the batteries are considered a dangerous fire hazard

_ The SIgnaI power density exceeds FCC guldelmes

Under section 704(B)(iv) of the 1996 Federal Telecorn'numcatlons Act, local jurisdictions cannot
deny wireless facilities based on Radio Frequency (RF) radiation emissions so long as such fac111t1es
comply with the FCC’s regulations concerning such emissions. The proposed project is in violation

~ of the FCC regulatxons The estimated ambient RF field from the proposed AT&T transmitters at the
ground level is calculated to be 0.027 mW/sq cm, which is 4.0% of the FCC public exposure limit.
The FCC set the limit to the power density that it deemed safe is about 1mW/cm*2. Based on this

' - standard, patrons of the Academy testified at the previous meetings of the Planning Commission
that 150 feet is the distance at which the main lobe of the antenna beam weakens to thelevel of
1mW/cm”2. Anyone placed closer in the main lobe of the antenna pattern is exposed to the levels
exceeding those set by the FCC. The distance between the building of the Bureau of Jewish
Education (“BIE") and the Church is-about 100 feet. The H&E repeatedly talks about “the power
density anywhere on the ground.” We contend that the power level on thé ground is irrelevantand -
immaterial to the case. Itis the people on the second floor of the First Slavic Baptist Church inside
the adjacent buildings that are going to be irradiated every day and NOT a passerby on the ground.

- The three dimension perimeter of RF levels equals to the public exposure limit extends 57 feet

- which includes areas of the roof top but does not reach any publicly accessible area.
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Community opposition: 586 individuals residing or working of the proposed installation
signed a petition strongly urging the Planning Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit at
601 - 14 Avenue (Exhibit B). :

IN SUMMARY

The First Slavic Baptist Church requests that the Board of Supemsors

Deny this AT&T proposal, because it is neither necessary nor desirable for and not
compatible with the residential nature of the neighborhood, and because AT&T has failed to
meet the burden of proof to convince otherwise. :
Instruct AT&T to pursue a more suitable commercial location that would be compatlble
with such an installation or to upgrade or modlfy one of its EXlStlIlg or currently pending
sites.

- EXHIBITS
'Exhibit'A - Why the First Slavic Bapt1st Church is opposed to the proposed AT&T antenna

. installation. .
- -Exhibit B~ 586 signatures of opposing: individuals

Exhibit.C - 4 Photos of 1300 Balboa St.

.Exhibit D + Letter from the.Pacifi¢iCoast.Slavic Baptist Association

Exhibit E - Letter from the California Southérn Baptist Convention

. Exhibit F - Letter from the Association of:Slavic Immigrants, USA

. Exhibit G - Letter from the pastor of theFirst Slavic Baptist Church ‘
- Exhibit H - CDs with Hebrew Academy students’ testimonies on 11 /03/11 Plannmg Commission
Hearing.
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. EXHIBIT 1 .
~ PREPAIRED BY VADIM HEYFITCH

Why the First Slav1c
Baptlst Church of San
Francisco is Opposed to
- theProposed AT&T
~ Antenna Installation on the
~ Rooftop of the Bureau of -
]ew1sh Education at 601 o
14t Ave? o

* CaseNo.-2011.0198C |

The second floor of the First Slav Bpt ist Church of San Fra o would be expos dt antenna radiation

~ tha t eeds th Imt set by the FCC (Federal Commun icatlon Commission.)
"~ The I ulatio fth EMR power density Hammett and Edison (H&E) performed for AT&T is rrect.
‘ ThFIdm mtwhhH&EIIgdth e performed at the proposed site lack doc mtt

: ~ Thesefa t suffici ent to reje tAT&TAppI ation for Conditio nal Use P rmit.

'pglm'



Application Checklist for the Conditional Use Permit contains item G, the
Emissions Report, also called Ambient Radio'Frequenty Report.- This report was
provided to AT&T by Hammett & Edison (H&E), a radio frequency engineering
firm, which served as an independent expert for this case. By its nature, the
Statement is an affidavit of safety, itis mtended as a technical proof of the safety
“of the proposed antennas. '

After the announcement by AT&T on December 8, 2011 of their decision to
abandon the sector-B antenna pair, the San Francisco Planning Commission
approved their Conditional Use Permit for the installation of the remaining two
‘palrs of antennas; sectors A and C, four antennas in total. Figure 1 shows that
Sector-A antenna pair would be directed toward the Russian Baptlst Church ( RBC)
across the Balboa street

Figure 1: the proposed ATT antenna dlrections.

page 20f9 peges
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The distance between the building of the Bureau ofJéwish Education (BJE) and
the RBCis. about 100 feet; the dlstance to the back wall of the RBC is-about 150
. ,feet

The FCC (Federal Communication Committee) set the limit to the power density
that it deemed safe, which is about 1mW/¢mA2. Based on this standard set by
the Federal government set norm, the Lisa Kempner Hebrew Academy (LKHA)
parents, which is to the south of the BJE, showed that 150 feet is the distance at
which the main lobe of the antenna beam weakens to the level of ImW/cm*2.
Anyone placed closer in the 'main lobe of the antenna pattern is exposed to the
levels exceedmg those set by the FCC. '

" Figure 2: Vertical plane power dens;ty pattern for one of the two antennas. The main beam is narrowly focused like a knife
blade.

The main lobe of the antenna beam.

PE5-15-XLH-RR, (CO}, Vertical, PortiD 1, 1950 MHZ |
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The building of the RBC is 42 feet tall. The proposed antennas are to be pla'ce_d
~also 42 feet above the grade. _Sivncevthe sector-A antenna pair is to beam toward
“and almost perpendicularly to the RBC, is will penetrate the second floor of the
Church, which hosts the parishioners includ_ing the Sunday school for children.
Such penetration is further assured by the fact that AT&T will tilt the antennas
downward by 4 degrees — as per their latest plan — or 6 degrees - as they we
-proposed ongmally in March of 2011. The tilt mechanism allows for as much as ‘
13 degree tilt below horizon. AT&T can tilt the antennas downward remotely any

timeit wants without requestlng prior approval from anyone. Even if they fixate

the antennas at the 4 degree tilt, over the 100 foot distance to.the RBC bunldlng

the main beam would decline about 7 feet to the level of 35 feet; it would thus

penetrate right into the second floor of the RBC and would continue to dechne

additional 3.5 feet to exit the back wall at the 31.5 foot level (or 10.5 feet below

the roof). Hence people in the rooms of the second floor would be in the direct

» path of th‘e main antenna beam. If tilted 13 degrees downward, the main lobe of
* the beam will also penetrate the first floor rooms in the back.oftt_hé building.

Figure 3: Sector A antenna beam penetrates into the second floor of the Church. The beam power density decreases to the
FCC set limit of 1ImW/cm"2 exactly when it reaches the back wall. Hence everyone on the second floor is exposed to

" eccessive EM radiation.

