September 6, 2012

Los Angeles City Councit
City Hall

200 North Spring Strest
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground
Facilities” Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2 ("AGF Ordinance”) — City Council
Agenda 9/11/12

Dear Council Members,

We write as private citizens, recently returned to Los Angeles after an absence
of more than 50 years, during which we were living and teaching in Oregon. We
purchased a house near the end of 2011 and moved in early this year.

Between those dates, we were horrified to discover that AT&T planned a large
(industrial-size might be a better description) cell installation in the public right

of way at our address. We only discovered this when neighbors contacted us; we
never were notified directly by AT&T until the review period had aimost elapsed.
That is one reason we strongly support the ordinance revision you are considering.

The size of the proposed AT&T installation provides another compelling reason.
Alarge set of pole-mounted antennae, plus a 20'x20'x17’ cooling chamber will
sandwich the front end of our lot, pose a serious threat to two beautiful trees now
located there, and radically alter the look and feel of our house from the inside and
outside. All this suggests that an expanded definition of ‘aesthetic considerations’
would allow us to address the real impact of such a mega-instaliation in a semi-
rural residential neighborhood. For that matter, we would like to be able to address
the aesthetics of the new equipment proposed for the utility pole itself, currently
exciuded from council review or citizen complaint.

~ There are, we must add, numerous other issues raised by the AT&T proposal; we
plan to enumerate them in our appeal. For now, however, we think it best to focus
on those most closely related to the amendments you are considering. We also give
the strongest possible support to the amendments proposed for your consideration
by the Pacific Palisades Community Council, with special emphasis on their
recommendation that ali applicants be required to provide an RF emissions analysis
and/or a certificate of compliance with FCC regulations. We have requested
precisely such information from AT&T concerning the installation proposed at our
address; to date, we have received no response.



The AT&T project at our address is currently ‘on hold.” So, therefore, is our appeal.
Nevertheless, we are concerned that a reactivated project could be reviewed under
the current ordinance, even if the Council is in the process of revising it. Therefore
we request that the project at our address, and any others that might be affected
by a revision in the ordinance, be included in a temporary moratorium {ICO) on
any AGF proposals before the Council while the new ordinance is being drafted and
considered.

We hope to be able to present our concerns to the Council at your 9/11 meeting and
voice in person our strong support for revision of the current ordinance.

Thank you for considering this letter.

Yours sincerely,

Richard L. Stein
Carole A, Stein

373 N. Kenter Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90049

rstein@uoregon.eduy
424-208-3538



Dear Councilman Wesson;

In regards to the City Attorney Final Report on Placement of Celi Towers and Related Equipment, |
wanted to voice my concerns to you when considering your vote:

1. The advance netice requirement should be extended so that the surrounding public has a chance to
react, should they choose to do so.

2. The aesthetic provisions shouid be greatly enhanced to insure that any construction is in congert with
the neighborhood's ambiance.

3. The utility pole exemption should be eliminated.

4. Permit duration limits should be imposed, limits that require expeditious action.

Thank you for your consideration of my concemns.
Very truly yours,
Steele Davidoff

