
From: Chris Jordan
To: Vency Woo; Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: Fwd: Do not buckle under to AT&T and Verizon cell towers appeals pressure
Date: Sunday, October 27, 2019 4:38:46 PM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Ross Blaufarb < >
Date: October 27, 2019 at 12:28:18 PM PDT
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Do not buckle under to AT&T and Verizon cell towers appeals
pressure

 Dear City Council,

Thank you for standing up to AT&T and Verizon in their first attempt to bully Los
Altos into accepting their unreasonable cell tower proposals. 

Both AT&T and Verizon have submitted appeals to the City of Los Altos stating
that their 13 cell towers should receive an exception despite the stringent urgency
ordinance that was passed on August 5th.

Please continue to oppose AT&T's and Verizon's bullying and uphold the stringent
urgency ordinance.

Best regards,

Ross Blaufarb

Los Altos, CA 94022

Attachment 25 - additional public comment







Gorman committed to cover the City's legal fees in this defense. I hope and expect that the
City is accruing these costs separately so that he can fulfill this commitment.

That said, I am no particular fan of the 5G technology. Reviewing some of the carriers'
marketing materials, I find their claims of benefits of 5G to be greatly exaggerated. But Los
Altos needs to have high-quality cellular service, and we currently do not, largely because of
the City's past denial of applications to install additional cell nodes. This project seems to be
the best way to get acceptable cellular service throughout Los Altos.

Jim Fenton



From: Vency Woo
To: Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: Cell Towers 5G
Date: Monday, October 28, 2019 5:24:21 PM

Hello Dennis,
 
Below is a public comment that was received after the packaging of the staff report.
 
Thank you,
 
Vency Woo
X2622
 

From: Chris Jordan <cjordan@losaltosca.gov> 
Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2019 5:39 PM
To: >; Jim
Sandoval <jsandoval@losaltosca.gov>; Vency Woo <vwoo@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Cell Towers 5G
 
 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Julie Lloyd <j >
Date: October 24, 2019 at 5:19:52 PM PDT
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Cc: "los-altos-neighbors+owners@googlegroups.com" <los-altos-
neighbors+owners@googlegroups.com>
Subject: Cell Towers 5G

 Dear Council,
 
I encourage you to watch this documentary about 5G and the disastrous consequences
it will have on all our health and vote against the installation in Los Altos.   
 
https://youtu.be/WBpZFqR6Qzk
 
 



From:
To: Dennis Hawkins
Subject: Re: Special Meeting of the City Council - P ic Administrative Hearings
Date: Monday, October 28, 2019 11:53:29 PM

Thank you. However the AT&T map, attachment 14, does not make any indication where they
intend to install base stations. They are not mentioned in the legend. There are some blue dots on
the map and the legend does not mention the blue dots.

Could you please get AT&T to correct this problem with their map?

Thank you.

--Alexander MacInnis

On Oct 28, 2019, at 9:35 PM, City of Los Altos <dhawkins@losaltosca.gov> wrote:

Good Evening - I have updated the posting of the Closed Session Agenda which will
be held Tuesday, October 29. 2019 at 5:00 pm in Los Altos City Hall, Redwood
Room. Due to a report from one person that they had received an error message when
attempting to view the Agenda, I re-posted the agenda in an abundance of caution in
order to minimize or prevent any similar problems.

Earlier today we updated the City's website to include Verizon's re-submittal of their
application.  Late this afternoon, we also received additional information filed
by AT&T.  The additional information includes Attachment 13, which is a letter
regarding their appeals, and Attachment 14 is a map of the wireless facilities in the
City of Los Altos.  Lastly, AT&T has provided additional information regarding each
of their 12 proposed sites which includes a statement, a PowerPoint presentation, and
Coverage Maps.  