SectorA

100 feet

These calculations, also detailed below, are in disagreement wi_th those by H&E.
However, they have been checked and verified by three engineers. The detailed

page 4 of 9 pages
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analysis was submitted to the Planning Commission by the LKHA on Nov. 30, prior
to the Dec. 8 hearing, where the CUP application was approved.

The Plahning Commission chose to ignore this disagreement and without any
inquiry on this particular point chose to stick with the distance of 57 feet for the
three-dimensional exclusion perimeter — the number proposed by H&E.

The plannlng Commlssmn also chose to ignore the ewdence clearly demonstrated
by the LKHA parents that much of the H&E Statement was a just red herrmg

1) The H&E _Statement repeatedly talks about “the power densrty anywhere |
on the ground.” We contend that the Vpo'Wer_leveI on the ground is
irrelevant and immaterial to the case. It is the people on the second floor

. inside the adjacent buildings that are going to be irradiated every day—and
NOTa passerby on the greund. By their own.admission, AT&T seeks these

antennas NOT to improve the cellular reception in the street but to
improve it inside the houses nearby. The statement of Gordon Spencer,’

who is an AT&T engineer, reads: “Although there is reasonable outdoor
signal strength in the area, coverage indoor is weak and the quality of
service overall is unacceptable.” This statement shows that AT&T is not
concerned with'enhancing the reception' “for a person anywhere on. the
ground” but rather wants to improve the field penetration into the
buildings in the immediate vicinity of the proposed installation. The o
statement by Gordon Spencer is meant to justify the need for the
additional antennas in this general area. But it also shows that the Church
building is going to be the first building in the line of sight for the sector-A -
, ..antenna beam

The panel antennas installed on the rooftop are to be 42 feet above the
ground. H&E stated that on the ground the highest radiation level would
be at the mere 4% of that established by FCC, Yet elsewhere is the same 3-
page document they stated that the three-dimensional perimeter is 57
feet. Adirectional panel antenna has a much different EM field

page 5 of 9 pages
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dlStrlbUtIOH as can be seen on E
g 0 shows the vertical cross section of the field from the a actually
proposed antenna. The pattern implies that the field is shaped like a kn|fe
blade that will “cut” through the south wall of the top floor and into the top
floor of the Church with its main lobe. H&E Statement stipulates that this
_“three -dimensional perimeter... does not reach any pubhcly accessible
areas.” This is not true. On the contrary, it does extend dlrectly into the

Church building..

6 which shows the azimuthal v1ew

2) The S_tatement mentions Mr. David Kelly, who was contracted by H&E and
visited the site on February 9, 2011." His qualifications are not provided ,
beyond the phrase “a qualiﬁed'ﬁeld technician.” The Statement does not . .
describe the equipment Mr. Kelly used’, the date this equipment was last

- calibrated, the test pro'cedure he performed, or whether Mr. Kelly had
- received any training for this particular equipment. In fact, the Statement
lacks any details of the work Mr. Kelly presumably performed on that day.
‘Hence any conclusions drawn from his measurements are dubious.

3) “Checklist Item 1 describes Mr. Kelly performing measurernents of the
existing omnidirectional antennas on-site, at ground near the site of the
: existi'ng omnidirectional antennas. Such measUrements-are meaningless.
The dipole antenna positioned vertically does not at all radiate strictly
g 5. A person standing

downward, as can be seen onk
farther away from such omn|d|rect|onal antenna is exposed to a much
higher EM field radiation than the one standing directly below antenna.

' Why did Mr. Kelly take his measurements “at the ground near the site” and
then happily informed us that the level was “less than 1%"? Why did H&E,
who ordered and oversaw his work, did not -ple up this error? After all,
Mr. Bill Hammett si-gned the affidavit and thus is fully responsible for its
contents, The entire discussion of the radiation levels from the current
onmi antennas is irrelevant in light of AT&T statement that they plan to

' One example of such equnpment would be Agilent FneldFox RF Analyzer NS912A 4GHz with the Agllent UZOOO
Series USB power sensor. :

: _page.6- of 9 pages
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remove those antennas anyway This makes the H&E Statement appear as
a red herring. '

4) Hammett & Edison has submitted similar affidavits of safety for numerous
~installations of cellular antennas In every such submission they provide

~ similar calculatlons ‘After the antennas are mstalled and become fully
operational, their radiation | power density can be easily measured. Yet
neither Hammett & Edison nor AT&T Mobility have provided"any evidence
that they have done such study and found their predictions were true arid _
accurate. We submit that such study should be required and mandatory; it
should be conducted'by and independent engineering firm as a so-called
blind study (that is without AT&T knowledge as to the location and the
timing of the study). The SF Planning Commission has never requested -

* such measurement after it approved CUP for antenna mstallatlons in the
past. It never followed through with mspectlon as to whether installed
antennas are in compliance with the FCC limits.- It instead continues to rely
on AT&T promise to police itself and to conduct the tests once every two
years “as required by FCC.” Delegating such monitoring to the perpetrator
is-nothing but a grdtesque abrogation of re_sponsibility}' by the Planning
Commission to protest the safety of the citizens of San Francisco.

5) AT&T failed to submlt technlcal documentatlon such as a datasheet ora
specification, for the planned Andrew/Powerwave antennas: P65-15-XLH-
RR and 7780. Thedocumentation AT&T provided for the base station

- RBS2206 is NOT a substitute for antenna technical documentation.

lln summary, installation of the proposed antennas would be a violation of

~ the FCC established standards of safety as well as the violation of the proceSS'
established by the San Francisco Department of Public Health and the
Planning Commission. Therefere, we respectfully request that the City of
San erancisco rescinds the approval it gave to AT&T Mobility.
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Table 1: Power budget for the propesed installation.

WirelessService |  Freq.Band | PublicLimit | Prog
P o [MHzl ] [W/em2

| {FCCunlimited
 duration)

PCS | 1950 - 100 © 2,210
70DMHz, o 700 0.47 : 890

Figure 4: EM rafiation field around a vertical omni antenna.

T4

Figure 5: If you try to cover an area from a high point, you see a big hole below the antenna with no coverage.
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1 Area of poor coverage directly under the artenna

Figure 6: Typical Radiation Pattern of a Directional Antenna.

lack Lobe

Appendlx

1. http://www.slideshare. net/nehakumar01/cell- phone and-mobile- tower—radlatlon hazards).
Slide 29 quotes a recommendation for 300m distance from the cellular BTS towers to _

population.

