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John Avalos, David Campos Davrd : . - .
Board Of Supervrsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean - 11/30/2011 01:32 PM
Elsbernd, Mark Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L oo

Sent by: Renee Craig

Board of Superwsors

. 1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-5184 '
(415) 554-5163 fax

- Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

' Complete a Board of Supérvisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking
http://www.sfbos:org/index.aspx?page=104 :
- —— Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 01:33 PM —_

' Working mobile

¥

Ldangelo to: Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org o 11/30/2011 01:08 PM

November 30,2011 \
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Ca1V1110

’ Moblle phones and tablets are the new tools of product1v1ty, but they re only as useful as they are
connected. Commuters use their mobile devices: for everything from business to connecting with
friends and family. But this can be difficult when there are- dropped calls or unreliable,
connections. So I am writing to urge you to support AT&T's efforts to improve wireléss
infrastructure along the 101/Van Ness corridor, specifically the site located at 2041 Larkin St.

Sincerely; |

H \ .
" 390 Elizabeth street

San Francisco, CA 94114-3336
— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 01:33 PM —--
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oy Connectivity is Productivity

% sgareténo to: Board.of.S.uperviéors@sfgov.org, . o © 7 11/30/2011 01:18 PM

November 30, 2011 -

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
" San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

‘Dear Angela Calvillo, - |
Residents of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage, to keep pace with the latest
developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt

_productivity and quality of life for San Francisco, impacting bbth local communities and
businesses. I hope you Wlll support 1mpr0v1ng wireless coverage in San Fran01sco and approve
the new 51te :

S’.incerely,
Sam Garetano

2985 Clay Street
© San Fra.nc1sco CA 941 15- 1712



 Cc:
Beer )
Subject:  Fw: Connectivity is Productivity -
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John Avalos/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV David Campos/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV Dawd
To: Chiu/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Carmen Chu/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Malia’
Cohen/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Sean Elsbernd/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Mark

Board of Supervisors -

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

(415) 654-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax

Board. of Superwsors@sfgov org

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satlsfactlon form by cllcklng

http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104 . .
—- Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 01:36.PM —

- Connectivity is Productivity

sgaretano to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

11/30/2011 01:18 PM

' November 30, 2011 .

- Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo _

‘City Hall -

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calvillo,

Residents of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace with the latest .
developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt
productivity and quahty of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and
busiriesses. I hope you w1ll support improving Wu'eless coverage in San Francisco and approve _

the new site.
Sincerely,
Sam Garetano

2985 Clay Street
San Franciseo, CA 94115-1712
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John Avalos/B_OS/SFGOV@SFGOV, David Campos/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOYV, Carmen

To: o Chu/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, David Chiu/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Malia :
Cohen/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Sean Elsbernd/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Mark ,

Cc:
Bcce: , .
. Subject: Wireless Connectivity

- Board of Supervisors - :

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102 :
(415) 554-5184 -

(415) 554-5163 fax . - |
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org-

_Completé a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104 ’ '

~— Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 12/01/201 108:08 AM —

i
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| expect wireless to work in SF, so please s-Uppo_rt new cellsites
. gz94131 to: Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org - ~ 11/30/201103:37 PM

‘November 30, 2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

CityHall ' :

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 941 02-4689

Dear Angela Calvillo,

As San Francisco prides itself on being a technological hub, San Franciscans have come to love
and rely on wireless devices. Whether using a smartphone, laptop or tablet, high-speed, real-time ,
interaction has quickly become the standard. Wireless service in the city, however, is too often -
hindered by signal drop offs and slowdowns that hinder the potential of today's devices. I think
anything that can improve my current mobile experience is common sense, and in that spirit, I

~ hope you will support the site at 2041 Larkin Street. ' ’

Sincerely,
George Zemitis

145 Gardenside Dr.
Apt 10



San Franeisco, CA 94131 3311 '
e Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 12/01/2011 08: 08 AM —-

. Connectlwty is Productivity

‘ .Dijckles‘l to: Board.of.Supervisors@szOv_.Qrg ' _ ‘ : 1'1/30/2011‘03:_58 PM

November 30, 2011 ,
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calvillo,

Residents of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace: w1th the latest
-developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it 'will hurt
productivity and quality of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and -
businesses. I hope you will support improving wireless coverage in San Fran01sco and approve
the new 31te ' :

Sincerely,

Dduglaé Frantz
43 Santa.ynez ave

San Francisco, CA 94112- 2515 :
--— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 12/01/2011 08 08 AM —-

f‘ Improving cell coverage is good for the local economy -

’ ~amnathan’ to: Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org o © . 11/30/2011 04:32 PM

November 30, 2011

" Clerk of the Board Angela Ca1v1110

City Hall :
_ 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102- 4689

Dear Angela Calvillo,



Patrons of Polk Street restaurants, shops, and other businesses are big users of the mobile web.
Customers use mobile apps to get directions, make reservations, or do research. But it's annoying
and inconvenient for both businesses and their patrons when signals fade.and calls get
disconnected. Therefore, 1 urge you to approve the cell site at 2041 Larkin that will i improve
»ereless coverage for Russian Hill and the Van Ness/101 area. :

Sincerely,

MARVIN & ANITA NATHAN - .
66 YERBA BUENA AVE.
' SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94127-1544



- Wireless Connectivity
John Avalos, David Campos David |
Board of Superwsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean -

Sent by: Renee Craig

Elsbernd; Mark Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L .
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11/30/2011 03:23 PM" -

-. Board ofSupewlsors----m- - e
1 Dr. Carlton B.-Goodlétt Place Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax

Board. of Supervi'sors@sfg‘ov 'org

Complete a Board of Superwsors Customer Service Satlsfactlon form by cllcklng

http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
—— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFQOV on 11/30/2011 03:26 PM —-

i" ~ Improving cell coverage is good for the local economy

’ aa_beltran-' to: Board.of.SubeNisors@sfgov.org

November 30, 2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

City Hall | :
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

 Dear Angela Calvillo,

11/30/2011 02:33 PM

o 2 T VET <y e et o e g s e e

‘Patrons of Polk Street restaurants, shops, and other businesses are big users of the mobile web.

“Customers use mobile apps to get directions, make reservations, or do research. But it's annoying
and inconvenient for both businesses and their patrons when signals fade and calls get
disconnected. Therefore, I urge you to approve the cell site at 2041 Larkin that will 1 unprove

wireless coverage for Russian Hill and the Van Ness/ 101 area.
| SiIlcerer,

Allyn Beltran

430 Fillmore Street

CApt. B ,

San Francisco, CA 941 17 3465 .

—_ Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 03:26 PM—-



{ ' | support wireless infrastructure improvements

vidiva to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org .

11/30/2011 02:40 PM

- November 30 2011
Clerk of the Board Angela Ca1v1110
City Hall

1 Dr.Carlton B. .Goodlett Place, Room 244 o -

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calvillo,

I'm wriﬁng to express my support for the wireless site planned for 2041 Larkin at the Chuich of
the Fellowship.-Its lo¢ation seems ideal for improving wireless coverage in the 101/Van Ness
corridor, which is both an 1mportant area for commuters as well as for businesses and restaurants

: along Polk Street and Van Ness.
o Sincerely,
Veromka Fimbres -

554 Monterey Boulevard #2
San Francisco, CA 94127-2418

— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 03:26 PM -—_—
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i Connectlwty is Productivity -
mwandersi to: B'oargj.offSu.pervisors@sfgov.org

o

11/30/2011 02:41 PM

~ November 30,2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Ca1v1110

City Hall .

'1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Fran01sco CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calvillo,

Residents of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace with the latest
developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction‘of thé cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt
productivity and quality of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and



-businesses. [ hope you w111 support nnprovmg ereless coverage 1n San Fran01sco and approve
the new site.

Sincerely,”

Michael Anders'oh
679 Pine St #10
679 Pine St #10

. San Francisco, CA 94108- 3217 : S : .
. —— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 03: 26 PM —— e [ P

Working mobile |

" Ibunini’ to: Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org ' _ , . . +11/30/2011 03:20 PM

November 30, 2011 - A
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo -

City Hall

1 Dr: Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102- 4689

Dear A.néela Calvillo,

Mobile phones and tablets are the new tools of productivity, but they're only as useful as they are
connected. Commuters use their mobile devices for everything from business to connecting with
friends and family. But this can be difficult when there are dropped calls or unreliable
connections. So I am writing to urge you to support AT&T's efforts to improve wireless
mfrastructure along the 101/Van Ness COI'l‘ldOI‘ spec1ﬁca11y the site located at 2041 Larkin St.

- Sincerely,
Lynn B. Bunim

2017 Lyon Street '
San Franc1sco CA 94115~ 1609



Wireless ‘lnfrastructuire
John Avalos, David Campos, David
Board Of Supemsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen,.Sean

Elsbernd, Mark Farrell Jane Kim, EricL |

Sent by. Renee Craig
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© 11/30/2011 01:03 PM

'Board of Supervrsors -

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102 -

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax

- Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov. org

Complete.a Board of Superwsors Customer Service Satisfaction form by,clicking -

http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 01:05 PM e

1 support-wureless infrastructure improvements -

‘- Sfart to: Board:of.Supervieo'rs@sfgov.org

11/30/2011 12:05 PM

November 30,2011
- Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo .
City Hall : ‘
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102 4689

Dear Angela Ca1V1110

I'm writing to express my support for the wueless site planned for 2041 Larkin at the Church of |
the Fellowship. Its location seems ideal for improving wireless coverage in the 101/Van Ness
corridor, which is both an important area for commuters as well as for businesses and restaurants

.along Polk Street and Van Ness.
Sincere_ly,_ .

Arthur Wehl
355 Buena Vista Ave., East
204w

'San Francisco, CA 94117-4171
-— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 01:05 PM -



. Connectivity is Productivity

., bevigil to: Boafd.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org : S 11/30/2011 12:40 PM
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November 30, 2011
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo
C1ty Hall
"1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 -

Dear Angela Calvillo,

Residents of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace with the latest
developments of the tech sector and stay connécted during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt
productivity and quality. of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and
businesses. I hope you will support improving Wueless coverage in San Francisco and approve
the new site. : -

Sincerely, ' . : . _

" Brian Vigil

66 Linda Street
San Franc1sco CA 941 10- 1616
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Support Wrreless Infrastructure

John Avalos, David Campos, David - - S
Board of Supervrsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean 11/30/2011 11:58 AM

. Elsbernd, Mark Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L : o

" Sentby: Renee Craig

Board of Supervrsors '
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102 ;
(415) 554-5184

{(415) 554-5163 fax :

Board.of. Supervrsors@sfgov org

. Complete a Board of Supervrsors Customer Servrce Sa’usfactron form by cl|ckmg
http /iwww.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
—— Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:59 AM ——

{ lLsupport wireless infrastructure improvements

" -jeffreyallenbaer to Board.Of.Supervisors@sfgov.org‘ o : '11/30/2011 10:27 AM

November 30,2011 - .

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Roorn 244 -
San Francisco, CA 94102—4689

" Dear Angela Ca1v1110

Im writing to express my Support for the wireless site planned for 2041 Larkin at the Church of

the Fellowshlp Its. location seems ideal for improving wireless coverage in the 101/Van Ness

‘corridor, which is both an important area for commuters as well as for businesses and restaurants
along Polk Street and Van Ness '

Sirlcerely,

Jeffrey Baer
780 Dartmouth St.

San Francisco, CA 94134 1810
-—- Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11 59 AM —_—

Don't Let San Francisco fall behind _in ereless



' youngsam_sf -fo: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.arg o 11/30/2011 10:28'AM
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~ November 30,2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B: Goodlett Place, Room 244
'San Francisco, CA 94102- -4689

: Dear‘ Ahgel_a C.alvillo,

If San Franc:1sco wants to be a tech leader, then wireless serV1ce in San Francisco needs to be able
to support new devices and apps. San Franciscans are early adopters of new mobile technologies
and expect a strong, reliable wireless network that providesa cornerstone for innovation. By
approving the new cell site at 2041 Larkin Street the Board of Supervlsors would take a step in
the right direction; makmg sure the c1ty S network doesnt fall behind fast—paced growth in tech.

Sincerely, | o _ o . 'é

Samantha Young -
3416 Divisadero Street

SF, CA 94123-1908
~——- Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:59 AM —— .

¢ 1support wireless mfrastructure improvements

k prahmer to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org - _ | . 11/30/2011 10:30 AM

.. November 30, 2011 -

* Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo
City Hall = :
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlétt Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela CaIV1110

I'm writing to express my support for the wireless site planned- for 2041 Larkm at the Church of

'~ the Fellowship. Its location seems ideal for improving wireless coverage in the 101/Van Ness
corridor, which is both an important area for commuters as well as for busmesses and restaurants
along Polk Street and Van Ness. :



Sincerely,

Peter Rahmer .
1310 Fulton St. Apt 208

San Francisco, CA 94117-5401 =
- —— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:59 AM ——

i .
{ Approve the site that will serve SF commuters and residents alike

“‘vivaschumacher to: Board.o‘f.-Supervisors@sfgbv.orgj '} 11/30/2011 10:31 AM

November 30, 2011
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo
City Hall '
-1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Ang_ela' Calvillo,

The new cell site at 2041 Larkin Street would-serve a major commuting corridor and provide -

_ better service to residents in neighborhoods off of Van Ness. More reliable coverage will support
residents and commuters who St_ay connected at home and on the go. In the interest of our
economic well-being, I hope you will approve the new cell site.

Sincerely,

~ Scott Shadiow
© 861 Sutter St. APT 209

San Francisco, CA 94109-6146 - : o o
- -——- Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:59 AM ----- :

[’ Improvmg cell coverage is good for the Iocal economy
T : : : ,
1 plbOCCI to: Board.of.Supervusors@sfgov.org ‘ o 11/30/2011 10:33 AM

November 30,2011 o
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo -
City Hall . .

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689



-Dear Angela Calvillo,

. Patrons of Polk Street restaurants, shops, and other businesses are big users of the mobile web.
Customers use mobile apps.to get directions, make reservations,.or do research. But it's annoying .
and inconvenient for both businesses and their patrons when signals fade and calls get
disconnected. Therefore, I urge you to approve the cell site at 2041 Larkin that W111 improve
wireless coverage for Russ1an Hill and the Van Ness/ 101 area.

Sincerely,

Pamela Bocci
1249 16th Ave #5
Apt#5 ‘ _
San Francisco, CA 94122-2046
—— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11 59 AM —

Connectlwty is Productivity

" operaryans . to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org - ‘ o 11/30/2011 10:34 AM

November 30, 2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

- City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Franc1sco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calvﬂlo

Residents of San Fram:lsco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace w1th the latest
" developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt
productivity ard quality of life for San Francisco, 1mpact1ng both local communities and ,
businesses. I hope you will support lmprovmg wireless coverage in San Fran01sco and approve
- the new 51te

,.Sincerely, o

Bob Ryan _ .
1168-C Eddy Street : _ : ‘
San Fraricisco, CA 94109-7632
—— Forwarded by ‘Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:59 AM — -

{ Connectivity is Productivity

3
1
L.



H

oy dav.id.hortonl to: Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org E : 11/30/2011 10:39 AM

.

November 30, 2011 . :

. Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo

- City Hall ' .
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 '

Dear Angela Calvillo,

R_esiden"ts of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace with the latest

developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of

Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt

~ productivity and quality of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and
businesses. I-hope you will support improving wueless coverage in San Francisco and approve

~ the new site. : '

‘We need more ATT cell towers in North Central SF. Thanks for your consideration!
o Sinoerely, :
- David Horton

2139 North Point St

San Francisco, CA 94123-1412 :
—— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/201 111:58 AM ——

' ‘ Improvmg cell coverage is good for the Iocal economy

" dczell to: Board.of.Supervxsors@sfgov.org ’ , . _ - 11/30/2011-10:45 AM

November 30, 2011

Clerk.of the Board Angela Calvillo

City Hall ‘

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
- San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calyillo,

Patrons of Polk Street i‘estaurants, shops, and other businesses are big users of the mobile web. '
Customers use mobile apps to get directions, make reservations, or do research. But it's annoying
- and inconvenient for both businesses and their patrons when sigoals fade and calls get



dlsconnected Therefore I urge you to approve the cell site at 2041 Larkm that w111 unprove
“wireless coverage for Russian Hill and the Van Ness/101 area. o

, Sincerely-,

Deborah Zell
11 Coleridge St

San Francisco, CA 94110-5110
-—- Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11: 59 AM —_—

i _.C_onnectivity is Productivity

; silviaisandoval to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org ' . o 11/30/2011 10:46 AM

" November 30, 201 1

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo :

- City Hall :

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Franmsco CA 94102-4689

Dear Arrgela Calvillo,

Residents of San Francrsco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace with the latest
developments of the tech sector and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Stpervisors decides against the construction of thecell site'at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt |

- productivity and quality of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and

businesses. ] hope you will support 1mprovmg wrreless coverage in San Fran01sco and appro{/e'
. the new site.. :

Sincerely,

Silvia Sandoval

1390 Mission Street

Apt 1214 .

San Francisco, CA 94103-2668



Fw: Don't Let San Francisco fall behind in ereless , .
John Avalos, David Campos, David
- Board Of Supervisors t0: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean

Elsbemd Mark Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L
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11/30/2011 11:56 AM.

" Sent by: Renee Craig

Board of Superwsors

1 Dr. Carlion B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax

Board of. Superwsors@sfgov org

Complete a Board of Superwsors Customer Servnce Satlsfactlon form by clicking
- hitp://www.sfbos.org/index. aspx’?page 104 . ,
~ -—-- Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on.11/30/2011 11:58 AM —_

~

Don't Let San FranCIsco fall behind i |n ereless

lacharona to: Board.of.Supewlsors@sfgov.org

11/30/2011 10:58 AM

November 30, 2011

Clerk of the Board Angela. Calvillo

City Hall

1 Dr, Catlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

~ Dear Angela Calvﬂlp,

- If San’ Franc1sco wants to be a tech leader, then wireless seryice in San Francisco needs to be able -
to support new devices and apps. San Franciscans are early adopters of new mobile technologies

- and expect a strong, reliable wireless network that provides a cornerstone for innovation. By
approving the new cell site at 2041 Larkin Street the Board of Supervisors would take a step in
the right dlrectlon makmg sure the c1ty s network doesn't fall behind fast—paced growth in tech.

Slncerely

Sharon McGill
1477 Kansas St - »
San Francisco, CA 94107-3243.



John Avalos, David Campos, David
Board of Supervisors. -to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean
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Fw I expect wireless to work in SF, so please support new ceII sites

11/30/2011 11:55 AM

Board of Supervnsors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102 -

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax -
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking

htp://www. stbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
---— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/201 111 57 AM --—.

| expeCt wireless‘ to work’ln SF, sp please support new cell sites

jba||0Lt to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

11/30/2011 11:27 AM- .

November 30 2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Ca1v1110

. City Hall .

1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place Room 244
San Franc1soo CA 94102 4689

Dear Angela_ CaIvillo,

As San Francisco prides itself on bemg a technolo g1ca1 hub, San Franciscans have come to love
and rely on wireless devices. Whether using a smartphone, laptop or tablet, high-speed, real-time
interaction has quickly become the standard. Wireless service in the city, however, is too often
hindered by signal drop offs and slowdowns that hinder the potential of today's devices. I think
anything that can improve my current mobile experience is common sense, and in that spirit, I

hope you W111 support the site at 2041 Larkin Street.
Sincérely,
Jarrod Ballou

770 Oak St. Apt 8 .
San Franc1sco CA 941 17- 2546
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_ Fw Approve the site that WI” serve SF commuters and reS|dents allke
_John Avalos, David Campos, David '
Board of Superwsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean 11/30/2011 11:55 AM
Elsbernd Mark - Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L o

Sent by: Renee Craig

‘Board of Supervrsors

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

{(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax

Board.of. Supervrsors@sfgov org

E Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Servrce Satlsfactron form by clicking
hitp://www. sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
— Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:57 AM —

‘ Approve the site that will serve SF commuters and resrdents alike

) amit_narayanan to: Board.of.Supervisors@szOV.org ‘ . ) 11/30/2011 11:23 AM

November 30, 2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

City Hall . '

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

~ Dear Angela Calvillo,

- The new cell srre at 2041 Larkm Street Would serve a maj or commutmg corridor and pmV1de '
better serv1ce to re51dents in nei ighborhoods off of Van Ness.

AT&T's current wireless service (and customer service) is abysmal And given that there is no
competl’uon in the wueless oligopoly, the alternatives to AT&T are just as bad if not worse.

+In the .interest of proper wireless connectivity, I want to see this cell site approved. -
Sincerely, -
Amit Narayanan

_ 155 Haight St, 201
~ San Francisco, CA 94102-5734
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Fw Connectmty is Productivity :
‘John Avalos, David Campos, David

Board of Supervrsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean -11/30/2011 11:55 AM-
" Elsbernd, Mark Farrell Jane Kim, EricL- :

Sent by: Renee Craig

) Board of Supervisors
-1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-5184
(415) 554-5163 fax
Board of.Supervisors@sfgov. org

Complete a Board of Superwsors Customer Servrce Satrsfactlon form by clicking. -
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
o Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:58 AM ——

Co-nnectiv.ity is Productrvrty

thomaspeftersson to: Bo_ard/:of“.Supervisors@sfgov.org - 11/30/2011 10:59 AM

F N e T

November 30, 2011 o

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo : o T
" City Hall o o
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Angela Calvﬂlo,

Residents of San Francisco expect better cell phone coverage to keep pace with the latest . |
developments of the tech sector-and stay connected during their daily routine. If the Board of
Supervisors decides against the construction of the cell site at 2041 Larkin Street, it will hurt

- productivity and quality of life for San Francisco, impacting both local communities and

. businesses. I hope you will support improving wireless coverage in San Francisco and approve
- the new site.

-~ . Sincerely,
" Thomas Pettersson

30 Temescal Terrace -
San Francisco, CA 94118-4325
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Fw I expect WIreIess to work in SF, so please suppor’c new cell sites

11/30/2011 11:55 AM

Board of Supervisors

-1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax S
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

Cdmp.léte _é Board of Supér'visors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking

http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104 .
- Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:58 AM —-

| expeci wireless to work in SF,'so please support new cell sites

~ dick to: Boa'rd.of.Supérvisors@sfgov.qrg'

November 30, 201 1
Clerk of the Board Angela Ca1v1110
- City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

1

Dear Angela Ca1v1110

AT T, TR s T R L % ST AET Saa e Sam e Y e R GBEM N TS s ST R WA N A et RS

11/30/2011 10:59 AM

As San Francisco pr1des itself on being a techn010g1cal hub San Franciscans have come to love -
and rely on wireless devices. Whether using a smartphone, laptop or tablet, hlgh-speed real-time
interaction has quickly become the standard. Wireless service in the city, however, is too often
hindered by signal drop offs-and slowdowns that hinder the potentlal of today's devices. I think
anything that can improve my current mobile experience is common sense, and in that spirit, I

hope you will support the site at 2041 Larkin Street..
Sincer_ely, _

Dlck Hardt
735 Clementina St
San Franc1sco CA 94103- 3812
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Fw ! expect wireless to work in SF, so please support new cell sntes .

11/30/2011 11:54 AM

Board of Supervnsors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 84102

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax

Board of Supervisors@sfgov.org

Complete a.Board of Supervisors Customer Servrce Satlsfactron form by cllckmg

hitp://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:57 AM 2+

Lo expect wireless to work in SF, so please support new cell sites * -

. maidelba to: Board.of.SUperVisors@sfgov.orQ

11/30/2011°11;28 AM

November 30,2011 .

Cletk of the Board Angela Calvillo

City Hall .

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 '

Dear Angela Calvillo,

As San Franc1sco prides itself on being a technologlcal hub, San Franc1scans have come to love
~and rely on wireless devices. Whether using a smartphone, laptop or tablet, high-speed, real-tune
interaction has quickly become the standard. Wireless service in the city, however, is too often -
" hindered by signal drop offs and slowdowns that hinder the potential of today's devices. I think
‘anything that can improve my current mobile experience is common sense, and in that spirit, I

hope you will support the site at 2041 Larkin. Street
Sincerely,

Mitchell Aidelbaum
2412 HARRISON ST APT 202

San Francisco
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94110- 2772



'Fw: Working mobile :
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Board of Supervrsors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean

Sent by: Renee Craig

Elsbernd, Mark Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L. -
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11/30/2011 11:54 AM

Board of Supervrsors
_ 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 .
. San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-5184 .

(415) 554-5163 fax

Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov. org

Co'nplete a-Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satrsfactlon form by clicking’

“http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104 -
—— Forwarded by Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:56 AM —-

Workir_\g mobile

wickland -to: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

11/30/2011 11:38 AM

. November 30,2011

Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo®

City Hall

1 Dr. CarltonB Goodlett Place Room 244
"San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 . '

Dear Ang'ela Calvillo

MObllC phones and tablets are the new tools of product1v1ty, but they're only as useful as they are
‘connected. Commuters use their mobile devices for everything from business to connecting with’
friends and family. But this can be d1fﬁcult when there are dropped calls or unreliable
connections, So I am writing to urge you to support AT&T's efforts to improve wireless
mfrastructure along the 101/Van Ness corridor, specifically the site located at 2041 Larkin St.

Sincerely,

Timothy Wickland
1299 Bush St#601
San Francisco, CA 94109-5795
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- Fw: [ expect. WIreless to work in SF, S0 please support new cell SItes

John Avalos, David Campos, David
“Board of Supervisors to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean ~ 11/30/2011 11:54 AM
' Elsbernd, Mark Farrell, Jane Kim, Eric L

Sent by: Renee Craig

‘Board of Supervrsors

- 1.Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-5184 N
(415) 554-5163 fax

- Board.of. Supervrsors@sfgov org

Complete a Board of Superwsors Customer Service Sat|sfact|on form by clicking

http /Iwww.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
-—— Forwarded by Renee Craig/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/2011 11:56 AM ~—

i | expect wireless to work in SF, so please support new cell sites

mmdillo to: Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org - _ ' - 11/30/2011_'11:46AM .

November 30,2011
- Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Deer Angela Calvillo, :

As San Francisco pndes itself on being’ a technologlcal hub, San Fran01scans have come to love
and rely on wireless devices. Whether using a smartphone, laptop or tablet, hlgh-speed real-time -
interaction has quickly become the standard. Wireless service in the city, however, is too often
hindered by signal drop offs and slowdowns that hinder the potential of today's devices. I think
anything that can improve my current mobile expenence is common sense, and in that spirit, [
hope you will support the site at 2041 Larkin Street. Lo

- Sincerely, o
'Margaret Dillon

 211144th Aver -
- San Francisco, CA 94116-1532-
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Fw: lsupport wireless: infrastructure improvements
John Avalos, David Campos, David o T
Board Of SUperVISOI’S to: Chiu, Carmen Chu, Malia Cohen, Sean 11/30/2011 10:36 AM -
Elsbernd Mark Farrell, Jahe Klm EriclL . o

Sent by: Renee Craig

Board of Supervisors -

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
_ San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax
- Board of Supervnsors@sfgov org .

Complete a Board of Supervxsors Customer Serwce Satlsfactlon form by clicking

http://www.sfbos.org/index. aspx’?page—1 04
—- Forwarded by | Renee Cralg/BOS/SFGOV on 11/30/201 110:37 AM —

lsupport wireless infrastructure'improvements e

) 'jeffreyalienbae'r to: Board.of.SUpervisers@sfgov.org _ - : 11/30/2011 10:27 AM

" November 30, 2011
Clerk of the Board Angela Calvﬂlo

“City Hall . - :
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Franc1sco CA 94102 4689

Dear Angela Ca1v1110

- I'm writing to express my support for the w1reless site planned for 2041 Larkin at the Church of
the Fellowship. Its location seems ideal for improving wireless coverage in the 101/Van Ness

- corridor, which is both an important area for commuters as well as for busmesses and restaurants
' along Polk Street and Van Ness. ’ : :

Sincerely,
Jeffrey Baer

780 Dartmouth St.
San Francrsco ‘CA 94134- 1810



Russian Hill Community Association
1134 Green St. San Francisco, CA 94109 415-776-2014 i'hcasf.com
I.\on}ember 28,2011

Ms. Angela Calvillo

I{ 2::- U‘T;
L = 29z
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors ‘ _ \i ' %i ;;91?3
' City & County of San Francisco , : 4§<E§ i
City Hall : . _ i o EED
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 : { - :;iii::}
San Francisco, CA 94102-4680 - _ | o= 05
, - - i+ "o
Re: File #111183 Case #: 2010.1083C - 2041 Larkin (Cell Tower)/ 3 @ w
Dear Ms. Cavillo: |

The Russian Hill Community Association 2041 Larkin (Cell Tower) Pfojeét Team .shbmits today one
copy of its appeal documents for the above referenced file. Urnder separate cover, we will submit
electronic copies of all documents. - ‘

Thank you for your cooperation and assistance.
Sincerely,

Laura Albert -

Co-Chair 2041 Larkin Proje

ct Team



Russian Hill Community Association
1134 Green St. SanFrancisco, CA 94109 415—_776-2014 rheasf.com

Appeal of Conditional Use for AT&T Wireless System.at 2041 Larking Street
File # 111183 Planning Case #: 2010.1083C - ’

_ INTRODUCTION & SUMMARY:
The Russian Hill Community Association (RHCA) is appealing the Planning Commlssmn S
approval of AT&T Mobility’s application for Conditional Use Authorization to install a macro-
~ cellular wireless communication service (WTS) facility in the steeple'and internal room of the
church located at 2041 Larkin Street. ' '

Pursuant to Planning Code Section 303, “A Conditional Use is a use that is not principally
permitted in a particular Zoning District. Conditional Uses require a Planning Commission hearing
in order to determine if the proposed use is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the
ne'ighborhood and whether it may potentially have a negative impact on the 'surrounding

elghborhoodl and whether the use complies with the San Francisco General Plan.” (emphasis
added)

The Planning Commission approved AT&T’s Conditional Use apphcatlon on September 22,
2011 It is that decision that is the subject of this appeal.

Neither necessary, nor desimble, nor compatible.

" Both AT&T and the Planning C ommission have chosen to attack a strawman by alleging that
the RHCA appeal is based on health concerns; that is not true. It might be easier to dispose of the - ’
neighbors’ concerns in such an instance, because federal regulation precludes such an attack - but
. that is not the basis of the RHCA appeal. Nor is the RHCA appeal based on aesthetics. ' }

The appeel is based on the fact that AT&T has not demonstrated that the proposed
installation is either necessary or desirable for or is the compatible with the community.