Thank you, 

Dennis Hawkins, City Clerk

Special Meeting of the City Council - Public Administrative
Hearings

Calendar Date:
Tuesday, October 29, 2019 - 6:00pm

SPECIAL CITY COUNCIL MEETING - Public Administrative
Hearings:  TUESDAY, OCTOBER 29, 2019 – 6:00 P.M.  - Los Altos Youth Center
- 1 North San Antonio Road, Los Altos, California

1. Appeal of Denial of Applications for Small Cell Nodes
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From: Chris Jordan
To: Vency Woo; Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: Tonight’s City Council Meeting - Deny Small Cell Node Appeals
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 12:40:10 PM

 
 

From: Jaleh Morshed <  
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 11:43 AM
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Cc: Jaleh Morshed  >
Subject: Tonight’s City Council Meeting - Deny Small Cell Node Appeals
 
Honorable Councilmembers,
 
Thank you for the tremendous time and effort you put into developing the small cell ordinance for
Los Altos.  The time you spent studying the governing federal and state laws; the ordinances of other
cities; questioning the wireless providers and lawyers; and debating the noise, health and ascetic
issues resulted in an ordinance which truly serves our community.
 
Please do not allow exceptions to this ordinance.  AT&T and Verizon’s request to ignore the results
of this careful planning should not be granted.  Please deny the appeals for their poorly planned site
section, and require the wireless providers to develop plans that meet the city’s requirements. 
 
Unfortunately I won’t be able to attend your meeting tonight. Please don’t take my absence as a lack
of concern and conviction.  I truly appreciate your hard work and persistence on protecting our town
and community.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaleh Morshed
 



From: Administration
To: Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: 5G Wireless Cells
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 8:45:26 AM

FYI
 
From: Les Poltrack  > 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 8:43 AM
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Cc: Administration <administration@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: 5G Wireless Cells
 
Mayor Eng, Vice Mayor Pepper and Council Members:
 
I strongly urge you to APPROVE 5G coverage in Los Altos.
 
I live at in the area between Almond Elementary School and
Los Altos High School.
 
We have very poor, at best spotty, cell coverage in that area.
 
This is an unacceptable situation, and because of this:
- I am forced to maintain an AT&T landline.  The vast majority
of calls received are unwanted telemarketing, which would be
politely described as annoying, in addition to hundreds of dollars
of expense each year.
- In the last week, I have had two important business calls dropped
while attempting to use the current cell service in the area, while
on El Monte.
- A few months ago, a call I received from the Los Altos Police
Department was dropped because it was to my cell phone.  The 
call was regarding a burglary in Los Altos.  I had to drop everything,
return to my residence, and the complete the call from our
landline.
 
With all due respect, I believe the objections to 5G are unfounded,
and by keeping 5G out, you are decreasing property values.  I
know that my life in Los Altos is worse for the anti-cellphone
policies.
 
I ask that we move forward into the 21st century.
 
Respectfully,
 
Les Poltrack



From: Angel Rodriguez
To: Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: We Have No Reason to Believe 5G Is Safe - Scientific American Blog Network
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 1:10:15 PM

Here is the what this person will be making copies of and providing to the Council per our chat
earlier today.
 
-AR
 

From: Deirdre Woo < > 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 12:57 PM
To: Angel Rodriguez <arodriguez@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Fwd: We Have No Reason to Believe 5G Is Safe - Scientific American Blog Network
 
Hello.
Thank you for your help.
Here is the soft copy you requested.

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Deirdre Woo >
Date: October 21, 2019 at 8:30:01 AM PDT
To: 
Subject: We Have No Reason to Believe 5G Is Safe - Scientific American Blog
Network

https://blogs.scientificamerican.com/observations/we-have-no-reason-to-believe-5g-
is-safe/?amp
———
SmartNews
https://bit.ly/smartnews-app

Sent from my iPhone





From:
To: City Council
Subject: 5g cell towers
Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 4:53:14 PM

Please hold firm to our stance on no 5g cell towers in our town and neighborhoods. From research we have seen, we
firmly believe they are harmful. But even if you don’t believe that yourselves, please do not allow any 5 g towers
until additional testing can be concluded with unequivocal results, one way or the other.
Thank you.
Dorothy Metcalf
Sent from my iPhone