2. Evidence of detrimental health effects from cellular anténnae

a. http://gothamist.com/2008/03/10/cell. phone rece.php

" b. http://www.bioinitiative.org/freeacces's/report/index.htm (Sections 2, 3, 5-14.)

c. http: //www slldeshare net/nehakumar0l/cell- phone and- moblle-tower-radlatlon-
. hazards (Slides 11, 12, 29, 43)
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City Plénning Co ission

City Hall, Room 4uy

1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlet Place

San Francisco,'CA
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City Planning Commission
City Hall, Room 400

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
San Francisco, CA

We the residents of the Richmond district of San Francisco, CA are'signing this petitioh to
express our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular
antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 4% Avenue, San Francisco, CA 9411 8).
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of J ewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to their word and maintains their relationship with their fellow
neighbors. o : - ' '
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City Planning Comnission

City Hall, Room 4 : o ‘ o ‘
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place ' . o Rl
San Francisco, CA . Aeades [ocete A 1D the Ri ch -

' : ) 2.5 8 TCadeiny . ' '
and  paresds of the Hebrew J |

We the residents of the Richmond district of San anncisco,'C

neighbors. . o : . ' S "
Print Name Signature - Address Phone No: | E-Mail R
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City PIahm'ng Ciommissidn ‘
City Hall, Room 400 "

"1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place .

San Francisco, CA

 We the residents of the Richmond district of San F rancisco, CA are signing this petition to
. express our serious concern about the Burean of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular -

antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14™ Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94118) .
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of J ewish Education, breaks their

" business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish .
~ Education stays committed to their word and maintains their relationship with their fellow

_neighbors.
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City Planning Commission -

- City Hall, Room 400
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
San Francisco, CA
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City Planning Commw” -ion
City Hall, Room 400 -

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
San Francisco, CA

We the residents of the Richmond district of San Francisco, CA are si gning this petition to
express our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular
antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14" Avenue, San Francisco, CA 9411 8. -
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to their word and maintains their relationship with their fellow
neighbors. ' '

Print Name Signature Address Phone No: E-Mail -

Milce Voelady FBon | 17" 9396355 |
Ju‘k; Vaelendn L{M@p\ |

A\ 4

10 BT ———
L@;;;u\clﬁe&égauvk ot 2Rl

| ‘/f) Seviig Mw@v\z{gu%@ g

. WD T (7 W5-F1e 27 |

B Al (U - (- Y= eom

L j / :
Ut Y R A A L

A es | VY e | 57385 e

| A AN,
1z " ‘,{j\a\\\pdfhrw\ Apbcgfﬁt)«

142



—z

City Planning Cq lission
City Hall, Room 400

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
San Francisco, CA - _
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City Planning Commission

City Hall, Room 400 :
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place | <

San Franc1sc0, CA ‘
We the residents of the Richmond district Would hke 10 express our CoOncern about the J. ew1$h
Bureau of Education’s plan to install antennas on their roof at address 601 14™ avenue (corner of -
14™ and Balboa) San Francisco, California. These antennae can cause serious health risks to us,
the faculty, and neighbors in the area because of their radioactive components
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City Planning Comy

ion

- City Hall, Room 400
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
San F rancisg’o, CA

We the residents of the Richmiond district of San Francisco
express our serious concern about the Buréau of Jewish Education’
antennas on top of their roof top af the address of

* We are adamantly against this venfure and ask th
business plans with the cellular company (AT&

- Education stays committed to their word and

» CA are signing this petition to

s plan to install cellular
(60114 Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94] 18).
at the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish ,
nmaintains their relationship with their fellow

neighbors, g
{Print Na‘mél.’ [ signature Address Thhone Nor E-viai
| WORA Youny /\/n;c@'%»& | Z/_;—.MM':/’?.&. 438 ] .'/Zf 2|
| 4AR0A Wapocc 1 J| e L
el Yol | 5 | ncogel | oo
W5 @EM%? V8Pl M Orots 2

G\

ST, B Gawry|

“re(AV5) Yeo-as4

I7

145

' / W_m/'f:i‘éz{é&'z?%%g .

Hhor oo %%7 78 Z’ff/qap (4525635 |
' TOJUstdman (”Pg D ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ#g@a 65D 630 %‘?‘20 za?kdrébﬁé)(?mai(_e@‘ |
Qna}o?,q Bodia| MJ‘/ | %ﬁmﬁﬁ (115) eo63147 | besedtin (2 pmaileom
L Biscoon) (St — | "o ot ) 050607 | :
Gregoriy B %’ | 5 égn&cif:fo ("Sernsz02 -
U ] _ eedl s GETTM M Her e 1y
et et il 2 Fons | H573555% [ i
Feame Vebaliers pou iy (0 ol ooty Eammepoveerae
Jane 77‘7\‘&{4 L da—u, (:/,:&f 780 FinsTon 4;»& Cyis) 9860 ¥&1 ,IZZIiQ‘l[I)\’JQ ﬁ&-"#ﬂmw"-fj .
04N ’%‘gﬂ/wﬁlﬁrmfp@%ﬂ/ T, i1 16y | Gy i,
Miricim K ﬂw bits (4™ Qe 415 a52.933 | mireal@grailican
| T[St G2 IS TAE | Aus -3P6-250 L )
Judy L;M_‘/ee'. \? R0 [ b2 - [Sth Ave_ (4s) 3%-7_9%;_ l@w:++\1@e@yghodlqm




26

Prmt Name

31"19'0 r‘\l G/ww q

' Address

So Ckuma;;cro

Phone Number .

_yi15-2q0-4Y957

Zewia W@oﬁx j

W23ty SF 7112

7 N> 22’(«52?0

Lt #7099 /%/f&ﬂ ’

' //fgi /%f ‘(2 s’ﬁ}/%#

(" 7/5/544 -

,04/ Beueidh

333"

S <A S

4156 53~ 334,,

1w \f%

~79 % Au/a SF/V/Z

RUSSIILY

’..[_,R_/[f\fo‘-. ML |

‘///

17287 ~48Y;

| Pt Lo

37¢

20 “Hﬂl{#
sk & 7({/1!

S-2860y Y

L

WS. 286-041)

74//5@' /1/00/97(

ol PR ,()£ 2O A
mﬁf ({/’0 g AT

513992

| %V\QL t/) L&S\/\

A

190 AW ST

Lh

UY- | e
Mgl (g~ 0

!

| 729 /TTESE

(O - 3%’&{&5

| 39/@\%9 ”"C‘a %@‘i

"5'\‘8 20 Uy Au.&' SF

Y(s Y- gt

=

Nagan WM

\._

sy 27 A

LT o% C2sy

GﬁrSXOIz ﬂ 10

81 2% 4

s 1933 6%

Aolvss” SMador

| 885 [Hank

i) Sehonp

%m e (odin

-

590 ' 23 Fpes

(707 357525

/Q{(&_ hblg*-L,

U0 "effoc LF

= 37 -2

| S Ha\/\?{qg'w.