1001 Kenfield Avenue
l.os Angeles, CA 90048



June Lagmay <june lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:16 PM
Te: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

~~~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message -

From: Rabbi Morley Feinstein <RabhiFeinstein@unisyn.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at §:18 AM

Subject; Moratorium on Cell Towers

To: bilt. rosendahi@lacity org, june lagmay@lacity. crg, Joaquin Macias <joaquin.macias@laciiy.org>

My dear Councilperson and honored stafl members:

[ urge a moratorium on the placement of cell phone towers until the new
City of Los Angeles ordinance is enacted.

Thank you.

And Bill: feel better! We're praying here lor your good health!
M

Rabki Morley T. Feinstein

University Synagogue

UniSyn.org | Facebook. com/lUniSynagogue | @UniSynagogue
P 310-472-1255 | F. 310.476.3237

11960 Sunset Boulevard | l.os Angeles, CA 90049




RE: Council File No. 09-2645 | 09/10/12
Honorable Councilmembers:

We support the Sunland-Tujunga Neighborhood Council and
communities across the City of Los Angeles pertaining to
amendments to the City's Above Ground Facilities (AGF) Ordinance,
ltem #22 on the City Council Agenda for September 11, 2012,
specifically.

We support the proposed amendments to the AGF Ordinance as set
forth in the reports to the Council from the Public Works and PLUM
committees;

We request additional, reasonable amendments to the AGF
Ordinance including:

« Elimination of the utility pole exemption

« Expansion of the notice provisions

« Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions

 Imposition of permit duration limits

We request enactment of an Interim Control Ordinance (1CO) that
would impose a temporary moratorium for a specific period of time on
applications for permits and installation of wireless facilities in the
public right of way while the Ordinance amendments are being
drafied.

| request that this letter be filed in Council File No. 09-2645.
Thank you.

Sincerely, ‘
Gabriele Andrade and David Andrgde

300 (b




Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 6:20 PM
Subject: Vole to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.Jagmav@iaciy.org

Greetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vota to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 feot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt, Holycke( Application aumber: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyas, Presidant Pro Temgpore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Kaoretz
Fro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon, Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon., Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hail

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No, 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putling a cell phone tower on
one of cur most beautiful bluffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission o put a 45 foct tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-146.) Please vote 1o amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our chiidren play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless felecemmunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in cur Rt zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell fower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park} and in a coastal zone. i
would be detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, bui currently limited o "adjoining/abutting/across
the street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthelic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ardinance!)



Imposition of permit duration limits (again {o be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L. A,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupants who raceived notice - & highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map ali existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior fo permit issuance, for ali proposed instaliations in
residential zonas {currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as
needed, with anaiysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,
Concern re sensative patients

Dr. Jim Blechman, MD
Santa Monica, California



Grestings,
! just signed the following petition addressed to; L.os Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Crdinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendmeanis to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 { on the agenda @ the Los Angeies City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&T from puiting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mi Holyoke( Application number; 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon, Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hen. Bernard C. Parks

Hon, Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon, Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Resendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vole to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a call phone tower on
one of our most beautiful blufis,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put & 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-148.) Please vote (o amend the regulations so that we can Keep the cell tower
olit of the park where many of our children play and ai ¢f us enioy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at; 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (& public park) and in 2 coastal zone, it
would be detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of our neighborhoods.

Flease vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)

Expansion of the notice provisions (fo be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the street” property owners/cceupants)

Enhancement of the asstheatic provisions (fo be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
imposttion of permit duration limits (again {o be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A.
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permiits in the PROW is



only afforded fo the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive
provision which stands aiocne among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and tc project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for pubiic comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in
residenital zenes (currenily no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireiess facilities and to project anticipated future needs
i the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium en PROW installations (not on

private properly installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicani to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sinceraly,

Debbie Sachs :
Pacific Palisades, California



Greetings,
| just signed the following petitibn addressed to: Los Angeles City Council,

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2845 { on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 Ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from puiting a 45 {oot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful biuffs at 302 Mt, Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon, Herb J. Wasson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon, Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Haon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Mon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaine Hon. Jan Perry

Hon, Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vole to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful biuffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Ceastal Commission o put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt Holyoke{
Application number:5-12-148)) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located nex{ to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. it
would be detrimental to the health of cur families, the value of our property the reputation of cur local
public schools, and the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vole to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utifity pole exemption (BIGHH

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the streel” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the assthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinancet)
impositicn of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L A.



Zoning Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -~ a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed fachity,

Provision for public comment and/or a heasing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residentiat zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requiremenis (again, no such provision in current ardinance), )

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and fo project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moraterium on PROW instaliations {noton

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafiedReguirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Jane Hepburn
Pacific Palisades, California



Greetings,

| just signed the foliowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendmenis to the AGF ordinance CF09-2545 (on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 8/11/2012 Ywe may not be able 10 siop AT&T from putiing a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt, Holyoke( Application number; 5-12-146.)

Sept, 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcett

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon, Paul Krekorian

Hen. Richard Alarcon Hon, Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

L.os Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honcrable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commissicn to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Qcean ‘

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave,, Pacific
Falisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zonad
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aasthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It
wouid be detrimental to the health of our families, the value of cur property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of owr neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elirmination of the utility pole exemption (BIGh

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the street” property owners/occupants) '

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (fo be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
imposition of permit duration fimits {again {0 be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consisient with appeal rights under L.A.
Zoring Code for CUPs/private property instalistions; currently, appeatl of AGF permits in the PROW i



only afferded to the limited number of owners/occupanis who received notice -- a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map ali existing wireless faciiities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the appiicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance},

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and io project anticipated fulure needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide & temporary moratorium on PROW instailations (not on

private property installations) white the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Tom Costain
Pacific Palisades, California



Greetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to step AT&T from putting & 45 foot tower call phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt Holyoke{ Application number: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Weasson, Jr., President Hon, £ric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempoere Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President HMon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paui Krekerian

Hon, Richard Alarcen Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon, Jan Perry

Hon, Jose Cardenas Hon, Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zing

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Councii File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote o amend the AGF ardinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone fower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs.

ATE&T has applied o the Caiifornia Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend ithe regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of cur children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Flacing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is compietely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. [t would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park {a public park) and in a coastal zone. i
would be detrimental to the heaith of cur familles, the vaiue of our property, the reputation of our local
oublic schools, and the character of our neighborhoods.

Flease vote fo provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIGH)

Expansion of the notice provisions (fo be determined, but currentty limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration imits (again (o be determined; currently there are rione)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L A,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property insteliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is



only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly rastrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior (o permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance},

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility {same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW instailations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedReguirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent exgert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Shanti Kanter
Los Angeles, California



From: Mahi Lashgari <mali@change,.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at £:07 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: junelagmav@lacity org

Greetings,

! just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council,

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF crdinance CF09-2645 { on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Councii
meeting on 8/11/2012 Yywe may not be able to stop ATAT from putting a 45 foot tower cell phene tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt Holyoke{ Application number: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. £d P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Korstz
Pro Tempore Hon, Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hen, Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

LLos Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Abaove Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting & cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{
Application number.5-12-148 ) Please vote fo amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Patisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. it would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park {(a public park) and in a coastal zone. It
would be detrimental to the health of our families, the vaiue of our property, the reputation of cur iccal
public schools, and the character of owr neighborhoods.

Flease vots to provide regulation for the following:
Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)
Expansion of the notice provisions (fo be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abuiting/across



the street”" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A.
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
orly afforded fo the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -~ a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currentiy no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certmcatlon of compliance
with FCC reguirements {again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property instailations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

As ) am very concemed about the health and welfare of my community, | do not wish to have any cell
towers in close proximity of homes, schools, playgrounds, grocery stores eic.

Mahi Lashgar
Culver City, California



—————————— Forwarded message ~---------

From: david tengbom <mall@change.org>

Gate: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 4:02 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay@lacity.org

Greetings,
| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83,032

Without amandments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Councll
meeting on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&ET from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-148)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herk J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetli

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paui Koretz
Fro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon, Richard Alarcon Han. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bili Rosendahl

on. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Councll

City Hali

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honcrable Counciimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Gcean :

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is complately incompatibie with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It
would be detrimental to the heaith of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of cur local
public schools, and the characier of our neighborhoods.

Please vole to provide regulation for the following:
Efimination of the utility pole exemption (BIGH)



Expansion of the notice provisions (fo be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determingd, but certainly any enhancement wouid be an
improvement since there are virtually no such pravisions refated fo towers in the current ordinanice!)
imposition of permit duration limits (again {0 be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (L.e., consistent with appeal rights under L A,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permiis in the PRCW is
only afforded to the limited number of ownersioccupants who received notice — a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless faciliies and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior {0 permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same). ‘

Provide a temperary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRedquirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

david tengbom
113, Califarnia



From: tanya calderon <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 3:38 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.lagmay@lacity.org

Greetings,
| just signed the following petition addressed fo: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2845 { on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 8/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop ATET from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 362 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146 )

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetil

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hen. Bernard C. Parks

Haon. Joe Buscaine Hon, Jan Pearry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mifchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

l.os Angeles City Coungil

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

l.os Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. §9-2645/Proposed Amendments te "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance sc that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastai Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number 5-12-146.} Please vote io amend the regulations so that we can keep the call tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holycke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park} and in a coastal zone, I
would be detrimentat {o the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of cur neighborhcods.

Piease vote to provide regulation for the following:
Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)
Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently fimited to "adjoining/abutting/across



the street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (tc be detarmined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related te towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration {imits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeai rights under LA,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/for a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (cutrently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements {again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future nseds
in the community served by the proposed facility {same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW instalfations {nof on.

private property installations) white the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

tanya calderon
studio city, California



From: Tiiu Leek Jacobson <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 2:52 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF098-2845/AGF, LAMC Sec. £3.03.2
To: ung lagmay@lacity.org

Greetings,

| just sighed the following petition addressed to: Los Angetes City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 { on the agendsa @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 fool tower cell phone tower on
one of cur mast beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-1486.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jese Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paui Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Pauf Krekorian

Hor. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Councl

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendmenis to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful sluffs.

" AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number:8-12-148.} Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the celi tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Geean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications fachity at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It weuld create an
aesthetic bfight since it would be located next to Palisades Park {(a public park) and in a coastal zone. It
would be deirimental {o the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
nublic schoals, and the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:
Elimination of the uility pole exemption {BIG!) _
Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abuttingfacross



the strest” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvemeant since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits {again to be determined; currently there are nong)