ATTACHMENT 3



From:
To: City Council
Subject: Cell Towers
Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 9:37:34 PM

To our esteemed representatives:
I encourage you to oppose the appeals of the cell phone companies until we have much more
data on this issue. I don't want myself or my family to become a statistic in which other towns
learn from. Let's go slowly and wisely into this new technology. 
Thank you,
Erin Sobota

ATTACHMENT 3



From:
To: City Council
Subject: Appeals by AT&T and Verizon.
Date: Friday, October 11, 2019 12:03:05 PM

I am a resident of Los Altos.  I am writing to urge you to adhere to your original decision regarding the cell phone
towers and not cave to the appeals by  AT&T  and Verizon.

Thank you
Tali
Sent from my iPhone

ATTACHMENT 3



From:
To: City Council
Subject: AT&T and Verizon appeals
Date: Friday, October 11, 2019 2:08:02 PM

Hello,

I understand that AT&T and Verizon are appealing your decision regarding cell tower
 installations and are asking for an exception. I urge you to hold to the urgency ordinance that
was passed on August 5 to continue protecting the Los Altos community and not allow
exceptions. 

Thank you for your continuing support,
Carol Whiteley

ATTACHMENT 3



From:
To: City Council
Cc: Jill Tajima
Subject: ATT & Verison request for exception to Cell Tower Ordinance
Date: Friday, October 11, 2019 5:28:44 PM

As a father of a 9yr old (Almond Student), I applaud the city council's prudent passing of
the recent cell tower ordinance to limit the new 5G deployment.  I don't think Los Altos
has to be the proving grounds for new technology with unknown possible health risks from
RF radiation.  Let's wait for a few years to see if other communities that allow dense
cell tower deployment experience adverse health affects before relaxing our ordinance.

Please do NOT grant the exceptions sought by ATT & Verison to the newly passed ordinance.

Thank you,
Keith Onodera

Los Altos, CA 94024

ATTACHMENT 3



From:
To: City Council
Subject: No 5G cell towers
Date: Saturday, October 12, 2019 2:55:36 PM

Hello,

I vehemently oppose the installation of 5G towers in Los Altos (and everywhere else).  5G
technology involves from 30 and even up to 300 GHz frequencies, whereas 4G involves
frequencies of up to only 6 GHz.  There have been zero studies on the long-term health effects
of 5G frequency on humans.  5G will require numerous closely spaced towers, close to homes,
that will be in closer proximity to the ground than current cell towers.  A number of countries
have already banned 5G technology, and more countries are considering the same.  

Ripon, California is an example of a cancer cluster in children attending a school on which a 4G
cell tower is located.  Exposure to 5G frequency would be exponentially worse.  The U.S. Army
uses crowd control weaponry with a radio frequency in the 96 GHz range, which causes an
instant intolerable sensation of body heat that effectively disperses crowds.  The dangerous
health effects of 5G technology, including DNA damage, neurotoxicity, cancer, and
other damaging health effects, will have the greatest impacts on fetuses, babies, children, and
the elderly.  Radio wave frequency exposure is cumulative, and the results of long-term high
level exposure could place the human population in a health crisis of unprecedented
proportions.  

The companies promoting 5G technology clearly do not consider the dangerous health effects
of 5G on humans; as usual, it is Profits Over People, and unfortunately, politicians and
government leaders speak the same language.  5G companies plan to spend billions on
promoting 5G technology, and regrettably, money usually wins.  While 5G would provide
speedier Internet and other services, it would also lead to speedier disease and death.  

No on 5G.