“es "?‘-S-/-é-.‘?oSZS

\\\\AVH 9 35(‘/

(Mo 8%

(6 58, c0c &

ﬁ“ %&%M%/ |

./%ﬂ ‘/V’@f'“}fm

(Vi) 681-ceg

Mo V@m@u\m/ ~

o2y Y foe SE

m)ééy{/y?

Trha Tk

77/ %7‘4 /4//@

1z 415) 307-3%¢

Emma E/ m(ﬁ@zéé

/&/[@&’3/9‘{&9 |

Bees - é?/%fi/éz,éé
_L raa B\"Oﬁgﬁ &J
Vlaa?‘ i B%Vslaq

'Z%\)

C Xo2o C;éh/é’%

()20,

@7" 23‘15'[“/1—% Sf~ Yis—STb ~60(3

d;L/

746 2348 Lowdou St NIC-SI6-ToSH



City Planning Comm’ ion
City Hall, Room 400 _

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
San Francisco, CA

We the residents of the Richmond district of San Francisco, CA are signing this petition to

. €Xpress our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular
antennas on top of their roof top dt the address of (601 14”’,Avenue,' San Francisco, CA 94118) .
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to their word and-maintains their relationship with their fellow
neighbors. ' ' : ' - -
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- City Planning Commiss -

" City Hall, Room 400 .
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
~San Francisco, CA ‘

We the residents of the Richmond district of San Francisco, CA are signing this petition to
express our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular -
antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14™ Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94118) .
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T).- We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to their word and maintains their relationship with their fellow

neighbors.
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| S . AS 75| | e

| Bty Cloo| St obT 2| o2y
il Cobun <?%P‘7 ’ ) 41.-751-1{'74”_ o
Leal Mucza) gt |. (49 462190 .

| Stiolansy | psictfos (tdtrcan | e
TREVE. Forlty ) 131-7068] o4

QU IR NG S N
0 DAge By %AI . S A
|y G Jhuth [ 66~ (393

7&;('{6@175% Lo

y

A

o

T

>

S

Sof Ban e aol-com

o B,
_ J "\

7

749



City Planning Com1  jion

City Hall, Room 400

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place = =
San Francisco, CA

We the residents of the Richmond district of San F rancisco, CA are signing this petition to
EXpress our serious concern about the Buréau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular
antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14% Avenue, San Francisco, 'CA 94118).
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to their word and maintains their relationship with their fellow

.neighbors. - '
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City Planning Commis'

1

City Hall, Room 400 '
1 'Dr.. Carlton B. Goodlet Place '
San Francisco, CA -

We the residents of the Richmond district of San F rancisco, CA are signing this petition to
EXPpress our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellalar .

~ antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14" Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94118) .
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of J ewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to their word and maintains their relationship with their fellow

neighbors.
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City Planning Ca  »ission
City Hall, Room 440

1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlet Place
San Francisce, CA ‘

neighbors.
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City Planning Co

mmis "

City Hall, Room 400
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
- San Francisco, CA

We the residents of the Rlchmond district of San Franc1sco CA are signing this petition to
express our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular. "
. antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14™ Avenue, San Francisco, CA 941 18).
" We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
 business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to theéir word and maintains their 1elat10nsh1p with their fellow

neighbors.

Print Name

Signature

Address

| Phone No:

E-Mail
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- City Planning Commi. " n

City Hall, Room 400
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place

- San Francnsco, CA

We the residents of the Richmond district of San Francisco, CA are signing this petition to
express our serious concern about the Bureau of Jewish Education’s plan to install cellular
antennas on top of their roof top at the address of (601 14™ Avenue, San Francisco, CA 941 18).
We are adamantly against this venture and ask that the Bureau of Jewish Education, breaks their
business plans with the cellular company (AT&T). We also ask that the Bureau of Jewish
Education stays committed to the1r word and maintains their relationship with their fellow

neighbors.
. Print Namié - Sig’natur_e . Address | Pﬁone No: E-Mail '
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/ Samieva Polina/
/ Santos Natalya /"’

b/‘ @/‘f\ / Saharuk , Pavel /
L pf/@( jﬁ%ﬂmcp/n@o

o/ Semenenko L1d1ya /

~/Sorkina , Elvira/

/ Suleymanov Dzhamsh1d/
| - / Suleymanova , Olga /
< ( ‘_’@Q‘év\f\ / Tabakov , Teodor /

/ Temnikova , Lyudmila /

—

| —~ /Ulinskene , Dalya/

V' /Frolova, Ekateﬂna% f 4
B W / Holopov , Sergey / /@V/
-/ Holfg, George /

| | | C;\/%/%, /Holé,kCIaV&J qdzcz/
%M? ' / Chanova , Olga /

/ Shevchuk , Nelya / -

(. /Sheynberg , Marina / |
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% . /Olifer,DaVid/
| | | / Paukova , Nina /
'./Pérunakyan , Margo / (
Hieolsy Pocoussy  Ihont, oty
| '@/Mq P&x«a ra a? .' _/Pokofnéya,Galina/ )
@%W"M"j | /Pokon‘layav, Lesya / |
’30 /0@%@ Porn %/ P ép?’va’-mna/ -
o .[%V//Prihodko,Maria/.x -
| | /Pmsakova , Nadezﬁda/
/ Prusakov, Andéey /
l./Puz,A'lek'san.d/f/ |

/Puz, Trina/

/ Raivodovskaya', L—idiya /-
' @(2— | /R_akityanskaya_, Lidiya /

- /Sablina, Raisa/

'/ Savitskaya , Inna /

/ Sa.lmev Oleg /

5 St e
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[Lomteva , , latyana /-

y(/g? %“%%’Masl}qlk , Eva /

- 758

/ Monak , Elena/
/ Morozov , Ana_foliy / |

/ Moscov_ich , l\/ﬁke /

/ Moskovich , Kristina / |

™~/ Mjfasnikova , Natalya /

/ Nazarova ,‘Marinaj/
/ Naumova Valentina/ B

/ Nenaydoha Naum /

Wi N0V1kova Elena /

-/ Nudel , I_ar_isa /' :

| / Olifer , Leonid /
'/ Olifer , Natalya/

 / Olifer, Georgiy /

/ Olifer , Inna/



UJ ol // / Zelenyuk Mana/
L - /Zmnna , Vera/ _
QM%/ mﬁ / Kasumova E]J:mra/
/Kozhaev , Pavel ./ |
!"7 : / Kthaévd , Lyudmlla/ -

! Kozha'eva’ , Tamara /

»' /Komar , Olga/
“ v@&/ﬁ‘ﬁf 'KU/((/,M /(O.-%Lﬂ/%/q /Kdmienko Anna/
%FH { y@m //0 m[(q rﬁm ¢/ Kornienko . Valentma /

/ Kostlkova Lar1sa /

J  IKoht,Galina/
7 o
Y - / Kraus , Svetlana / |

AL LE

e 1Kk, Svetlana

Q-' &/l/)ﬂL, /Lapin, Samull/

759.