Sltmg Preference 1 structure in Preference 7 area

It is worth noting is that a structure exists to evaluate ‘the siting of such antennae, Wthh
ranks various preference categories as 1 to 7 (with 1 being the most desirable and 7 being the -
least). Residential neighborhoods are, for good reason, a Preference Category 7 location. However,
AT&T has found a loophole in the system. It merely selects a pubhc building, such as a church in
this instance, and claims a Preference Category 1, even though the surrounding bu11d1ngs are 100%
h re51dent1al and the equipment will be located less than 15 feet from residential properties on all
sides.t ' )

1 The fiaw inherent in such a tortured view of the system is best demonstrated by the fact that under applicable

regulations AT&T is required to post signs indicating that occasional exposure to workmen within 23 feet may be
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Certalnly, this was not the 1ntended purpose of the siting system. Equally, it is clear that thlS
1nterpretat10n does not comply with the intent of the siting preference system. How can an '
installation go from the least favored site (a category 7) to the most favored site.(a category 1)
simply by being placed in an outlier building in a residential community? Further, does this make
sense when one and a half blocks away, at 2242 Polk Street, a new cell tower has been proposed by
AT&T for a true commercial neighborhood? (Exhibit E)

The Planning Commission refused to even consider this perversion of the siting preference
system or the proposed Polk Street tower, simply saying that such site had not yet been built.

The Burden of Proof'is on AT&T and it was not met.

N

The Planning Commissioners abrogated their role in feviewing this-application by not
holding AT&T to its burden of proof. This was hardly surprlsmg, since two of the Commissioners
“explicitly stated that they did not understand why they should have to deal with these issues at all;
that these were really issues that should be dealt with by the federal government - even though the
ones most impacted by the determination are the residents of our neighborhood.

In connection with its application 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, but the Planning Commission again abdicated their responéibility
- merely indicating that they felt it was necessary to rely on AT&T's own self-serving statements to -

determine the necessity for the new tower.

Contrary to the maps submitted to the Planning Commlssmn 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. '
Further, a neighborhood survey conducted by residents and presented to the Planning Commission
showed that virtually every location within the site atissue had 4 or 5 bars of service.i2 '

No independent verification

Of greater importance, there is no way to independently test or verifjr AT&T's-findings,
because AT&T does not release the detailed metrics of its testing. One does not know what number
of calls were dropped, at what point of the day, in what location. One does not know what AT&T is
alleging concerning the ability of a data user to establish a connection, or the speed of the
connection vs. rated speed, or lost connections.? In short, all that AT&T says is, "Trust us." There is

hazardous, but has no qualms about locating this equipment on a permanent basis two-thirds of that distance from full--
time residents..
2 Again, as a further example of AT&T's w11hngness to say one thing to the Plannmg Commission and somethmg
else in their marketing, it should be noted that while AT&T continues to promote the quality of their service as providing
"more bars, in more places,” before the Planning Commission their represented disavowed such ratings as passé and no
longer having any meaning.

"3 The importance of such underlymg details is perhaps best illistrated by an article written by an AT&T senior
executive, in which he notes that "speed” of a connection is an amorphous concept that needs definition in order to be

- properly evaluated. In thatarticle, AT&T points out that there are several different ways of measurmg speedona

wireless connection.
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no opportunity. to examine their engineers as to such data, and the Planning Commission has
neither the staff nor the inclination to challenge those conclusions. In fact, one of the
Commissioners dismissed this issue by simply noting that there would be greater demand in the
future and, presumably, as a result, the current 1nd1cxa of necessity were 1rre1evant ‘

AT&T also made no ad]ustrnent to reflect other towers already in process, in more desirable
éreas, which would supplement existing capacity and therefore can render the instant tower
unnecessary. Again, the attitude of the Commissioners were most telling, as one dismissed that fact -
by simply pointing out that the tower had not yet been built - totally ignoring the effect that it
would have once it was built. '

The simple fact is that the burden is on AT&T to prox}e its case. The Russian Hill
neighborhood has neither the resources nor the access to ascertain independently or prove the
obverse - that is why.it is AT&T's burden. Yet AT&T was"pefmitted to evade that burden by not :
being required to adduce underlying information and methodologies that could be tested, simply
because the Planning Commission did not feel that it was their duty to undertake such an
evaluation. California communities such as Berkeley, Belmont, Corte Madera and others engage
1ndependent experts to review similar proposals San Francisco does not.

AT&T did not meet that burden and it would speak volumes on behalf of the residents of
San FranCISco for this Board to make it clear that they must do so before simply i 1mpos1ng their will
on the neighborhoods of this City. '

Not Compatible with Neighborhood‘

Further, in evaluating whether to grant the Conditional Use Permit, AT&T had the obligation
-of demonstrating that it was not contrary to the interests of the neighBorhood. Three hundred and
forty individuals residing, working or using playgrdunds within 500 feet of the proposed
installation signed a petition asking for the permit to be denied. 70.4% of the residences in that
300-ft. zone had at least one signature on the Petition. Yet AT&T did nothing - other than hold a
pro forma public-outreach meeting that was.a complete and total mockery of the statutory
requirement. It has yet to do anything to ameliorate the neighborhoo_d"s concerns.

Structural Integrity and Safety Quéstidned

Finally, regardless of anythmg else, the Russwm Hill Community Association strongly _
request that the Building Department be directed to evaluate the structural 1ntegr1ty of the century-
‘old wooden structure, instead of relying on AT&T's self-serving engineering reports. The structural
mtegrlty of the building is questionable. Thereis a long history of permits requested, but work not
' completed (Exhlblt D) Relying on AT&T’s englneers to judge the structural adequacy is 1nsuff1c1ent
given the building’s obvious$ condition. 4

'4 " RHCA did request an opportunity to have its own structural engmeers examine the Church but that request

was SImply ignored. (Exhibit F)
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Also to be evaluated is the safety of housing flammable materials in a structure which is
vacant for all but four hours a week for church services.

From our understanding of DBI's position in these situations, the City will not necessarily do
a review of the building prior to 2,000 pounds of wireless equipment being installed in the steeple
~and second floor. Since thisisa 97% residential neighborhood with heavy jogger, commuter, and
day-care pedestrian traffic, and with Helen Willis Park less than a block away from the structure,
ensuring the safety and security of the structure is par'amount. The church is occupied
approximately four hours a week for services; it is vacant the remainder of the time. With no on-site
monitors, the risk of disaster with San Fraricisco’s earthquake tremors needs to be addressed.

Request to Deny Conditional Use

For the reasons summarized above and the detail provided below, the Russian Hill Community
_Association requests that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors find that AT&T Mobility has not

met its burden of pro'of to demonstrate that the proposed WTS facility is necessary or desirable or

compatible with the neighborhood and deny the Conditional Use application. ' ‘

OVERVIEW

The August 15, 1996 WTS Guidelines states “"Based on anticipated sales of these licenses, San
Francisco can reasonably anticipate about eight providers of cell phone and PCS services. Based on
information currently available to the Department, each provider can be éxpected to require '
approximately 40 to 45 cell sites (ihdividual antennae locations) throughout the City. As such, San
Francisco can reasonably expect about 175 additional applications for the installations of mobile
telephone facilities. Based on the anticipated numbers of apphcatlons by six prov1ders, San
Francisco can expect around 360 cell sites over the next 10 years.”

Today, “Major carriers already have at least 3,325 wireless antennas in San Francisco...some 294
new cell sites are planned for the city over the next five years (MissionLocal 9/14/11)

The San Francisco Planning Department has not developed a wireless co_m'munication strategy nor
plan despite requests from the San Francisco Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors.
(Exhibits A & B) California communities such as Berkeley, Belmont, Corte Madera and others
engage independent experts to review similar proposals. San Francisco does not. Given the

* exponential growth of WTS proposals, a review of the benefits of a revised/ updated WTS strategy
by the Planning Department which addresses the inconsistencies and omissions of the current.

© protocol is desirable. ‘

DETAILS & SUPPORTING STATEM‘E‘NTS-

APPEAL TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS - RATIONALE: As an applicant for this conditional-use
permit, AT&T has the burden of proof to demonstrate that this proposed antenna is. ‘
necessary or desirable for or not incompatible with the nelghborhood ATT has failed to
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" meet this burden of proof. The Russian Hill Community Association and the'surrounding

neighborhood ask the Board of Supervisors to deny AT&T’s application for Conditional Use because
" AT&T has failed to prove or demonstrate that the proposed project is necessary or desirable and i 1s
compatible with the nelghborhood This appeal is not based on health issues. Nor is it based on
aesthetic issues. - '

This appeal is based on the fact that the proposed project is neither neceésary nor desirable
- in the neighborhood, is not compatlble w1th the ne1ghb0rhood and will have a negative lmpact on
the surrounding nelghborhood

THE PROPOSED PROJECT 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 opportuniétic way for AT&T to proliferate its cell sites without regard for the
neighborhood well béing or the desires of its residents. v

1) No independent_verificatioﬁ: Service coverage gaps are determined by AT&T’s ini-house staff
and reviewed by AT&T'S paid consultants. AT&T sets its service standards. The Planning
Department does not have resources to perform any in-depth review of the data pres._ented and
relies on AT&T's assessment which is accepted without independent, third party réview
California communities such as Berkeley, Belmont, Corte Madera and others engage thelr own
independent experts. San Francisco does not.

2) No mention of need or coverage gap in area in AT&T's five year plan of October, 2011.
AT&T's five year plan updated in October, 2011 makes no mention of a need for additional
coverage in the area within 500" of 2041 Larkin. This omission points to the speculative nature

.of the conditional use request. There was a church steeple in the area and AT&T took
advantage of the opportunity, perhaps as a preemptwe strlke before other providers tied up the
site. :

3) AT& T failed to prove their claimed "éoverage gap” for the area. AT&T's "coverage gap” claim -
lacks supporting raw data to permit independent verification of AT&T's claims and appears to
be no more than a marketing claim aimed at the Planning Commission vcontradicting_their
marketing claims for same area aimed at their customers and prospects.

. 4) No presentation of true solution: AT&T’s Report actualb'r makes a case that the design of
" AT&T’s own wireless network in San Francisco is causing the pfoblems it discusses. Instead of
| identifying the sources of interference to its network and abating them, AT&T is proposing to
~ compound the problefn by adding yet another base station and potential source of interference
instead of actively managing its network. ’

5) Proliferation as Strategy: The excuse/explanation that “Due to the steep topography and built
environment of the Russian Hill neighborhood unique coverage issues arise because the hills
and buildings break-up coverage causing wireless carriers to install smaller and more frequent
WTS sites that would be typically found in an area that features flatter typography and more

R : Page 5 of 9
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6)

,7)

8)

regular built envirorrmerrt.” is contradicted by AT&T's much prorrioted t‘echnological
capabilities. And its marketing materials touting excellent coverage. This strategy then is one of
proliferation of sites. '
Another proposed site in area: AT&T has submltted a Conditional Use request for 2242 Polk

. Street - one and a half blocks from the proposed site. (Exhibit E)This is in a primarily

commercial district. Submission of multiple requests within a contained geographic area raises
questions about AT&T’s planning process and the necessity of this partlcular proposed site at
2041 Larkin.. '

No serious effort to identify alternatives. AT&T defined its service coverage gap to meet the
availability of the proposed site. The extent of AT&T's efforts to identify alternative sites were -
limited to two with one being contacted via two voicemails and a letter and the other with a

' voicemail and one in-person visit. This was the extent of investigation of alternative sites per

AT&T’s statement. AT&T provided no meaningful data to demonstrate that the proposed
location is preferable to alternatives, including upgrading one or all of their 3 existing
microsites in the 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 impose a totally new site on the Russian Hill nelghborhood ' .
Emergency Service Alternatives Available: San Francisco’s Emergency Response Plan (ESF
#2- Communication Annex) details 8 communication capabilities for an emergency or disaster.
The directive notes “Cellular services in general are prone to disruptions due to user overload,

.system failures at times of disasters, emergencies and large pubhc events and therefore may not
'~ typically be fully reliable/ dependable at such tlme

THE PROPOSED SITE 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 p_urely residential areas. The proposed site raises questions of

structural integrity and safety.

.

2)

3)

RHCA - BOS Appeal 2041 Larkin

“The proposed project is Iocated in the Russian Hill neighborhood of San Franc1sco The
1rnmed1ate area surrounding the project site is characterized by three to four story resxdentlal

-buildings that contain apartments or two to three flats.” (Planning Department Executive

Summary.)
97% Residential area: Of the 67 structures totally within a 300’ radius of the proposed site, 65
are solely residential. (97%). Thisisa Category 7 area. o

Exploxtmg 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
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4)

5)

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 approde 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'-sin‘gle, stand-alone structure to be utilized to place such equipment within 15" of the
bedrooms of neighborhood residents. . )

The Church is vacant but for four hours a week on Sundays. Section 7 of the WTS Guidelines
dealing with Health and Safety states “HS4 The Applicant should insure that the WTS facilities
are sited in such a way as to comply with any FCC-adopted safety standards governing
controlled and uncontrolled access to the facility. Facilities should have barriers to prevent
unauthorized access .” Securlty is a concern of the neighbors currently. and that concern and
the potential for difficulties will only increase with the installation of commercial grade
equipment in a structure with minimal security.

Middlemen benefit at the expense of the neighborhood. Ina May 27,1996 New York Times
article, the reporter notes “The race is on for the high ground: buildings, trees, water towers,
church steeples, any place with a clear view and a sturdy spot to anchor an antenna... The new
demand for antennas, however, coincides with a chorus of complaints by groups rebelling '

- against the proliferating towers. battles promise to be nothing but profitable for a small but

6)

growing industry of companies.. .which serves as a middleman between antenna-hungry
communications giants and antenna- phOblC localities.” '
Middlemen match church to telecommumcatmn giants. In a September 25,2011 article, the

~ San Francisco Examiner reports “In recent years, several cities, including San Francisco, have

7)

8)

debated putting antennas on church property. The popularity of steeples stems partly from
municipal zoning ordinances that require cellphone towers to be some distance from homes.
Money also is a factor. ‘The nonprofits are the ones who are most open because, as you can
imagine, they can use the revenue.’... In the case of churches, it has given rise to a new industry.
SteepleCom a company that brmgs telecommunications companies and churches together, says
it has negotiated 800 antenna sites. ‘We can get you sites where no one else can get them,” the
company claims. “We have been able to cut through much red tape due to the simple fact that if

the mayor is in the choir, zoning is nevera problem.
The structural integrity of the Churchis a question and its ability to contain 2,000 Ibs of

{emphasis added)

equipment particularly given San Francisco’s tremors. Neighbors' experiences with transients
in the doorways of the church when itis uneccupied during the week translate in to concerns
about building srecurity with the electronic and complex wireless systems in place. The current
maintenance history of the building and its structural soundness adds to concerns about safety. -
(ExhibitC) ‘ . C '
The Church is unable to maintain a safe secure, structure. There is a history of bu11d1ng

_ permits apphed for and work not completed. (ExhibitD

- RHCA - BOS Appeal 2041 Larkin
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THE PROPOSED SITE IS NOT 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 demonstfate that the proposed antenna placement in compatible with the '
(residential nature) of the neighborhood. In fact, there is overwhelming neighborhood
opposition to this proposed commercial installation. How can such placement take place

- when the neighborhood whose need this installation is proposing server overwhelmingly
rejects the need for this installation and finds it harmful to the neighborhood?

1) The proposed projectis a commercial installation in an area that is 97% residential. '

2) AT&T is exploiting an obvious loophole in the City’s WTS Guidelines, which were originally
intended to protect purely re51dentlal nelghborhoods from commercial installations, however
they are camouflaged. o

3) The proposed installation is a commerczal mstallatlon which raises safety concerns

o 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‘Conipany Fact Sheet). Fires
during routine maintenance, while notfrequent, are not unusual and would be devastating
to the wooden Church structure built in 1907 and the surrounding neighborhood built
around the same time. o - '

- b) Monthly maintenance requirements stipulate that operators must remain 25 feetfrom
direct contact with the base unit while residents are in even closer proximity. The -

, Consulting Engineers’ analysis does not address this issue.

4) Community opposition: 340 property owners, residents, merchants and playground and
daycare users within a 500-ft.Radius of the proposed project have signed a petition stating,”
We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
communication facility at 2041 Larkin, San Francisco.” (Exhibit G1 & G2)

5) The petition signers represent 70.3% of the residences within a 300-ft, radius of the .
proposed project and 4.8%.of the residences within 500 feet. (Exhibit H) -

IN SUMMARY . . .

The Russian H111 Community Association requests that the Board of Superv1sors

1) Deny this AT&T proposal, because it is not necessary nor desirable for and not compatlble
- with the residential nature of the neighborhood, and because AT&T has failed to meet the
burden of proof to convince otherwise. - ‘ o

2) Instruct AT&T to pursue amore suitable commercial location that would be compatible
with such an mstallatlon or to upgrade or modlfy one of its existing or currently pendmg

sites. N

: , _ Page 8 of9
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-EXHIBIT LIST FOLLOWS

EXHIBITS

App A - Planning Commission 2-17-11 Caption Notes
App B - SFEX 5-1-11 '
"App C ~ Photos of 2041 Larkin -

App D - Permit History ’

App E -2242 Polk Site

App F - Ltr to Pastor

"App G1 - Petitions

App G2 - Petition Summary

App H - Petition Radius Map

¢
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Aypenlix B

RHCA: Case #: 2010.1083C - 2041 Larkin 2041 Larkin
Appendix A - Captlon Notes. February 17 2011 Plannlng Commission Hearmg on 1653 Grant/501 Greenwich-

Commissioner Moore:

[ am not against creating the

coverage and connectivity and all of that
| am fotally in favor for il. .

What we said at earller on, | am repeating.

| am looking for a comprehensive pushed by the city of san franclsco to solve this in a manner that does not look at these things in a scaltered one by
one way...

the time frame starts today by trying to be comprehensive.

Tbhis city can be the leader next to silicon valley.

[ do not believe that the city

should be doing an experiment against l?etter knowledge of how fo do it
i repeat the word comprehensively.

Do one thing | it wouid like to

| am going to vote against this
particular application in front
of us, not because | do not support connectivity and alt of ) I . ' '
those things available to fot but | am going to not support it - 7
based on my e;lghth request that we do it differently and get different guidance on how to do it.
Commissioner Miguel:
"My problem is that we are being piecemeal L
ed to death. ‘
This commlssnon
s here master plan on educatlonal . ,
institutions, on hospitalé, all of the time.
There are fimes when because we
have them from various nuﬁbers of institutions that we are able
to com ﬁare the {mpact that will be coming to the various' areas
of the city because of those rﬁaster plans. .
If we had in front of us the master plan of the \{an'ous
carriers, we could understand
what is happening to the city.
Without that and without a con'iprer)ensive plan, | ¢annot support this.
Commissioner Antonini:
fifth we; take a reasonable study to study a comprebensive
solution over a period of time, 1hét is a good fd;a. ‘
‘This sends a message to people that we
are maybe not in fa\;or '
of electronic indications and other things that peoble will
look at and make decisions and bu_éiness decisions based upon our position.

] think we have to take the middle ground, which is to ‘ [ .
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RHCA: Case #: 2010.1083C - 2041 Larkin 2041 Larkin i )
Appendix A - Caption Notes. February 17, 2011 Planning Commission.Hearing on 1653 Grant/501-Greenwich

approve the reasonabie and complian{ installations during the time this is being studied.

Commissioner Sugaya:
A long ﬁme ago, another one of
thése_ antenna things, | asked for étaff to try to work with
the companies to get whatever their master planning efforts
. are at this point or were back thén, what ever it was.
| cannot be[iéve that the companies do not know where their weaknesses ére and where their strengths are and what their next move is going to be
with respect fo building' antennas or whatever else the next form of‘lechnolo-gy is going to be. .
Commissioner Borden:
| would agreé v
with commissioner sugaya' s comments. It would be great if we could
look at the maéter plans or the
five-year plans of the cell phoﬁe cOs.
| sense the frustration among my ‘
colleagues for a master plan. o
There is a letter fo the mayor' s
office, how'do we get the master plan in front of us? '
i would vote no for a long

period of time if there was a large amount of time in front of us.
i can simply say that what |

will do is 1 will go back and }

will talk to the supei-vfsors. 1 know that the supervisor chi
u

is very interested in tr)is topic.

| do not know where that is headirig. i ' : . 3

why do we not in the end to run again back to you in a memo describing what we can and
cannot do describing the information that is available to us.) :

| do not know where that is heading. :

why do we not in the end to run again back to you in‘ a memo describing what we can and
cannot do describing the information that is available tc; us.

Perhéps. if weekend, an initial

scope of whal‘_our master -- we

can, an . v

initial scope of what our master plan might be.

>> we are going to be doing the same thing here for the next six years. Thank you.
>>weare édaressihg some sort
of comprehensive master plan and )

"would take some sort of depariment toid c;ollabo.ralion.
There are several different égenci_es.

We tend to do it with the

anesthetic, the fire department, the clearance around the facilities.
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" RHCA: Case #; 2010.1083C - 2041 Larkin 2041 Larkin
Appendlx A- Captlon Notes. February 17, 2011 Plannlng Commission Heanng on 1653 Grant/501- Greenwnch

it would be & larger department will review.
>> we have commented on this earlier.
We are in a very frustrating
position for lack of a better word. We
are very limited in one criteria. 7
. Even though | might want a comprehensive master plan, that is not the tools that the city
is currenfly providing the west
to confirm or deny this type of projéct.
—-me with to. conifirm or deny this type of project.
This is very nuanced.
;Fhis affirmed and disaffirmed some of the cor;u:erns that the public had about this type of abuse. We have been clamoring for this for several years.
| have been here for four or five years and have asked the city to do this.
There is no.moraterium on this.
We ;.'ote a certain way ’based on our criteria.
We appeal to the board of
supervisors, they will use a
br(;ader group of criteria to overiurn a positions.
It is a ping-pong effort that goes on here. ltis réally exploiting the public sid
s time and project sponsor' s time. Itis
not healthy, for lack of a better term.
We are just going around in circles with th.is.
I hope that we can work with the cqmmission secretary avery o .
drafta Ieﬂer_lo the land use
chair, whether that means another task force, | do not
know if that will gei us anywhere.
Hé mentioned all of the different groups that have to be

at the table to figire out something that is going to work.

Commissioner Sugaya:

| would like to go on record as supporting everybody' s thoughts as far as locking at it more oompi'ehensively and havin.g the
staff take a look around as far » ‘
as Whalt iraq -~ of best practicés might be out there.
They wou|d have some mformatlon on what they might be looking at.
Sorne resolutions would be for the city 1o talk to the federal governmenl
in fact, | would rather spend our time looking at what is v
poésible in the cify rath‘er than trying
o Jobby the feds at this point.

Maybe some other cities have a more comprehensive way to look at this.
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City and Counfy of San Francisco

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH o - Edwin Lee, Mayor
" ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION o Barbara . Garcia MPA.
' Code Enforcement Program Director of Health

Rajiv Bhatia M. D., Director of
Occupational and Environmental Health

NOTICE OF. VIOLATION

Property Owner of Record: :  Date:
CHURCH FOR FELLOWSHIP OF AL :
2041 LARKIN ST '

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94109

July 27, 2011

Block: o572 Lot: 003

~ Other Responsible Person(s):

' 'Regardmg Site: 2041 Larkin St

o The premlses owned, controlled or occupled by you, located at the above address
" are in violation of the San Francisco Health Code, Artlcle 11 and you are directed to
make the following corrections:

Remove pigeon droppmgs in between 2037-2039 Larkin & 2055-2059 Larkin alleyways

Sec. 581 (b) (5) Any matter or material which constitutes, or is contaminated by, animal or
~ human excrement, urine or other biological fluids:
' ‘e Eliminate flies and odors.
« Dog waste must be removed at least every other day. :
« Remove and dlspose of waste, and mamtam the followmg areas clean at all
" times: .
" » Pigeon roosting, resting and/or nesting on walkways stairways and window ledges results
in the accumulation of pigeon droppings, feathers and mites, and such conditions
constitute a hazard to human health, a source of food for rats, a pubhc nuisance and an
unsanitary condition. Clean and maintain your premlses ina nmsance—free manner at all times.
Specifically:

« Post the attached signs regarding feeding pigeons

1

Sec. 581(b) (7) Any pest harborage or infestation including l)ut not limited to pigeons,.

s
+ Remove accumulated bird waste using water and dlsmfectant as often as
. ‘necessary.
« Prevent pigeons from roostmg/ nesting on the structure by excludmg them from
- ledges.
A professional service is recommended for bird exclusion work.
"« Remove bird feeder, pet food, other pest attractants.
 » 'See attached guidelines
Corrections must be made by: Aug 7, 2011
PUBLIC SERVICES. . . 13580 Market Street, Suite 210 . Phone (415) 252-3800.

~ Voice mail (415) 252-3805 San Francisco, CA 94102 Fax (415) 252-3875 -
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NOTICE OF VIOLATION

of the San Francisco Municipal Codes Regarding Unsafe, -
Substandard or Noncomplying Structure or Land or Occupancy

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION - NOTICE: } NUMBER: 201062374

'City and County of San Francisco
1660 Mission St. San Francisco, CA 94103

ADDRESS: 2041 LARKIN ST
OCCUPANCY/USE: ()

DATE: 18-AUG-10

BLOCK: 0572 LOT: 003 -

D If checked, this infermation is based upons SItC-ObSEI’VﬂtIOI‘I only. Further research may indicate that legal use is dlffercnt If so, & revised Noticé of VloIatmn

will be issued.

OWNER/AGENT: CHURCH FOR FELLOWSHIP OF ALL - | PHONE #o—
MAILING CHURCH FOR FELLOWSHIP OF AL '
ADDRESS 2041 LARKIN ST
SAN FRANCISCO CA
) 94109 - _ ,
PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE: - PHONE #: --
. VIOLATION DESCRIPTION  CODE/SECTION#
[] WORK WITHOUT PERMIT 106.1.1
L] ADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT REQUIRED - 1064.7 -
- [Z] EXPIRED OR[_]CANCELLED PERMIT PA#: - 106.4.4
[_JUNSAFE BUILDING [ ]SEE ATTACHMENTS . 102.1
PA #200312222801 for seismic retrofit expired without final inspection approval. SFBC Section 106A.4.4
'@STOP ALL WORK SFBC 104.2.4 4155586012 |
] FILE BUILDING PERMIT WITHIN DAYS i ] (WITH PLANS) A copy of This Notice Must Accompany the Permit Apphcanon
¥ JOBTAIN PERMIT WITHIN 5 DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WITHIN 30 DAYS, INCLUDING FINAL INSPECTION A
SIGNOFF..
.[JCORRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. (L] NO PERMIT REQUIRED

D YOU FAILED TO COMPLY WITH THE NOTICE(S) DATED , THEREFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS. .

® FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS NOTICE WILL CAUSE ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS TO
SEE ATTACHMENT FOR ADDITIONAL WARNINGS. '

INVESTIGATION FEE OR OTHER FEE WILL APPLY - : Co

(] 9x FEE (WORK W/O PERMIT AFTER 9/1/60) [_] 2x FEE (WORK EXCEEDING SCOPE OF PERMIT)

[JOTHER: - o . ~ [[] REINSPECTIONFEE$
APPROX. DATE OF WORK W/O PERMIT _ 'VALUE OF WORK PERFORMED W/O PERMITS §

BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
CONTACT INSPECTOR: John R Hinchion

PHONE # 415-558-6012 DIVISION: CES DISTRICT :
By:(Inspectors's Signature)

BEGIN.

[.] NOPENALTY ‘
(WORK W/O PERMIT PRIOR TO 9/1/60)




City and County of San Francisco

DETARTMENT OF

Department of Building Inspection

1660 Mission Street

C OMPL AINT DATA SHEET San Francisco, CA 94103

COMPLAINT NUMBER 201036308

(9]
QU BUILDING IMZPECTION

ol
~ .
OWNER/AGENT: CHURCH FOR FELLOWSHIP OF ALLP - . DATE FILED: 11-MAR-10
CHURCH FOR FELLOWSHIP OF AL LOCATION: = 2041 LARKIN ST
2041 LARKIN ST : o
. BLOCK: 0572 LOT: 003
SAN FRANCISCO CA
) SITE:
, 94109 ~ RATING: - OCCUPANCY CODE
OWNER'S PHONE - : : R |
" CONTACT NAME o RECEIVED BY: Czann‘a‘Moreno DIVISION: BID
CONTACT PHONE - : COMPLAINT SOURCE: TELEPHONE
COMPLAINANT:  Alauro -~ _ ASSIGNED TO DIVISION: BID ﬁ; 5
SAN FRANCISCO | - &4 DPowr E/QV B £ 5‘81 GO0

COMPLAINANT'S PHONE 415-775—2572

DESCRIPTION: Construction on the roof & on the stairs without permit.

INSTRUCTIONS:

INSPECTOR INFORMATION ) _
DIVISION INSPECTOR : 1D DISTRICT  PRIORITY

BID HINCHION - 1125

REFFERAL INFORMATION ' R | ' L
DATE REFERRED BY TO COMMENT : .

C OMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENT h)
‘DATE TYPE _ DIVISIONINSPECTOR STATUS S COMMENT‘ o

11-MAR-10 CASE OPENED BID JHINCHION CASE RECEIVED
12-MAR-10 ‘WITHOUT PERMIT - OTHE CES JHINCHION NO E'NTRY» ' -

COMPLAINT ACTION BY DIVISION

DIVISION DATE

DESCRIPTION ACTION COMMENT

NOV (HIS) NOV (BID)
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APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT
ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS

TR

|
i

FORM 3 (1] OTHER AGENCIES REVIEW REQUIRED

PERMISSION TO BUILD IN ACCORDANCE WITH PLANE . 5
. \ b AND SPECIFICATIONS SUBMITTED HEREWITH AND > &l
FORM 8 K] PVER-THE COUNTER 'Ssuﬁ“cﬁ ACGORDING TO THE DESCRIPTION AND FOR THE PURPOSE iz
' HEREINAFTER SET FORTH. ' . >
€ numseror pLa serdl . EREINAFT . e3
- W DO NOT WRITE ABOVE THIS LINE Y . -]
DATE RUED FILNG FEE RECEIPT NO. {1) STREET ADORESS OF J08 BLOCX & 107~ . é g
[1-5-05 |2 La ko Sf _SF2/603
’ - I R - As LA - 7 - £
PERUAT NO. . SSUED /. {2A1 ESTIMATED COST OF OB . 28) £p COST: 5}
n 7£ i N N . By DAYP.
T INFORMATION TO BE FURNISHED BY ALL APPLICANTS
b Jracal FU : '
A JY 4o \2 LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING BUILDING ]
[ TYPE oF CONSTR, © glgg ué]sgs 5"55?5 naor’s {7A] PRESENT 03 {84} OCCLF CLASS |93 HO OF
1l 12 ]
ﬁ OCCUPANCY ‘L AND CELLARS" O /q = 3 D:I‘rlrlslthl' O
[_JESCRIPTION OF BUILDING AFTER PROPOSED ALTERATION
4TV ONSTR g) Ji&é’& ﬂs '&zn:ls 0 7} PRDPOSED £) ' (81 DCCUP, CLASS =T 30 O
@ OCCUPANCY Z- AND CELLARS. /4 -¥g B o
O R etk eo s 0" S usivomne. s ﬁ%&ﬂg; ves o oo ws 0
DR ALTCRED? HD CONSTAUCTIONY KD ' F) PERTORMEDT NO PERFORMED? NO
{14) GENERAL CONTRACTOA ADDRESS Fita PHONE CALF UC KO, EXPIRATION DALE
PN . : N
(j Ia L/ W5 o tn .
s - 1 ESSEE {CRf OUTONE) RESS é 1 K3 00 B'I?l ) ) PHONE {$0R CONTALT BY DEFT.)
' mu r v%mq M wiship 0 4// vep (< [sy0] S32- 0T 32>
(16) WRLTE 1N DESCRIPTION OF ALL WORK T0 BE pz::ujn UNDER TH§ APPLICATION REFERENCE JO PLANS IS ROT sumq%u%é /4 < 7
a - [
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION .
[17)DOES THIS ALTERATION (Y&F {3715 YIS, STATE (18] DOES THIS ALTERATIN (20)F (19] 15 YES, STATE
CREATE ADDITIONAL HEIGHT YES O nwwagHI AT | CAEATE DECX ORHOAIZ YIS O NEW GROUKD
OR STORY YO BUILDING T HD a__EENTEH UNC OF TROWM— 23 EXTENSION TD BULDING? NO FLOOR AREA S0. 1.
TS, w o g N w ohemme | w o gemnmid w0
REPARED OFf ALTERED? W O [DPEATY LNE? M T O PLOT PLAND u OF DLCUPANCY? w0
125] ARTHTIECT Ltm«m (DESGNO) T (S TTaT) j RESS - %
(26) CONSTRUCTION LEROTT (EHTER RAME AND BRANCH DESIGHATION IF ANY, ADDRESS
“"IF THERE [S N0 KNOWH CONSTRUCTION LENDER, ENTER "URKNOWIT)
IMPORTANT NOTICES NOTICE TO APPLICANT

No change sheal b made i the characier Of e GCTUPANGY O Use walhaut first obiaining & Buikding
Pormit suthanzing such change. Ses San Francisco Buiding Cods and San Francrzco Housng
Code

No ponkon of burging o 3lnuciure o scatiolding wsed dunng construcnon, (0 ba closor than 607 to
* any wna Conlaning mora than 750 volis Se@ Sec IS, Cw¥ornia Pena) Coda.