Expansion of the right of appea! to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeai rights under LA,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupanis who received notice -- a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and o project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the applicant lo provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a ceriification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility {(same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedReqguirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Tiiu Leek Jacobson
Los Angeles, California



From: the current guidelines have not kept up with techn graham <mali@change org>
Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 2:38 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2845/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

To: june.lagmay@lacity.org

Greetings,
i just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council,

Voie to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angelas City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 Ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
cne of our most beautiful bluifs at 302 Mt Holyoke( Application number; 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetli

Hon. Ed P, Reyes, President Pro Tempere Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Korstz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Biil Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchelt Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

l.os Angeies, CA 80012

Re: Councii File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembaers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most besutiful blufis.

ATE&T has applied o the California Coastal Commission to puf a 45 foof tower at 302 Mt Holyoke(
Apptlication number §-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell iower
out of the park wherse many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacuiar view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commaercial wirgless telecommunications faciity at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatibie with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood, Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It wouid create an
aesthetic biight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. it
would be detrimental fo the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the characier of cur neighborhoods.

Please vole to provide regulation for the following:
Efimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG]
Expansion of the notice provisions {tc be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across



the street” property ownears/occupants)

Enhancement of the aasthetic provisions (fo be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virfuailly no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal t¢ "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A.
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice — a highiy restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicani to map all existing wirelass facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zenes (currently nc such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Reqguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless faciiities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW instaliations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant te bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with anaiysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sinceraly,

the current guidelines have not kept up with techn graham
Pacific Palisades, California



From: Amy Budden <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 2:34 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF(8-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. §3.03.2
To: june lagmay@iaciy.org

Greetings,
| just signed the foliowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on $/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&T from putling a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful biuffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempere Hen, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hen. Bernard C. Parks

Hon, Joe Buscaine Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bili Rosendahl

Hon, Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Councit

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012 _

Re: Council Fite No. 09-2845/Proposed Amendmenis to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a celt phone tower on
one of our mest beautiful biuffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-148.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Qcean

Flacing an industrial commaercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zened
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where chiidren play. 1t would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Fark (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It
wouid be detrimental to the health of cur families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:
Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)
Expansion of the notice provisions {fo be determined, but currenily limited to "adjoining/abutting/across



the street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtualiy no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be delerminead; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under LA,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded o the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highty restrictive
provision which stands alone amoeng California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipaied

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facikity.

Provision for public comment and/or @ hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions anaiysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated fulure needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a tempaorary moratorium on PROW installations {not on

orivate property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRegquirement for the appiicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility,

Sincerely,

Amy Budden
Pacific Palisades, California



—————————— Forwarded message -

Frem: meg efliott <mmail@changs.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 2:35 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Crdinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay@iacity.org

Greetings,

I just signed the foliowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 { on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 jwe may not be abie to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on
one of our most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb . Waesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitcheli Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Councit File No. 09-26845/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorahle Councilimembers,
Flease vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putling a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautifui bluffs.

ATET has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot fower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Appiication number:5-12-146.} Please vote io amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park whera many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at; 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this celi tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
assthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. [t
would be defrimental fo the health of our families, the value of cur property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of our neighborhoeds.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:
Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)



Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited fo "adjoining/abutting/across
the street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement wouid be an
improvement since there are virtually ho such provisions related to tewers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "zl aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A.
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property instaliations,; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded {o the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provisicn for public comment andior a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for), -

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility {same).

Provide a temporary moraterium on PROW instailations (not on

private property instaliations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasiblility,

~Sincerely,

meg elliott
pacific palisades, California



---------- Forwarded massage -----—---—--

- Forwarded message «wwmmwww

From: Rosalind Nieman <mail@chance.qrg>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 2:36 PM

Subject: Vole io Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec, 63.03.2
To! june.lagmay@lacity.org

Greetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments {o the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 { on the agenda @ the L.os Angeles City Council
meeting on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting & 45 foot tower celi phone tower on
one of cur most beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Gargetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBoenge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl]

rHon. Mitchell Englander Hon, Bennis P. Zine

L.os Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

L.os Angeles, CA 20012

Re: Councit File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments fo "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
one of our most beautifut bluffs.

ATET has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt, Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulaticns so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park where many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Flacing an industrial commercial wirgless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holycke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood, Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (2 public park) and in a coastal zone.
would be detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the r@putatson of our focal
oublic schools, and the character of our neighborhoods.



Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the streel” properly owners/occupants)

Enhancerment of the aesthelic provisions {to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would ke an
improvement since there are virfually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined, currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "ail aggrieved perscns” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A.
Zonhing Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of ownersfoccupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior o permif issuance, for all proposed instatiations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reguirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certificalion ¢of compliance
with FCC requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Reguiremant for the applicant to map all existing wireless faciities and to project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same}.

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

aiternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Rosalind Nieman
Pacific Palisgdes, California