% Q%f/ué/‘// ,ﬁ SR / Gusenkov Timdfeyv/

/ Gusenkova , Rimma /

/ Gusenkov 'Kons_tantin /
\“\-—/ Gusenkova ,[Carina/

usenkov Maksim/

/ Gusenkov Mike /

/ Dader , Lyubov /
._ /Derévnyuk ; Vladixnir/
”" "/ Dmitrienko , Liliya /
~ /Dolganova , Antonina /

-/ Dolganova,Natalya/ R

/ Dolinskaya , Natalya / |
/ Donskoy , David /

o/ Emélyanoma ,Irina/
| | 5 ' S ‘Ere"m'eev Aleksandra /
f/fff[”’/;,m o | |
_/ Ehimova , Lyudmila /

Mﬁ{\ / Zhuravkov i Mike /
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-/ Brover , Einiliya /

_'.zf—f Q& | Bolhak , Natalya/

@"’L«/\.a\;\g{;\,uBulaeva Marié/

(J 0 V/ﬁ% / Vasileva , Tamara/
/Vﬂhovskaya Elena/

/%W Virozub N]kolay/

A\ - | f/ / Gabrus Iosuf /
\/ ﬁJa;"éc\ggﬁ B

@@ @qu& —  /Gladish Anatohy/

4[5/ %f?@&zwm/ CEWW et _— / Gogohtsma Angehka /
Goloh $Cin HLe¥SENMA f\A%Ogohtsm o

-/ Gogolit_siﬁa ; Svetlana /

W ~—  /Gorbenko,, Nina/

/« -/ Gordeeva , Raisa /
T ,/34 g ﬂ KE (/”kGusenkova Tamara /

7 /,/’.' / Gusenkova , Valentina./ )
7 ) /4 .
) / / Gusenkova, Victoria/
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éj/ggf/y/ /  /Gusenkov Timofey /

/ Gusenkova , Rimma '/

/ Gusenkov,_ Mike /

/ Dader , Lyubov /
/ Derevnyuk Vladmnr /

4/\// 7‘//‘(7/% /Dmltrlenko L111ya/ -

-/ Dolganova Antonma /

A1) , - Dolganova,Nataly’a/-
| A/ /‘]@W /Dolmskaya Natalya /
o/ DOnskoy , David /

/ Emelyanoma , Irina / | |

o A ;ZW/WJC/ Y Eremeev , Aleksandra /
' / Ehimova ; Lyudmila /
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Q&W ~ / Olifer , David /

/ Paukova , Niﬁa/
-/ Parunakyah,Margo/
1/ @0/ /Dc, o / Pokorniy , Nikolay /
o Porey | e
Ctivea / ﬁfﬁ’ s / Pokornaya , Galina /

@&?UW j o Pokomnaya , Lesya/
- y Df, Pl;/@ J p)//b /} %, / Popova ,Inna/

| % ] -/Prihodko Maria/
/Prusakova Nadezhda/
/ Prusakov Andeey/
/ Puz, Aleksa.ndr/

, /Puz Irma/

- / Razvodovskaya L1d1ya/

QC—?/&/ ~/ Rakityanskaya , Lidiya /
X e 57 o e )
P |

I | / Sablina , Raisa /
/ Xﬂ%’/— ‘ / SaVitskaya Imla/ |
| o / Samlev Oleg/

U (45 — S\xwg\“\a"’% ‘M‘” M"
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k: ’Z“O“ﬂ/{ " 0( / Lapina , Clara /
T 4

i
[

/Lomteva Tatyana/
;%mb /; %5-%7‘ Maleuk Eva/
/ ‘Monak , Elena /
/Morozov Anatohy/
‘/ Moscovich , MIkC/
~ / Moskovich Kn'stina_/
. /Myas-njko{fa , Natalya /
V/Nazaroxlfa , Marina /
/Naumova , Valentina / -
/ Nenaydoha , Naum/ o
) '/NOV1kova Elena/

/ Nudel larisa /

/ Olifer , Leonid /
/ Olifer., Natalya/ |
/ Olifer , Geor.gi_y/ |

/ Olifer, Inna / |
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%""W@W Lyebe V) Shmakova, Lywbov/

54’4}1 :%/% /SChm1dt Galma/
7

O(Véf Y®+5 W / Yatskar , Maya /
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%L/ NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEAE!NG

he
gg; PLANNING COMMISSION WILL MEET m cm' HALL,
M 400, 1 Dr. CARLTON B. GOODLET PLACE oN
THURSDAY OCTOBER 13. 2011, -

EEGINNIMG AT 12:00 P.§1.” (NOON) TO E:GNSIDEE

CASE MO, 20711.0188C

ﬁf‘ffi’ﬂ%ATlaw FOR CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION PURSUANT "s’f-v
-5 M?»., ;-3 LODE SECTIONS 209 AND 303 7O ALLOW ATAT WIRELESS
—ereIabl UP VO 8 VTS BANEL ANTENNAS IN THREE SEPARATE CALY
CRISNEY  ELEMENTS  On tRE ROOF _GF _THE THREE.ETORY -
d:r;m TIONAL BUILDING 7IEWNSH EI EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY: AT AN
PROXIMATE WEIGHT OF 14 FEET ASOVE GRADE IIECHARIGAL
Z 2UIPMENT WOULD BE LOCATED ON THE BUILDING'S BASERIENT,

*FOR THE PROPERTY AT: 601 - 14™ AVENUE, LOT 051 JM A;.“s"%vi@ﬂ's

ZLOCK 1530, I8 THE RiS-1 [NMIXED. LOW O 3, LOW DEXSITV)) DISTRICTS Hr«eg A dﬁ'gv
“EIGHT/BULE DISTRICT, . = ,

‘FOR A MORE SPECIFIC HEARING TIME FOR THIS GASE, CAaLL SM '
AFTER TUESDAY, OCTORER 15, 2017. FOR QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS
CALL THE STAFF PLAMMER AT 5586263 OR WRITE TO THE.QRY

FLANNING COMMISSION, 1650 MISSION- S7 STREET. 4™ FLOOR SF. ﬁﬁ“r .