, Puisuani to San Franasco Busidng Code, tne builthng pamni shall be posted on the [ob. Tho
twher I responalble for approved plans snd applicaton eing keol al buidng sie

Gradi [ines a3 Shown on CHRWINGS RCCOMOANYING NG appicalion are assumad to be comecd. it
aciuaf grade Hres are nat (he s3ma s sHown nrased drewinga showing correct grade knes, Culs
and fils logemec with completa delais ol retaining wals and wal Iootngs requitps must bs
submited 10 his deparimant far approval.

ANY STIPULATION REQUIRED HEREIN OA BY CODE MAY BC APPEALED.

BUILINNG NOT YO BE OCCUPIED UNTIL CERTIFICATE OF FINAL COMPLETION IS POSTED
ON THE BUILDING OR PEAMIT OF OCCUPANCY GRANTED, WHEH REQUIRED

APPROVAL OF THIS APPUCATION DOES NOT CONSTITUTE AN APPROVAL FOR THE ELECTRICAL
WIRING OR PLUMEING INSTALLATIONS. A SEPARATE PERMIT FOR THE WIRING AND PLUMBING
MUST BE QATAINED, SEPARATE PERMITS ARE REQUIRED IF ANSWER IS “YFS* TO ANY OF
ABOVE QUESTIONS (10) {11) {12} 13} (22) OR (24,

THIS IS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT, NQ WORK SHALL BE STARTED UNTIL A BUILDING PEAMIT IS
SSUED.

In dwoltngs all Inzidalng matersls MU have 3 clearance of nbT s Aan two Inchis trom al
elBcIncal wires or sqiipment
GHECK APPROPRIATE BOX
O DWNER o (TECT
D LESSEE A AGENT .
QI CONTRACTOR [ ENGINEER -

. APPLICANTS CERTIFICATION

| HERZBY CEATIFY AND AGREE THAT IF A PERMIT IS 1ISSUED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION
OESCRIBED 1K THIS APPLIGATION, ALL THE PROVISIONS OF THE PERMIT AND ALt LAWS
AND GRDINANCES THERETO WILL BE COMPLIED WITH,

500003 [REV. 1702)

HOLD HAAMLESS CLAUSE. The permtise(s) by acceptance of the parmit, agroo|s) 1o ndemiviy and
hold harmiess the City and County of Sen Francisco lrom and againet any snd a4 claim, demands and
actons for dampgos resuting Irom oparal.ons under this pennl rega-dioss of negligence of the City and
County o) San Francisco, and 12 exsumme the delensa of the Clty an County of San Francisca sgainst &l
such clalma, demangs of adions . . .

in conformyty with (hg piovisions ol S4<zion 3300 of the Labar Cods of ine Stare of Cahlornia, the

appheanl ghat hava coverage undet i1, of {1} CesignaDa Delow or shallincicato itom §il), of i1V}, or V),

whichavee s applicabla It however kem {V} & chacked ilem [IV) must be cnecked as well, Mark the
appropriate melhod af compliance baikcrw. .

| hoceby athtn undor ponaity of panury ora of ihe following dediasstians

(@] 1. Thava and wil malnuuo a certificolo of consant 1o sallInsure for worksrs compensaton, 43
. provoed by Section 3700 of the Laboc Code, Sox the performance 1he work for which this

permit is Isausd. ’ .

. 1have and wil malntain workers' compansaiion nsumnce, &3 rguiad by Seclon 3700 ol the
Labar Code, (o1 (ha periormarcs of ths work Jof whah the penmi & issusd. My workers™

ComMponsAtion INsurnCe car sl and policy number are! .

Carrler :

Poticy Number

Tho.cos: of thr work 16 Bo Gone s $10D of Wss

| condy hat in the performancs of the wirk 101 which this permit ks maueq. | shal wof empioy
3y PErSON WY ATy MBNNE! SO A 10 bscama subject 16 the workera’ comptinaaion iaws ol
Catfornia, | turther acknowiedge tiat | understand that n the event Lhat | shouk! become
3ubject 1o the workera' compensation provision of tha Labor Code of Caltoria and latie
corrply formwith with the Broviatons of Seclion 3800 of the Labor Coda. that the permit
horewn apphed lor atinll bo denmad revoked.

. 1 certity ak the pwnar {ar the agent for Lha owner) thal ih The pariormanca of tha work for
which thes permil is 1ssued. | wil 8mpioY o contt aclor wha comptica with Ine workers'
compensalion laws of Cakiomis snd who, pnor 10 the commencement of any work, willfie a
completed copy of tha lorm wih the Cantral Permd Burau.
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IMPORTANT NOTICES
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ANY STIRUATION REQUIRED HEREW OR BY CODE MAY BE APPEALED.

" BUILDING NOT TD BE OGCUPIED UNTIL GERTIFIGATE OF FINAL COMPLETION IS POSTED
ON THE BUILCNNG OR PERLIT OF OCCLIPANCY GRANTED, WHEN REGUIRED,

APPROVAL OF THIS APPUCATION DOES NOT CONSTITUTE AN APPRGVAL FOR THE ELECTRICAL
WIRING OR PLUMBING INSTALLATIONS, A BEPARATE PERMIT FOR THE WIRING AND PLUMBING
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Carrine

by
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" NOTICE TO APPLICANT
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* _In:wdwniqumhmhhuds-cﬂmsmnﬂmhbucoaclhlMdc:lifumh the
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Labor Code, uumdwmumhwkw My workers'
COmpansation insuanca curiar and policy pumbec an:

MUST BE OBYAINED, SEPARATE PERMITS ARE REOUIRED IF ANSWER IS YES™ TO ANY OF .
. Polcy Rumber

ABOVE QUESTIONS {109 (11) (13 {13) (22) OR (24},
THIS IS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT. NOWORKSHAU.BESIARTB)UNTILABUID!NGPERMHIS
ISSUED, .

)

VHEREBY CERTIFY AND AGREE THAT IF A PERINT 1S ISSUED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION
DESCRIBED IN THIS APALICATION. ALL THE PROVISKINS OF THE PERMIT AND ALL LAWS
AND ORDINANCES THERETO WiLL BE COMPLIED WiTH.

900303 (REV. 1/02) <
: P Y

. ‘ ~ ORIGINAL
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The cost of e work 1o be dana s 100 or less.
N, | certly that In the padormance of 1he work for which this parmit is issued, Imdlru-mphy

o the workers'

subject

|mmwmhmmmlmbm

psﬂtn s of the Labor Code of Caklomin and tak o

coanpiy forthwith wilh the provisions of Section 38030 of the Lahor Cods, thal the permit
ravoked.

Y. dequmqmn(ahlmhmm)wlhwmn(mnkm
which this parmit Is issued, | will empiay a contractor who compiet with the workens'
hw-n(CIllbmhlndMﬁn.pn(mlnm-mmdmyMMﬂﬂnl

componaatian |
wnphilduq:ydlfésl with e Cantrat Pamnit Bofuu - R
i . 2/22./6% -
i Signsture of Applcant o Agent -
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8' 'r T IO " APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT w
R B & .. ADDITIONS, ALTERATIONS OR REPAIRS

- rs
N DOCS TS AL YES| lﬂ.!\‘!&n’m . . . (TLA) DOES Teas ALTERATION res) Jirn & vES, 5L ..
B Sl Al o ol o el > — ) CREATE ek Cn womz. : oW GROONG || e
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TO THE DESCRPFTION AND FOR THE PORPOSE HERENAFTER. SET FORTH:
T7) STREET ADDMESS OF JOE.

AOH! Larkry StTRE=T

Bioek £72 Lo 3 Y
£ CSTOFJCa - .
R e A

10283

ok -

2] m!.omg_z_u-nuq RG
' OanyY0insg

e - NorE T . s .

36e=6{4HD - -

PHONE FOR COMIALT BT SUREALY

INKENO
ANOSAL

CHARCH Kol FELLowEATP o 4L PooPLAT

F7) WG IN GESCRPTION GF ALL WORK 10 3 EBCRED UFROER THS. A/ PUSATION (REFERERCE 70 FLARS & 10T SURFCENTR

oS Vet BRerzbrnd P s

N APPUCANT'S CERTIFICATION
. IMPORTANT . : § HEREXY CERTIFY AND AGREE THAT I A PERMIT 5 ISSUED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION
ok ol e e i e chearcacier of sorvcy 2honst Frat clepesining OESCINED IN THES APPLICATION, ALLTHE PROVISIONS OF THE PERMIT AND ALLLAWS
& Bulding Frerrais outhoriziag mach chonge. See Sec. 101, 1048, 10211, 104C. S02, AND ORDINANCES WILL BE COMPUED WITIL,
mi.s.:«-ﬁn.ua&,cﬂ.-ds.;lusa-ﬁ-aa g Code. K
W pasion muwmw-duﬁqudwm,hkduw .
o 80”10 oy wrw cortoiming more hom 750 volte. Sea Sec., 3RS, Cobforie D rarREsS OIS
Pamad Coda. - -, mu.;:‘m-ahmm
h—b&:m%ﬁnﬁ-ﬂm&ahbﬂ&wﬁ“h z“w
_-p&d—ﬁh.mo—w-whrwﬁ-s-dwm muxne T delerme of the
ot ot e, T et . . Cemands and actionm,
w:‘l;--‘h-o-&_'-w = g s ion cry axued % b mmhm
ey grode e, e o fills Sogeshver with 2 of g Cartiicete ) o ¥} or (M) Gewicroased
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A{)P e c\wx L NOTICE OF NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING
To: Neighborhood Groups, Neighbors & Owners within 500’ radius of

Meeting Information
" Date: Wednesday May 18,2011
Time: 7:00 p.m. '
Where: Helen Wills Park

Garden Room

1965 Larkin Street

San Francisco, CA 94109

Site Information

Address: 2242 Polk Street |
Block/Lot 0549 / 015
Zoning: Polk Street NCD

Applicant ‘
AT&T Mobility

Contact Information
AT&T Mobility Hotline
(415) 646-0972

2242 Polk Street

AT&T Mobility is proposing to install a wireless communication facility at 2242

Polk Street, needed by AT&T Mobility as part of its San Francisco wireless network.
The propgsed AT&T, Mobility site is an unmanned facility consisting of the

installation of nine (9) panel antennas, roof-mounted on the building. The equipment -
will also be located on the roof of the building. Plans and photo simulations will be

available for your review at the meetirig. You are invited to attend an informational
community meeting located at the Helen WillsPark—Garden Room, 1965 Larkin
Street, on Wednesday May 18, 2011 at 7:00 p.m. to learn more about the project.

If you have any questions regarding the proposal and are unable to attend the
mecting, please contact the AT&T Mobility Hotline at (415) 646-0972 and an AT&T
Mobility specialist will return your call. Please contact Rick Crawford, project

planner with the San Francisco Department of City Planning at (415) 558-6358 if you

have any questions regarding the planning process.

NOTE: If you require an interpreter to be present at the mecting, please contact
our office at (415) 646-0972 no later than 5:00pm on Monday May 16, 2011 and
we will make every effort to provide you with an interpreter,

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

Informacion de la reunién L
Fecha: Miércoles 18 de mayo de 2011
Hora: 7:00 p.m.
Dénde: Helen Wills Park

Garden Room

1965 Larkin Street

San Francisco, CA 94109

Informacién del lugar
Dircecion: 2242 Polk Street
Cuadra/Lote 0549 /015

2242 Polk Street

AT&T Mobility propone instalar una instalacién de comunicaciones inalambricas en
2242 Polk Street necesaria para AT&T Mobility como parte de su red inalambrica en
San Francisco. La ubicacién propucsta de AT&T Mobility es una instalacién sin

personal que consiste en la instalacién de nueve (9) antcnas panel que se montardn en

el techo del edificio.-Los equipos también se colocardn en el techo del edificio. Habra
planos y fotos disponibles para que usted los revise en la rcunion. Se lo invita a
asistir 2 una reunién informativa de la comunidad que se realizard en Helen Wills
Park, Garden Room, 1965 Larkin Street el miércoles 18 de mayo de 2011 a las 7:00
p.m. para tener mas informacion sobre el proyecto. . :

Si tiene preguntas relacionadas con la prophesta‘ y no puedc asistir a la reunién,' por
favor, llame a'la Linca Directa de AT&T Mobility, (415) 646-0972, y un especialista




Exdald

‘Russian Hill Community Association
1134 Green St. San Francisco, CA 94109 415-776-2014 -rhcasf.com

Septémb'ér 9,2011.

Rev. Dr. Dorsey Blake, Pastor

Rev. Dr. Kathryn Benton, Co- Mmlster
Members of the Board

Church for the Fellowship of All People.
2041 Larking Street

San Francisco, CA 94109

'Dear Drs. Blake, Benton "and Members of the Board:

As you are aware, as nelghbors of the Church we are tremendously concerned about AT&T‘
current proposal to install nearly 2,000 ibs of hlghly sophlstlcated electromc equipment in and
attached to the steeple of the Church

One of our major areas of concern is the structural integrity and ability of the tower to support
such additional weight under normal and high-stress conditions, such as the ear‘[hquake
tremors that regularly occur in San Francisco. While other documentation may be available,
we have therefore arranged for'an independent engineer to make an inspection of the steeple

and its supportmg structures.

[ am sure that you w111 agree that an independent assessment will g go a long way to addressing

.OuUr concerns.

Therefore, we would greatly appreciate it lf you. could advise us of some possible times over
the next five (5) days when it would be convenient for such an inspection to take place. You
can notify me at 1-415-686-5339 or 40. laura@gmail.com of available dates and txmes and |

will coordinate with our engineer.
Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely;

Laura Albert
Co-Chair, 2041 Larkin (Cell Tower) Project Team

Cc: Ms. Clara Allen, Mr. Courtney Brown, Mr. Michael Brown, Mr. Bryan Caston, Mr.
Shashl Dalal, Dr. Aubrey Dent Mr. Glenn Nance, Ms. Gayle Orr-Smith, Mr. Al Yates




Petition U‘rging the San Franbisco Planning Co
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility a

A

mmission to Deny [nstallation
t 2041 Larkin Street

| We, the>undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urgé the Plénning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
. 'comm’unication facility at 2041 L;rkln Street, San Francisco. J
Print Name ~ S‘ignature Address pt | Date
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-Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commiséion to Deny Installatibh
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the‘unders'lgned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the instailation of a wireless
communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco )

Print Name Signature Address pt | Date

AT N

B j I U i/, e 200 i 7 7/
T R A ~
2. 18 i , ,-v,g- f,'. R fi Fres 7 g ,)' . 7 f;;l.’;.
e TR i P N =% ) R
= + ) — : ' "

2 DG \@W\a@ )”fk}gf (390 Vallegey 7/
B L e . ) a1 T 7hhT
w@ T /vaw :.w'u (gﬁ vak '

5 \\ iy ,-'/

YQ’ //(,f,ﬁz,‘rm M-// a’ ‘ Ay o

6-(”J /—7 / ¢J y d ; i ",-’/ M /\7.

/L? b@ ;,, Lecdry), »f J? @ TE%-/ 4 Q?}é,?, il
) 7 . ' . 7
8. o, — D — [, - /
qw N el gun Jef““q} ‘ZOSPV\lOauM /45 ‘?.V% 507 7/7_,,,
19, 1Y, | , /’/: - o i’-;!' jl_//l //( (AN “/y,
10.

Petition Circulated by: _

A

/

APPROVED BY THE RUSSIAN HILL COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION




Petltlon Urging the San FranCIsco Planning Commission to Deny Installation -
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We the undersigned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
: ! Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Instal|atlon ofa wireless
! communlcatlon facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

L
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Comm|55|on to Deny Installation

of the AT&T Wireless Commumcatnon Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We the undersigned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

! Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless

N 3 communication facility at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Franclsco
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Cbrhmission tb Deny lnstallatio.n "

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

l We, the undersigned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
_{ Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the | nstallatlon of a wireless
| | communication facility at 2041 Larkln Street, San Franclsco

APPROVED BY THE RUSSIAN HILL COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION
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Petition Ufging the San Francisco Planvnirng Commission to Deny Installation

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facillty'at 2041 Larkin Street

. We the undersigned San Francisco resldents and property owners, strongly urge the Plannlng
: ‘Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wnreless

i communlcatlon facmty at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

|
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Petition Urging the San Francisco: Plannlng Commisslon to’ Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Eacllity at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the underslgnad San Francisco restdents and proporty owners strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditlonal Use Permit SF 1754 for the Installatlcm of a wireless
communication facllity at 2041; Larktn Streef; ‘San Francisco
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communlcation Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

{

{ _ .
i We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
| Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the instailation of a wireless
| communlcation facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco. : -

Print Name | _ Signature Address Apt | Date
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- Petition Urging the San--Erangisc"eij?rahﬁl'hfg:cdmm-is‘?'s‘ron.:to'D'ehy Installation
qf the AT&T ere;es_g Cgmn__x_gqlpg.tl_gq Facility at 2041, Larkin Street -

| We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and prégerty o@é’éri;
| Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF.1754 for the Ins
| communication faclilty at 2641 ALarkli Street; San Franclsco. - "

strongly urge-the Planning
tallation of a wirelegs '
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Petition Urgliig the San Franciscs Piarning Commission t6°Dany Installation
of the, AT&T._WI.re_}ess._Gomp;yp_lcqgﬁ.on Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the urﬁdﬁf&léned Qan FF‘-anciscé 5résidenfi .andfprép'aréty owﬁ";érs, strongtyurge ‘the Planning |
Commission to deny the Conditlonal Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless i
l communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street; San Francisco. -*  ° ' ‘
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Plannlng Commlssion to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facnlity at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the underslgned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

l Commission to deny the Conditlonal Use Permit SF 1754 for the Installatlon ofa wireless

l

) communlcatlon facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Franclsco

'f

Print Namé‘ Signature, . | Address - Apt | Date
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communicatlon Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Condltional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Installation of a wireless
communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

Print Name ‘Address
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Petition Urgmg the San Francisco Planning Commlsslon to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the lnstallatlon of a wireless

s

|

I

1[ communication faclllty at 2041 Larkin Streat San Francisco.
l
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
- of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

i We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
| Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Installation of a wireless .
| communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, vSan Francisco. o . ‘ "\
| - ‘ (L(}ﬁy

— _
.| Print Name Signature - | Address pt | Daté
-

TR R

i e
2. ‘
, 7 | A3 _ /9 2
.. 7. e -1 - C. e

' LA PN Ce .. e & C‘ e
' 4. ' : S i
; B R k. 4 4

5.

;

6 ‘ g ) . ¢ ’ , ’.
7
! ‘ .. i
D R | Es | Brovarepwl (L)
o U el i B jeon el | L ]22
C9 L ASEL DL Lo M’U L—’V\%“ ” M 7 o L/’{/f’,,—r";’ C/ -
i /a"‘/ bl 0 ¥ j o 175 9 ,
[ ‘ ! ‘ ;
?10. | z e ar NG - : I‘—f’l}ﬁ t“f.éf (,/224
:\ja‘_’}’ﬂ Cla ‘Da\u‘,( @;)\/w - '

_ h i ‘ : — ,

o) 1 Ko 1'”\41‘ .
Petition Circulated by: \A\Jt—\ﬁ\ N '\U.\"XT vA{LLR\\L :

APPROVED BY THE RUSSIAN HILL COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION




Petition Urging the San Francisco'PIanning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T 'Wireless Comvmunicativon Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

i

| We, the underslgned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
: | Commisslon to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Instailation of a wireless

| communlcatlon facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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patition Urging the San Francisco Planning
of the AT&T Wireless Commun

ancisca rssidents and prope
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Commission to deny the Conditional Usa Permit SF 1754
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ility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Pianning Commission to Deny Installation
~ of the AT&T Wireless Communic-ation Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

i
! i We, the undersigned San Franclsco resldents and property owners, strongly urge the Plannlng
' ‘ Commisslon to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Instailation of a wlreless

i communication faclllty at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Francisco. ,
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

l\ We, the ,underSIgned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strangly urge the Planning \
| commission to deny the Conditional Usa Permit SF 1754 for the Installation of a wireless ‘ i
l communication facllity at 2041 Larkin lStreet. San Francisco. - ) ‘|
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

Wa, the undersigned San Franclisco residents and proper’qj owners, strongly urgé the Planning
Commissicen to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Installation of a wirelass
communication facllity at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Plahning Commission to Deny installation

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

r

| We, the underszgned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

' Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Instailation of a wireless
| communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street.

—

‘ . . _ _
Wae, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Instalfation of a wireless

communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco. ‘ -

| Print Name | Signature - Address Apt | Date
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Petition Urging the San Franctsco Planning Commission to Deny Installatlo
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street &

&

1ma\4m‘

We the underslgned San Franclisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Plannlng

Commlssmn to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the instaliation of a wireless
i communicatlon facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

| Print Name Signature Address Apt | Date
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Plannlng Commussnon to Deny Installation

of the AT&T ereless Commumcatlon Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

| | We, the undersigned San Francisco rBSIdents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

| Commission to deny the Conditlonal Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
| communicatlon facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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~ Petition Urging the San Francisco Plah‘ning Commission to D'ény Installation

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

é We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
} Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the instaliation of a wireless
communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging thé San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

10 ,.7 : B
Tomars forae 2

We, the undersigned.San Francisco regidents and property ﬁwners, strongly urge the Planning
{ Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
! communication facility at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Plannlng Comm:ssnon to Deny Installatlon
of the AT&T Wireless Communlcatlon Facmty at 2041 Larkm Street

We the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Pltanning
l Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wnreless

: communication facxlity at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Francisco.
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. Petition Urging the San Franciséo Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

i | We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and prbperty owners, strongly urge the Planning
I Commissian to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the instailation of a wireless

: communlcation facility at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the Sah

Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

. We, the undersigned San Francisco residents-and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

| commission to deny the Conditlonal Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless

i co‘mmu'nlcation facllity at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commlsslon to Deny Installation
of the AT&T ereless Communlcatlon Facility at 2041 Larkm Street

i
| We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
: Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless

' communication facility at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Francisco.
1. .

Print Name - Signature | e Addre”ss" Apt Date
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Petition Urging the San Fraﬁcisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

-

| We, the un'dzervsigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
i Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
; communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

| Print Name | Signature : ‘1 Address Apt | Date
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Plannmg Commission to Deny Installation

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

; We the undersigned San Franclsco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

| Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless

| communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street San Francisco,

Address o
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Petition Urging theSan,Francis'co Planning Commission to Deﬁy Installation .
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

j We the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
I Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
; communlcatlon facility at 2041 Larkin Street San Franclsco
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{__._______,__, : ' — . ,. . o _ ; '/. (. g{ . ] | .
' AR A A A v ,"Z/‘/' s -
1.. IL/{(J Dﬁ, Q} 9 j?L )’} TO \//\/ ,2/ ‘ | \4'7,\’ 3 ‘,\ fvdf'\\/ » }rj{ (0
] : i ‘ 7L j: P4
2. S , N, e &/
| C A\ _ z-;.--‘.:"~¢u;.\% (e 7 _ __ - /r b
5| Btk } YA EE -7 \a //g-c 5t 67
) !J;(/caﬂ 'Dﬁl’a\‘ | e lf) LP - d

' -7
4 ” gl /-:/ s - A ¥ e
T Aowees Muths| Asa L 1977 Valejo| /1

s N r. L o/
= A }iﬂum(’wm N k e |1 , I/W/ww;#m /
{ i S N : 4 3

iﬁ- ey Pl dl'\ ‘.:";'i\"""—xé AT v peac >Trer N
= | —7 _ , ‘ : -
S ' : f . 352 Ve WES 3
T g s fooem \/ [ o
I

@a/ [

Petition Circulated by:

' APPROVED BY THE RUSSIAN HILL COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION




@

Petition Urging the San Franc:sco Plannmg Commission to Deny- lnstallatlon
’ of the AT&T ereless Commumcatlon Facullty at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undersxgned San Francisco res!dents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the mstallatlon of a wireless -
communlcation facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planningﬂ Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undéréigned San Francisco residents and property -owners, strongly urge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
communication facility at 2041 Larkin Strest, San Franciscao.
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation B

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning '

! Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless

. | communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco,

' Print Name

Signature

pt
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Petition Urg‘ing the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

—

We, the und'eréigned San Franclsco‘résidents and property owners, strbngly ﬁrge the Planning
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the Installation of awireless
communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Franclsco. -
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny‘lnstallation V
- of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

. ; We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning

i Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless

! communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

L

| Print Name

Signature

Address \pt

Date

125

1405 VAMUEssA\/«z Tp

L. EDID/? WIENE/Z (9}23}”
2. Lmst‘ f\pion @@m ob BADKAY Gf23fs

= D Ard ||

R INYy

. V/Z‘i//“

T~
J

(Vo

(510 JoyeRsns

5 14U /VLW% -

\&loy

t' ﬂlﬁr«fﬁ’éow; Lenw 1 I wué\J ﬂw&xj/« 242 Lackss

Tn

7 Mbein Cowtece

Lt T

1054 Cheywudid .

ohaly

v e oy

" Petition Circulated by:

Swaﬂuﬁm ; \ 30 Uepn St |62
| 951’/4@%&1@”-,@/%2@444% 155 9@#@ owaq:!u
Z%Qr/mmm i

Lily L
e

APPROVED BY THE RUSSIAN HILL COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION




ey

9.

@

Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undérs'igried‘San Francis_cd residents and property owners,
Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wirel
communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco. ‘ ‘

strongly urge the Planning

ess

Print Name

Signature
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Plannin'g Commission to Deny Installation

of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street.

<)

: We, the,-undersigﬁed San Francisco residents and propérty owners, strongly urge the Planning

| Commission to deny the Conditional Use P
- communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless -
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. - Petition Ufging the Sén Francisco Planning Commission to Deny Installation
{ , - of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street.

——

' ; We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning
| Commission to deny the Conditional Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
| c_ommunlcaftion facility at.2041 Larkin Strest, San Francisco.