Sincerely,

Toni Halliwell, RN, PHN
Los Altos resident

 

ATTACHMENT 3



From: Chris Jordan
To: Vency Woo; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: Fwd: Small Cell Nodes
Date: Friday, October 18, 2019 6:33:25 PM

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: JT Ginn
Date: October 18, 2019 at 5:13:55 PM PDT
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Small Cell Nodes

Hello,
 
We have owned property at   since 1993.   My wife an I will be visiting
family in North Carolina on the date of the meeting to review cell node applications. 
Therefore I am writing to let the city council know  that we believe it is necessary for

the town to allow adequate cell reception.  In the 21st century this is not a luxury but a
necessity.
 
JT Ginn

 



From:
To: City Council
Subject: AT&T + Verizon cell tower appeals.
Date: Friday, October 11, 2019 9:04:41 AM

Dear Council Members,

It is my understanding that both AT&T and Verizon have submitted appeals to the City of Los
Altos stating that their 13 cell towers should receive an exception despite the stringent urgency
ordinance that was passed on August 5th.

I urge you to PLEASE hold steadfast and do not cave to their exemption appeals. The health
of our residents is far more than the extra dollars they hope to put in their pockets!

Sincerely,
Joan McNulty

ATTACHMENT 3



From:
To: City Council; Chris Jordan; Administration; Vency Woo
Cc: Dennis Hawkins; Angel Rodriguez
Subject: An abundance of caution: are 5G nodes a fire risk?
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 3:02:16 PM

Dear Council Members and City Staff,

In what may be an abundance of caution, and asking strictly on my own behalf, I'd like to
know whether the City has considered potential fire as a risk associated with 5G nodes?

When I visited the 4G installation at 528 Panchita Way, I immediately noticed it had a fan. I
assumed the need for 24/7 cooling meant the node ran hot. I had to have my own air
conditioning unit serviced this summer, so I wondered how 5G fans would be maintained. And
if a fan failed unexpectedly, would there be a risk of fire, especially near dry trees or in
wooded areas.

I understand the nodes are being touted as communications equipment to assist in emergency
situations, but with all the recent rolling blackouts, as well as actual fires and smoke, I feel a
strong obligation to ask whether the nodes themselves can cause fires. I'm not a firefighter, but
I have several basic questions:

Has the City considered any possible fire exposure and, if so, what is the assessed risk
level?
How are the fans powered? (Electrical via the power lines or solar?)
Do the nodes have back up generators?
How are fans addressed in the maintenance plans?

In any case, please share any and all information you may have regarding the potential fire
exposure.

Thank you,

Bette Houtchens



From: Chris Jordan
To: Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins; Christopher Diaz; Gail.Karish@bbklaw.com
Subject: Fwd: Transparency about anti-mobile legal costs
Date: Friday, December 13, 2019 11:57:07 AM

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Larry Lang 
Date: December 13, 2019 at 11:40:37 AM PST
To: "council@losaltosca.gov" <council@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Transparency about anti-mobile legal costs

Dear Council Members,
 
I write about the upcoming Administrative Public Hearing
regarding the Appeals of Denials of Applications for AT&T and
Verizon to install new mobile base stations. Clearly substantial
legal fees are already accruing as a result of the ordinance
adopted to block their installations. Perhaps you will grant the
requested exceptions, but if you do not, it seems highly probable
that the companies will continue their legal appeals. Since the
ordinance blocks installation in over 90 percent of Los Altos,
which would seem to have “the effect of prohibiting the provision
of personal wireless services” in violation the Federal
Communications Act, the companies seem to have substantial
grounds for successful appeals. In any case, even more legal
fees will accrue.
 
My request is that council track and publish the legal fees
involved in seeking to prevent the installation of mobile
base stations. The residents should have the ability to review
the costs involved. Also, during the public comments leading up
to adoption of the ordinance, several residents volunteered to
reimburse the city for the legal fees involved. Publishing the
costs would allow them to keep that promise.
 
Thank you,
Larry Lang
 
Disclaimer: My company develops mobile telecommunications
technology.
 