94403. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE NUMBER IN CGRRESPGHﬁEMCE

FERSONS Wit ARE UNARLE TO ATIRHD \’HE PLEST KEARG b6y SUBHT WRITTEN SOJNWE NS T3 W!i w_-f
AT- PLANKDEG CEPARTMINT. 650 825002 G2 IRLER. 47 FLODE 53K THANSTECH, T8 D410, COMSENTS ==cmsn
BYY & 20 A58 ON THE DAY OF THE HEALING wm. BE MASE FART 7 “e5E QFFICIAL RECORD AKD %10 BE BRIVSHT TG
Tl ATTENTION OF Trif PLANMING CORICTSON

COMMENTYS P8t CANNGT BE CLLIVLEID 10 THE PLANMNG LE PARTMENT B* 317 &8 ON THE D&Y OF THE
HEARIRG WAy #1f TAKEM DIRECTLY TC TPE HEbr 65 AT CITY WALL G DDAEES ABOYE. CONVENTS RECENZTH AT 850
WUSERIN STREEY AFTER THE @ 36 A8 [ 20 (1L VALL BE PLACED i THE PROUECT F1L & BUIT mamsu wweﬁf
SRDUGHT ‘fﬂ THE RFTENTION OF THE #ia e COMSISSION AT T IUBLIS HE ARKS »

~ DANGER:
YI]LIR ACTION I3 REDUIRED
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STV PLANNING P CORLS ,wrd VIEL MEET m m?'r' riti:
ROOM 400, 1 -

BEGINMNING

= Laar - 2
'hL Y rre !

_ -‘-!Tf;‘%l;z_r‘t "‘f&A‘”’:?fC;

FOR THIS CASE, CALL 5533482

TFLAR A MORE SPECIFIC wmﬁ:m{: THAE
19,207 FOR QUESTIONS OR CONTAENTE

AFTER TUESDAY, OCTOBER
CARL THE STAFF PLS .LHHEQ AT \:.n-‘b.’g’iﬁ OR WRITE 7O T

FLANNING COMBIS2ION. 850 FIEEBION STREET. 4™ ELLIBR SF. &8

BAI03. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE HUMBER IN CQ:’?RESPG%@EE%ET

PERSDNS WirD ARE UNARS G Th L~ o Y ToRAY BUBERT WA TEN L ORATNES

Al FLARSSS OEPpARUSEST. 165D L =

BYT 9 20 &35 GR THE DAY OF THE HEARING WELL BE BADE PAKY 0° 2D

THE ATTEHTION CF 1o PLANNING -0k 5lR L .

SLPMENTS vARCH CAMBDT & LRTUSKRL T THE PLARSST DiSaRTMENT BY 533 &M - T '?7—- D&Y DF THE

FEARSL AT B0 TAREN GIRECTLY TO ThF WE ARG AT OITY HAL! : A0DAEET ABCYD) COMIENTS REGEIVED AT 1550
t ﬁ’ﬁm AFTER THE B30 A R Le 2in kb $ILL BE PLACED 16 THE PREARELY F2 _lLlY E—?‘*ﬁb&ﬁﬂ.‘f&f A

3 THB GTTERTION OF THE Fi Snmin TONIIIERION 2T TiE PUBLIC HE ARIRE .
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# NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEAR!NG

THe '

ggg PLANNING COMMISSION WILL MEET N CITY HALL, -

M 400, 1 Dr. CARLTON B. GOODLET PLACE oN -
IHURSDAY, OCTOBER 3. 2011,

BEGINNING AT 12: 00 P.M." (NOON) TO EQNSIBEE

CASE NO, 2871.8138C

Eﬂ“fﬁﬁ?‘&f’? N FOR CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION @w’smv? ,
A‘;;;n;a@ 24 G;u» SECTIONS 708 AND 303 TO ALLOW ATAET W!WEU:‘SS
INSTALL UP 70 6 /TS PANEL ANTENNAS it THREE SEPARATE FAUX.
CHUSNEY ELEMENTS G ENIMAS (N THREE SEPAR&:: 5
Jé_h__..”?‘t‘ﬂfi’%L BUILGING (JEWISH EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY: A1 AN
—PROXIMATE HEIGHT OF 4 FEET ABOVE GRADE, WMECHALCAL
FAPMENT WOULD /LD BE LOCATED ON THE BUH DING'S BASERENT, . *

‘FOR THE PROPERTY AT: g07 - 01 - 14™ SVENUE, LOT 001 i A“SESS@ :

SLOCK 1630, i THE RI-1 (1IXED, mw 0, LOW DENSITY) DISTRICTS ‘NB A sw.g
~EIGHTBLULK DISTRICT, ' *

"FOR A MORE SPECIFIC HEARING TIME FOR THIS CASE, CALL s'.igwﬂz
AFTER TU/ESDAY, OCTOBER 11, 2013, FOR QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS
CALL THE STAFF PLANNER AT 555-6262 OR WRITE 7O IHE. Giw‘,
PLANNING COMMISSION, 1650 MISSION STREET. 4™ FLOOR SF. 1‘:& g
84103. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE NUMBER IN CORRESPONDENCE, -

EERSONS Witd ARE UNABLE 16 ATTEHT THE FUBLE HEARBC AV SUBKE? WtTeN s KL T Sais b‘.‘-TL"“
AT FLARNDG DEPARTRILYT. 1650 MISE 0N S WLLT 47 FLOGOK, %N FRAMESCD, C& 0e1d3 TOAMIPLHTS S5CEIVED
EYT & 30 282 ON THE DAY OF THE HEARING WLL BE MADE FARY (¢ *af OFFECIAL RECTRD AND Wil BE ERIUGHT g Le]
THE ATTEHTION GF THT PLANNING COMESEON
COMMENTS wtiCH CARNCT &E SEUWVLZLID 1D THE PLARKRNG L0 mummr BY : 10 L ON THE DAY OF THE
HEARBIG WAy o€ TAKEH MRECTLY TO THE HE ARG AT CITY ALY OTRESS ABDVE: COLWENTS RECEAER &Y 1650
I STREET AFTER THE 2 10 A M8 11F Atu L eiLL BE PLACED Il THE FRIOUECY Fi £, LT PRQBABLY i&NN&? b2
- BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE FLARIAL COVMIESIIN 8T T vURLIS HEAE &5 s

 DANGER:
YOUR ACTION IS REQUIRED
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Nt'::rm::E OF PUBLIC HEAEQNG

Thic
Egé PLANNING COMMISSION WILL MEET IN CITY HALL,
M 400, 1 br. CASLTON B. GOODLET PLACE an
wu&m Y. OCTOSER 13, 2011, :

BEGINNING AT 12: 40 P.&1." (NOOH) TD ﬁﬁMSH}Eﬁ

<CASE MO, 2075, 1.0%38¢C

,?‘! APPLICATION FOR oo =UNDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION BURSUAN ~.;1
= SLANMING DODE SECTIONS 200 AND 303 T ALLOW ATAT WIRELESS
= INSTALL UP TGS VTS FapEr ANTENKAS IN THREE SEPARATE FAUA
LEIMNEY ELEMENTS ON  THE  ROOF OF _THE THREC-STORY
URTITUTIONAL BUILOING [JEVISH E.D[}CA TIONAL SOCIETY) AL AN
£ EEROFIMATE HEIGHT GF 44 FEET pBOVE GRADE. b Er’m.af;rg&r