[ B

Print Name ‘ Signature. - | Address - Apt Date
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Corﬁmission to Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Planning -
| Commission to deny the Conditlonal Use Permit SF 1754 for the installation of a wireless
.| communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Franclsco. :

i

e m—— - ——
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Petition Urging the San Francisco Planning Commissi‘o‘n_ tq Deny Installation
of the AT&T Wireless Communication Facility at 2041 Larkin Street

, We, the undersigned San Francisco residents and property owners, strongly urge the Piannlng

{ Commisslon to deny the Conditional Use Parmit SF 1754 for the Installation of a wireless

1

" communication facility at 2041 Larkin Street, San Francisco.

s \UARTR-S00 | /)

Ll

£y le
M;_ ;

AL bl

o3

03 &1y

Print Name Signature | (Add‘res's | ,bt Date |

- . ‘ // - A L/.. > 4‘ ,O‘ 0 . |
) /{W‘/W/M/ i %////( -7 o5 F Lot 50 ¢ez i
N // [y . I

{ e, 2//) .Z‘Jlféﬁfm/qﬁ/@/ WIHER™.S (l% o ’7/-%07/
S S : [ ' > 425 VYal fjo,(){ : i
1 ueke KjrAyw/Z ﬂA/ @4 *\2‘??}‘}7 1], sl 113t
SURER : - - 0738 |5 6)05 g /
:_.4_:._’_./3)”/ M /7/6}_5(’,/ z,%%’? § - Q%E?VZZW/O? oy [

1425 /s ey

petition Circulated by:

3 .
. 8. :
,310. !

ol Linany

APPROVED BY THE RUSSIAN HILL COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION




2041 LARKIN PROJECT (Updated 9.11.1% 4

DATE ADDRESS SIGNATURE CIRCULATOR
6.23.11 1212 Frank Fort St (Daly City) Qudrat Rahimhodzhayev 1 efc
16.8.11 {1281 - 30th {Emeryville) Michelle Palmer efc
6.8.11  |2413 Carlson Bivd (Richmond)  {Aaron Zidenberg efc
6.10.11 |1363 Hubbard (94579) Sim Flynn efc
6.30.11 : ‘ Ben bacya i
6.30.11 . Alex Stein Id
6.19.11 |[Franklin St. Ruth Hernandez id
6.13.11 |3827-18th Louis Gwerder fa
6.10.11 {590 - 2nd Ave. #7 Sara K. Malone Crave’
7.6.11 468 - 20th Ave. #3 . Johnny Wong efc
7.11.11 |P.0.Box 320333, SF, CA 94132 "|Joanne Chi. - efc
6.24.11 |571 Birch St. #A (94102) " IMaykel Verdecia efc
7.22.11 {24 Bonita : Julie Pret efc &Il -
7.22.11 |24 Bonita Melissa Patrice - efc &l
7.22.11 |48 Bonita Erik Petersen “efc &l
6.23.11 |100 Broadway St. Lindsay Njotcn il
6.25.11 |1260 Broadway St. Evan Meagher efc
6.25.11 |1260 Broadway St. Rebecca Meagher efc
6.14.11 |1318 Broadway St. Daniel Kalakano efc
6.15.11 |1321 Broadway St. |A. Molloy la
6.13.11 11324 Broadway St. Loreen Bernardini la
6.14.11 [1324 Broadway St. Jen Piumarta la
6.14.11 |1324 Broadway St. J. Bender la
6.14.11 {1324 Broadway St. Lia Burnadin la
6.15.11 |1324 Broadway St. Brian Knox la
18.8.11. 1324 Broadway St. #1 " | Tracy waldron efc
6.13.11 |1336 Broadway St. Don Friedman la
6.8.11 1342 Broadway St. Catherine Wise efc
6.10.11 |1348 Broadway St. Christina Tierney If
6.23.11 |1356 Broadway St. Chris Mittelstaedt I
6.23.11 |[1358 Broadway St. Pia Hinckle - N
6.12.11 {1371 Broadway St. -ICindy Morrin - i
6.10.11 [1372 Broadway St. Conner Callahan I
6.10, 13.11 [1378 Broadway St. Steve Melino i1
6.1311  |1390 Broadway St. Cora Yuen ia
6.23.11 |1390 Broadway St. #2 Jeff Jackson it
6.23.11 {1390 Broadway St. #6 Carran Gong i
6.10.11 |1402 Broadway St. - Iwaithena Jackson - Bl
6.17.11 |1404 Broadway St. Lena Lin _ I
6.17.11 |1404 Broadway St. Clarence Lin i
6.17.11 |1410 Broadway St. Gregory Korn li
16.20.11  |1416 Broadway St. Karen. Sasso i
{6.20.11  |1416 Broadway St. John Stanley I
6.14.11 |1440 Broadway St Tyron Hooper efc
6.10.11 |1450 Broadway St. Dixie Mahy it
6.10.11 |1450 Broadway St. - Stan Mahy i
6.27.11 |1450 Broadway St. #6 Tom Flynn efc
6.24.11 |1465 Broadway St. |dune Wong li




2041 LARKIN PROJECT {(Updated 9.11.11)

1SIGNATURE |

DATE ADDRESS CIRCULATOR
6.14.11 |1800 Broadway St. #102 Justine Madara i
6.10.11 |1998 Broadway St. Unoa Esposito [
6.20.11 [580 Bush St. Mark Gould -1d
6.14.11 |1688 California St. Holly Turner id
6.24.11  |1054 Chestnut St. Maria Contreras 1l
16-16.11 {807 Columbus Ave. #201 Paul Robertson Id
7.5.11 1280 Dolores |Anjanette Pong efc
7.7.11 1280 Dolores David Parker efc
6.14.11 {2446 Leavenworth Decker Flynn T
6.12.11 |1101 Filbert St. B, Cristie efc
8.13.11 -|1175 Fifbert St. C. Refo il/1a
6.27.11 {1274 Filbert St. Annette Lust efc
6.23.11 |1935 Franklin Anna Ghozali il
6.20.11 17815 Geary Blvd. Angela Hom id
16.27.11 - |344 Grafton Ave. . Cathy Chow efc
'16.15.11 |1025 Green St. Shelly Guyer id
6.15.11 [1139 Green St. Christy Hurlburt Id
6.19.11 {1160 Green St. Claire Blume Id
8.13.11 |1209 Green St. {George Lucas 1/la
6.14.11 |1209 Green St. Thomas Rothgiessen fa
8.13.11 1209 Green St. #12 Thomas Rothgiessen i/la
6.14.11 {1231 Green St. Genauzeau Maxile la
6.9.11 1241 Green St. Rena Wessels efc
6.15, 25.11]1242 Green St. Douglas Dietrich ta/efc
6.8.11 1243 Green St. Nik DeVrsal {Sophie-dog) efc
6.27.11 |1257 Green St. Lisa Raymond efc
|6.14.11  |1267 Green St. Eryn Marshall la.
6.15.11 |1268 Green St. Elise Hefano la
6.11.11 {1282 Green St. ‘Hulie Curry efc
6.21.11 {1285 Green St. Diane Sciarretta id
6.22.11 |1439 Green St. _ Gabriella Daker efc
6.16.11 11380 Greenwich St. Susan M. Smith Id-
6.27.11 |535 Hayes St. Patricia Smith efc
6.10.11 |[101HydeSt. Dave Bower efc
6.24.11 |737 Hyde St. Olivia Andreau’ - I
6.30.11 |1048 Hyde St. - Chris McHugh Id
6.21.11 {1462 Hyde St. Dante Mariano i
6.13.11 1703 Hyde St. Ed Pang la
6.13.11 [1713 Hyde St. Cheryl Jow " la
6.13.11 |1739 Hyde St. Jennifer Parkes a
17.22.11 -~ [1769 Hyde St. Jerry Jung efc &l
7.22.11 {1769 Hyde St. Veronica Jung efc &Il
6.13.11 {1773 Hyde St. Heesook Kim la
6.15.11 |1807 Hyde St. Andrew Nolan Id
7.6.11 1821 Hyde St. #3 ‘IMee Syan Wong efc
6.23.11 {1828 Hyde St. #3 Tim Hamilton efc
6.14.11 {1855 Hyde St. Soner Ustin fa -
6.14.11 |1861 Hyde St. Jeanne Schoch la’
6.15,30.11 |1907 Hyde St. Vinh Luc - la/ld

6.24.11 |1510 Jackson St.

Guo Ming




2041 LARKIN PROJECT (Updated 9,11.11)

DATE 1ADDRESS SIGNATURE CIRCULATOR
7.6.11 3446 Jennings St. Debbie Taylor efc
7.22.11 |1650 Jones St. Daniel Detorie efc &Il
6.21.11 11655 Jones St. "[Kelly Wilkinson id
6.10.11 (2030 Jones St. Carol Zhay H
16.17.11 |2266 Jones St. " |Kara Burrell It
6.14.11 - |1001 Kansas St. Jennifer McAlister ‘jva
6.24.11 '|130 Laguna St. Lidia Thaxton ‘ I
6.8.11  |3316 Laguna St. Morgan Moore efc
6.17.11 - |1903 Larkin St. Zac Sagay Il
8.13.11 [1903 Larkin St. Colin Henyal il/la
6.20.11 |1917A Larkin St. Vincent Louie i
6.20.11  |1917A Larkin St. Dora Louie 1l
6.12.11 1919 Larkin St. Phyllis Louie i
6.17.11 |1919 Larkin St. Vicki Louie ]
6.20.11 |1919 Larkin St. Clayton Louie - [
6.14.11 |1929 Larkin St. . Noel Mulligan il
6.14.11 - {1929 Larkin St. Mark Elsie i
6.17.11 |1931 Larkin St. Thomas Szeto i
65.12.11 -|1958 Larkin St. Maggie Tao - 1
6.12.11 11958 Larkin St. Huong Tran Bl
6.24.11 |1960 Larkin St. Mary Frances Lemus i
6.24.11 |1960 Larkin St. Jose Lemus I
6.12.11 11962 Larkin St. Lisa Ruan 1t
6.17.11. |1964 Larkin St. Robert Dodd I
6.14.11 12010 Larkin St. Wiley Lum-Wong 1
6.14.11 {2010 Larkin St. " |borothy Lum Wong I
6.14.11 2021 Larkin St. Steven Wong 0
6.12.11 |2023 Larkin St. Henry Wong efc
9.7.11 {2024 Larkin St. Daniel Harrington 1l
6.24.11 12027 Larkin St. Frank Lee 1
6.24.11 |2027 Larkin St. Lily Lee il
6.12.11 {2028 Larkin St. Cindy Lim il
6.12.11 {2028 Larkin St. Stefanie Lim [t
6.15.11 |2028 Larkin St. |Joey Lim |
6.19.11 {2029 tarkin St. George Lee 1l
6.23.11 |2031 Larkin St. Shannon Kopp - la
6.10.11 [2032 Larkin St. Caitlyn Connolly 1}
6.13.11 |2034 Larkin St. Jordan Cohen la
6.22.11 |2036 Larkin St. Christy Baker il
6.30.11 {2037 Larkin St. Jason Pulido i
6.22.11 |2042 Larkin St. ‘[Meghan Faith i
6.17.11 {2044 Larkin St. Rob Mattaliano i
6.17.11 {2044 Larkin St. John Mayo - It
6.14.11 |{2055B Larkin St. Zoe Genlen "
6.22.11  |20558B Larkin St. Julie Wong la
6.22.11 {2057 Larkin St. Laura Albert la
6.13.11 |2057 Larkin St. - Uwe Gabel la
~16.15.11 {2059 Larkin St. Erik Juh! la
{6.13.11 2061 Larkin.St. Laura Diaz , efc
6.13.11 |2061 Larkin St. Andrew Swallow efc




2041 LARKIN PROJECT (Updated 9.11.11)

DATE ADDRESS SIGNATURE CIRCULATOR
6.22.11 |2063 Larkin St. Jason Richard 1l
16.8.11 2100 Larkin St. Matt Berube efc
6.10.11. {2100 Larkin St. Barry Chantt efc
6.8.11 2100 Larkin St. Ana DeMattos efc

|6.8.11 2100 Larkin St. Dave Puccinelli efc
|7.24.11  |2104 Larkin St._ Ryan LeDay efc
[7.24.11 2104 Larkin St. Mike Darby efc
7.24.11 {2104 Larkin St. Sarah Murray efc
6.12.11 |2107 Larkin St. Jeff Kwong efc
16.12.11 |2108 Larkin St. Emilio Crifton efc
6.12.11 2108 Larkin St. Pam Dubier efc
7.23.11 {2115 Larkin St. Evelyn Chee efc
7.23.11 - |2115 Larkin St. Matt Marshall efc
6.10.11 |2115A Larkin St. Jennifer Tan efc
6.20.11 |2115A Larkin St. Heather Housestead efc
6.8.11 2120 Larkin St. Suzanne Vigil efc
6.9.11 2120 Larkin St. #209 Lisa Soroker jva
8811  |2120 Larkin'St. #209 Lisa Soroker efc
6.14.11 12120 Larkin St. #304 Jaclyn Calderon la
6811  |2121 Larkin St Satu Jackson efc
6.7.11  '|2123 Larkin St. Evelyn Fung Carlon efc
16.9.11 2125 tarkin St. Shiu Ying Che Fung efc
{61011 |2127 Larkin St. _{Porter Mills efc
6.7.11 2129 Larkin St. Renata Gruman efc
7.24.11 |2137A Larkin St. Marc Wilson efc
6.11.11 |2145 Larkin St: Georgette Boone efc
6.11.11 |2145 Larkin St. Rebecca Davis efc
6.9.11 2145 Larkin St. Rose Wong efc
7.22.11 12145 Larkin St. #12 Raymond Lussier efc & Hl
72411 2145 Larkin St. #10 Johanna Gudnadottir efc
7.24.11 |2148 Larkin St. Luke Ogridzian “efc
6.12.11 [2165 Larkin St. #103 Robert Pairier efc
6.15.11 2165 Larkin St. #205 Patrick Torre Id
7.22.11  |2165 Larkin St. #307 Malin Pearce efc & I
6.12.11 12200 Larkin St. #8 “|charles Faulkner efc
72411 2201 Larkin St. Donna Beatty efc
6.15.11 = [2216 Larkin St. Alan Wong la
7.11.11  |2250 Larkin St. Diane Ghiglieri efc
7.11.11 2250 Larkin St. - |Louis Ghiglieri efc
6.9.11  |2265 Larkin St. Laura Brown efc
72111 {2265 Larkin St. #22 _|Greg Sanders efc
6.12.11 |2265 Larkin St. #14 Amy Lightner - efc
6.12.11 |2265 Larkin St. #14. Mark Lightner efc
- 16.12.11  |2363 Larkin St. #32 Nancy Trogman (Priscilla-dog) efc
7.2.11 2440 Larkin St. Grace Sevy efc
7.2.11 12440 Larkin St. Solomon Sevy efc
6.9.11 [1301 Leavenworth St. #28 Travis Burns " Crave
6.30.11 |1656 Leavenworth St. Sarah Zembu id
6.15.11 [1752 Leavenworth St. Leslie Detaillandier id
6.15.11 |1752 Leavenworth St. Ghielain Detaillandier id




2041 LARKIN PROJECT {Updated 9.11.11)

6.15.11

DATE ADDRESS SIGNATURE CIRCULATOR
8.8.11 {2150 Leavenworth St. Jack Hickey efc
7.23.11 2335 Leavenworth St. - |Catherina Paolino efc
6.12.11  |2446 Leavenworth St. Decker Flynn It
7.19:11 {1360 Lombard St. #404 Alison Casey efc
8.13.11 - |62 Lynch St. Rosemarie Ovian - ifla’
8.13.11 |70LynchSt. M. Aspesi II/la-
6.24.11 |183 Middlefield Dr. {94132) Attyna Dee efc
7.23.11 - |18 Moore PI. \ Frederidk Winston - efc
8.13.11 |1250 Pacific Ave. N. Cho ii/la
7.19.11 |1368 Pacific Ave. Harold Tang efc
7.19.11 - |1378 Pacific Ave. Steven Stevens efc
. 16.21.11  }1286 Pacific Ave. Gang Situ id
7.8.11 1398 Pacific Ave, Marsha McGovern efc
[8-17.11 - 11420 Pacific Ave. Theresa Lau efc
16.7.11 1457 Pacific Ave. Leliman Chan ‘efc
6.22.11 {1510 Pacific Ave. Andrew Wong efc
6.14.11 11770 Pacific Ave. #201 Mauicio Page Il
7.6.11 139 Parker Ave. Kathleen Conrad efc
6.17.11 |78 PeraltaSt. ~ {Sudi Scull Id
6.14.11 |1163 Pine St. #4 Elizabeth Corcoran M
6.14.11 |1163 Pine St. #4 Efren Sandoval I
6.10.11  |1800 Pine St. Huang Kelly |
6.5.11  |1400 Polk St. Andy Monaco jva
6.8.11 = |2150 Polk St. - Amy Bearg jva
6.9.11 2150 Polk St. . |Mitchell Bearg jva
6.10.11 |2150 Polk St. Allan White efc
6.8.11 2206 Polk St. Carol Coleman jva
6.8.11 2206 Polk St. Richard Sepulveda jva
6.8.11 2223 Polk St. -|Craig Zaretsky jva
6.9.11 2253 Polk St. Jeremy Armstrong jva
6.8.11 2354 Polk St. Michelle Homme Jva
|6.8.11 2255 Polk St, Joslin Van Arsdale jva
6.9.11 2259 Polk St. Jonathan Beniter jva
6.9.11 2259 Palk St. Emily Wright jva
6.9.11 2300 Polk St. Erik Phillips jva
. 16.8.11 = 12354 Polk St. Michelle Homme jva
6.9.11 2355 Polk St. Dan Kowalski jva
6.14.11 {2355 Polk St. #303 Michele Brussenn Il
6.16.11 |2440 PolkSt. Kristin Daley Crave
6.8.11 2534 Polk St. Carol Hacker jva
6.19.11, 475 Pope St Jeannie Yee Id
6.19.11 . |475 Pope St Wellen Yee id
6.17.11 . |1815 Powell St. Gary Jue ld
6.21.11 |29 Russell St. Heather Cogswell Id
6.15.11 {32 Russell St. Roberto Reyes la
'16.15.11 - |32 Russell St. Michelle Louny la
6.15.11 |53 Russell St. - Molly Thompson la
6.15.11 {59 Russell St. Rubley Curtice “la
6.15.11 |69 Russell St. - |Cameron Washington la
69 Russell St. Natasha Dantag la




2041 LARKIN PROJECT (Updated 9.11.11)

CIRCULATOR

DATE ADDRESS . SIGNATURE
6.24.11 |1559 Sacramento St. Sully Bustmanti il
6.17.11 . 1425 Taylor St. Susan Manett 1
6.21.11 |1644 Taylor 5t. - {Marc Rasmussa . ‘i
7.21.11 |1644 Taylor St. John Mitchell : efc
7.21.11 |1644 Taylor St. Veronika Mikhalash efc
6.15.11 |1656 Taylor 5t.. Nick Edwards ' id.
61511 [30UnionSt. Birgetta Durnera id
6.29.11 [1100 Union St. - Richard Serrano efc
8.13.11 {1150 Union St. T.A. Ame it/la
8.13.11 |1150 Union St. I. Ame /1a
6.10.11 {1169 Union St. Jamie DeFazio efc
.16.8.11 1203 Union St. Rachel Stanich jva
6.12.11 {1221 Union St. Y. Elias efc
6.15.11 {1233 Union St. Katherine Barnard la
8.13.11 1272 Union St. Kelly James W/la
7.22.11 |1274 Union St. Vivian Chan efc &l
6.25.11 |1298 Union St. | David Wong efc
7.2.11 1445 Union St. #1 Linda Lingren " efc
6.10.11 - |537 Vallejo St. Teresa O'Brien li
6.10.11- {766 Vallejo St. Val Kirwan efc
6.10.11 }1077 Vallejo St. Frances Malehs Il
6.21.11  |1190 Vallejo St. Stephen Glenn Id
6.11.11 |1224 Vallejo St.. Tim Ng efc
6.20.11 11250 Vallejo St. R. Jorasch Id
6.12.11 1250 Vallejo St. #2 Cathy Karlovich (Sassy-dog) efc
7.20.11 |1250 Valiejo St. #4 Kathleen Carpenter efc
6.23.11 {1270 Vallejo St. Rodney Tam Id
7.23.11 |1280 Vallejo St. Martha Van Golder efc
6.11.11 1317 Vallejo St. Dwight Donovan efc
6.8.11 1317 Vallejo St. Heather Donovan efc
6.8.11 {1322 Vallejo St. Jermey Hanson efc
6.8.11 1326 Vallejo St.” Tedo Wendell efc
6.13.11 1331 Vallejo St. Jay Yengay fa
9.7.11 1340 Vallejo St. Danai April I
9.7.11 1375 Vallejo St. Tim Yu il
9.7.11 1379 Vallejo St. Tim Yu i
6.13.11° [1347 Vallejo St. Nelson Ascenso efc
6.11.11 |1348 Vallejo St. Kathleen Ralston efc
6.11.11 {1350 Vallejo St. Kevin Howard efc
6.13.11 |1362 Vallejo St. Rob Lewis la
6.13.11 |1362 Vallejo St. Andrea Lewis la
6.13.11 1371 Vallejo St. Helen Liu la
6.9.11 1376 Vallejo St. Barbara Din efc
6.9.11 11376 Vallejo St. twilliam Din efc
6.9.11 1378 Vallejo St. Catherine Becker ‘efc
6.22.11 {1380 Vallejo St. Richard Bender ‘ -efc
6.22.11 {1380 Vallejo St. Angel Carmillo-Bender efc
6.24.11 11393 Vallejo St. Jeannie Melchin efc
6.24.11 |1393 vallejo St. Tony Melchin efe
6.14.11 Valerie Brot efc

1397 Vallejo St.




2041 LARKIN PROJECT (Updated 9.11.11)

CIRCULATOR

41 White St.

1.G. Swenden

DATE ADDRESS SIGNATURE
6.14.11 |1397 Vallejo St. . Cyril Lemerle efc
7.2.11 {1400 Vallejo St. - Jack Beeler efc
6.10.11 {1410 Vallejo 5t. Maria Vella efc
7.21.11 {1419 Vallejo St. {Megan Paulsen efc
"17.23.11 {1419 Vallejo St. Michelle Fanst efc
7.28.11 {1425 Vallejo St. #102. Michael Jennings fl
19.1.11 1425 Vallejo St. #103 . Marta Solotal fi
7.28.11 |1425 Vallejo St. #104 _|Corinne Semonan fl
72811 1425 Vallejo St. #105 Thomas Chinn fl
7.28.11 {1425 Vallejo St. #106 Allison Barney i
‘17.28.11  [1425 Vallejo St. #107 _[Jason Forney Al
7.28.11 |[1425 vallejo St. #202 Felix Litman fl
17.28.11- {1425 Vallejo St. #202 SunlLee Sou fll
7.28.11 |1425 Vallejo St. #203 Juan Higueros fl
7.28.11 |1425 Vallejo St. #205 Lisa Lalanne fl
9.2.11 - |1425 vallejo St. #206 Rubin Chandaok fl
'[73011  |1425 Vallejo St. #207 Rosemary Miller fl,
7.30.11 |1425 Vallejo St. #301 Tucker Taylor fl
7.28.11 - 11425 Vallejo St. #303 Seith Bromberger fi -
8.18.11 }1425 Vallejo St. #304 Brian Heisel fl
7.28.11 |1425 Vallejo St. #308 Kendy Morgan T
7.9.11 - ]1426 Vallejo St. Vince Barsocchini efc
7.3.11 1434 Vallejo St. Tim.Ryan efc
7.24.11 |1440 Vallejo St. Daniel S. Ford efc
7.31.11 |1444 Vallejo St. - Lesley Vella efc
9.7.11-  |1444 vallejo St. Priscilla Regan i
6.20.11 |1445 Vallejo St. Greg Wilson ]
9.7.11 1450 Vallejo St. #306 Jeannie Lee 1
9.7.11 1450 Vallejo St. #307 Jenny Rosenbaum li
6.9.11 1451 Vallejo St. Ann Bowman il
6.14.11 |1457 Vallejo St. Craig Rowe Id
6.23.11 |[1465 Vallejo St. #3 Richard Knee \d
6.30.11 |1465 Vallejo St. #3 Carolyn Knee Id
6.22.11 |1485 Vallejo St. Nick Franklin efc
7.6.11 1530 Vallejo St. Della Young vb
7.6.11 1530 Vallejo St. Cora Young vb
6.20.11 |1534 Vallejo St. Jean Belibreve id
6.14.11 |1835 Vallejo St. Laura Phayre jva
6.23.11 |1405 Van Ness Ave. Dior Wiener Il
6.20.11 12240 Van Ness Ave. Anna Ong efc
6.10.11 12521 Van Ness Ave. Karen Loewenstern Il
6.19.11 |1201 Washington St. A. Raquel id
6.10.11 |1633 Washington St. Amy Kaufman A
7.22.11 |35 White St. Cassandra O'Gara efc &1l
6.8.11 40 White St. Andy Donkin efc
5.14.11 la




Legend:
efc= Evelyn Fung Carlon
fi=Fellix Litman

- jva = Joslin Van Arsdale
ia = taura Alberts
Id = Leslie Detaillandier
il = Lily Lee
vb = Valerie Brot
Crave Restaurant
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appeal of CUP No. 2010.1083C (2041 Larkin St.)
Emerson, Andrew C. I

to: S

angela.calvillo

11/28/2011 02:13 PM

Ce:
- Joy.Lamug, victor.young, aaron.hollister

Show Details

| | Attachment

BoS_ltr_ for_2041_Larkin.pdf

Hi Angela. I am outside counsel for AT&T Mobility. Per your office's instructions, here is a letter that we would
~ like distributed to the Board of Supervisors and included in the record for the appeal of CUP No. 2010.1083C
(2041 Larkin St.). If you have any questions, please contact me. Thank you.— Andy

Andrew C. Emerson

porterwright - A

Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLP )

‘41 South High Street | Columbus, OH 4321

Telephone: (6_14) 227-2104 | Facsimile: (614)227-2100
aemerson@porterwright.com

The information contained in this communication is confidential and subject to attorney-client, work product, or other Iegal privilege. This
communication is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named as recipient. If the reader of this communication is ot the intended

recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.

sxxrrsekNotice from Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLp*ressess |

" This message may be protected by the attorney-client privilege. If you believe
that it has been sent to you in error, do not read, print or forward it. Please reply
to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank
you. .

To comply with certain U.S. Treasury regulafions, we infb'rm you that any‘federal
tax advice contained in this message, including attachments, is not a covered
opinion as described in Treasury Department Circular 230 and therefore cannot

be relied upon to avoid any tax penalties or to support the promotion or-
marketing of any federal tax transaction. ) o

*********.***********E nd Of N Otl Cejc*******************-

i s S ar AT e st FRFG00\~web3888.h... 11/28/2011



JOHN DI BENE AT&T Services, Inc.

General Attorney 2600 Camino Ramon.
Legal Department -~ Room 2W901

San Ramon, CA 94583

925.543,1548 Phone
925.867.3869 Fax
jdo@att.com

November 28,2011

Via E-mail [angela.calvillo.@sfgov.o;gl B

‘Angela Calvillo
Clerk of Board. ,
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Re: New Cingﬁlar Wireless PCS, LLC, CUP No. 2010.1083C -
2041 Larkin Street L

Dear ‘Presidént Chiu, Board Supervisors Mar, Farrell, Chu, Mirkarimi, Kim, Elsbernd,
Wiener, Campos, Cohen, and Avalos: . :

- I write in support of the Planning Commission's September 22, 2011 decision '
granting New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility ("AT&T") a
conditional use permit to place a wireless facility at 2041 Larkin Street in San Francisco
(the “Site”). Specifically, the purpose of this letter is to (1) respond to Appellant's general
concerns regarding whether the Site is necessary, (2) provide a copy of AT&T's
September 20, 7011 letter to the Planning Commission, which summarizes the relevant
legal requirements and record support underlying the Planning Commission's decision
(Attachment A), and (3) provide additional information regarding the type of back-up
batteries AT&T intends to use at the Site (Attachment B). ' '

‘1. - The Site is necessary to close a significant service coverage gap

Appellant contends that the Site is not necessary because AT&T wireless
customers in the area surrounding the Site have "four bars" of signal strength. Signal
_ Josses and service problems, however, occur for customers even at times when certain

other customers in the same vicinity may be able to initiate and complete calls on
AT&T’s network (or other networks) on their wireless phones. These problems can and
do occur even when certain customers’ wireless phones indicate “all bars” of signal
- strength on the handset. o '



The bars of signal strength that individual customers can see on their wireless
phones are an imprecise and slow-to-update estimate of service quality. In other words, a
customer’s. wireless phone can show “four bars” of signal strength, but that customer can
still, at-times, be unable to initiate voice calls, complete calls, or download data reliably
~ and without service interruptions. This is especially the case during times of high

demand on the network. ' C '

The reason that raw signal strength numbers can be an inadequate measurement of
wireless service quality (and thus not be reflective of actual “‘gaps™ in wireless service
quality) is that these measurements do not reflect the degradation. in the quality of the
signal as determined by the Signal-to-Noise ratio in the area at various times of day

. (during periods of greater usage). AT&T's radio frequency expert, Mr. Gordon Spencer,
explains in his statement (which is Attachment A to AT&T's September 20, 2011 letter to-
the Planning Commission) that, while signal strength is an inportant factor, so is noise,
and the more noise that is present.in a given vicinity at a particular time of day, the more
likely the connections will be unreliable. Signal-to-Noise is a key quality paraméter used
to determine where service gaps are likely to appear. The maps attached to Mr. Gordon's
statement incorporate signal and noise information that, in turn, depict existing service
coverage and service coverage gaps in the area around the Site. Thus, despite Appellant's
anecdotal statements regarding good signal strength in the area, AT&T's expert explains
that there is a significant service coverage gap in the area for which the Site is necessary
to close the gap. : :

2. Structural concerns regarding the Site

There were a number of comments at the Planning Commission hearing.
concerning whether the Site is structurally able to house the proposed wireless antennas
and associated equipment. As the Planning Commissioners noted in response to these
concerns, once the CUP is approved, construction of the proposed facility requires
issuance of a building permit from the San Prancisco Department of Building Inspection.
~ That building permit will require that the facility be constructed in a manner consistent

" with the California Building Code, which incorporates standards for structural safety. As
. AT&T indicated at the Planning Commission hearing, it is committed to working with
the city to make sure any necessary structural safety issues are addressed as part of the
building permit process. ' ’ : '

3.  Attachments
Please find attached a copy of AT&T's September 20, 2011 letter to the Planning
Commission (Attachment A). The letter provides clarification regarding supporting
record evidence and outlines the relevant legal requirements of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996.. Importantly, the letter includes AT&T's RF expert's statement explaining
~ how the extraordinary growth of data and voice usage on AT&T's wireless network in this
area has adversely affected the reliability and accessibility of the network around the Site, and
how the Site is the least intrusive means by which to fill this gap.



: Also attached is a letter ftom Paula Doublin, Assistant Vice President of
Construction and Engineering, concerning the back-up batteries AT&T intends to use at
the Site (Attachment B). As Ms. Doublin explains, these batteries are used industry wide
fo provide safe battery back-up service. -

Conclusion

AT&T is diligently trying to upgrade its network to meet the exploding wireless
telecommurications demand within San Francisco. It is doing so in a manner that takes
prudent and careful consideration of the aesthetic impacts of its facilities and the values the
City seeks to promote. AT&T's application is fully consistent with City land use regulations
and the WTS guidelines, and upgrading the proposed site would be the least intrusive means
by which AT&T could £ili the significant wireless service coverage gap in the area, I urge
‘he Board fo affirm the Planning Commission's decision approving Conditional Use Permit
" No.2010.1083C. . S

| Vei*y truly yous,
q:ﬂkb\ ' 0(4‘ g M

John di Bene

ce:  Aaron Hollister, SF Planner

Attachment' A: AT&T's September 20, 2011 letter to the Planning Commission
Attachment B:. Letter by Ms. Doublin regarding back-up batteries to be used at Site




Attachment A

‘éOHN IID]A?tENE : AT&T Services, Inc.
eneral Atiorney 2600 Camino Ramon
Legal Department Room 2W901 -

San Ramon, CA 94583

925.543.1548 Phone
.. 925.867.3869 Fax
jdb@att.com ‘

September 20, 2011

Via E-mail [linda.avery @sfgov.orgl

Linda Avery _
- Commission Secretary
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC, CUP No. 2010.1083C
2041 Larkin Street -

7 Dear President Olague, Vice President Miguel and Commiésion‘ers Antonini, Borden,
Moore, Sugaya, and Fong: . ﬂ : ' :

1 write to provide further explanation and illustration of the evidence already in
the record in CUP case number 2010.1083C, an application filed by New Cingular
Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T Mobility ("AT&T") to place a new wireless facility at
2041 Larkin Street in San Francisco (the “Site”). Specifically, the purpose of this letter is
to (1) respond to concerns raised in the Russian Hill Community Association's letter and
petition opposing the site, (2) provide the Commission with additional clarification of the
record evidence concerning the extent of the significant service coverage gap in the area
_around the Site, (3) provide a supplemental alternative site analysis, and (4) outline the
governing .legal requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 that require
granting the application. This information is consistent with the complete and accurate
information that your Staff relied upon in its September 15, 2011 recommendation to-
approve the permit with conditions and is being provided to the Commission as
additional clarification before a final decision. :

This application seeks authority for AT&T to install a macro cellular facility at
the Site, which is commonly know as the Church of the Fellowship of All Peoples. As
described in the application, up to six antennas will be placed inside an existing church
steeple. The screens covering the existing steeple openings will be removed and replaced -

~with radio frequency-transparent screens, which will screen the antennas from public
view. Necessary equipment will be located outside of public view in an internal room on
the second floor of the church. Under the WTS Facility Siting Guidelines, the Site is a



Location Preference 1 Site (Preferred Lodation — Public Structure Site), locafed in the
RH-3 Zoning District. o .