 









































From: Chris Jordan
To: Jim Sandoval; Vency Woo; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: Dec. 17 Special City Council Meeting
Date: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 5:02:59 PM

-----Original Message-----
From: Nancy Colace >
Sent: Tuesday, December 10, 2019 4:55 PM
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Re: Dec. 17 Special City Council Meeting

Dear Los Altos City Council,

I want to continue to show my unwavering support for the stringent ordinance passed on August 5th by the City
Council that prevents cell towers being placed in close proximity to our homes and schools. Please uphold our
ordinance by denying the appeal from both AT&T and Verizon at the December 17th meeting.

Thank you.

Nancy Colace
Los Altos Resident



From: Chris Jordan
To: City Council
Cc: Gail Karish; Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: 5G Installation 1 Block from High School
Date: Monday, December 16, 2019 9:59:52 AM

 
 

From: Deirdre Woo <d > 
Sent: Monday, December 16, 2019 7:11 AM
To: Jan Pepper <jpepper@losaltosca.gov>
Cc: cdiaz@losaltosca.gov
Subject: Fwd: 5G Installation 1 Block from High School
 

Dear Los Altos City Council and City Attorney,
 
Please be advised that, at this time, further study is required to ascertain that
AT&T and Verizon’s proposed 5G installations are in compliance with
newly defined guidelines specified by
the NEPA ( National Environmental Protection Agency) as of August of this year, 2019.
I recommend the Council postpone the vote on approval or denial of Said Carriers
appeals until AT&T and Verizon certify they are in compliance with these new guidlines as of
August 2019, 3 months ago.
 
Respectfully,
Deirdre Woo

Los Altos, 94022

Sent from my iPhone

 

 
https://mdsafetech.org/2019/12/08/nepa-the-nrdc-
and-5g-neighborhood-cell-towers/
 

Q:  What are the requirements for environmental review of new
wireless infrastructure?

A:  The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires an analysis of environmental
impacts of major federal actions. Such actions include various types of federal approvals



including for pipelines, oil and gas wells, dams and wireless infrastructure.  If the impacts
may be significant, the agency must prepare an Environmental Impact Statement. If an
agency is unsure whether the impacts may be significant, it can prepare a shorter
Environmental Assessment. Based on the Environmental Assessment, the agency will
either move forward to prepare an EIS or instead prepare a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI). The only way to avoid an EA or an EIS is if the action qualifies for a
categorical exclusion. While some new cell construction may qualify for a categorical
exclusion (CE), the FCC has identified circumstances where a CE does not apply. For more
information on the difference between an EIS and an EA, as well as information on the use
and limits of categorical exclusions, see The Citizen’s Guide to the National Environmental
Policy Act prepared by the White House Council on Environmental Quality.

Anyone wishing to construct a facility that uses an FCC license must submit an
Environmental Assessment to the FCC or certification that the facility is categorically
excluded. 47 C.F.R. § 1.1307. An Environmental Assessment is required if the proposed
construction:

·         Will be in a wilderness area or wildlife preserve (generally on federal land);
·         Might affect threatened and endangered species or their habitat (Endangered Species

Act);
·         Might affect properties included or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of

Historic Places or Indian religious and cultural sites;
·         Will be in a flood plain;
·         Will involve “significant changes in surface features” during construction (e.g.,

wetlands, water diversion, deforestation);
·         Will be taller than 450 feet and so might affect migratory birds;
·         Involves high intensity lighting in a residential area; or
·         Would cause radio frequency emission exposure in excess of FCC-established limits.

A company seeking to build a wireless facility that falls into any of the above categories
must obtain a Finding of No Significant Impact beforebuilding. “Building without following
the requirements at 47 CFR 1.1301-1.1319 can constitute a violation of FCC rules and
subject the constructing party to potential enforcement action,” the FCC said in its fact
sheet on this topic.