£ 2UIPKENT WOULD 28 L OCATED ON THE BULDING'S BASERENT, . - °

‘FOR THE PROPERTY AT: 607 - 1477 AVERUE, LOT 453 IN ARSES&G‘E’S

ZLOCK 1630, IN THE Rf%-1 IMIXED, LOW DERSITYI) OIS TRICTS AN A ,i
SEIGHT/BULK DISTRICT,

‘FOR A MORE SPECIFIC HEARING TIME EOR THIS CASE. CALL sss-sézz
AFTER TUESDAY, OCTOBER 14 i1, 2011, FOR QUESTIONS OR COWMMENTS
CALL THE STAFF PLANNEE AT 556.6263 OR WRITE 7O THE. OITY
FLANNING COMMISSION, 1650 MISSION STREET. 4™ FLOOR 5F. CA
54103. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE NUMBER IN CORRESPONDENCE.

FEFISONS Wrtd ARE URRES € TG &1L THE PUELT MEARNG Moy SUBKS? WRITTEN SO NTS T §ASS r:&vr =
AT PLANNESG DEPARTMENT. 1650 W58 In £ BLES. 8 FLODH Hal FRARSSEED. T8 20173 COMRENTE ::m
BYT 9.30 A% ON THE DAY OF THF HFRIUHG WLL BE BADE PLEI 1 “+E OFFICIAL RECIRD SRD & il BEERJLIHT TG
THL AYTENTION OF THE FLANKING CORINTEEN

COMMER'S oHRCM CANKDT 8F SELMLSLD 15 THE PLARLSG UFYRRTERENT B« 7 X7 L 81 OW THE DAY 3F THE
HEAMING Moy OF TAKER MRECTLY TO THE NEARNG AT CITY HELT . - ~DRESS AESYET COMUTHTS PECE: B[ AT 1650

WUSSION STREET AFTER THE @ 35 & 12 [:F abuinl wILL BE PLACED It THE PRIUECT FUL R fiuT mtﬁ[mu,f CAKNGE =2
VTO THE ZTTENTION OF THE FLARNIRG OMMISSION AT 55 PJBLES HLAE %3 : :

DANGER:
YOUR AETIDN 1S REEUIRED
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%5t NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

THE ¢ —
: gg; PLANNING COMMISSION WILL MEET IN CITY HALL,
UOM 400, 1 Dr. CARLTON B, GOODLET PLACE ON
IHURSDAY, OCTOBER 13. 2011, .

BEGINNING AT 12:00 P.04.* (NOON) TO CONSIDER:

CASE NO, 2011.0195C

-ifd_:f%fﬂffﬁ? N FOR CONNITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION PURSUANT
e LDOE SPCTIONS 700 AND 303 TO ALLOW ATAT WIRELESS
i oot Mo 10 S UTS PANEL ANTENNAS IN THREE SEPARATE EAUX
CANEY BLEWENTS ON  THE ROOF GF. THE THREE-ETORY
SSHTUTIONAL BUN BING (JEWISH EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY} AT AN
S PROXIMATE HEIGHT OF od FEET ABOVE GRADE. MECTALTAL
= QUIFMENT WOULD BE LOCATED ON THE BUILDING S BASENENT. | -

TOR THE PROPERTY AT: £07 - 15™ sveEnus, ¢ 0T 001 iy A2SESSOR'S
~oBCK 1630, IN THE RIA-1 (MIXED, | OV DENSITY)) Dis TEICTS AM3 A 40K
~EIGHTBULK DISTRICT - T

“FOR A MORE SPECIFIC HEARING TIME EOR THIS CASE. CALL 558-5422
AFTER TUESDAY. OCTOBER 1. 2017 FOR QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS

CALL THE STAFF PLANNER AT 558-626) OR WRITE 10 THE ORY
- PLANNING COMMISSION, 1650 MISSION STREET. 4™ FLOOR SE. &
94103. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE NUNBER IN CORRESPONGENCE,

PERSONS %%¢0 ARE UKARLE TO &7 E%NS THE FLEL T RESRMNC MAY SUBKGT WRITTEN SOtMT MES T3 2884 A
AT FLAKKENG CEPARTIENT (55D MILC.00 YURERT 4™ FLGDH el |EANCEED. L M0 COoOvMENTS RECERED
BYT 9 30 A GN THE BAY CF THE HEARING WL BE BAADE PART [ “IE OFFRCIAL REC JRD ARD o Ll BE ESJLZHT TR
THL ATTENTION OF ThE PLARNNIKG COBME S0

COMMEMTS WHCH CANNGT 8E GELWLYLD T THE PLARNAG Lf PARTMENT B> 5 10 L& QN TME D&Y IF THE
HEARDHG Moy 20 FAREY DIRECTLY TO THE RE ARG AT CITHIEL! v ~DEES SEDVE, COMYERTE RECEAED AT 1886
SGSERON BTREET AFTER THE % M A M [iF 850 10 PALL BE PLACED It: THE FROUECY FLF Ful PROBABLY CRNNDS T2
IRDUGHT 7O ToL ATTENTION OF TRE FLanzins ©INAMESION 2T T CURLES HE R A0S - =

 DANGER
~ YOURACTION IS REQUIRED
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%

' NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARiNG

%?é PLANNING COMMISSION WILL MEET IN CITY HALL,
M 400, 1 Dr. CARLTON B, GOODLET PLACE GN
THURSDAY, OCTQRER 13, 2011, ,

BEGINNING AT 12:00 P.M.* (NOON) TO CONSIDER:

L£ASE NG £011.0798C

g.‘,,“ fﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬂt}m FOR CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION pm‘#auﬁ'ﬂﬁ |
L o iee LODE DE SECTIONG 202 AND 303 TO ALLOW ATET WIRELESS
= ANSTALE UF TO 6 VTS FANES NEL ANTERNNAS I T = SEPARATE FALK
LLMENEY ELEWENTS SN THE ROOF  OF THE  THREC.STGEY
s:l:zn‘?’Uréﬁ{a AL EU‘LJ!'“’U fJEL”jSH’ Enpe TIGNAi. SGCIETYE AT AR
“PROXIMATE HEIGHT OF 44 FEET fBOVE GRADE, WECHALICAL
£ UIPKENT WOULD BE LOCATED ON ED ON THE BUILEING'S BASENENE, =

"FOR THE PROPERTY AT: 607 - 14" AVENUE, LOT 601 IN AZSESSOR'S
~SOCK 1630, i THE RY-1 (MIXED, LOW DENSITY)) DISTRICTS ANDA ANDA 20X
~EIGHT/BULK DISTRICT, 7

“FOR A MORE SPECIFIC HEARING TIME FOR THIS CASE. CALL 553«5422
AFTER TUESDAY, QCTOBER 1. 20t1. FOR QUESTIONS oK COMNMENTS
CALL THE STAFF PLANNER AT 556.6262 OR WRITE TO THE. city
PLANNING COMMISSION, 1650 MISSION STREET, 4™ FLOOR S£. A
94103. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE HUMBER iN CORRESPONDENGE.