~ This Site is necessary for AT&T to close a significant service coverage gap in its
“wireless network as explained in more detail below. The gap is caused, in part, by the
significant demand from AT&T's customers for mobile data usage in the area. This
increase is consistent with the 8,000% increase in mobile data demand AT&T
experienced network-wide over the past four years. AT&T expects total mobile data
volume to grow 8-10 times over the next five years. To put this estimate in perspective,
all of AT&T's mobile traffic volume during 2010 would be equal to the mobile traffic
volume for a mere six or seven wéeks of 2015. ‘ :

, This increased service volume tasks AT&T's network and adverseiy affects
service coverage. High demand for voice and mobile data services cause increased noise
" on each radio frequency channel — much as it is more difficult to hear when there are
many people talking in a crowded room. This noise can degrade the quality of both voice
. and data wireless services, making- it hard to get dial tone, causing dropped calls, or
significantly slowing the speed of ‘data services. This type of setvice degradation is
currently being experienced in the area around the Site. The Site is necessary to help
address the significant increase in demand, close the resulting service coverage gap, and
improve AT&T’s service quality in the surrounding area. - ' '

~ This letter provides a general survey of the key federal legal standards governing
this application, and it turns to the main substantive issues — that the health concerns
regarding radio frequency (RF) emissions raised in this record are preempted by federal
law, that granting this application is supported by substantial evidence in the record, and
that a denial of the application would be an unlawful prohibition of wireless service. But
before doing that, let me begin by offering additional clarification to explain how the
growth in wireless service demand has created the significant service coverage gap
around the Site. : ‘ ' ‘

1. The Significant Service Coverage Gap

‘ - Attachment A is a statement by Gordon Spencer, an AT&T radio frequency
expert. Mr. Spencer’s statement explains that during periods of high data usage the
AT&T network experiences a significant service coverage gap in the area roughly
bordered by Van Ness and Pacific avenues, Hyde and Union streets (the "Significant
Gap"). Mr. Spencer’s statement provides expert testimony explaining how the extraordinary
growth of data and voice usage on AT&T's wireless network in this area has adversely
affected the reliability and accessibility of the network around the Site. o

Mr. Spencer explains how AT&T’s existing facilities in.the area cannot
adequately serve its customers during these periods of increased usage today, and they do
not have the capacity required to handle forecasted usage. He also explains that this gap
exists even though there may be reasonable outdoor signal strength in the area (several
bars signal strength on a phone, for instance) — the user-generated interference

2



overwhelms the frequency, which causes the service coverage indoors to be weak and the
overall quality of service to be unacceptable. AT&T uses service quality information to
indentify the areas in its network where these capacity restraints limit service. Exhibit 2
to Mr. Spencer’s statement contains a map that uses service quality information to depict
a service coverage gap near the Site, with the yellow shaded cross-hatched areas and the
pink shaded areas of the-map showing the areas of the service coverage gap. '

The service coverage gap identified by Mr. Spencer is significant because it
" covers a densely populated area and the service quality issues occur during all periods of
_ the day, except late in the evenings. Thus, when AT&T’s customers most require use of
their mobile devices in the area, and when most users want to use their mobile phones,
service coverage is unacceptable. Exhibit 3 to Mr. Spencer's Statement provides a
current 24-hour traffic profile for the Jocation, which shows that on a typical workday
‘commercial and residential users in the area currently experience unacceptable service
quality — including the inability to access the network to place data and voice calls. The |
gap area is also significant because it covers not only high-density residential dwelling
units but also Broadway and Van Ness Avenue, which are busy thoroughfares that also
contain commercial storefronts. '

1L Key Legal Réquirements

As a FCC-licensed wireless telecommunications services provider, AT&T’s "
placement of its wireless antenna facilities is subject to the federal Telecommunications Act.
That statute reconciles any potential conflicts between the need for deployment of a new

wireless communications facility ("WCF") and local land use authority "by placing certain
limitations on localities' control over the construction and modification of WCFs." Sprint
PCS Assets, LLC v. City of Palos Verdes Estates, 583 F.3d 716, 721 (9th Cir. 2009).
Specifically, as relevant here, the Telecommunications Act preserves local control over land

. use decisions, subject to the following explicit statutory restrictions:

e The local government must act on a permit application within a reasonable period of
time (47 U.S.C. §332(c)(7)(B)(iD))- S
" e The local government may not regulate the placement, construction, or modification
" of WCFs on the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions to the
- extent such facilities comply with the FCC's regulations concerning such emissions
(47 U.S.C. §332(c)(N(B)(Ev)); ' : _

e Any local government decision to deny a siting Tequest must be in writing and
supported by substantial evidence contained in a written record (47 ‘U.S.C
§332(c)(T)(B)(iid)); - ' S

e The local government may not unreasonably discriminate among providers of
functionally equivalent services (47 U.S.C. §332(c)(N)B)D)(D); and - '

e The local government's decision must not "prohibit or have the effect of prohibiting

the provision of personal wireless services" (47 U.S.C. §332(c)(7)B)H)(ID)).

“With this legal framework in mind, I address below certain specific issues that have
been raised in the record regarding this application.

3



OI.  Federal Law Preempts Regulation Based on Environmental Effects of Radio
Frequency Emissions. ' '

~ Specific concerns have been raised regarding RF emissions from the Site. As noted
above, local governments are specifically precluded from considering any alleged health or
environmental effects of RF emissions in making decisions as to the siting of WCFs "to the
extent such facilities comply with the FCC's regulations concerning such emissions.” See 47
US.C. §332(c)(N)B)(iv)). Here, it is beyond dispute that the proposed equipment will
operate well below applicable FCC limits. " .

A RF engineering analysis provided by Hammett & Edison, Inc., Consulting
Engineers confirms that the proposed equipment will operate well within (and
actually far below) all applicable FCC public exposure limits. A copy of this report'is -
included in the record for this application. - Given the compliance with the FCC standards,
this application cannot be rejected based on such health concerns of RE emissions. This is
true whether those concerns are raised explicitly or indirectly through some proxy such as
"property values" or even, in some instances, aesthetics. A federal district court in California
has held that in light of the federal preemption of RF regulation, "concern over the decreas’e’
in property values may not be considered as substantial evidence if the fear of property value
depreciation is based on concem Over the health effects caused by RF emissions." AT&T

Wireless Services of California ~LLC‘ v. City of Carlsbad, 308 F.Supp.2d 1148, 1159 (S:D.

Cal. 2003).

_ To the extent that objections to this application are animated by concerns over RF
frequency radiation, _the Commission cannot consider them. :

IV. The Record Contains Substantial Evidénce In Favor Of This Application

As noted above in Part II, the "substantial evidence" requirement means that a local
government's decision must be “authorized by applicable local regulations and supported by
'a reasonable amount of evidence." See Metro PCS, Inc. v. City and County of San
Francisco, 400 F3d 715, 725 (9th Cir. 2005); see also Sprint PCS, 583 F.3d at 726 (a local
government decision must be valid under local law and supported by "such relevant evidence
. . as a reasonable mind might accept as.adequate to support a conclusion"). In other words, a
local government must have specific reasons that are both consistent with the local regulations
and supported by substantial evidence in the record to deny a permit. Generalized concerns
or opinions about aesthetics are insufficient to constitute substantial evidence upon which a
local government could deny a permit. City of Rancho Palos Verdes v. Abrams, 101
Cal.App.4th 367, 381 (2002). :

Here, the proposed equipment complies with the standards for review (Sections 209.6 and
303 of the San Francisco Planning Code) and the City's WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines.

The proposed equipment is also consistent with San Francisco's General Plan, which
supports development of technologically advanced communications infrastructure and growth
of emerging telecommunications industries. Construction of the proposed facility

4



requires issuance of a building permit from the San Francisco Department of Building

Inspection, which requires that the facility be constructed in a manner consistent with the

California Building Code; thus, the applicable building codes incotporate standards for
structural safety. ‘ : : :

IV. This Application Must Be Approved Under The Federal “Prohibition”
Preemption . :

As noted above, a municipality cannot act in such a manner so to create an “effective
prohibition” of wireless services. Courts have found an “effective prohibition” exists where a
wireless carrier demonstrates (1) a "significant gap" in Wirel;ss service coverage; and (2) that .
the proposed facility would provide the "least intrusive means," in relation to the land use
yalues embodied in local regulations, to provide the service coverage necessary to fill that
gap. See e.g., Metro PCS, 400 F.3d at 734-35; Sprint PCS, 583 F.3d at 726. If a wireless
carrier satisfies both of these requirernents, state and local standards that would otherwise be
sufficient to permit denial of the facility are preempted and the municipality must approve the
wireless facility. See T-Mobile USA, Inc. v. City of Anacortes, 572 F.3d 087, 999 (9th Cir.
2009). When a wireless provider presents evidence of a significant gap and the absence of a
less intrusive alternative, the burden shifts to the local government to prove that a less
infrusive alternative exists. In order to meet this burden (and overcome the presumption in
favor of federal preemption), the local government. must show that another alternative is
available that fills the significant gap in coverage, that it is technologically feasible, and that it
is "less intrusive" than the proposed facility. Id., 572 F.3d at 998-999.

Here, AT&T has met both of these standards. First, AT&T has shown a significant
~ service coverage gap. The evidence submitted in the application and in Mr. Spencer's

statement in Attachment A show undisputable evidence of a wireless service coverage gap. & -

As Mr. Spencer’s statement explains, this gap is significant: the service degradation is most
acute in this residential area both before and after wotk hours on a typical workday, at which

time the coverage and reliability of the network is compromised (dropped calls) and the
network becomes inaccessible (inability to connect, slow or no downloads) to users within the
Significant Gap. Further, as Mr. Spencer explains, during high usage periods the geographic
service coverage of the site contracts and causes gaps in service coverage (depicted by the .
yellow 'shaded cross hatched. areas in Exhibit 2). Also, there are areas that do not have

sufficient signal strength to provide reliable indoor coverage. ’ - '

AT&T RF engineers have determined that building this site will close this gap and-
enable AT&T to provide acceptable quality service at times most critical to wireless
customers in the area; that is, when they retum to their homes on a typical weekday when the
need for communication is high and may be critical, particularly in times of crisis.

AT&T has also proven that the Site would be the least intrusive means by which to fill
the significant service coverage gap. In San Francisco, the intrusiveness of an application
must be determined in reference to the preferences contained in Section 8.1 of the WTS
Facilities Siting Guidelines. ‘The Site is a Preference 1 Site (Preferred Location — Public
Structure Site) location, which is the preferred location under the Guidelines. Although not



required by the Guidelines, AT&T provided an Altemative Site Analysis in its CUP

application and it supplements that analysis with the Alternative Site Analysis attached as

Attachment B. AT&T has also complied with each section of the Planrning Department's
Application Checklist for Conditional Use Applications for Wireless Telecommunications

Facilifies. . _—

Thus, AT&T has established both a significarit wireless service coverage gap and that
upgrading the wireless facilities at the Site would be the least inirusive means by which to .
close the gap. Under federal law, if fhese two criteria are shown, the facility must be
approved.’ ' : ' ' '

Conclusion

AT&T is diligently trying to upgrade its network to meet the exploding wireless
telecommunications demand within San Francisco. It is doing 50 in a manner that takes
prudent and careful consideration of the aesthetic impacts of its facilities and the values the
City seeks to promote. This application is fully consistent with City land use regulations and

“the WTS guidelines, and upgrading the proposed site would be the least intrusive means by
" which AT&T could fill the significant wircless service coverage gap in the-arca. [ urge the

Planning Commission to approve Conditional Use Permit No. 2010.1083C.
Very truly yours, |
0}1?\ A Bm,

: hnbdi Bene

cc:  Aaron Hollister, SF Planner -

Attachment A: Statement of Gordon Spericer_
Attachment B: Altemative Site Analysis
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Attachment A

A’E&T MOBILITY CONDl’ﬂONAL Use PERMIT APPLICATION
© 2041 LARKIN STR;:E T

STATEMENT OF GORDON SPENCER

T served as AT&T's radio frequency engineer with respect to the proposed wireless
L:Ummumbdlmns facility at 204t Larkin Sireet (the “Property”). Based on my peréonal
knowledge of the Property and with AT&T s wireless networx as well as my review of AT&Ts
records with respect to ‘the Property and its wireless telecommunications f'acﬁltses in the
surrounding ared, | have concluded that the waork associated with this peraﬁit request is needed to
closc a significant setvice coverage gap in the area roughly bordered by Van Ne’ss and Pacific
Avenues, Hyde and Urion Streets. As explained below, the service coverage gap is caused by
obsolete and madequate mf‘rastructurc along with. mcreased use of wireless broadband services l

( 3G Smartphone) in the ared.

AT&T installed the existing wireless equi pient years ago as un accessory use o the
nearby Property at 1515 Broadway. This site was never designed ta provide service coverage for
thc surrounding area, and the coverage provided beyond the Property is not sufficient. AT&T
‘seeks 1o repiam, the existing infrastructure because the following limitations cause quality of
service issues, which are exacerbated w1th increased usage. First, the p\lstmg amcnnas cannot
| be down-tilted and, as a resiilt, tend 1o over propagate along 1a1ie»rsecimg sireets. This causes
downlink iitterferelmée to mobile devices that are connected to other sites. The new antennas may

be down-tilted and remedy this. problem.

Second, the existing equipment doés‘ not have uplink diversity, which causés mobile
devices connected to this site ta transmit at a higher level. The higher level transmission causes
increased noise that saturates the uplink fbr both this site and v surrounding s'iir‘:s. This, in turn,
leads to mobile devices connected fo n%!m sifes increasing their power to overcome the high-
uplmk noisc level, which cause the same noise issucs ‘described below-as sites that experience
service coverage gaps during high demand pemods The new equlpmcm dddrerweq this pmhiem

because it has uplink diversity..



A

Third, the existing antennas are {00 low to the ground and, as a resull, do not provide
auceplable in-building coverage - beyond the buildings they are near and do not pmwde.
 acceptable coverage on ‘adjacent streets. T hc new anténnas are higher and, combined with the
| ability fo be éoun-n]ted will provide broader service coverage, especially in-building coverdge
As c).plamcd further in E‘xhﬁm 1, AT&T’s existing facilities cannot adcquatc!y scrvc its
customers in the desired area of coverage let akms addres; I'ap[dl}- increasing data usage.
Although there is rcabonab}c outdoor signal strength in the area, cQV'ez-age indoors is weak and

the quahty of service overall is unacceptable

. | AT&”E“ ses Signal—{o-Nmse information ‘o indentify the areas in its metwork where
capacxty restraints - ]nmt service cgaaixty This information is developed from many sources
mcludmg terrain and clutter databases, which simulate the environment,, and propagation models
that simulate signal propagation in the presence of terrain and clutter vanancm 91gnal-’m-Nome
information measures the: difference between the signal stwngth and the noise fldor within a
radio frequency channel, which, in tur, provides a measurement of servw.e quality in an area.
Although the signal level may be adequate by itself, the noise level ﬁuctuates with usage duc to
the nature of the 3G technology and at certain levels of usage the nojse level rises 1o a point
where the signal-to-nolse ratio is ot adcquate 1o maintain a good level of service, In other
words, while the si gnal itself ﬁuctua“tes asa func‘hon' of distance of the user from the bage station,
the noise level fluctuates with the level of usage on tho network on all mobiles and bage qtatmn:
in the vicinity Signal-to-Noise mformanon ;dcntiﬁes where the radio ﬁequcncy channel is
usable; as noise increases durmg, high usage periods, ‘the range of the radio frequencv channel

" declines such that the service coverage area for ihe cell restricts,

F’Xhibit 2 to this Statemént is a map of existing service coverage (without the ‘proposezd
msta}latlon at the Property) in the area at issue, it includes service coverage. provided by existing
AT&T sites. The green shaded areas depict areas within a Si ;,nai to-Noise range that provide

seceptable service coverage even duifig high demand periods. Thus, based upan current usuye,
customers are able to initiate and complete voice or data calls either outdoors or most indoor

greas al any Lime of the day,h independent of the number of users on the network. The yellow



. shaded cross-hatched areas ciepzct areas within a S}gn&i—i()—?\@zse range that results in a service
coverage gap during high demand periods. Inthis area, severe service mterruphons occur durmg
periods of high usage, but reliable and ‘uninterrupted service may be available durmg low

- demand psnods The pink shaded areas depict areas within & Signal-to-Noise range where there
is a service coverage gap at all times, especially indoors. The availability of reliable and
wninterrupted voice and data service in all three of these areas can depend greatly upon whether a
-particullétr‘w;er is indoors, sutddors, stationary; or in fransit. U ﬂdﬁl‘- AT&T’s wireless customer
service standards, a.ny area in the pink or yellow cross-hatched category is considered inadcquate

service coverage and constitutes a service coverage gap.

Exhibit 3 to this Statement depicts the current actual voice and data wsage in the
immediate ared. In actuality, the service coverage foolprint is comtantly changmn wireless
engmecrs call it “cell breathing™ and dimng high usage penods, as depwted in the chart, the
service coverage gap increases substantially. The time periods for which service is not avaulabfe
under highest usage conditions (as depicted in the yellow shaded cross-hafched area in Exhibit 2)
' is significant. Based upon my review of the maps and the usage data, it is my opmmn that the

service coverage gap is significant.

Exhibit 4 to this Stalement is a-map that predicts service coverage based on Signal-to-
Noise informatior in the vicinity of the Property if antennas are placed as proposed in the
application. As shown by this map, placement of the equipment at the Property closes the

significant service coverage gap.

I have a Masters Degree in Liecmcal anmeermc from: the University of California
( ucl Ay and have worked as an engineering expert in the Wireless Communications Industrv for

over 25 years.

" P
7 / -
/ i 2 RN R P

L i} A e

Gordon Spencer

September 16,2011



EXHIBIT 1

AT&T MOBILITY CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION |
| | EXOIBIT1
Prepared by AT&T Mobility -

A_T&‘T’s digital wireless technology converts Voic‘e or data signais'int_o a stream of digits '
fo allow a single radio channel to carry mbltiple simultaneous signal transrbissions.v This
'techno/logy allows AT&T to. offer services such as secured transmissions and enhanced voice,
‘ high—speed data, texting, video eonferencildg, paging and imaging .ca'pabilities, as bveﬂ as
“voicemail, V1sua1 yoicemail, eall forwardmg and call waltlng that are unavallable n analog—based
systems With consumers’ strong adoption of smart phones custom_ers now have access to more
than 240, 000 W1re1ess broadband apphcatlons a number that surely will keep growing as,
according to FCC Chalrman Julius Genachowskl consumers spent over‘ $6.2 billion in mobile

broadband applications stores in 2010.

AT&T customers are using these applications in a dlanner thaf has caused an 8 000/; -
' i‘ncreas_e-. in hwbile data usage on AT&T 's ngtwork over the past four years. AT&T expects
total mobl.le data volume to grow 8x-10x over the next five years. To put this estimate in
perspective, all of AT&T Mob111ty s mobile trafﬁc dunng 2010 would be equal to only six or

seven weeks of mobile traffic Volume in 2015. -

Mobﬂe dev1ces usmg AT&T s technolocry transmit a rad10>s1gnal to antennas mounted on
- a t_ower,"pole, building, or other structure. The antenna feeds the s1gna1 to electromc devices
housed in a small equipment cabinet, or base statlon. "~ The base statlon is copdected_ by
microwave, fiber optic cable, ‘or ordinary copper telephone wire to the Radio Network

Controller, subsequently routing the calls and data throughout the world.



The operation of AT&T’S -wireless network depends upon a network _of wireless
communications facilities. The range between wireless facilities varies based on a number of
factors The range between AT&T rnobrle telephones and the antennas in San Francisco, for
example, is particularly limited as a result of topograplncal challenges, blockage ﬁom burldrngs :

trees, and other obstructions as well as the limited capacity of existing facilities.

To prov1de effective, 1ehable and urnnterrupted service to AT&T customers in their cars,
public transportation, home, and ofﬂce without mtenup‘non or lack of access, coverage rnust

overlap ina grrd pattern resernblmg a honeycomb.

In the event that AT&T is unable to construct or upgrade a wireless communications
facility within a specific geographic area, so that each s1te.s coverage rehably overlaps with at
least one adjacent facility, AT&T will not be able to provide service con51stent with its
‘obligations under its FCC license to the consulners within that area. -Some consumers will -
experience an abrupt loss of service._ chers will be unable to obtain reliable service, particularly ,

during perlods of high usage.

Consumers may also experience service coverage gaps in situations where coverage
overlaps and AT&T;S outdoor signal strength is strong. = Even in these areas AT&T can
experience slgniﬁcant serviCe coverage  gaps, especially_in its 3G network due to high “noise”

level and for vehicular traffic or indoors where Inore and more users are finding cellular service a
necessity. The followrng paragraphs provrde a simplified explanation of why these service

coverage gaps exist even though srgnal strength may appear strong

AT&T operates a 3G network within the City of San Francisco. 3G means that the

mobile telecommunications network can achieve specific benchmark data rates. In AT&T’s 3G



network, every mobile transmitter shares the ‘sarne frequency with other mobile transrmtters
likewise, every base transmitter shares the same frequency with other base transmitters. Under
normal circumstances, this means mobile transmitters would mterfere W1th each other and base
transmitters would interfere with other base transrnitters. CDMA (code division multipte access)
technology used m AT&T’s 3G network, however, gives individual receivers the ability to'
drstmgmsh each transmitter from every other transmitter. Put dlfferently, CDMA is analogous to
people speaklng the same 1angua0e being able to communicate and understand each other but
other languages are percelved as noise and rej jected. This ab111ty to dlscnrmnate based upon
different "codes" breaks down, and where it breaks down 1t create gaps in service cover age even
When the network has been perfectly optimized and signal strength may otherw1se appear strong.

This problem generally'occurs in the following_ three general scenarios:

Scenario 1: There is a gap in coverage when several transmitters can be received at
roughly equal srgnal levels. This might occur when the receiver is equrdlstant from multiple
transrmtters and no one transmltter predommates th1s is much more hkely to occur, based upon

geometry, when the receiver is relatively far from all of the transrmtters..

Scenano 2: There is a gap in coverage when many users are utilizing the same cell site
transmltter In thls scenario each user generates 1nterference to every other user on the shared
channel. In order to minimize this self—generated interference, the users that are furthest from the
site are prevented from using the channel. In essence, the coverage from this particular cell

-shrinks as usage increases.



/

Scenario 3: No signals can reach the receiver at sufficient strength to be decoded. This is
the classical signal cove}age scenario that plagues all forms of communication and is generally

what is indicated when your phone shows zero bars.

Service problems caused by any of the'scenar.io‘s above can and do occur for customers
even in 1ocatioﬁs where ‘the covefage maps .on AT&T’s “Covérage Viewer” website appear t0
~ indicate that coverage is available. As the legend fo thé Coverége VieWer maps indicates,.these
maps depict an approxiniation bf cc;verage; actual oovérage in an area may differ substantially -
from map graphics, and may bevaffected by such things as ferrain, foliage,‘buﬂdings and o_thér :

‘ construction, motion, customer equipment, and network traffic.

It i$ also important to note tﬁat the signal losses and se.r\-/iée.p'rc')‘blems described above
can and do occur for customers éven at times when certain other customér;s in the same vicinity
may bé ‘able to initiate and complete calls on AT&Tv’s network (or other networks) on their
wireless phones. Thes¢ problems also can and do- oceur even when certain customers’ wireless

phones indicate “all bars” of signal strength on the handset.

| The bars of signa-l strength that mdividual customefs can .seevon their wireless phpnés are
'an iniprecisé and sllow—to-u.pdate estim;ite of service quality. In other words, a cﬁstorﬁer’s
_wireless phone can show “four bars” of s1gna1 strength but that customer éan still, at times; be
unable to initiate voice calls complete calls or download data reliably and W1thout service

interruptidns. Scenarios 1 and 2 above cause this result.

The 1eason that raw outdoor mgnal strength numbers can be an inadequate measurement
of wireless service quahty (and thus not be reﬂectwe of actual “gaps” in wireless service quahty)

is that these measurements do not reflect the degradation in the quality of the signal as



deterrnmed by the S1gna1 -to-Noise ratio In the area at various times of day (during periods of
greater usage, like in scenario 2 above) While signal strength is an anortant factor so is noise,
and the more noise that is present in a given vicinity at a partlcular time of day, the more likely
the connections will be unreliable. ‘Signal—to-Noise is a key guality. parameter used to determine

where service gaps are likely to appear. '

To determine Where new or upgraded telecomrnunrcatrons facilities need to be located for

the provision of reliable service in any area, AT&T’s radio ﬁequency engmeers rely on far more

complete tools and' data sources ‘than Just s1gna1 strength from individual phones AT&T creates

maps incorporating signal and noise information that, in tumn, depict existing service coverage

and service coverage gaps in a given area.

The service coverage gap is caused in part by a high demand for voice and data service

being requested in the coverage area, similar to scenario 2 above, and the insufficient resources:

to handle the requests this 1nay be deﬁned as a capacity constralnt The high demand for

services causes 1ncreased ‘noise” on each frequency, much like having more individuals all

talking at the same time in a room causes more “nois,e.” that makes it harder to hear. In the case

)

of the room full of people analogy, plcture a vord berng created as people crowd closer and

- closer to each other in order to be able to hear. This natural contraction of crowds of people
‘results in open spaces in the room; if these spaces are partltroned off, then people will have new

defined spaces within which they can hold conr/ersations.

'Durrng peak usage times, this capacity constraint can degrade the quality of both voice
and data services provided to customers in this area, and can reduce services in the pink and

Yellow- shaded cross-hatched areas as shown on the attached map in Exhibit 2.



The rest110t10n o.f the site's service coverage area occrrrs during high ’usage periods
because, during those ties, many users are utilizing the same existing cell srte transmitter. In’
thré scenario each user generates interference to every other user on the shared channel In order
to minimize this self-generated mterference the users that are furthest from the exrstmg site are
prgvelrted. from using the chanmel. In essence, the coverage from this particular site shrinks as
usagé rrlcreases. As set forth in Exhibir 2, this has caused a significant service cr)verage gap in

AT&T'S network.

" To rectify this significant gap in its service coverage, AT&T needs to Iocate a ereless
facility in the immediate vicinity of the Property. To continue the analogy above, AT&T must
utilize the voids or “gaps” that occur in the crowded room to create new spaces and redistribute_

the people in the room so that more people can carry on intelligible conversations. .
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Attachment B

AT&T real -estate and constructlon experts work through Section 8. 1 of the WTS Facilities Siting -
' Guidelines, which state the “Preferred Locations Within A Particular Service Area.” The team examines
preferred locations (most desirable to least desrrable under Section 8.1) until a location is found to close
the significant service coverage gap. )

Once a locatlon is rdentlfled the team confirms that the site is (1) serviceable (it has sufficient electrical
power and telephone service as well as adequate space for equipment cabinets, antennas, construction,
and maintenance) and (2) meets necessary structural and architectural requirements (the existing
structure is not only sturdy enough to handle the equipment without excessive modification but also
that the antennas may be mounted in such a way that they can meet the dual objective of not being
obstructed while also being visually obscured or aesthetically unobtrusive).

The following represents the results of this investigation, and the tear’s analysis of each alternatrve
location. The attached map shows the location of each of the alternatrves that AT&T investigated.

Locatlon Preference :
Pursuant to the WTS Gurdelmes the proposed installation located at 2041 Larkin Street (the Subject
Location) is a Preference 1 Locatlon, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines.

Preference 1 Locatlons are defined as follows Publicly-used structures. Public facilities such as police or
fire stations, libraries, community centers, utility structures, water towers, elevated roadways, bridges,
flag poles, smokestacks, t_elephone switching facilities, or other public structures. Where the installation
complies with all FCC regulations and starldards, schools, hospitals, health centers, places of worship, or
other institutional structures should also be considered. ' '

Sltelust|f1cat|on _ -

The Subject Location is a church (place of worshlp) located within the RH-3 (Resjdential-House, Three
Family) zoning district. The proposed antennas would be located within the church steeple, entirely
screened from view. The assouated equipment cabinets would be located within an equipment room on.
the second floor of the Subject Location, not visible to the public. As the only preference 1 Preferred
Location within the defined search area, and where the proposed facility is entirely screened from view,

the Subject Location is the least intrusive means by which AT&T ‘Mobility can close the existing
slgnificant service coverage gap-
The area Wltl’lm the search ring is prrmarlly comprised of multi-family residential buildings within the RH-
3, RM-1 and RM-2 districts. Just outside of the search area to the west and south are the Polk Street
Nerghborhood Commercial and Pacific Avenue Neighborhood Commercral District respectrvely
Residential buildings located within the RH and RM d|str|cts are consrdered Preference 7 Dlsfavored
Locations under the WTS Guidelines; therefore, the defined search area provides little opportunity for
the construction of a WTS facility. The below list of alternative site locations evaluated by AT&T
demonstrates that there is no less intrusive site than the Proposed Location to fill the srgnlflcant service
coverage gap.



1. Publicly-used structures: Oth’erv than the Subject Location at 2041 Larkin Street, there were no
other Preference 1 Locations identified within the search area.

" 2. Co-Location Sites: There are no Preference 2 Locations identified-within the search area -

3. Industrial or Commercial Structures: There are no Preference 3 Locations identified within the

search area

'

4, Industrial or Commercial Structures: There are no Preference 4 Locations identified within the

search area.

-5, Mixed-Use Buildings: There are no Preference 5 Locations identified within the search area

6. Limited Preference Sites: There are no Preference 6 Locations identified within the search area

7. Disfavored Sites: .

_ Alternative A- 2061 Larkin Street
' .0_572/083-085

- The building located at 2061 Larkin Street isa wholly residential building Iocated w1th|n the RH 3 zoning
district, 'a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Location is a ‘Preference 1
Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, ‘and therefore the least intrusive means by
which AT&T Mobility: can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As a. result, it was '
determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined search area.



Alternative B — 2055 Larkin Street
0572/002

The building located at 2055 Larkin Street is a wholly residential building located within the RH-3 zoning
_ dlstrlct and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location'under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Location
‘is a Preference 1 Locatlon the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least

intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service ‘coverage gap. As a '

result, it was determined that this altern_atlve was not fche most suitable candidate within the defined

search area. .
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Alternative C- 2037-39 Street
0572/004

The building located at 2037-39 Larkin Street is a whiolly residential building located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WT5 Guidelines. The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility cén close the existing significant service coverage gap. As
a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area. '



_Alternative. D-2031-35 Larkin Street
0572/005

The buildirig located at 2031-35 Larkin Street is a whol‘ly residential building located within the
RH-3 zoning district and is.considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines.
The Subject Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines,
and therefore the least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant
* service coverage gap. As a result, it waé determined that this alternative was not the most
suitable candidate within the defined search area. . ‘



Alternative E —2025-29 Larkin Street
0572/006 \

The bunldlng located at 2025-29 Larkin Street is'a wholly residential building located within the RH- 3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Moblllty can close the exrstlng significant service coverage gap As

a result, it was ‘determined that this alternatlve was not the most surtable candidate within the defined
search area.