From: Chris Jordan
To: Gail Karish; Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: FCC Chairman, Ajit Pai, loses another court case as judges overturn 5G deregulation
Date: Monday, December 16, 2019 9:50:41 AM

FYI
 
From: Los Altan   
Sent: Sunday, December 15, 2019 8:01 PM
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: FCC Chairman, Ajit Pai, loses another court case as judges overturn 5G deregulation
 
Dear Los Altos City Council,
 
I know we will be discussing the appeals for the AT&T and Verizon applications this coming Tuesday.
I want all the Council members to know that we're standing on very firm legal precedent with the
recent court case overturning 5G deregulation. I include the link and excerpt below to the extent
you're interested in the details.
 
https://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2019/08/ajit-pai-loses-another-court-case-as-judges-overturn-
5g-deregulation/
 

One of Ajit Pai's attempts to eliminate regulation of 5G deployment has been overturned by federal
judges.

The Federal Communications Commission last year approved an order that "exempted most small
cell construction from two kinds of previously required review: historic-preservation review under
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and environmental review under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)," federal judges said in their decision partially overturning the
order.

The FCC claimed its deregulation of small cells was necessary to spur deployment of 5G wireless
networks. But the commission was sued by the United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in
Oklahoma, the Blackfeet Tribe, and the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC). The FCC
order was of particular interest to tribal groups because it affected construction on "sites of religious
and cultural importance to federally recognized Indian Tribes," the judges noted. "The Order also
effectively reduced Tribes' role in reviewing proposed construction of macrocell towers and other
wireless facilities that remain subject to cultural and environmental review."

The FCC's opponents argued that the elimination of historic-preservation and environmental review
was arbitrary and capricious, that it violated both the NHPA and NEPA, and that the changes to
tribes' role in reviewing construction was arbitrary and capricious. A three-judge panel of the US
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit issued its unanimous ruling today.

Judges wrote that Pai's order "does not justify the Commission's determination that it was not in the
public interest to require review of small cell deployments. In particular, the Commission failed to
justify its confidence that small cell deployments pose little to no cognizable religious, cultural, or
environmental risk, particularly given the vast number of proposed deployments and the reality that





 
 
 
 
December 11, 2019   Re:  Public Safety -- Communications Infrastructure 
 
Dear City Council Members, 
  
As a community we count on our police, EMTs, firefighters and other emergency personnel to be 
trained and available when an emergency arises. We expect the City Council to prioritize emergency 
response and ensure that trained responders and resources are in place to act in times of need.   
  
This Council has decided to limit 5G cell towers, despite recommendations from the State Office of 
Emergency Services and local First Responders to the contrary.   

• How will these limitations negatively impact the 5G infrastructure required by trained 
professionals?  

• What is the alternative plan to provide reliable communications infrastructure during an 
emergency situation?  

• What are the implications to interoperability and mutual aid from other agencies?  
  
One has to wonder about the consequences if First Responders do not have the up to date 
infrastructure they need to do their jobs well. Does it become more difficult for Los Altos to recruit 
qualified first responders?  
  
What about on the individual level?  

• Given the limitations on 5G cell towers, does Council have advice to residents on how to be 
adequately prepared?  

• When selling a home, is disclosure required that the ability of first responders to respond in 
emergency situations might be in question? 

• Should residents notify their insurers of a lower level of emergency communications 
infrastructure and/or consider additional insurance coverage? 
 

We encourage the Council to sponsor sessions with residents on emergency preparedness in this new 
environment, what to expect from First Responders, and what, if anything, individuals should do now to 
complement communications infrastructure. 
  
As Benjamin Franklin said: “If you fail to plan, you are planning to fail.” 
  