FEFSONS WitD ARE UNABLE 10 AT7LNT THE Puls i CEARNT 26V SUEIST WInTTEN TOMLS NG 19 8458 VR
AT FLAKNG CEPARTRCNT 1057 245 FTELET 4™ FLOOH SAM FRANISED. & M5 COVMENTE AZCE %EEF-‘ED
BYT 9.30 A% ON THE DAY OF THE HEAKING Wit BE MAGE PART 07 -5 DFFICIAL RECORD AND & LL BE E33LCHT T4
THL ATTENTIGON GF THE PLANNHG COMETSON .

COMMERTE fAbCH CARNGOT BFE LF) 1 1 THE FLAKESG DFPARTMENT 5% 30 A& O TREE DAY OF THE
HEARBIG BAY 27 TAKER DIRECTLY TO EARMNG AT CITY WALy i SORESS ABDVE < ONUSHTE RECETD AT 5850
SUSENGN ETREET AFTER THF O 3t & 1, ApCNL WALL BE FLACED Ii: THE FROJELT F1L 7 01T {‘ﬂ(ﬁﬁ&b' CARNGY -_-;
m’ TU FHE SYTERTION GF THE ©LAnsine OURISSIDN AT T FUALIE HE R ENS L

DANGER:
YBUR AETIDN 3 REﬂUIRED




[daygreser %j
} /@% Sop %

BekeR ~
Mﬂff/?/ﬁj/(&/ o - /,%/
e SR

Gys i |

l%@@w Mé/é«f ~ - o | '
sse3 / %IZ‘ - %H&Nﬁ. ,C -

t\/{dclﬂbk(\/ ' (7 “,.L - ‘ | _
(LQ‘SC\‘\-'L?I.qa N gq.//q
o ( FG*‘ (@ f“ﬁruq- W\ C
| &’Zg /Qé%‘vé ﬁm/;ﬁ%\/ = ; . o
2/2 74%/%?4;?; AL e —

- //U]Ofm ﬂ%ww > 5
4 grch fLéz/éonf

-_L ﬂ(mz/&? MM{
| Légf;c’( yLC‘Z/M’éa /’{;5202%’/
7\’”/17 <§f/f/%4? e ‘

%{3 ié;\fﬁzﬁﬁ«f f//ﬁ@?




7 NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEAR!NG

gg; PLANNING COMIAISSION wnLL MEET iN CITY HALL,
M 400, 1 Dr. CARLTOMN B, GOODLET PLACE ON
TﬂUFe&‘m*f @ﬁTQEER 13, 2071,

BEGINNING AT 12:00 P.M.* {NOON) TO CONSIDER:

*CASE NO. 2011.0198¢C

ﬁf\!j?P!;!ﬁf&Tlﬂf FOR CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION PUP*-‘UF? I
;‘% LODE SECTIONS 209 AND 303 7O ALLGW ATAT gﬂ#@gﬁ_-’fl
INSTALL UR To 6 1iTs BANEL ANTENNAS IN THREE SEPARATE FAUE
SMNEY ELEMENTS  n ThE mm&emw
ITUTIONAL BUNBING [JEVASH FB{_ TIONAL SOCIETY: AT AN

'%mﬁﬂm TE_HEIGHT OF of FEET ABOVE GRADE. HECTIGAL
CHUIBMENT WOULD BE L OCATED ON ThE BUILOING'S BASEKENT. s

*FOR THE PROPERTY AT: 601 .. 14™ AVENUE, LOT 001 IN AS EESSOR'S
-Eﬂé’:ﬁ' 1630, I THE ﬁf.f-T [MIXED [ OW DENSTY]) DISTRICTS AHD A mi“
“EIGHTBULK DISTRIC

‘FOR A MORE SPECIFIC HEARING TIME FOR THIS CASE. CALL 5585322
AFTER TUESDAY. CCTOBER $7, 2017, FOR QUESTIONS OR COMISENTS

CALL THE STAFF PLANNER AT 5:3=6.‘:‘£3 OR WRITE 7O 7HE GiFY
- FLANNING COMMISSION, 1650 MUSSION ST STREET, 4™ FLOOR 5. TA
94103. PLEASE INCLUDE THE CASE NUKBER IN CORRESFONDENCE.

PERSONS WHed ARE UNARLE TO ATTLMND ThE PUBLY! IDARNG Eov SUBN? wiiTTEN T80 Nin T3 8404 w1
AT PLANNASG DEPARTMERT 7653 4055 OW L7LET. 4'° FLGON AN PRAKIECD, G L2911 CoMLeTs RECERED
BYT 9.36 A ON YHE DAY OF THF HEAKING WEL BE MADE RART (° *+Z DFFICIAL RECORD AHD & L BE E5IL KT TG
THE ATTENTION OF THL PLANNING COM¥ETSON
COMMENTS &HICH CARNGT £F GILALTL T3 THE BLAKNMNG (i AARTHILNT B 317 5B ON THE DAY IF THE
BEAY F TAKEMN DIRECTLY TQ THE REARKE AT CITY $6LY, 7 "RREES ABDYE 1 COMUENTS BECTVED AT 55&9
_ SHRSMIN BTREST AFTER THE 0 30 A M [Er00 ) $ILL BE PLARED h THE PROJECT 1T 7. PuT SROBABLY GANRDS ¥2
mmm THE ATTERTION OF THE PLEnnine. ©IVRISSIDY AT Ti7 FUBLIS HE 28 %3 -

~ DANGER:
YOUR AETIDN 1S REQUIRED
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NQT!CE OF PUBLIC HEAR!NG

e
gg; PLANNING COMMISSION WILL MEET IN CITY HALL,
M 400, 1 Dr. CARLTON B. GOODLET PLACE ON
IHURSDA v OCTOBER 13,2011, ~

EGIMMENGAE’ 12:00 P.M." (NOGN) TO CONSIDER:

*CASE NO. 201101980
-’-W APPLICATION EOR - =ONDITIONAL USE AUT hGP:EATEGN Wpsuié‘v'?rr

= SLANNING COnE sEQ TIGS 200 19 ARD 303 TC ALLOY Y ATET M@Eﬁ:&i
-i SNSTALL UP 10 6 V7 pafiEl NTENNAS IV THREE SEBARATE CAUL
B