Alternative F-2019-23 Larkin Street
0572/007 _

The burldmg located at 2019-23 Larkin Street is a wholly residential burldmg located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the exrstlng srgnlﬁcant service coverage gap. As
a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area.



Alternative G- 1400-04 Broadway
0572/008

The building Iocated at 1400-04 Broadway is a wholly res1dent|al bunldmg located within the RH-3 zoning.
district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Location
is a Preference 1 Location, the most; preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least
intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As a

result, lt was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candldate within the defined
search area.



' Alternative H- 1390 Broadway
0153/021 -

The building located at 1390 Broadway isa wholly residential buﬂdlng located within the‘RH-3 zoning
district and is considered to be a preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Locatlon
is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least
intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the ‘existing signifitan’c service coverage gap. As a
result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area. '



Alternative I- 2006 Larki.n Street
0153/044-046

The building located at 2006 Larkin Street is a wholly residential building located within the RH-3 zoning

district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Location

is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least

intrusive means by which AT&T Mébility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As a .
result, it was determined that this alterhative was not thé most suitable candidate within the defined
search area. ' ' ' l

\



Alternative J — 2008-10 Larkin Street
0153/022A

The building located at 2008-10 Larkin Street is a wholly residential building located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject
Location i5 a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore'the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing sig‘nificant service coverage gap. As

“a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area. ' '



iadllS

Alternative K -2020-24 Larkin Street

0153/023

The building located at 2020-24. Larkin Street is a wholly residential building located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 tocation under the WTS Guidelines The Subject'
Location is a Préference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As
a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area. . ' ' ) '



Alternative L -2028-30 Larkin Street
0153/024

The bunldlng Iocated at 2028-30 Larkin Street is a wholly resudentlal bmldlng located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
|east intrusive means by which AT&T Moblhty can close the ex1$t|ng significant service coverage gap As

a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suntable candidate Wlthln the defined’
search area.



Alteretive M — 2032-36 Larkin Street
0153/025

The building located at 2032-36 Larkln Street is a ‘wholly residential building located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines The Subject’
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close ‘the existing significant service coverage gap. As

a result it was determined that thrs alternative was not the most swtable candidate within the defined
search area. ) : : : :



" Alternative N- 2040-44 Larkin Street
0153/026 '

The building located: at 2040~ 44 Llarkin Street is a wholly residential bUIIdlng located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a preference 7 Location under the WTS ‘Guidelines. The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Gundehnes and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing S|gn1flcant service coverage gap. As
a result, it was determined that this alternatlve was not the most smtable candldate within the defined
search area.



Alternative O — 2048 Larkin Street
0153/027

The building located at 2048 Larkin Street is a wholly residential building Iocated.within the RH-3 zoning
district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Location
is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least
intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As a
result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined’
search area. ' '



Alternative P — 1417-19 Vallejo Street
0572/025

The building located at 1417-19 Vallejo Street is a wholly residential building located within the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As
a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the. defined
search area.



Alternative Q- 1425 Vallejo Street
' 0572/062-'082 '

_ The building Iocated at 1425 Vallejo Street is a wholly residential bwldmg located within the RH-2 zonlng
district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Gundelmes The Subject Location
is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred | under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least

‘intrusive means by’ which AT&T Mobility can close the ex15t1ng significant service coverage gap. As a
result, it was determlned that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area.



Alternative R- 2101 Larkln Street

, 0549/007 :
The building located at 2101 Larkin Street is a wholly commercial building located within the RH- 3 '
zoning district and is considered to be a ‘Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines.’ The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the ex15t|ng significant service coverage gap As
a result, it was ‘determined that this alternative was not the most swtable candldate within the defined
search area.



Alternatlve S— 1424 Vallejo Street
0549/008

The buﬂdlng located at 1424 Vallejo Street is a wholly resndentlal building located within the RH-3 zoning
district and is consndered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The Subject Location
is a Prefererice 1 Location, the most preferred under -the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least
intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing SIgmflcant service coverage gap. As a
result, it was determmed that thls alternatxve was not the most suitable candldate within the deflned
. search area.



Alternative T — 1430-34 Vallejd Street
0549/007
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Alternative U -1436-40 Vallejo Street
. 0549/030

" The building located at 1436-40 Vallejo Street is a wholly residential building located wrthm the RH-3
zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Gundellnes The Subject
Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the
least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As
a result it was determined that this alternative



‘.Altern'ative V = 2107 Larkin Street
0549/006

The building ldcated at 2107 Vallejo Street is a wholly residential building located within the RH-3 zoning
district and is considered to be a Preference 7 Location under the WTS Guidelines. The‘Subject Location
is a Preference 1 Location,' the most preferred under the WTS Guidelines, and therefore the least
intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing significant service coverage gap. As a
result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most suitable candidate within the defined
search area. ' ' .



Alternative W- 2100 Larkin Street
‘ 0124/028

The building located at 2100 Larkin Street is a mlxed use resndentlal above commerual building located
within the RH-3 zoning district and is considered to be a Preference 7. Location under the WTS
Guidelines. The SUb]ECt Location is a Preference 1 Location, the most preferred under the WTS
Guidelines, and therefore the least intrusive means by which AT&T Mobility can close the existing
signiﬁcant service coverage gap. As a result, it was determined that this alternative was not the most
suitable candidate within the defined search area. v



Vallejo Street

2061 Larkin 0572/083- | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Street 085 | C

2055 Larkin 0572/002 RH-3 Wholly Residential
Street . ‘
2037-39 0572/004 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street ' ‘

2031-35 0572/005 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street ‘

2025-29 0572/006 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street ) -

2019-23 0572/007 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street ) :
1400-04 0572/008 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Broadway ’ l
1390 0153/021 | RH-3 “Wholly Residential
Broadway '

3006 Larkin | 0153/044- | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Street 046 : '

2008-10 0153/022A | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street .

2020-24 0153/023 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street : ‘ '

2028-30 10153/024 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street ’

2032-36 0153/025 RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street ‘
2040-44 0153/026 - '| RH-3 Wholly Residential
Larkin Street

2048 Larkin | 0153/027 | RH-3 Wholly Residential
Street '

1417-19 - 0572/025 | RH-3

Wholly Residential




Street

1425 Vallejo 0572/062- | RH-2 Wholly Residential
Street ‘082 ' ’
2101 Larkin 0548/007 | RH-3 Wholly Commercial
Street

1424 Vallejo | 0545/008 RH-3 Wholly Residential
Street

1430-34 0549/009 RH-3 Wholly Residential
Vallejo Street '

1436-40 0549/030 RH-3 Wholly Residential
Vallejo Street

2107 Vallejo 0549/006 RH-3 ‘Wholly Residential
Street

2100 Larkin | 0124/028 | RH-3 | Mixed Use — Residential and

Commercial

And
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Attachment B

p. L. Doublin ‘ ATR&T Services, Inc. . T:972.706.3717
AVP — Construction & Engineering 1801 Valley View Lane F: 972.706.3707
Antenna Solutions Group " Suite ASG026 © paula.doublin@att.com

Network Advanced‘TechnoIogies Farmers Branch, TX 75234 www,att.com

November 15, 2011
To Whom It May Concern:
AT&T Cell Site Safety

A cell site is a location that houses antennas and radio eguipment. The site is
usually in the form of a tower or monopole, but can also be on a-rooftop, on the side
‘of a building, on a water tower, or even inside of a building like an airport terminal.

_Through the use'of, cell sites, AT&T provides mobile telephone and data services
across the world for over 300 million people. In the United States, there are over

sixty thousand cell sites with AT&T equipment. -
The equipment AT&T uses in cell sites typically consists of a combination of
antennas, Base Transceiver Stations (BTS) which provides 2G service, NodeBs -~
which provides 3G/HSPA+ service, or eNodeBs - which provides 4G service. Cell
sites communicate via two. way radio signals (i.e. radio spectrum) from a wireless

- device, such as a cell phone, to a cell site's antennas. The antennas, in turn,
~transmit the radio spectrum to the BTS’, NodeBs, and/or eNodeBs which transport
the signal to a wireless switch for routing.

Equipment at AT&T cell sites require power. AT&T depends on electric power for
~ continued delivery of service, particularly as active electronics equipment in the
network becomes less centralized and more distributed. Emergency battery back-up.
is often mandated by governmental regulations. In each cell site, it is AT&T's
standard to deploy a valve regulated lead acid (VRLA) battery for use as emergency
 backup. VRLA batteries . have a history of safe, reliable use by AT&T, other
telecommunications providers and wireless service providers.

Batteries allow AT&T cellular services to continue to function when commercial power
fails. They serve the same function in backup applications for traffic signaling, air
traffic control, and utilities around the world by municipalities, such as the City and
County of San Francisco. In active cell sites, AT&T maintains a minimum of 2 hours
~ battery back-up in facilities where generators exist and from 4 to 8 hours of battery
back-up for sites without an emergency generator.. Duration of required backup and
the number of batteries required go hand-in-hand.  Longer durations require more
batteries. : S ' ‘

AT&T requires its cell sites to be built to the speciﬁcations of Telecommunications
Standards to ensure safety. The Telecommunications Standards generally exceed
the standards of the National Electrical Code (NEC). ATR&T strictly adheres to federal,
state, and local regulations to insure that materials such as batteries are properly
installed and maintained by qualified personnel.

AT&T also requires that equipment meet certain criteria before approving it for
deployment within. the AT&T network and has stringent guidelines for the installation
of such equipment. Technical publications regarding AT&T's equipment and:
installation requirements are available to the public at:

https:.//ebiznet.sbc.com/sbcnebs/inde'x.htm




p. L. Doublin . ) AT&T Services, Inc. T: 972.706.3217

AVP — Construction & Engineering 1801 Valley View Lane F: 972.706.3707
Antenna Solutions Group i Suite ASG026 i * paula.doublin@att.com
Network Advanced Technologies Farmers Branch, TX 75234 www.att.com

Technical publication ATT-TP-76300 specifically outlines installation requirements for
power and equipment at AT&T facilities and ATT-TP-76200 describes the physical
design requirements and evaluation process for approved AT&T network equipment.
AT&T - takes safety seriously and enforces it through its Environmental, Health &
Safety department. '

Sincerely,

Sy

S

Paula Doublin

2atr of e LS. (Hyimpi Feum
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Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk ' B T -
Board of Supervisors - ' '
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 244

" 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

November 22, 2011

Re: _' File No. 111183, Planning Case No. 2010.1083C - Appeal of the approvél
: " of Conditional Use Authorization for 2041 Larkin Street '

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

This 'memorandurh and the attached doéu’menté are a response to the letter of appeal to

the Board of Supervisdfs- (the “Board”) regarding the Planning. Commission’s °

(“Commission”) approval of the application for Conditional Use Authorization under
Planning Code Sections 303 (Conditional Use Authorization) and 209.6 (Wireless

~ Telecommunications | Service Facility), to .allow the installation of a wireless -

telecommunications service (“WTS") facility in an existing church structure in an RH-3

(Residential, House, Three-Family ) Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District’

(“the Project”).

This reépohse_addresses the appeal (“Appeal Letter”) to the Board ﬁledbn October 24,

2011, by the Russian Hill Community Association. The Appeal Letter referenced the
_ proposed project in Case No. 2010.1083C. . - RN

The decision before the Board is. whether to uphold or overturn the Planning

Commission’s approval of Conditional Use’Authorization to allow the installation of a'

'WTS facility on 2041 Larkin Street.
Please find attached documents relating to the Planning Departmeh’t’s response to the

Appeal Letter. If you have any questions or require further information please do not
hesitate to contact me. : , : ' :

Singerely. ' , B ‘
ud g
John Rahaim | = -

Director of Planm'hg :

cc:
Supervisor David Chiu
- ’ www.sfplanning.org
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Suite 400

- San Francisco,
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Reception:
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Fax: .
415.558.6409

Planning
Information: -

'415.558.6377 -



Attachments (one copy of the fbllé)v&‘}ihét -
Planning Department’s Conditional Use Authorizatio
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'SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

‘Conditional Use Authorization Appeal
| | 2041 Larkin Street

' DATE: " November 14,2011

TO: : Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
FROM: John Rahaim, Planning Director - Planning'Department (415) 558-6411

Aaron Hollister, Case Planner - Planning Department (415) 575-9078

RE: - ' File No. 111183, Planning Case No. 2010.1083C - Appeal of the approval of;
' ' Conditional Use Authorization for 2041 Larkin Street ‘

* HEARING DATE:

1650 Mission St.

Suite 400

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax
415.558.6409
Planning

information: .
415.558.6377

Novembéf 22,2011 proposed for ééntinuance to December 6, 2011
ATTACHMENTS: - |
: ’ A. Commmission Packet (inchuding final motion No. 18448)
PROJECT SPONSOR: _ Ammy Million of KDI Planning for AT&T Mobility, 430 Bush Street, 5% Floor, San
Francisco, CA 94108 o
APPELLANT: Russian Hill. Community Association c/o Laura Albert, 1134 Greén'Street, San
: : Francisco, CA 94109 - ' :
lNTRODUCTlON

This memorandum and the attached documents are a response to the letter of appeal to the Board of
Supervisors (the “Board”) regarding the Planning Comunission’s (“Commiission”) approval of the
application for Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Code Sections 303 (Conditional Use
Authorization) and 209.6 (Wireless Telecommunications Service Facility), to allow the installation of a

_wireless telecommunications service (“WTS”). facility in an existing church structure in an RH-3

(Residential, House, Three-Family ) Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District (“the Project”).

This response addresses the appéal (“Appeal Letter”) to the Board filed on October 24, 2011, by the
. Russian Hill Community Association. The'Appeal Letter referenced the proposed project in Case No.

2010.1083C.

The decision before the Board is whether to'ﬁphold or overturn the Planning Commission’s approval of

' Conditional Use Authorization to allow the installation of a WTS facility on 2041 Larkin Street.

www.sfplanning.org



Board of Supervisors Conditional Use Authorization Appeal  CASE NO. 2010.1083C
Hearing Date: November 22, 2011 ‘ ! ’ © . 2041 Larkin Street

“SITE DESCRIPTION & PRESENT USE '
The subject,property is located on the west side of Larkin Street between Vallejo Street and Broadway
within the RH-3 Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. .The project site is entirely occupied
by a church structure, which was constructed in 1907 and is currently occupied by the Church for the
Fellowship of All Peoples. -

- SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD L

The subject property is located in the Russian Hill neighborhood of San Francisco. The immediate area
- surrounding the project site is characterized by three to'four-story residential builaings that contain
" apartments or two to three-unit flats. Commercial centers of the area include the Polk Street
Neighborhbod Commercial District, which is located one block to west of the project site, and the Hyde
Street corridor, which is located one block to the east of the project site.’ .' o

PROJECT DESCRIPTION : : ‘ o

The proposal is to install a macro-cellular wireless telecommunications service (“WTS”) facility operated
by AT&T Mobility. The proposed WTS facility would consist of up to six antennas located inside an
existing'chxirch steeple along with equipment ldc_:atéd in an internal room. The proposed antennas would
be located in six church steeple openings located at the north, south, and west elevations at'approximate
maximum heights of 52 feet and 59.25 feet respectively. Existing screens covering the steeple openings
would be removed and replaced with radio frequency-transparent screens that would replicate the
existing screens. All six antennas would measure appfoXimately 51.5 inches high by 11.9 inches wide by -
7.1 inches thick and would be screened from public view as would the equipment cabinets located in an
internal room located at the second floor of the church. ' .

2010 - Conditional Use Authorization Applicatioh filed :
The project sponsor submitted a Conditional Use Au’rhorization application on December 8, 2010.

BACKGROUND - . :

The Project was determined by the Plahiﬁng Department to be categorically exempt from the
envirqnmenfal review process pursuant to Class 3 exemptions (Section 15303 of the California
Environmental Quality Act) of Title 14 of the California Admmistrati\}e Code . :

~ The Department of Public Health (”]j»PH”) reviewed the Project and found that it will comply with the-
current Federal Communication Commission safety standards for radiofrequency radiation exposure and

with the Planning Department’s Wireless Guidelines as-outliried in DPH's report to the Department dated

November 29, 2010. ' - b

"The subject property is considered a Locati‘on'Preference 1 since it is Jocated within a place of worship. -
Further discussion of the siting preferences is provided below. '

2010 — Conditional Use Authorization hearing

On September 22, 2011, the Commission adopted Motion No. 18448, 'app'ro'ving Conditional Use
Authorization allowing AT&T Mobility to locate up to six panel antennas in the steeple of the church per

SAN FRANGISCD .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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" Board of Supervisoré Condiuonal Use Authorization Appeal ‘CASE NO. 2010.1083C
Hearing Date: "November 22, 2011 o o 2041 Larkin Street

Planning Code Sections 303 and 209.6(b) at a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly schégluled
meeting on Conditional Use Application No. 2010.1083C.

" CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENTS _

The Planning Commission established guidelines for the installation of wireless telecommunications
facilities in 1996 (“Guidelines”).1 These Guidelines set forth the land use policies arid practices that guide
 the installation and approval of wireless facilities throughout San Francisco. . A large portion of the

" Guidelines was dedicated to establishing location preferences for these installations. The Board' of

Supervisors,-in Resolution No. 635-96, provided input as to where wireless facilities should be located.

within San Francisco.2 The Guidelines were updated by the Commission in 2003, requiring community

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

Section 8.1 of the Guidelines outlines Location Preferences for wireless facilities.. There are five primary
areas were the installation of wireless facilities should be located: o

" 1. Publicly-used Structures: such facilities as fire stations, utility structures, community facilities,
- places of worship, institutional structures and other public structures; " -

2. 'Co-Location Site: encourages installation of facilities on buildings that already have these

installations; ' : . _
3 Industrial or Commercial Structures: warehouses, factories, garages, service stations;
Industrial or Commercial Structures: supermarkets, retail stores, banks; and

=

5. Mixed Use Buildings" in High Density Districts: housing abOVe{commercial,or other non-
" residential space. ' . o , :

Before the Planning Commission can review an application to install a wireless facility, the project
sponsor must submit a five-year facilities plan, which must be updated biannually, an emissions report
and approval by the Department of Public Health, and details about the facilities to be installed. -

In additidn to the criteria outlined for the installation of a wireless facilify, the Commission must also
refer to the criteria outlined in Section 303 {Conditional Uses) of the Planning Code. Section 303 states
that the following must be met in order for the Commission to grant approval of an application:

" 1.~ That the proposed use or feature, at the size and intensity contemplated and' at the proposed
R location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the
neighborhood or the community; and - - ' : : .

2. That such use or feature as proposed will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience or-
general welfare of persoﬁs residing or working in the vicinity, or injurious to property,
improvements or potential development in the vicinity, with respect to aspects including but not

limited to the following: ‘ : ' o

_1 Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Facilities Siting Guidelines, August 15, 1996.
2 BOS File No. 189-92-2, Resolution 635-96, dated July 12, 1996. © |

SAN FRANGISCO . ' : 3
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Board of Supervis’ors,Conditional Use Authorizétion Appeal - CASE NO.2010.1083C -
- Hearing Date: November 22, 2011 » : : 2041 Larkin Street

a. The nature of the proposed site, including its size and shape, and the proposed size,
. shape and arrangement of structures; , ' _— ~

b. The accessibility and traffic patterns for persons and vehicles, the type and volume of
such traffic, and the adequacy‘ of proposed off-street parking and loading and of
proposed alternatives to off-street parking, including provisions of car-share paikixig
spaces, as defined in Section 166 of this Code. _ '

c. The safe_guardsvafforded to prevent noxious Or offensive emissions such as noise, glare,

* dust and odor; o C L '

d. Treatment given, as appropr_iéte, to such‘aspects as landscaping, screening, Open spaces,
parking and loading areas, service areas, lighting and signs; and - ‘ :

e. That such use or feature as proposed will comply with the applicable provisions of this
Code and will not adversely affect the General Plan. '

If a proposed wireless telecommunications facility meets the criteria outlined in the Guidelines and the
criteria outlined in Section 303 of the Code, then the Commission may approve Conditional Use
Authorization. ' o o '

«  APPELLANT ISSUES AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT RESPONSES : :
'[he'Appella'nt'has referenced a letter dated Septembef 14%, 2011 to summarize appeal issues. The
September 14™ letter was not included with the appeal iapplication; however, the appeal application is
likely referencing a letter that was submitted to the Planhing Commission for consideration at the -
Planning Commission’s September 22nd hearingl. The concerns raised in the September 14t letter to the

- Planning Commission are cited in a summiary below and are followed by the Department’s response:

Issue 1: Questions about Citywide Policy Guidance for Wirelesé Antennas. The Appellant contends

that a City-wide wireless system general plan needs to be developed to prevent redundancy in network -

o qoverége, especially in light of a proposed AT&T and T-Mobile merger.

Response 1: The City reviews applications for wireless antennas through a process developed By the
 Commission and reviewed by the Board of Supervisors. The proposed project was reviewed pursuant
to the Planning Code, CEQA and policy document that governs the location of wireless antenna facilities
titled “the Wireless Telecommunicutioné ‘Services Facilities Siting Guidelines® ( "Wireless Guidelines”). The
. Wireless Guideless is a citywide document that reviews relevant policies from the General Plan;
indentifies quality of life issues specific to wireless antennae facilities; arid establishes City policy specific
to siting of wireless telecommunication service (WTS) facilities. : : ' ‘

- Prior to the adoption of the Wireless Guidelines by the Planning Commission, the Board of 'Supervisofs

provided input as to where wireless facilities should be located within San Francisco in Resolution No.
635-96%. The Wireless Guidelines were updated by the Commission in 2003, requiring community outreach,

3 Wifeless TeIecommLmications Services'(WTS)' Eacilities Siting Guidelines, August 15, 1996.
4 BOS File No. 189-92-2, Resolution Number 635-96, dated July 12, 1996. '

"SAN FRANCISCD .
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‘Board of Supervisors Conditional Use Authorization Appeal " CASE NO. 2010.1083C
Hearing Date: November 22, 2011 . o ' 2041 Larkin Street

. notification, and detailed information about the facilities to be installed. Before the Department can
approve an application to install a wireless facility, the project sponsor must submit a five-year facilities
plan, which must be updated biannually; submit an emissions report;‘rece;iyé approval by the Department
of Public Health; completeSection 106 (of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966) review; and
provide details about the facilities to be installed. Staff found that the proposed project complied with ’
these regulations. o : ‘

The Wireless Siting Guidelines mandate that éarrie_rs must demonstrate a need for coverage and capacity
'upgradés in a defined service area to prevent redundant and unnecessary installations by wireless
carriers. Furthermore, the Guidelines require all wireless carriers to submit bi-annual updates to their
. Five-Year Plans that inventory all existing and proposed wireless site installations in the City. . The

~ proposed merger of AT&T and T-Mobile has not yet been finalized and is currently under investigation

by the Department of Justice. Therefore, the Department continues to analyze the aforementioned
carriers’ proposals separately. ' ‘ : :

Issue 2: Allegéd safety _concei'ns are requested to be addressed’as part of the Conditional Use
authorization. The Appellant contends that the safety and structural integrity of the subject site is-in
question, and suggests that more structurally sound sites exist to provide AT&T coverage in the area.

Response 2: All structural and life/safety considerations regarding the soundness of the church
steeple to support the weight of the antennas will be reviewed by the Department of Building -
Inspection (“DBI”) during Building Permit Application review of the project. If DBI finds that the
church steeple is not able to support the antenna installations, then the project will not be able to proceed
as proposed. ‘ ' T ‘

Issue 3: Questions about the Wireless Siting Guidelines policies for areas zoned as “residential”
districts. The Appellant contends that the Wireless Siting Guidelines contain a loophole that allows a
proposed wireless site in a residential neighborhood to obtain a higher rating based solely on the site’s.
use rather than taking into account the prevvailling land uses in the service area. ‘ ’

Response 3: The Wireless Siting Guidelines allow for the placement of WTS facilities on certain
propetties in residential districts and “public sfructures”_ such as this site are the City’s most preferred
location. Sites such as this church are the single highest preference location for WTS.as identified in the
Wireless Siting Guidelines, regardless of zoning district. The City’s adbpted policy document prescribes
that these public structures are the most preferred locations in the City of San Francisco and the project }
sponsor has accordingly applied to locate the WTS facility where City policy recommends such facilities
be placed. o :

The Wireless Siting Guidelines establish sites such as utility structures, community facilities, places of
worship, institutional structlires_ and other public structures as the most preferential locations for WTS
facilities largely based on the these structures’ abilities to discretely hide WTS-facilities from public view
independent of zoning and predominant land uses in the area. -These structures tend to be larger-thar-
typical buildings found in neighborhood commercial, mixed-use, and residential areas of the City. Often,
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these contain architectural features such as large peﬁﬂlouses, steeples, and large roof areas that offer more
opportunities.to strategically place WTS facilities on é‘buildin'g in a matter that would not be visually

* intrusive. Typically, neighborhood commercial, mixed-use and residential areas of the City tend to

_ contain small-scale buildings that do not offer such opportunities'to.install a WTS facility.

The Guidelines also ensure that a proposed site will be compatible with sﬁrrounding land uses by
mandating compliance of the site with the Federal Communications: Commission’s guidelines for radio -
frequency expostre. A site is not allowed to proceed for approval until the Department of Public Health
has verified that the site’s radio. frequency emissions have been found to be in compliance with FCC
standards. In sum, the Guidelines ensure that a proposéd WTS site will not result in any potential health,

safety, urban design or neighborhood character issues regardless of a site’s location in an industrial,
commercial or residential area to ensure harmony with the surrounding land uses.

Issue 4: Requesf for verification of AT&T findings. The Appellant contends that there needs to be an
“independent verification of AT&T findings that the proposed WTS site at 2041 Larkin Street is necessary
to meet coverage and capacity goals of the proposed service area.” . :

Response 4: The Commission reviewed the coverage and capacity maps under good faith at public
hearing; reviewed to all presented materials; listened to. public comment; and then used the
Commission’s_discretionary authority to approve 'the permit. AT&T submitted. coverage maps that .
indicate additional AT&T wireless service is needed in the geographic service area. The demand for data
required to operate smart devices such as phones, pads and other mobile equipment is anticipated to
continue to grow'exponentially. : “ - o :

CONCLUSION ‘ ‘ ‘

~ In the Commission’s authorization of the Conditional Use, the project was found to be necessary and
desirable to augment AT&T’s existing coverage and capacity- for ‘its voice and data services. In the
Commission’s authorization of the Conditional Use, the project was found to be visually compatible with
the neighborhood as the WTS site would not be visible from public rights-of-way and public places.

For the reasons stated above, the Planning Department recommends that the Board uphold the Planning -
-Commission’s decision in approving the Conditional Use authorization for 2041 Larkin Street and deny
the Appellant’s request for appeal. '
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- Executive Summary el
~ Conditional Use Authorization = -~ o
- HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 22, 2011 ' . .
’ ’ , - Reception:
' 415558.6378
Date: - September 15, 2011 . , ’ Fa
Case No.: 2010.1083C o ' 416.558.6409
_ Project Address: 2041 Larkin Street- : , Planning
Current Zoning: ~ RH-3 (Riesidential, Houslg, mee-Fanﬁly) District ?;a;rg;ﬂ; ‘;3?7
' 40-X Height and Bulk District o
Block/Lot: 01_9_2/041 ' .
Project Sponsor: ~ Amy Million of KDI Planning for
’ AT&T Mobility
430 Bush Street, 5t Floor
San Francisco, CA 94108
* Staff Contact: . Aaron Hollister — (415) 575-9078

_ aaron.hollister@sfgov.org
Recommendation: ~ Approval with Conditions

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is to install a macro-cellular wireless. telecommunications service (“WTS”) facility operated

by AT&T Mobility.” The prbposed WTS facility would consist of up to-six antennas located inside an

existin_g church steeple along with equipment located in an internal roorn of a building commonly known

" as the Church of the Fellowship of All Peoples. The WTS site is proposed on a Location Preference 1 Site

(Prefe_rred Location — Public Structure Site) according to the WTS Siting Guidelines.! ~Macro WT5

. installations such as the proposed installation require Conditional Use authorization in the RH-3 Zoning
- District. ‘ ' ' ' ‘

The proposed antennas would be located in six church steeple openings located at the north, south, and -
west elevations at approximate maximum heights of 52 feet and 59.25 feet respectively. Existing screens 4
covering the.steeplé openings would be removed and replaced with radio frequency-transparent screens
that would replicate the existing screens.. All six antennas would measure approximately 51.5 inches
high by 11.9 inches wide by 7.1 inches thick and would be screened from pub]ic view -as would the
equipment cabinets located in an internal room located at the second floor of the church. ' ' '

N

1 PC Resolution No. 14182, adopted August 15, 1996, establishing the Wireless Telecommuni_c'utions'S'ervices‘
(WTS) Facilities Sifing Guidelines. ' '

www . sfplanning.org
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STE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The project is located on the west side of Larkin Street between Vallejo Street and Broadway, Lot 003 in

. Assessor’s Block 0572. This site is within the RH-3 Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. |
The project site is entirely occupied by the subject church structure, which was constructed in 1907. The
church structure has not been part of a historical survey, but is considered a potential historic resource as
the church is greater than 45 years old in age. o '

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NE'IGHB'ORHO_OD

The subject 'property is located in the Russian Hill neighborhood of San Francisco. The immediate area
- surrounding the project site is characterized by three to four-story residential buildings that contain
apartments or two. to three-unit flats. Commercial centers of the area include the Polk Street
_ ‘Neighborhood Commercial District, which is located one. block to west of the project site, and the Hyde

‘Street corridor, which is located one block to the east of the project site. o -

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW . ' ’ . . ' )
The proposed pfoject was determined to be categorically exempt from the environmental review process
pursuant to Class 3 exemptions:(Section 15303 of the California E_nvironmental Quality Act) of Title 14 of
the California Administrative Code. S ’ e

. HEARING NOTIFICATION

TYPE 'RE_QUIRED © REQUIRED TACTUAL | ACTUAL
. PERIOD NOTICE DATE NOTICE DATE PERIOD -
Classified News Ad | 20days September 2, 2011 August 31, 2011 22 days
_ Posted Notice o - 20days Séptember 2,2011 September 2, 2011 | 20 days- :
Mailed Notice |  10days September 12,2011 |  August 29,2011 24days

PUBLIC COMMENT

= The Russian Hill Community Association has voiced several concerns regarding ’rh_é project

 including: radio frequency exposure; the stability of the church steeple; and the proliferation of

~ WTS facilities in the project area. Additionally, the Russian Hill Community Association has
submitted a pet'uioh with app’roximaitely 340 signatufes in opposition of the project. .

|SSUES AND OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

» The Department of Public Health (“DPH”) has found that proposed radio frequency output of
the site is Within the Federal Commiunication Commission’s standards for radio frequency (“RE”)
‘exposure. DPH's review of the RF exposure report has been included as an attachment.