Respectfully submitted, 
  
Los Altos Community Voices Steering Committee 
Robin Abrams, Curtis Cole, Kim Cranston, Cathy Lazarus, Bill Sheppard, Marie Young 















From: Chris Jordan
To: Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins; Christopher Diaz; Gail.Karish@bbklaw.com
Subject: Fwd: Transparency about anti-mobile legal costs
Date: Friday, December 13, 2019 11:57:07 AM

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: Larry Lang 
Date: December 13, 2019 at 11:40:37 AM PST
To: "council@losaltosca.gov" <council@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Transparency about anti-mobile legal costs

Dear Council Members,
 
I write about the upcoming Administrative Public Hearing
regarding the Appeals of Denials of Applications for AT&T and
Verizon to install new mobile base stations. Clearly substantial
legal fees are already accruing as a result of the ordinance
adopted to block their installations. Perhaps you will grant the
requested exceptions, but if you do not, it seems highly probable
that the companies will continue their legal appeals. Since the
ordinance blocks installation in over 90 percent of Los Altos,
which would seem to have “the effect of prohibiting the provision
of personal wireless services” in violation the Federal
Communications Act, the companies seem to have substantial
grounds for successful appeals. In any case, even more legal
fees will accrue.
 
My request is that council track and publish the legal fees
involved in seeking to prevent the installation of mobile
base stations. The residents should have the ability to review
the costs involved. Also, during the public comments leading up
to adoption of the ordinance, several residents volunteered to
reimburse the city for the legal fees involved. Publishing the
costs would allow them to keep that promise.
 
Thank you,
Larry Lang
 
Disclaimer: My company develops mobile telecommunications
technology.
 
 



From:
To: City Council; Chris Jordan; Administration; Vency Woo
Cc: Dennis Hawkins; Angel Rodriguez
Subject: An abundance of caution: are 5G nodes a fire risk?
Date: Tuesday, October 29, 2019 3:02:16 PM

Dear Council Members and City Staff,

In what may be an abundance of caution, and asking strictly on my own behalf, I'd like to
know whether the City has considered potential fire as a risk associated with 5G nodes?

When I visited the 4G installation at 528 Panchita Way, I immediately noticed it had a fan. I
assumed the need for 24/7 cooling meant the node ran hot. I had to have my own air
conditioning unit serviced this summer, so I wondered how 5G fans would be maintained. And
if a fan failed unexpectedly, would there be a risk of fire, especially near dry trees or in
wooded areas.

I understand the nodes are being touted as communications equipment to assist in emergency
situations, but with all the recent rolling blackouts, as well as actual fires and smoke, I feel a
strong obligation to ask whether the nodes themselves can cause fires. I'm not a firefighter, but
I have several basic questions:

Has the City considered any possible fire exposure and, if so, what is the assessed risk
level?
How are the fans powered? (Electrical via the power lines or solar?)
Do the nodes have back up generators?
How are fans addressed in the maintenance plans?

In any case, please share any and all information you may have regarding the potential fire
exposure.

Thank you,

Bette Houtchens



From: Chris Jordan
To: Jim Sandoval; Dennis Hawkins
Subject: FW: Input for today"s meeting: AT&T and Verizon cell node appeals
Date: Tuesday, December 17, 2019 11:34:27 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Gregory Burns 
Sent: Tuesday, December 17, 2019 11:33 AM
To: City Council <council@losaltosca.gov>
Cc: Gregory Burns <gburns@mac.com>; Chris Jordan <cjordan@losaltosca.gov>
Subject: Input for today's meeting: AT&T and Verizon cell node appeals

Honorable Councilmembers,

The Los Altos community has been clear about our displeasure with AT&T and Verizon's poorly planned cell node
applications.  Your careful review resulted in an ordinance which addressed the many issues of the community and
provided clear guidance to wireless providers.  Seeing our neighbors in Los Altos Hills last week also establishing
school and residence setbacks for small cell nodes again re-enforces how communities see the need to carefully
manage placement of these facilities.

Unfortunately, the carriers have not made any attempt to comply with the Los Altos ordinance.  Specifically, I live
on Linden Ave, where AT&T proposes installation on a local side street, less than 500 feet from the classroom
buildings at Egan Jr High School (687 Linden ave). 

Please deny AT&T and Verizon’s cursory appeals and require the wireless providers to return with plans that meet
the city’s requirements as stated in the small cell node ordinance.

Thank you,
Gregory Burns
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