~~~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message ----------

From: Amy Budden <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Sep 7, 2012 at 12:03 PM

Subject: Vote o Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.lagmayv@lacity.org

Greetings,
f just sighed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CFG8-on the Los Angeles City Council meeting on 9/11/2012
we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
peautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holvoke( Application number: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hen. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Pau} Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon, Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Coungil

City Hall

200 North Spring Sireet

Los Angsles, CA 80012

Re: Courncil File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments o "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on
cne of our most beautiful bluffs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke(
Application number:5-12-146 ) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower
out of the park whera many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific
Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications faciity at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. 1t would create an
aesthetic blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It
would be detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local
public schools, and the character of our ngighborhoods.

Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:
Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG))



Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across
the street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisicns {to be determined, but certainly aryy enhancement would be an
impraovement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits {again to be determined, currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under LA,
Zoning Code for CUPs/private property installations,; currently, appeat of AGF permits in the PROW is
only afforded to the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive
provision which stands alone among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in
residential zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certlflcatxon of compliance
with FCC requirements {again, no such provision in current ordinance},

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and {o project anticipated future needs
in the community served by the proposed facility (same},

Provide & temporary moratorium on PROW instaliations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being draftedRequirement for the applicant to bear
the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap ciaims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Amy Budden
Pacific Palisades, California



Pacific Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change. org/
petitions/ios-angeles-city-councit-vote-to-amend-aghordinance-lame-sec-63-03-2-council-meeting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> : . Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:32 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian walters @lacity.org>

---------- Forwarded message ——--—

From: Dawn Houston <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 5:13 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.lagmay @lacity .org

Graetings,
| just signed the iollowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 { on the agenda @ the l.os Angeles City Councit meeting
on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from puiting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful biuffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Appiication number: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon, Richard Alarcon Hon, Bemard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon, Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon, Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon, Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Soring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No, 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembers,
Please voie to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on cne ot our
most beautiful bluffs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put & 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-148.) Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and ali of us anjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean



Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children piay. It would create an aesthatic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It wouid be
detrimental to the health of cur families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of cur neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions (fo be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions ({to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

Ireposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined, currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among Caiitarnia cHies). :
Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless {acilities and {o project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the applicant {o prowde an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated futire needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratetium on PROW instailations (ot on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant {o bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

altarnative location feasibility,

Sincerely,

Dawn Houston
Pacific Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at http://www change. org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-councilnoteto-amend-aglt-ordinance-lamc-s8¢-63-03-2-council-meeting-9-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay @lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:32 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e Forwarded message e
From: Laurie Linvill <maii@change org>
Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 5:144 PM
Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF0%-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: une lagmay @lacity.org



Greetings,

I just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 { on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful blufls at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garceti

Hon. Ed . Reyes, President Pre Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon, Paul Keretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bermard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Petry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendanhl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council Fite No. 09-26845/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful blufts,

AT&T has applied o the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-146.} Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower cut of the park where
marny of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commerciat wireless telecommunications facility at; 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in cur R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in & coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of cur neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the wility oole exemption (BIG))

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (fo he determined, but cerainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

Impesition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appesal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement jor the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and fo project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in residential



zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reguirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
reguirements {again, ho such provision in current ordinance),

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW instaliations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being dratted

Reguirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert o assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative iocation feasibility.

Sincerely,

Laurie Linvilt
Sherman Oaks, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change.org/
petitions/los-angeles-city -council-vote-to-amend-aghordinancedame-sec-63-03-2-council-meeting-3-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june lagmay@lacity.org> ‘ Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12;32 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e FOrwarded message «een

From: Robert Heinz <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 5:45 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: juna. lagmay @iacity.org

Greetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 8/11/2012 Ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot fower cell phone tower on oneg of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept, 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hen, Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paut Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bermard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Biil Rosendahl

Haon. Mitchell Engiander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council



City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honotable Councilmembers,
Flease vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on cne of our
maost beautiful bluifs,

AT&T has applied to the Califorhia Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application
number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower cut of the park where
many of our children piay and all of us enioy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacilic
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children piay. 1t would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the heaith of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIGH

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupanis) _

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions {io be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to fowers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice ~ a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map ail existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community servaed by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in residential
zones {currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reguirement for the applicant fo provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a cerlification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Reguirement for the apglicant to map all existing wireless tacilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
cormunily served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations {not on

private property instaliations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reguirement for the applicant to bear ihe expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

aliernative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Robert Heinz
Malibu, California

Note: this emaii was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp:/fwww.change.org/
petitions/ios-angeles-city -council-wote-to-amend-agh-ordinance-ams-sec-63-03-2-councit-mesting-8-11. To
respond, click here




June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> ' Mon, Sep 10, 2012 af 12:33 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

mmmmmmmmmm Forwarded message ————----

From: Carol Greco <mail@changa.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 6:08 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.lagmay@lacity.org

(reetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed o: Los Angefes City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 683.03.2

Without amendments 1o the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 jwe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number; 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President MHon. Eric Garcetti

Hon, Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koreiz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon, Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

‘Re: Council File No. 09-2645/FProposed Amandments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that wa can stop AT&T from putting a cell phons tower on one of our
most beautiful biuffs.

AT&T has applied to the Californiz Coastal Commission {0 put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke!{ Application
number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and alf of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Flacing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. it would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental 1o the health of our families, the vaiue of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of ocur neighborhoods.

Flease vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIGY)

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupanis)



Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current crdinance!)
Imposition of permit duration limits {again to be determined; currenily there are none)
Expansicon of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (l.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instailations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupanis who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).
Reguirament for the applicant to map ali existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated
future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.
Frovision for public comment and/or & hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones {currenily no such hearings are provided for),

~ Reguirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),
Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilifies and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).
Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on
private property instaliations} while the Ordinance is being drafted
Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent exper to assist the City, as
needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and
alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,
Concerns re EMF exposure

Carol Greco
Santa Monica, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change. org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-council-vote-to-amend-agi-ordinance-lamc-sec-83-03-2-council-meeting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:33 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e FOIWarded message --—----—-

From: Tom Danco <mall@change org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 6:27 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.lagmay @lacity .org .