« - All structural and life/safety considerations regarding the soundness of the church steeple'will be
reviewed by the Deparh:neht of Building Inspection during Building Permit review.. o .

SAN FRENCISCE o . B . .
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Executive Summaty ’ Ptqject sponsor submittal
Draft Motion L 4 Dtawmgs: Existihg Conditions

_ D Environmental Detemﬁnation.‘ o Check for legibility

' Zoning District Map R DraWings: Proposed Pfoject
[] ‘Height & Bulk Map ‘ | Check for Iegibl_i]jty

‘ v Parcel Map. o . ' ' Health Dept. review of RF levels

‘ SanbotnMap e e ‘ : RF Report - | |
Aerial Pheto - o _. _. ‘ IE Community Meeting'Notice |

‘ Cortext Photos o D ‘Public‘Corresponcience |

N
_ Site Photos

Exh1b1ts above marked w1th an “X” are included in this packet _ATH
Planner's Initials

_ AJH GADOCUMENTS\Projects\CU\2041 Larkin Street\2041 Larkin Street Execuive Surmmary.doc
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. = Due to the steep topography and built environment of the Russian Hill neighborhood, unique
. coverage issues arise because the hills and buildings break-up coverage causing wireless carriers
to install smaller and more frequent WTS sites than would be typically found in an area that
features flatter topography and a more regular built environment. '

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

«  Pursuant to Section 209.6(b) of the Plarming Code, Conditional Use authorization is required to

' install a macro wireless telecommunications service facility in the RH-3 Zoning District.
BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION | ' '

= The project complies with the applicable requirements of the Planning Code.’

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

= The Project is consistent with the 1996 WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines, Planning Connmission
Resolution No. 14182, : : . : :

= The project site is a Location Preference 1, the most. preferential location for a WTS facility,
according to the Wireless Telecommunications Services Siting Guidelines. :

= Based on propagation maps provided by AT&T Mobility, the project will provide coverage inan
area that currently experiences several gaps in coverage. ' :

x .. The proposed WTS facilities would not be visible when viewed from adjacent rights-of-way and

points further away so.as to avoid intrusion into public vistas and insure harmony with
neighborhood character. ' ‘ ’ o

- [ RECOMMENDATION: ___ Approval with Conditions = . . | |

Attachments:
Block Book Map
SanbornMap
Public Correspondence
Aerial Photographs
Photographs
- Photo Simulations "
.- Propagation Maps
WTS Siting Preference Information
RF Report - '
.DPH Approval _ , _
. Community Outreach Meeting Information
. Reduced Plans :
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- Subject to: (Select only if appllcable)
O Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) " O First Source Hiring (Admin. Code)
O Jobs Housing Linkage Program (Sec. 413) O Child Care Requirement (Sec. 414)
o Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 412) ' 0 Other '

Plannlng Commission Motlon No 18448
- HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 22, 2011

Date: - September 15,2011

Case No.: ~ - . 2010.1083C
Project Address: - 2041 Larkin Street

Current Zoning: ~ RH-3 (Res1dent1al House, Three—Famﬂy) District’

40-X Height and Bulk Dlstnct

. Block/Lot: 0572/003
Project Sponsor: Amy Million of KDI Planrung for
' AT&T Mobility

430 Bush Street, 5% Floor

San Francisco, CA 94108

Aaron Hollister - (415) 575- 9078
aaron.hollister@sfgov.org

~ Staff Contact:

ADOPTING FINDINGS ‘RELATING TO THE APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE

AUTHORIZATION UNDER PLANNING. CODE SECTION 209.6(b) TO INSTALL A
- WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FACILITY CONSISTING OF UP TO SIX

PANEL ANTENNAS AND RELATED EQUIPMENT IN AN EXISTING CHURCH AS PART

OF AT&T’S WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK WITHIN THE RH-3
(RESIDENTIAL, HOUSE, THREE-FAMILY) DISTRICT AND A 40-X HEIGHT AND BULK
DISTRICT.

- PREAMBLE

On December 8, 2010, AT&T Mobility (herelnafter "Project Sponsor) made an application
(heremafter ‘application”), for ‘Conditional Use Authorization on the property at 2041 Larkin

Street, Lot 003 in Assessor's Block 0572, (hereinaftet pro]ect site") to install a wireless

_telecommum'catmns service facility consisting of up to six panel antennas and related equipment
_ in an existing church as part-of AT&T’s wireless telecommunications network within the RH 3
- (Res1dent1a1 House, Three—Famlly) District and the 40-X Height and Bulk District. ‘

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

. categorical exemption (Section 15303 of the California” Environmental Quality Act). The:
Commission has reviewed and concurs with said detérmination. The categorical exemption and -

all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Planning Department (hereinafter
“Department”), as the custodian of reco‘rds, at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco.

www.sfplanning.org

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400

- .San Francisco,
.CA 941 03{2479

Reception:

415.558.6378

Fax;
415 5586409

Plannlng
information:
415.558.6377
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Hearing Date: September 22, 2011 _ , ‘ © 2041 Larkin Street

On September 22, 2011, the San Francisco Planning Co‘mmissi_bn (hereinaftér “Commission”)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting on the application fora .
Conditional Use Authorization. - : : ' '

The Commission has heard and considered the tesfimony presented to it at the public hearing .
~and has further considered written materials and oral testimony- presented on behalf of the
* applicant, department staff, and other interested parties. '

MOVED, that the Comfnissiop hereby authorizes the Conditional Use in Application No.
2010.1083C, subject to the conditions contained in “EXHIBIT A” of this motion, based on the
~ following findings: - ' : '

FINDINGS

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

and arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:
1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission.

2. Site Description and Present Use. The projeét is located on the west side of Larkin Street
between Vallejo Street and Broadway, Lot 003 in Assessor’s Block 0572. This site is
within the RH-3 Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. The project site is
entirely occupied by the subject church structure, which was constructed in 1907, »

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The subject property is located in the
Russian Hill neighborhood ‘of San Francisco. The immediate area surroundingthe
project site is characterized by three to four-story residential buildings that contain

_apartments or two to three-unit flats. Commercial centers of the area include the Polk |
Street Neighborhood Commercial District, which is located one block to west of the .
project site, and the Hyde Street corridor, which is located one blockl to the east of the
project site. ' = ' R

4. Project Description. - The proposal is to install a macro-cellular  wireless
telecommunications service (“WTS”) facility operated by AT&T Mobility. The proposed
- WT5 facﬂitjf would consist of Uip to six antennas located inside an existing church steeple
along with equipment located in an internal room of a building commonly known as the
Church of the Fellowship of All Peoples. The WTS site is proposed on a Location
Preference 1 Site (Preferred Location _ Public Structure Site) according to the WTS Siting
Guidelines.  The prbposed antennas would be located in six church steeple openings
located at the north, south, and west elevations at approximate maximum heights of 52
feet and 59.25 feet respectively. Existing screens covering the steeple openings would be
removed and replaced with radio frequency-transparent screens that would replicate the.
existing screens. All six antennas would measure approximately 51.5 inches high by 11.9 -
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inches wide by 7.1 iﬁches thick and would be screened from pﬁblic view as would the
equipment cabinets located in an internal room located at the second floor of the church.

5. Past History and Actions. The Planning Commission established guidelines for the -
installation of wireless telecommunications facilities in 1996 (“Guidelines”). . These
Guidelines set forth the land use policies and practices that guide the installation and
approval of wireless facilities throughout San Francisco. A large portion of the

" Guidelines was dedicated to establishing location preferences for these installations. The
Board of Supervisors, in Resolution No. 635-96, provided iriput as to where wireless
facilities should be located within San Francisco. The Guidelines were updated by the

~ Cominission in 2003, requiring community outreach, - notification, and detailed
information about_ the facilities to be installed.! : ' ’ '

Section 8.1 of the Guidelines outlines Location Preferences for wireless facilities. ‘There
are five primary areas were the installation of wireless facilities should be located:

1. Publicly-used Structures: such facilities as fire stations, utility structures, community
" facilities, and other public structures; ' :
2. Co-Location Site: encourages installation of facilities on buildings that already have
-~ wireless installations;- . : ' ' \
3. Industrial or Commercial Stmcﬁ.lre_s‘. buildings such as warehouses, factories,
. 'garages,' service stations; o o SRR
- 4. Industrial or Commercial Structures: buildings such as supermarkets, retail stores,
, banks; and o : ' : L ‘
5. Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts: buildings such as housing above
commercial or other non-residential space. - ' '

Before the Planning Commission can review an application to install a wireless facility,
the -project sponsor must submit a five-year facilities plan, which must be updated
biannually, an emissions report and approval by the Départment of Public Health,
Section 106 Declaration of Intent, a submittal checklist and details about the facilities to
be installed. ' ' -

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

' On September 22, 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 Section 209.6(5) to install a wireless telecommunications
facility consisting of up to six panel antennas and related equipment in an exjsting
c_hﬁrch steeple as part of AT&T’s wireless telecommunications network.

T

_— PC Resolution 16539, passed March 13, 2003.
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6. Location Preference. The WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines identify different types of’
buildings for the siting of wireless telec;ommunicatidns facilities. Under the Guidelines,
the Project is a Location Preference Number 1, as it is a preferred location for an
industrial or commercial structure. o '

7. Radio Waves Range. The Project Sponsor has stated that the proposed wireless network
will transmit calls by radio waves operating in the 1710 - 2170 Megahertz (MHZ) bands,
which is regulated by the Federal Communiéaﬁons Commission (FCC) and which must .

- comply with the FCC-adopted health and safety standards for electromagnetié, radiation
‘and radio frequency radiation. - .

8. Radiofrequency (RF) Emissions: The project sponsor retained Hammett & Ediéon, Inc., -
" 4 radio engineering consulting firm, to ‘prepare a report describing the expected RF
emissions from the prépos’ed facility. Pursuant to the Guidelines, the Department of
Public Health reviewed the report and determined that the proposed facility complies
‘with the standards set forth in the Guidelines. ' B

9. Department of Public Health Review and Approval. The proposéd project was referred
 to the Department of Public Health (DPH) for emissions exposure analysis. Existing RF

levels at ground level were around 1% of the FCC public exposure limit. There were no . .
other antennas observed within 100 feet of this site. AT&T Mobility proposes to install
six new antennas. The antenmnas will be mounted at a height of 50 and 57 feet Above the
ground. The estimated ambient RF field from the proposed AT&T Mobility transmitters
at ground level is calculated to be 0.02 mW/sq cm., which is 2.9% of the FCC public
exposure limit. The three dimensional periméter of RF levels equal to the public -
exposure limit extends 60 feet and does not reach any publicly accessible areas. Warning
signs must be posted at the antennas and roof -access points in English, Spanish, and
Chinese. Workers should not have access to within 25 feet of .the front of the antennas
while in operation. _ ‘ ' o

10. Maintenance Schedule. The proposed facility would operate without on-site staff but
with a two-person maintenance crew visiting the property approximately once a month
~ and onan as-needed basis to service and monitor the facility. '

" 11. Community -Outreach. . Per the Guidelines, the project sponsor held a Cpmmunity»
~ Outreach Meeting for the proposed project. The meeéting was held at 7:00 p.m. on April
27,2011 at the Helen Wills Park (Garden Room), located at 1965 Larkin Street. -

12. Fivle-year plan: Per the Guidelines, the project sponsor ‘submitted its latest five-year plan,
" asrequired, in April 2011.

13. Public Comment. The.Russién Hill Community Association has voiced several cdncerns_;
regarding the project including: . radio frequency exposure; the stability of the church
steeple; and the proliferation of WTS facilities in the project area. Additionally, the

SAN FRANCISCO '
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'Russian Hill Community Association has submitted a petition with approximately 340
- signatures in opposition of the project. ' L

14. Planning Code Compliance. The Commission finds that the Pfojeet is consistent with
' the relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner:

A. Use. Per Planning Code Section 209.6(b), a Conditional Use authorization is required
for the installation of other uses such as wireless transmission facilities. .

15. Planmng Code Section 303 estabhshes criteria for the Plarmmg Commission to consider
when reviewing applications for Condmonal Use approval On balance, the project does
comply with said criteria in that

A. The proposed new uses and building, at the size and intensity contemplated and at
the proposed Jocation, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable, and :
- compatible with, the neighborhood or the community.

i Desirable: San Francisco is a leader of the technological economy; it is important. and-
desirable to the vitality of the city to have and maintain adequate telecommunications
coverage ‘and data capacity. This includes the installation and upgrading of systems to
keep up with changing technology and increases in usage. It is desu*uble for the Clty to
allow wireless ftzctlztzes to be mstalled :

"The proposed pro]ect at 2041 Larkm Street will be genemlly desmzble and compatible
with the surrounding neighborhood because the project will not conflict with the existing

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

 surrounding nature of the vicinity. The approval of this authorization has been found,
first and foremost, to insure public safety, and insure that the placement of antennas and
related support and protection features are so . located, deszgned and treated
architecturally to minimize their wszbzllty from public places, to avoid intrusion -into
public vistas, avoid disruption of the architectural design integrity of building and insure '
harmony with neighborhood chardcter. The project has been reviewed and determined to
not cause the removal or alteration of any significant archztectuml features on the subject
building.

ii  Necessary: In the case of wzreless installations, there are two crzteruz that the Commission
reviews: coverage and capacity.

Coverage: San Francisco does have sufficient overall wireless coverage (note that this is
separute 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 building break up coverage.
‘Thus, telecommunication carriers often install additional installations to make sure
-coverage is suﬁ‘tctent
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Capaciiy: While a carrier may have adequate coverage in a certain area, the capacity may
not be suﬁ‘icieht. 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 2041 Larkin Street is necessary in order to achieve sufficient .
street and in—buiid.ing. mobile phone coverage. Recent drive tests i the subject area
conducted by the ATET Mobility Radio Frequency Engineering Team provide conclusive
evidence that the subject property is the most viable location, based on factors including
quality of coverage, population density, land use compatibility, zoning and aesthetics. '
The proposed coverage area will serve the vicinity bovinded by Vallejo Street, Pacific
Avenue, Hyde Street, and Polk Street, as indicated: in the coverage maps. This facility
will fill in the gaps to improve coverage in the project area, as well as to provide necessaryb
facilities for emergency transmission and improved communication for the neighborhood,
- community and the region. '

B. The proposed project will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience or
general welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity. There are’no features
of the project that could be -detrimental to the health, safety or convenience of those -
residing or working the area, in that:

i Nature of>proposed>site,' including its size and shapé, and the proposed size,
shape and arrangement of structures;

" The proposed project must comply with all applicable Federal and State regulat'ions to
safeguard the health, safety and to ensure that persons residing or working in the vicinity
will-not be affected, and prevent harm to other personal property. '

The Department of Public Health conducted an evaluation of potential health effects from
Radio Frequency radiation, and has concluded that the proposed wireless transmission
facilities will have no adverse health effects if operated in compliance with the FCC-
adopted health and safety standards. The Department has received information that the
proposed wireless system must be operated so as not to interfere with radio or television .
veception in order to comply with the provisions of its license under the FCC.

The Department is developing a database of all such wireless communications facilities
operating or proposed for operation in the City and County of San Francisco. All
. applicants are now required to submit information on the location and nature of all
existing and approved wireless transmission facilities operated by the Project ‘Sponsor.
"The goal of this effort is to foster public information as to the location of these facilities.
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ii The accessibility and traffic patterns for persons and vehicles, the type and
volume of such traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off-street parkmg and
loadmg, :

No increase. in traffic volume is anticipated with the facilities operatzng unmanned with
a single maintenance crew visiting the site once a month or on an as-needed basis. -

iii The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise,
glare, dust' and odor; ‘ '

Whlle some noise und dust may result from the erection of the antennas and transceiver
equipment, noise or noxious emissions from continued use are not Zlkely to be
significantly greater than umbzent conditions due to- the operatzon of the wireless
communzcutlon network.

iv  Treatment givén, as appropriate, to such aspects as landscaping, screening, open
' spaces, parking and loading areas, service areas, lighting and signs;

T71e proposed antennas would be located in six church steeple openings locuted at the
north, south, and west elevations at approximate maximum heights of 52 feet and 59.25

 feet respectively. Existing screens covering the steeple openings would be removed and
replaced with radio frequency-transparent screens that would replicate the existing’
screens. Due to the screening of the anterinas and the internal location of the equipment
cabinets, the proposed WTS facility would not be visible when viewed from adjacent
rights-of-way and points further away so as to avmd intrusion into public vistas and
insure harmony with neighborhood charucter The project will not affect the existing
landscaping. - :

- C. That the use as proposed will comply with the applicable prov1s1ons of the Planrung :
Code and will not adversely affect the General Plan

The Project complles with all relevant requzrements and standards of the Planning Code and o
" is consistent with ob]ectwes and polzczes of the General Plan as detailed below '

~ 16.. General Plan Compliance.. The Project is, on balance, ‘consistent with the following
Objeétives and Policies of the General Plan - ‘

HOUSING ELEMENT _
. ‘BALANCE HOUSING CONSTRUCTION AND COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE

OBJECTIVE 12 - BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE
INFRASTRUCTURE THAT SERVES THE CITY’S GROWING POPULATION.

" SAN FRANCISGO ' . o . » o ' - 7
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POLICY 12.2 - Consider the proximity of quality of life elemeﬁts, such as open space,
child care, and neighborhood services, when developing new housing units.

_POI;ICY 12.3 — Ensure new housing.,.is sustainable supported by'ﬂié City’ s .public_
-~ infrastructure systems. L : ]

The project will improve AT&ET Mobility coverage in residential, commercial and recreational
areas along primary transportation 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 and cluttering elements.

The proposed antennas are proposed to be installed in an existing church steeple and the ,
equipment cabinets would be located in an internal room. Existing screens covering the steeple
openings would be removed and replaced with radio frequency-transparent screens that would
replicate the existing screens. Due to the screening of the antennas and the internal location of the

’ equipmeﬁt cabinets, the proposed WTS facilities would not be visible when viewed from adjacent

" rights-of-way and’ points furthe_r'away so as to avoid intrusion into public vistas and insure
harmony with neighborhood character ‘ ‘ |

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT

Objectives and Polic'ies

OBJECTIVE L o - » o
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF
THE TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. S

~ Policy I: : ., o
Encourage development, which provides substantial net benefits and minimizes
undesiraBle consequerices. Discourage development, which has substantial undesirable
consequences that cannot be mitigatéd. a '

. - Policy 2: , e S
Assure that all commercial and industrial uses meet minimum, reasonable performance
standards. ' ‘ o

SAN FRANCISCO ' . . . . 8
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The project would enhance the total czty living and workmg envzronment by providing
communication services for-residents and workers within the City. Additionally, the project
would comply with Federal, State and Local performance standards.

N

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

- Policy 1:
Seek to retain existing commerc1a1 and industrial activity and to attract new such activity
to the city.

Policy 3: . ,
Maintain a favorable social and cultural climate in the c1ty in order to enhance its
attractiveness as a f1rm location.

The site is an integral part of a new wireless communications network that will enhance the City's
diverse economic base. ' ' : ‘

OBJECTIVE 4
'IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN THE CITY AND THE
ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE CITY AS A LOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY.

I’ohcy 1:
Maintain and enhance a favorable busmess climate in the City.

"Policy 2:
Promote and attract those economic activities with poten’aal benefit to the C1ty

The project would benefit the City by enhuncing the ‘_business climate_ through improved .
communication services for residents and workers.’ ' '

VISITOR TRADE -

OBIECTIVE 8 - ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCOS POSITION AS A NATIONAL
CENTER FOR CONVENTIONS AND VISITOR TRADE. :

POLICY 8.3 - Assure that areas of partlcular visitor attraction are provided with
adequate public services for both residents and visitors. -

‘The. Project will ensure that residents and visitors have adequate public service in the form of
AT&T Mobility mobile telecommunications. ' ‘ '

SAN FRANCISCO . . 7 . . . -9
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COMMUNITY SAFETY ELEMENT

" Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE3: S |
ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM THE EFFECTS OF FIRE

OR NATURAL ‘D'I'SASTER'- THROUGH ADEQUATE EMERGENCY OPERATIONS
PREPARATION. . ' N .

Fdlicy 1: : _ _
Maintain a local agency for the provision of emergency services to meet the needs of San
' Francisco. ' ' o ' o

Policy 2:

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

necessary équipmént, for operational capability of all emergency service agencies and
~ departments. ' ' -

Policy 3: . _ , .
Maintain and expand agreements for emergency assistance from other -jurisdictions to
ensure adequate aid in time of need. ' '

Policy 4:

Establish and maintain an adequéte Emergericy Operations Center.

" Policy 5: , R
Maintain and expand the city’s fire prevention and fire-fighting capability.

Policy 6: _
Establish a system of emergency access routes for both emergency operations and -
evacuation. '

. The prdject would enhance the ability of the City to prote;:t both life and property from the effects
of a fire or natural disaster by providing communication services. '

17. Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning policieé and requires
‘review of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the project does comply .
with said policies in that: ' ' : o

A. That existing neighborhood-'serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and
fu_tlire opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses
be enhanced. C '

SAN FRANCISCO : T o ' 10
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- No nezghborhood serving retml use would be dzspluced and the’ wlreless communications
network will enhance personal communication services.

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

No residential ‘uses would be dzsplaced or altered in uny way by the grantmg of this -
. authorization.

- C. Thatthe Ci’ry‘s supnly of affordable housing be preserved and erthanced.
The project would 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.

" Due to the nature of the project and minimal maintenance or repair, municipal transit service
would not be impeded and neighborhood parking would not be overburdened.

E. That a diverse economic base be mamtamed by protecting our mdustnal and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future
opportunities for re51dent employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

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

E. That the C1ty achleve the greatest p0551b1e prepaxedness to protect against m]ury and
~ lossoflifeinan earthquake

' Compllunce with. applicable structural safety und seismic safety requtrements would be‘ :
considered durmg the buzldmg permit application review process. -

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

. Pursuant to Preservation Bulletin No. 16, the subject building is ‘considered a potential
historic resource as the building is outside any City-adopted survey areas and is greater than
45 years in age. By locating all portions of the WIS facility in the interior of the church
steeple and the inside of the building, the project would not significantly alter any character-
defining features of the potential historic resource as the proposed WIS facility would not be
visible from nearby public places and rights-of-way. The existfng screens that would be
removed and replaced with radio ﬁequency—tmnsparent screens would be replaced with exact -
repllcutzons of the existing screens.

H. That ou’r parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected
from development.

SAN FRANCISCO ’ - ‘ s 11
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The Project will have no adverse impact on parks or open space, ot their access to sunlight or
vistas. ' '

18. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general-and specific purposes of
the ‘Code .provided under Section 101.1(b) -in that, as designed, the Project would
contribute to the character and stability of the neighborhood. and would constitute a
‘beneficial development. ‘ ‘ '

19. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Determination of Compliance
' authorization would promote the health, safety and welfare of the City. .

. "SAN FRANCISCO o : - ' 12
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DECISION |

. The Commission, after carefully balancing the competing p\iblié and private interests, and based

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

Code, hereby approves the Conditional Use authorization under Planning Code Sections 209. 6(b)
and 303 to install up to six panel antennas and associated equipment cabinets at the Project Site

and as part of a wireless transmission network operated by AT&T Moblllty on a Location

Preference 1 (Preferred Location - Public Structure Site) accordmg to the Wireless

Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines, within the RH-3 Zoning District and a 40-

X Height and Bulk District and subject to the conditions of approval attached hereto as Exh1b1t A.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggneved person may appeal tlus.

conditional use authorization to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date
of this Motion No. 18448. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if
not appealed (after the 30-day period has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of
Supetvisors if appealed to the Board of Supervisors. For further information, please contact

the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett

_Placé, San Francisco, CA 94102,

I heréby certify that the 'foregoir‘xg Motion was adopted by the Planning Commission on
September 22, 2011.

Linda Avery
Commission Secretary

5 ~AYES: Olague, Miguel, Antbnini, Borden, Fong, Sugaya
NAYS:
ABSENT: Moore

ADOPTED: September 22, 2011

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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EXHIBITA
 AUTHORIZATION |

This authorization is for a Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Code Sections 209.6(b)
and 303 to install a wireless telecommunications' service facility consisting of up to six panel

antennas with related equipment, a Location Preference 1 (Preferred Location — Public Structure

 Site) according to the Wireless Telecommunications Services (WT5) Siting Guidelines, as part of
. AT&T’s wireless telecommunications network within the RH-3 (Residential, Houise, Three-
Family) Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. '

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the'Prdject the Zoning
Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the
. Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state
that the project is subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and
approved by the Planning Commission on September 22, 2011 under Motion No.18448. '

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS
The conditions of approval under the Exhibit A" of this Planmng Commission Motion No. 18448

shall be reproduced on the Tndex Shieet of construction plans submitted with the Site or Building -

. permit application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to- the
Conditional Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications. '

© SEVERABILITY

“The Projectvshall comply with all applicable City codes and'requirements. If any clause, sentence,

section or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such
* invalidity shall not affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these
‘conditions. This decision conveys no right to construct, or to receive a building pérmit. “Project
Sponsor” shall include any subsequent responsible party. ‘ ‘ ' :

CHANGES AND MODIVFICATIONS‘

Changes to thé,api)roved plans may be approved administratively by, the Zoning Administrator.
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval
of a new Conditional Use authorization. ' '

" SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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‘ Conditions of'Ap'proval’, Compliance, ’I\Ilonitoring, and Reporting

PERFORMANCE

1,-

Validity and Expiration. The author1zat1or1 and right vested by virtue of this action is valid -
 for three years from the effective date of the Motion. A building permit from the Department
"of Bulldmg Inspection to construct the project and/or commence the approved use must be

issued as this Conditional Use authorization is only an approval of the proposed projectand

conveys no independent right to construct the project or to commence the approved use. The
Planning Commission may, in a public hearing, consider the revocation of the approvals
granted if a site or building permit has not been obtained within three (3) years of the date of

the Motion approving the Project. Once a site or burldmg permit has been issued,

construction must commence within the timeframe required by the Department of Building
Inspectron and be continued drhgently to completlon The Commission may also consider

~ revoking the approvals if a permit for the Project has been issued but is allowed to exp1re and

more than three (3) years have passed since the Motion was approved.

For mformutton about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Depurtment at 415-575- 6863 -

www.sf-planning.org.

Extension. This authorization : may be extended at the discretion of the Zonmg Administrator

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

said tenant improvements is caused by a delay by a local State or Federal agency or by any
appeal of the issuance of such permit(s).

For information about complzance contact Code Enforcement Plannmg Department ot 415-575- 6863
www.sf-planning.org .

DESIGN COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE

- 3.

Plan Drawrngs - WTS. Prior to the issuance of any building or electrical permrts for the
installation of the facilities, the Project Sponsor shall submit final scaled drawmgs for review

and approval by the Planning Department ("Plan Drawings"). The Plan Drawings shall .
" describe:

a. ‘Structure and Srtmg Identify all fac111ty related support and protection measures to be
installed. This includes, but is not limited to, the location(s) and method(s) of placement,

“support, protection, screening; paint and/or other treatments of the antennas and other .

~ appurtenances to insure public safety, insure compatibility ‘with urban design,
architectural and hlstor1c preservat1on prmc1p1es and  harmony with nerghborhood
character.

b. For the Pro]ect Site, regardless of the ownership of the existing facrlrtles Identrfy the :

" location of all existing antennas and facilities; and 1dent1fy the location of all approved
(but not installed) antennas and facilities. '
c. Emissions. Provide a feport, subject to approval of the Zoning Administrator, that
 operation of the facilities in addition to ambient RF emission levels will not exceed
~adopted FCC standards with regard to human exposure in unconh:olled areas

SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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' For infonﬁution about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-575- '

9078, www.sf-planning.org .

Screening - WTS. To the extent necessary to ensure compliance with adopted FCC
regulations regarding human exposure to RF emissions, and upon the recommendation of

the Zoning Administrator, the Project Sponsor shall:
a. Modify the placement of the facilities; . - :
b. Install fencing, barriers or-other appropriate structures or devices to restrict access to the
" facilities; . S _ »
c Install multi-lingual signage, including the RE radiation hazard warning symbol
" identified in ANSI C95.2 1982, to notify persons that the facility could cause exposure to
RF emissions; : - ’ ~

d. Implement any other practice reasonably necessary to ensure that the facility is'operated
in compliance with adopted FCC RF emission standards.

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

.conform to the following standards:

£, Antennas and back up equipment shall be painted, fenced, landscaped or otherwise

treat_ed architecturally so as to minimize visual effects; :
g. Rooftop installations shall be setback such that back up facilities are not viewed from the
street; o ' ‘ :

h. Antennae attached to building facades shall be so placed, screened or otherwise treated
. to minimize any negative visual impact; and '

i. Although co location of various companies'. facilities may be desirable, a maximum .

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

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planﬁe;', Planning Department at 415-575-9078,

www.sf-planning.org . -

© MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT
3.

Enforcement. Violation of ahy_of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained

-in this Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be

subject to the enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning
Code Section 176 or Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation
complaints to other city departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under

* their jurisdiction. .

For information about compliance, contact Code 'Enforcemeﬁt, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org ' : : ’ : :

Monitqring. The Projéct'requires ‘monitoring of the conditions of approval in this Motion.
The Project Sponsor or the subsequent responsible parties for the Project shall pay fees as

established under Planning Code Section 351(e) (1) and work with the Planning Department '

for information about compliance.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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«

For information about compllance contact Code Enforcement Plannlng Department at 415-575-6863,

. ¢f Dlﬂ?ﬂllﬂ,‘? 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 Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the
specific Conditions of Approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the

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

a public hearing on the matter fo consider revocation of this authorization.
For information about. compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Plannlng Department at 415-575-6863,

www.sf-planning.org.

Implementatmn Costs - WTS.
a. The Project Sponsor, on an equitable ba51s with other WTS prov1ders, shall pay the cost
of preparing and adopting appropriate General Plan pohc1es related to.the placement of

- WTS facilities. Should future legislation be enacted to provide for cost recovery for

planning, the Project Sponsor shall be bound by such legislation.

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

reasonable costs associated with 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' payment of all fees associated with the
installation of the subject fac111ty, .which are assessed by the City pursuant to all
“applicable law.

~ For information about compllance contact Code Enforcement Plannzng Department at 415 575- '

6863,
www.sf-planning.ory

Implelnentation and Monitoring - WTS. In the event that the Project implementation report
‘includes a finding that RF emissions for the site exceed FCC Standards in any uncontrolled
locatlon, the Zoning Administrator may- require the Applicant to immediately cease and’

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

* For information about complzance contact Code Enforcement, Plannzng Department at 415-575- 6863

. www.sf- plannzng org -

10.

Project Implementation Report - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall prepare and submit to the
‘Zoning Administrator a Pro]ect Implementatlon Report The Pro]ect Implementatmn Report

shall:
a.. Identify the three d1mens1onal perimeter closest to the facility at which adopted EFCC
" standards for human exposure to RF emissions in uncontrolled areas are satisfied;

SAN FRANCISCO
 PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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11.

12.

b. Document testing that demonstrates that the facility will not cause any potential
exposure to RF emissions that exceed adopted FCC emission standards for human
exposure in uncontrolled areas. '

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

applicable FCC standards. Testing shall be conducted -in compliance with FCC
regulations governing the measurement of RF emissions and shall be ‘conducted -during

normal business hours on a non holiday weekday with the subject equipment measured

while operating at maximum power. ‘-

d.  Testing, Monitoring, and Preparation. The Project Implementation Report shall be 7

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 performarice of -testing required 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 costs.
i Notification and Testing. The Project Implementation Report shall set forth the
testing and measurements undertaken pursuant to Conditions 2 and 4.

ii. .Approval. The Zoning Administrator shall request fhat the Certification of Final - \

Completion for operation of the facility not be issued by the Departmeﬁt of

Building Inspection ‘until such time that -the Project Implementation Report is -

‘ " approved by the Department for compliance with these conditions.
For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public
Health at (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org. - ' | '

Notification prior to Project Implementatibn Report - WIS. The Project Sponsor shall .
undertake to inform and perform appropriate tests for residents of any dwelling units located -
within 25 feet of the transmitting” antenna at the time of testing for the Project -

Implementation Report. o
a. At least twenty calendar days prior to conducting the testing reduired for preparation of
the Project Implementation Report, the Project Sponsor shall mail notice to the
Department, as well as to the resident of any legal dwelling unit within 25 feet of a
transmitting antenna of the date on which testing will be conducted. The Applicant will
“subinit a written affidavit attesting to this mail notice along with the mailing list. 7

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

the Project Sponsor shall conduct testing-of total power density of RF emissions within
the residence of that resident on the date on which the testing is conducted for the Project
Implementation Report. - o .
Pofinformution about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org ' " ‘ :

Installation - WTS. ‘Within 10 days of the installation and operation of the facilities, the
Project Sponsor shall confirm in writing to the Zoning Administrator that the facilities are
being maintained and operated in compliance with applicable Building, Electrical and other
Code requirements, as well as applicable FCC emissions standards.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Départment at 415-575-6863,

www.sf-planning.org

SAN FRANCISCO
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13. Periodic Safety Monitoring - WTS. The _Project Spbnsof shall submit to the Zoning

Administrator 10 days after installation of the facilities, and every two years thereafter, a -

certification attested to by a licensed engineer expert in the field of EMR/RF emissions, that
the facilities are and have been operated within the then current applicable FCC standards
for RE/EMF emissions. \ ‘ e ' S '
For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public
Health at (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org. ' ' -

OPERATION

14, Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit application to construct the

project and implement the  approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community
liaison officer to deal with the issues ‘of concern to owners and occupants of nearby
‘ pr()pertiés. The Project Sponsor shall provide the Zoning Administrator written notice of the
name, business éddress, and telephone number of the community liaison. Should the contact

information change, the Zoning Administrator shall be made aware of such change. The-

community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator what issues, if any, are of
concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the Project Sponsor.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,

- www.sf-planning.org

15. Out of Service - WTS. The Project Sponsor or Property Owner shall remove antennae and ‘

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

. months.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Pianning Department at 415-575-6863,
wuww.sf-planning.org ’ o :

16. Emissions Conditions - WTS. It is a continuing condition of this authorization that the

facilities be operated in such a manner s0 as not t.o“contribute to ambient RF/EMF emissions -
in excess of then current FCC adopted RF/EMF emission standards; violation of this

condition shall be grounds for revocation.

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

k3

Health at (415) 252-3800, wuww.sfdph.org.

17. Noise and Heat - WTS. The WTS facility, including power source and'coolihg faéility, shall

be operated at all times within the limits of the San Francisco Noise Control Ordinance. The
WTS /facility, including power source and any heating/cooling facility, shall not be operated
so as to cause the generation of heat that adversely affects a building occupant.

For infofmation about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public
Health at (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org. ' ' - '

18. Transfer of Operation — WTS.-Ahy‘carrier/provider authorized by the Zoning Adfninistratbr

or by the Planning Commission to operate a specific WTS installation may assign the
‘operation of the facility to another carrier licensed by the FCC for that radip frequency

SAN FRANGISCO
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- 19,

. prov1ded that such transfer is made known to the Zomng Adntinistrator in  advance of such

operation, and all conditions of approval for the subject installation are carried.out by the

new carrier/provider. : .
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Plunnlng Depurtment at 415-575-6863,

www.sf-planning.org

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
expenences interference, unless prior approval for such has been granted in wntmg by the
City. -

For information about compliance, contact the Depart'ment of Technology, 415-581-4000,
http:l/sfeov3.org/index.aspx ?vage—1421

G: \‘DOCUMENTS\Proj ects\CU\ 2041 Larkin Street\2041 Larkin Street Draft Motion.doc
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‘Russian Hill Community Association
1134 Green St. Sam Frameisco, CA 94109 415-776-2014 rheasf.com

Tune 10, 2011

Supervisor Bavid Chiu

President, Board of Supervisors

City & County of San Francis¢o . .
City Halt

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place #256
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Status of General Plar for .Wire,iess _S')ﬂstsrns N
 Dear President Chiuz

As owners and res idents of Drstnct 3 wheo are concerned about the proliferation
of wireless systems in our City and now i our own neighborheod, we were pleased to
hear you ealt on the Planning Department tor créate a general plan for wireless systems.

We’re interested in tracking the progress of your request.

The one ptanner we talked with indicated that the study was tiot yet i the

' Plapning Department’s quene. As was noted it the San Francisco Examiner’s artiele of
May 1, 2011, the “project could take montlis and will come at a high cost, but Chiu said
- the City needs to understand how all the providers connect with each other.,” We agree
w;th you and want to ensure that the study begins as soon as possible.

We're recently beett notified that AT&T wants to install & wireless system in the
tower of the church at 2041 Earkin and two weeks ago attenided another AT&T
informational meeting regarding a proposed mstaIIatlorz at Cole Hardware at 2242 Polk
less than three blocks away.

The need for an overall citywide plan is evident and we appreciate your
leadershi ip role in making this happen. Please let us kaow whiat if any‘thmg we can d0 o
support your request for & general plas.

Please let us know as scon s possible the status of your request at the Planning
» Departme-lt and when the Department antzc;pates completing the study.

Thank yeu for ycxur assistanice.

Smeerely, e

S

SO0 Puhdo o
Chair, 2041 Larkin (Cell Tower) Pro ject Tearn
Jasonrfed(@yahoo.com



Solaman Sevy, M.D.
2440 Larkin Streef
San Francisco, CA 94109
{315} 673-4354

Aaron Hellister

San Francisco Blanning Depatment (case # 2010. 10B3CY
. 1650 Misston Street, #400 : : :
San Franciseo, CA 94103

June 12, 2011
Dear Mr. Hollister:

I arm a physician, a pediatric cardiologist witft & long-term interest in environmental
tauses of human disease. 1 am very concerned about the effects of radio-frequency
radiation (RF} polfution produced by cell tower antennas, smart meters and the
proposed increase in the number and power of these antetias to accommmodate new
communication fechnologies. You shou id kniow that when you are walking in the street
passing & celt phone user ar & smatt meter, sitting in an internet cafe or next fo your
wi-fi, ete., you are being exposed to second-hand RF poltution which is cumulative. FCC
standards are flawed, because, basically, they only test for thermal effects.

The expansion of RF antennas in San Franclsco is out of control, Caution dictates that

we need to stop what we are doing and reevaluate It before we do more harm. 1

strongly urge the city to invoke the precautionary principle In this matter. The

precautionary principle protects people when there are serious concerns that new

_ products, chemicals and technotogical innovations could be injuricus to their health.

" The precautionary principle prasumes guilt uhtil proven innocent when there is not yet
conclusive scientific evidence. L . :

If the precautionary principfe had been followed. untold nuimbers of people would ot

have suffered and died as a result of exposure to ashestos, x-rays in early pregnancies,
‘the use of thalidomide in Europe, lead in gasoline and paint, PCBs, benzene,
diethylstitbesterol, radium-dial-brush tipping, hormone disrupters, five-stock hormones,
and the most egregious subistanca of aff, tobacco—-tg mention a few. And the cost o ’

the medical system would have been reduced significantiy.

Far detailed research and explanation deafing with the precautionary ptinciple, I
recommend the BloInitiative Working Group, Section 16, at Bioinitiative.org, T is one
of the most formidable articles assembled regarding RFs. The World Health -
Organization recently published a warning about RF health effects. The agency now :
lists esl phone usein the seme “carcinogenic hazard” category as lead, engine exhaust -
and chloroform. ' :
Irs short, we need a moratorium o any further deployment of RF techniology until the ‘
health and safety of the citizens of Sar Francisco can be guaranteed. At the very feast,
citizens should be affowed to decide for themsalves whether further expansion ofRFs
-are indicated: ' : -

Thank you very much. 1 look forward to your response,

Sincerely z%/ . Q/ A | o
' G ¥, 7
Solomon Sevy, Mﬂ% oy V208
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San Francisco, CA 94109
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C. Lecation Preference

Location Preference . :

According to the City and County of San Francisco’s Wireless Telecommunications Services
Facilities Siting Guidelines, dated August 15, 1996 the subject facility is considered tobe a
Preference 1 location. ' ' :

Preference Level 1 locations are defined as follows: Fublicly-used structures. Public facilities
such as police or fire stations, libraries, community cenfers, utility structures, water lOwers, ‘
elevated roadways, bridges, flag poles, smokestacks; telephone switching facilities, or other
public structures. Where the installation complies with all FCC regulations and standards,
sckools, hospitals, health centers, places of worship, or other institutional structures should also
be considered. ‘ ' :

Site Justification - - _ .
The subject propetty is a church (place of wotship) within the RH-3 (Residential-House, Three
Family} zoning district. The proposed antennas would be located within the ehurek steeple so

- that they are completely screenied from view. The equipmient cabiftets would be located within an
equipment rooms o the second floor of the building. Please refer to the attached photo
simulations. As a Preference I location, the subject site is the best available site within the
search area. : : : : '

' Alternative Site Locations _ o o ‘
In order to achieve the service goals as previcusly defined, at&t network engineers considered

site ocations in the area defined by the search ring in the previously attached Service Map. The

area within the search ring is primarily comprised of multi-family residential buildings within the
RH-3, RM-1 and RM-2. Tust outside the search area to the west and south are the Polk Street

* Neighborhood Commercial District and the Pacific Avenue Neighborhood Commiercial District |
respectively. Residential buildings located within the R¥ and RM districts are considered
Preference 7 Locations and Disfavored Sites under the WTS guidelines; therefore, the defined
area provides litfle opportunity for the constriction of a wireless telecommunicatior facility.
Below is 2 list of the alternative site locations evaluated by the at&t network engineers and site
aoquisition team. S B 4 '

" atat Motitity _— . December §,2010 -
SFi754 _ ) - v 2041 Earkin Street



Alternative Site Loeation #1
2055-2065 Polk Street

“The building at 2055-2065 Polk Street is a mixed residential and commercial building located
within the Polk Street Neighborhood Commercial District. The search area is established in
locations where the proposed facilities would incorporate the network. This building is located
outside of the search area to the west and has limited line-of-site to the east which is required in
order to meet at&t mobility’s serviceneed. S

It is at&t’s understanding that the property owner is not interested in leasing space for an até&t
wireless telecommunication facility. At&t’s site acquisition team has been unable to eontact the
property owner after leaving two voicemails and a Ietter of interest was mailed and faxed. No
response was received. ' - ‘

T84 Mobility - o - Decemmber 8, 2010
SF1754 - R ' 204} Larkin Street



Alternative Site Location #2
2126 Polk Street

The building at 2032-2064 Polk Street is a wholly commercial building with ground-floor retail
and a hotel on the upper floors. The building is located within in the Pok Strect Neighborhood
Commercial District, The search area is established in Tocations where the proposed facilities
would incorporate the network. This building is located outside of the search ared to the west
and provides a limited line-of-site to the east which is required in order to meet at&t mobility’s

-serviceneed. ‘

Tt is at&t s understanding that the property owner is not interested in leasing space for an at&t
wireless telecommunication facility. at&t’s site acquisition team was unable to contact the
property owner after a phone eall and in-person visit. No response was received.

atft Mobiliry : ; ‘ ' I Diecember , 2010
SFI754 . ' ' : 2041 Larkin Street
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- AT&'F Moblhty Prepnsed Base Statftm {Sita No. SF1754)
: ‘2041 Larkin Streect » San Fr::.inciscc&F Gahfam:a

Statement of Hammett & Edfson, tne, Consuitmg Engmeers |

The firm of Hammett & Edssnn Irc., Cansu!tmg Enginecrs, has been retained on behalf of
AT&T Mobility, a personal wireless telecommunications carrier, o evaluate the base station (Site No.
SFE754) proposed to be located at 2041 Larkm Street in San Francisco, California, for comphance
with appropriate guidefines limiting human exposure to radio frequericy (“RF”) etectmmagnetm ﬁe!ds

Backgmund

The San Francisco Dep&rtmém of Public Health has adopted a 10-point checklist for determining
compliance of proposed WTS$ facilities or proposed modifications to such facilities with prevallmg
safety standards. The acceptable lmits set by the FCC for axpasm'es of unhrmted duration are:

Wireless Service Freg R § itial i
Microwave (Point-to-Point} 5—80,&&6 MHZ 5.00 mchmz 1 00 mW/em?
BRS (Broadband Radie} . 2,600 5.00 1.00
AWS (Advanced Wireless) 2,100 500 . . Lo
. PCS (Personal Commitinication} 1,950 500 . 1.00
Cellular 870 © . 290 058
SMR (Specialized Mobite Kadm} - 855 2.85 0.57
- FogMHz | 760 z35 - 647
fmiost restrictive frequene‘y range] . 306-300 £.00 0.20

_, The site was visited by Mr. George Sablan, a qualified field technician employed by Hammett &
Edison. Inc.,  duting norn:ial businiess kours on November 4, ZQFG a.non-holiday weekday and
. reference has been made to information provided by AT&T, including zoning drawings by Streamlme
Engmeennu and Design, Inec., dated Ov:tober 19, 2010.

Gheckhst

L. The location of all existing antennas and. Jae:‘fh!?CS at site. Existing RF levels.

(3 ML Mbe rvrnd A8

There were obscrved no wireless base stations installed at the site. Ex:stmg RF levels for a person at
ground near the site were less thian 1% of the most restrictwe pasbhc exposure limit. -

2. The location of all approved (but not mgtalfedi antermas end facilities. Ech!ed RF levels from
approved anlennas. : ' ‘
No othier WTS facilities are reparteci tobe approved for this site but not instatled. ~

'3 The namber gtk fvpes of WIS within 1800 ]eet of provosed site. cmd estimates of additive EMR
emissions at Drapased Sife.

T&ere were no other WTS facilities observed within 100 feet of the site.

- .k ! N —s J : : i . | .
HAMMETT & EDISON, INC , o ATI754509

| CONSULTENG TNGINEERS

S5 FIANCTECO S : . Page | of 3



AT&T Mobility » Proposed Base Stat‘i’ﬁn.(Site No. SF1754})
2041 Larkin Street « San Francisco, California

4. Location fand ﬁifmbc‘ri of Applicant’s antennas and back-u facilities per building and location
(and nuraber) of other WIS dt site. o L o
AT&T proposesto install six Andrew directional panel antennas — three Model QBXLH*GSGSA-RZM
and three Model DBXNH-6565A-R2M — within the existing steepfe above the roof of the thrﬁé-story-
- Church for the Fellowship of All Peoples, located at 2041 Larkin Street.- The antarmés would be
stack-mounted at effective heights of about 58 and 57 feet above ground, 5 and 12 feet above the roof,
respectively, and would be oriented with 4° downtilt in pairs (one of each) toward 10°F, 150°T, and
260°T. | : -
5. Power rating (maximum_and expecied ag:emﬁ&g pawer) for. all _existing an proposed backup
equipment subject o application.

The e_xpécted operating power of the ATE&T transmitters is reflected in the resulting effective radiated
power given in Item 6 below; the transmitters may operate at & power below their maximum rating.

6. Total number of watls per installation and total mr.-*ﬂberkofwarz.sl for all installations af site. ‘
The maximum effective radiated power proposed by AT&T in any direction is 7.570 watts,

representing simultareous operation at 1,820 watts for AWS, 3,120 watts for PCS, 1,850 wats fcr'

cellular, and 780 watts for 700 MHz service. ' ' k | :

7. Plot or roof plan showing method of attachment of antennas, divectionality of anfennas. and height
 abgve roof level Discuss nearby inh‘a_bited buildings. -

The drawings show the proposedﬁ_tchnas to be installed as described in Item 4 above. There were
noted no buildings of similar height nearby.

8. Estimated ambient RF levels for proposed site and identify three—dir&ensiqna! perimeter where
' exposure standards are exceeded. : - '

" For.a person anywhere at ground, the maximum ambient RF exposure fevel due to the proposed
AT&T operation is calculated fo be 0.020 mW/em2, which is 2.9% of the applicable public exposure
fimit. Ambient’ RE levels at the site are therefore estimated to be below 3% of the limit. The '
ma_zxi_muni calcufated fevel at any rieafby building is 19% of the public limit. The three-dimensional
perimeter of RF levels equal to the public exposure limit is caleulated to extend up to 60 feet out from
the antenna faces and to much Fe/ysser‘distanées ahove., below, and to the sides: this includes areas of the
voof of the building, but does not reach ahy publicly accessible areas. | |

9. Describe proposed signage at site. ,
Due to their mounting Iocations,-thc.‘AT&T antenmnas would not be accessible to the general public,
and so no mitigation measures are necessary to comply with the FCC publie exposure guidetines. To

Including the surrounding three-story résidences.

- HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. : ,
CONSULTENG FNGINEERS . ATI754599
SAN IR:\N(’[S(‘(‘I » - . . Page 7 Of3
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A‘F&T Hobahty Prc&pused Basée Statton (Site No. SF1754}
2041 Larkin Street » San Francisco, Californla

. prevent: eccupatwnai exposures i excess of the FCC guidelinies, no access withir 23 feet dxreetly
front of the antennas themselves, stich as might occur during maintenance work on the roof, should be
allowed while the base station is in operation, unless other measures can be demonsu‘ated 10 ensure
that occupational protection requirements are met. Posting explanatory warning signs’ on the steeple
it front of or below the antennas, such that the signs would be readily visible from aﬁy angle of
approach to persons who might need to work within that distance, would be sufficient to meet F cc-

. adopted guidelines. o '

10. Statement of authorship. v .

The undersigned author of this statement is a qualified P‘rofessxcmaE Engmeer, hafdmg Calrfomm
. Registration Nos. E-13026 and M-20676, whlch expire on Fune 3 0, 2011. Thls work has been carried

out under his direction, and all statements are true and correct of his own knowiedge except, wlhiere

noted, when data hzs been supplied by others, which data he behcves to be eorrect.

Cemlusmn_

Based on the ir‘fo‘m'iation' and anatysis above, it is the undersigned'-s professional opinior: that
opsratwn of the base station proposed by AT&T Mobility at 2041 Larkin Street in San Francisco,
Cahfomxa will comply with the prevailing standards for limiting public exposure to radio frequency
energy and, therefore, will not for this rcason cause a significant impact on the environment. The
highest ;alculat_ed fevel in publicly accessrble- areas is much less than the prevailing standards allow
for exposures of unlimited duration. This finding is consistent with measurements of actual exposure
conditions taken at other dperatir‘g‘ base stations. Posting expianatcry signs is recommended to
establish complrance with: oecupational exposure llmttatmns

Willians F. Hamvaktt, P.E.
R  707/696-5200
November 15, 2610 | -

AT 1754599
Page3of 3



~ City and County of Sar Francisco ‘ , | Gawvin Newsom, Mayor :
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH . miichsll H, katz MD. Director of Hedlth

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION : Rajv Bhatia, MD, MPH, Director of EH

Review of Cellniar Antenna Site Proposals

Project Sponser:  AT&T Wireless Planeer: Jonas fonin
RF Engineer Consultant: Hammett and Edison Phione Number: {707} 996-5200

Project Address/Location: 2041 LarkimSt__ ..o
SielD: 1356 SiteNo.: . SF1754

The following information is required to be provided before approval of this project ean be made. These
information requirements are established in the San Francisco Planning Department Wireless
Telecommunications Services Facility Siting Guidelines dated August 1996, o
Tt order to facilitate quicker approval of this project, it is recommended that the project sponsor review
this decumerit before submitting the proposal to ensure that alf requirements are inchuded.

x 1.The Tocation of alf existing antennas znd facilities. Existing RF levels. (WTS-FSG, Section t1,2b)

[] Existing Antennias N Existing Aterviast @
2. The location of eI} approved (but ot installed) antennas and facilities. Expected RF levels from the -
2(_ approved amtennas, {WIS-F SG Section: 11, Zb)
O Yes ®Ho

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

OYes @ No

4. Location {and niymber) of the Applicant’s éntennés arid back-up facilities per building and number and .
X ocation of other telecommunication facilities on the property (WTS-F S@G, Section 10.4.1a)

5. Power rating (maximum and expected operating power) for all existing and preposed backup
X equipmient suject to the application (WTS-FSG, Section 10:4.¢)
Maximurn Power Raling: 7570 watls.’ ' '

6. The total m;rﬁber of watts per installation and the total number of watts for 2} installations om the
2 wuilding (roef oz side) (WTS-F3G, Section }0.5.1).
Maximumm Effective Radiant: 7570 waits,

%. Preferred method of attachment of proposed antenng (roof, walf mourtted, manopole) with plot or reaf
A plan. Show directionalify of antennas. indicate height above roof level. Discuss nearby inhabited
buildings (particularly in direction of antennas) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.41d)

§. Report estimated ambient radio frequency fields for the proposed site (identify the three-dimensional
X perimeter where the FCC standards are exceeded.} (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5} State FCC standard utilized
and power density exposure levet (i.e. 1986 NCRP, 200 pw/cm’)
Maximunr RF Exposure: - 002 mjoe  Maximum RF Exposure Percent: 29

g. Sign_age at the facility identifying all WTS equipment and safety precautions for people nearing the
. equipment as may be required by any applicable FCC-adopted standards. (WTS-FSG, Section 10.9.2}.
~ Discuss signage for those who speak languages other than English.
&) Pulitic_Exclusion_Area :  Public Exclusion I Feet: 6
O Occ_upationa}_'_Exclusion_Area Dccupaﬁom;l Exclusion Ir Féat: 23



S Cify and County of San Francisco © . GovinNewsom Mavor - .
‘% DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH __ifchell H. Eotz, MB, Drector of Heiff

¥ ENVIRONMENTALHEAITHSECTION ~ Rojiv Bhatia, MD, MPH, Director of EH

Project Spensor :  AT&T Wireless : Planner: Jonas lonin

RF Engineer Consnltant: ' Hammtett and Edisan Phone Nuﬁlber: (707} 996-5200

Project AddressiLocation: 2041 LarkinSt
Site ID: 1356  SiteNe.:  SF1754

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

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

¥ I The location of alt existing antennas and facilities. Existing RF levels: (WTS-FSG, Section 1L2by
7 {] Existng Antennas . Mo Exsting Antennas: & : :

: 7. The location of all approved (bist not insfalled) antennas and facilities. Expected RF tevels from the
X approved antemas. (WTS-FSG Section 11, 26) ‘ - :

O Yes @ Ho :

3. Fhe sumnber and fypes of WTS within' 100 feet of the proposed site and provide estimates of cumulative
X EMR emissions at the proposed site. (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5.2) -

O Yes @HRo ‘

4. Location {and number) of the’A.ppH-c&nt’s antennas and back-up facilities per building and number and

X _ Joeation of other tefecommunicatior facilities on the property (WTS-FSG, Section 16.4.1a}

$. Power rating (maximum and expected operating power) for all existing and propésed backup

* equipinent subject to the appfication (WTS-FSG, Section 10.4.1c} :
. Maximum Power Rating. 7570 walls. .

6. The fotal pumber of watts per installation and the total number of watts for all istallations on the

2= building (roof or side} (WTS-FSG, Sectiont 10.5.1}. '
’ _ Maximern Effeciive Radiant: 7570 walls. ' .

7. Preferred method of 'attachinent of proposed antenna (roof, wall mounted, moncpole) with plot or raof
X _ plan. Show directionality of antennas. Indicate height above roof level. Discuss nearby inhabited

buitdings (particularly in direction of antennas) {WTS-FSG, Section 10.41d}

8. Report estimated ambient radio frequency fields for the propcsé'd: site (identify the three-dimensional
L perimeter where the FCC standards are exceeded.) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5) State FCC standard utilized
and power density exposure level (f.e. 1986 NCRP, 200 prwv/em’y '
Maxinum RF Exposure: - §.02 ) mWem:  Maximum RF Exposure Percent: 2%
9. Signage at the facility i'dentffying all WES equi;:"mgnt and safety precautions for people nearing the
A equipment as may be required by amy applicable FCC-adopted standards. (WTS-FSG, Section 1¢.9.2).
Discuss signage for those who speak languages other than English. '
Kt Public_Exclusion_Area : ' Public Exclusion v Fest. B0
1 Occupationat. Exclusion_Area Occupational Exclusion in Feet: - 3



" Affidavit of Conducting a Community Outreach Meeting -
L Erin Whitney , do hereby declare as foﬁdws:
(print name}

1. I have conducted a Community Oufréach Meeting for the proposed wireless
selecommunication facility in accordance with Planning Commission Resclution No. 16539,

L LR AMSAIILL T8 Sl e SARSS

(location/addiess) or Aprit 27 2011 (date) from _7:0Qpry. (Hme}

9. The reeting was conducted at Hlen Wills Park (Garden Room). 1965 Larkin Btreet

LEPM L £t

3. | have included the mailing Hst, meetitig notice, sign-up sheef and response summary. I
understanid that T am respensible for the accuracy of this information and that erroneons
informatior may lead fo suspension or revocatiorn of the permit. s

*4. Fhave prepa.fed these materials in good faith and to the best of ﬁy ability.

. 1 declare under penalty of perjury under the Taws of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct, : ' ' : : '

EXECUTED ON THIS DAY, _April 28, 2011 IN SAN FRANCISCO, CA

Signatiire f

 Ahp il L 1@% -

;ﬂiﬂhimel, KD
Name (type or print}

Relationship to Project, e.g., Owner, Agent

. _Aszent representing AT&T Mobility

{if Agent, give business name and professiony

2041 Larkin Street
Project Address




, _ " ROTECE OF NEIGHEOREOO MEETING: ,
Tz Neighborhood Eroups, Neighbors & (ners withifi 5007 rading of 2041 Larkin Street

. Meeting Inforaation .
- Drte: Wednesday, April 27, 201t
Timey 7:00 pum.
Helen Wills Park (Ganden Room)

b_ “Wherg
- 965 Larkin Street
© &an Francisco, CA 94105

Bite Infariaation
Agldress. 204 Larkin Stieet
Co Block/Fot 0572003
Zoning: RIH-3

Applicamt
AT&T Mobility

Contact lnformnﬁnn’
-AT&T Mobilily Hotline
(4157 646-0972

‘ix progosing u wireledé taaununivation facility 4 2041 Larkin
- féd by AT&T Mobility as part of it San Francisco wireless ncrwork. The
‘propised ATET Mobfity site is an urmanned fucility consisting of the instaliation of

“si% (6) pane] anrerinas Tocated within the cxisting church sieeple completely sereened

from view. The associated equipment wil be focased insidz the building onthe
sccond floor, Plans and photo sumudations wilf be nvailable far your review at the
meeting. You ars stivited & atrend an-informationsl communty meeting loguted @«

| the Heter Wills Pack (Garden Roum), 1965 Larkin Street om Wednesday. Aprd 27,

2011 at 700 pm. o leamn wiore about the project.

aRt ynﬁ have atry questions regarding the proposal am! are unable to attend the’

raceting, please contuct the ATET Mobility Hotline st (449) f46-0972 and an ATET
Mobility specialist will et your calf, Please comact Aurun Hoflister, project

| planner with the City; of Sun Francisce Planning Tepartment at (415¥ 575-9078 if you
 Inive any questions regarding the planning process, -

MOTE: IF yow require an interpreser to be present at the meeting, please contaet . ’
our affice at (§15) 646-0572 no Tater thein 5:00p7s on Manday, April 25, 2011
and we will make cvery effort to provide vou with an inferprefer.

_ NOTIFICACION DE REUNION DE VECINDARIO E
Puru: Grupes de vecindarios, vecinos y propietarios dentro de un radio de 500" de 2041 Larkin Street

Fnformactin de la regnidn

Fechw Miéruoles 27 de abril de 2011
Tora: 7:00 pm.
Domdies; Helen Wills Purk (Gaiden Room)
1965 Larkirn Strect
San Francisco, CA 54T0F
Tnformiacbon del lugar

2041 Larkin Strest
Cundr/Lotw 0572003
ZFonificacién: RH-3

Dixeccitn:

SoHeifanic
AT&T Mobility

[nformacion de cortacto
Linen directa de AT&T ohility

' AT&T Mobility propone instalae una instabaciér de comunicaciones inalimbricas en -
| 204t Earking Street necesaria para AT& 1 Mobility come purte de su red inaldmbrica

en San Francises. La nbicacidn propuests de AT&T Mobility es uia insialacion sin
perronal gue consisée en Ja instalanidn de seis (3) antenas panel ubicadas denuo del
campunaric de Ta iglesia completamerite cubieno de la viste Bi.cquipo relucionada

"1 se ubicar denwo dilk cdificio exi &l segunido piso. Habed planes ¥ fotos dispanibles

para gue usted Tos ravise en 12 reunidn, Se lo fnvita a asistit o wm rewin
informatrva de Ix comumidad que «e realizavd e Helen Wills Park (Garden Rooru),

1065 Lastsin Swroct ol wi¢rcoles 77 de bril de 200 | a las 700 p.m. para terer més

infurmacion sobre ef privyecter

Sk tiene pregunias rélacionadas com ka propuesta ¥ 50 pucde asiwir a le reunidn, por

favor. Rame g la Linea Directy de AT&T Mobility, (415) 646-0872. ¥ un especialista
de ATET Mobility le devolverd ef llamado. Por favor, contactc a Aaron Holliviet,
planificador de proyecto, en o} Depurtumento de Planificacitn de {a Ciudad de San
Frunsisco al (415) §75-2078 o tiene alzuna preguntz refacionada con el provesy de
planiticaciGn.

NOTA: 5i necesita gue un intéeprete esté presente en la reunidm, p-m-‘ fm,' .
confacte & miestrs oficina at (415) 646-0872 e funes 25 de abril de 2071 antes de
1as 5:0§ pam. ¢ haremas todos Jo posible jara fra porcienarle en intérprete.
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