Greetings,

i just signed the tollowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. B3.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 Ywe may not be able to stop AT&T frem puiting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful blufis at 302 Mt Holyoke({ Application number: 5-12-146.)



Sept. 7, 2012

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed . Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bemard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahi

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendmerts to “Above Ground

Dear Monorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of cur
most beautiful blufs.

AT&T has applied fo the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke({ Application
number 5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an indusirial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It wouid create an aesthelic
blight since it wouid be located next to Palisades Park (2 public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimentatl to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of cur local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption {BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions (1o be determined, but currently limited to "adjeining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions ({o be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations, cutrently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -~ a highly restrictive provision which stands aione
amaong California cities).

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served hy the proposed facility,

Provision for pubtic comment and/or a hearing prior 1o permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reguirement for the applicant {o provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements {again, nc such provision in cutrent crdinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed faciiity (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW instaliations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reguirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

aiternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,



Do not want cellular towers in our neighborhood. In the Highlands in the Palisades

Tom Danco
Pacific Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at http://www. change, org/
petitions/ios-angeles-city-councii-wote-to-amend-agh-ordinance-iamec-sec-63-03-2-councit-meeting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:33 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian walters@lacity.org>

mmmmmmmmmmm Forwarded message —-----

From: david taft <mail@change. org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 7.01 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To! june lagmay @lacity .org

Greetings,
Fust signed the following petition addressed to; Los Angeles City Council,

Vote o Amand AGF QOrdinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angetes City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 Jwe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting & 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holycke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb 4. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon, Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon, Paut Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bermard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahi

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P, Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council Fite No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our

most beautiful blufis.



AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission o put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-146.) Please voie to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holycke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhicod. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Falisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our focat public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods. .

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited o "adjoining/abutiing/across the
sireet" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (1o be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions refated to towers in the cument ordinance!)

imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under LA, Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations,; currently, appeat of AGF permiis in the PROW is only afforded fo
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
amony California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map ail existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance), '

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated fuiure needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being dratted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

heedead, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

danid taft
pac pal, California

Note; this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change.org/
petitions/ios-angeles-city -councilvote-to-amand-aghordinance-lame-s8c-63-03-2-cauncil-meeting-8-11. To
respond, click here '

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12.33 PM
To: Brian Waiters <brian walters@lacity.org>

—————————— Forwardad message —--—--

From; Gretchen Gesell <mal@change. org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 7.04 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2



To: juna.lagmay@iacity .o

Greetings,

i just signed the foliowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Crdinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( oh the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot towsr cell phone tower on one of our most
beautitul blutls at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bemard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon, Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/FProposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
maost beautiful biutls.

ATET has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-148.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacitic Ccean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacitic
Falisades is compietely incompatinle with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right baside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next tc Palisades Park {a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods,

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the uiility pole exemption (BIGH)

Expansion of the notice provisicns (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
imgrovement since there are virtuaily no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinancel)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afiorded to
the limited number of owners/occupanis who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands atone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated



future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Pravision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for ali proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant fo provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirementis (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Crdinance is being drafted

Reguirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Gretchen Gesell
Valley Village, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hiip:/fwww. changs.org/
petitions/ios-angeles-city-councilwote-to-amend-agl-ordinance-lamc-sec-63-03-2-council-meeting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:34 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e FQrwarded message -

From: Caryn Greenhut <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 7:21 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF03-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: une. lagmay @lacity .org

Greeiings,
| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on ©/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower celi phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mi. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hen. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon, Paul Koretz
Pro Ternpore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bemard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Mon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl



Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

l.os Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Preposed Amendments 1o “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vole to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluffs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application
number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and &il of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wirgless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our Rt zonad
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It wouid create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone, It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the vaiue of our property, the reputation of cur local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote {0 provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIGH

Expansion of the notice provisions {io be determined, but currently limited to "adjeining/abuiting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but cerdainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinancei)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.¢., consistent with appeal righis under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeat of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded fo
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirementi for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and {o project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and o project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed iacility (same),

Provide a temporary maoratorium on PROW instailations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reauirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RFF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Caryn Greenhut
Pacific Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change. org, viewable at hitp/iwww.changa. org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-councit-vote-to-amend-ag-ordinance-lame-sec-63-03-2-council-meeting-9-11, To



respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@iacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:34 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

»»»»»»»»»» Forwarded message -~

From: Zoe Bathie <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 7:.47 PM

Subject: Vote o Amend AGF Crdinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 6§3.03.2
To: june lagmay @lacity . org

Gree’sings,
t just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council,

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 91172012 we may not be able to stop AT&T from puiting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mi. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcett

Hon. £Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assisiant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempere Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon, Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaing Mon. Jan Perry '

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendah!

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 Nerth Spring Street

L.0os Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No, 09-2645/Froposed Amendmenis to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vofe to amend the AGF ordinance s0 that we can stop AT&T from puiting a cell phone iower on one of our
most beautitul biuffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application
number5-12-148.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the celi tower out of the park where
many of our children play ard all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Flacing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell towey is right beside a park where children play. It wouid create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone, If would be
detrimental {0 the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.



Please voie to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions {to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are.none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L. A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice ~ a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in residential
zenes (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in qurrent ordinance),

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community sened by the proposed facility {same).

Frovide a temporary moratorium on PROW instaliations (notl on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being dralted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

aliernative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Zoe Bathie
Playa Del Rey, California

Naote: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at http://www.change, org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-councilawote-to-amend-agi-ordinance-damec-sec-63-03-2-council-meeting-2-11. To
respond, click here ‘

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:34 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian walters@iacity .org> '

—————————— Forwarded messags -

From: Lauren Sullivan <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 806 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Crdinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: juna lagmay @lacity org

Greetings,

| just signed the foliowing petition addressed to: L.os Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Qrdinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2



Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 8/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putling a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on cne of our most
beautitul bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon, Herb J. Wesson, Jr.,. President Hon. Eric Garcetii

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Fro Tempore Hon, Paul Krekorian

Hon, Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendah!

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

L.os Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Councit File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please voie to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluffs.

AT&T has applied 1o the California Coastal Commission fo put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application
number:5-12-146.} Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our chitdren play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatibie with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be lccated next fo Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. # would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions (o be determined, but currently limited to "adjcining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/cccupants)

Enhancerment of the aesthetic provisions (fo be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

fmposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consisient with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only aflorded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among Calitornia cities). ‘
Requirement for the applicant to map ail existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requiremert for the applicant fo provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to ptoject anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same}.

Provide a temporary moraterium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Crdinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as



needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and
alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Lauren Sullivan
l.os Angeles, California

Note: this emait was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at http://www.change.org/
petitions/los-angeles-city -council-vole-do-amend-agh-ordinance-lamc-sec-63-03-2-council-mesting-9-11. Ta
respend, click here

June Lagmay <june.iagmay @lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:35 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.waiters@lacity.org>

~~~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message ———

From: emily dorseft <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 8:08 PM

Subject: Voie to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, EAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay @lacity org

Greetings,
| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Couneil.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 683.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.}

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Gargetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Haon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Peny

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon, Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

lLos Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Sireet

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,



Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance s0 that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
- most beautiful biuffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number: 5-12-146.) Pisase vole to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wirgless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homas in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children piay. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a ceastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our famiiies, the vaiue of our property, the reputation of cur local public schocls, and
the character o our neighborhoods.

FPisase vote to provide regulation for the following:

Eiiminaticn of the utility pole exemption (B1G)

Expansion of the notice provisions {0 be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
sireet” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there arevirtually no such provisions related to fowers in the curreni ordinance!

Imgosition of permit duration limits {again {o be determined, currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persens” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afiorded {o
the limited number of owners/occupants who recewecf notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cilies).

Reqguirement for the applicant o map all existing W;reless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit tssuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currenily no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements {again, no such provision in current erdinance),

Requirement for the applicant {o map al! existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the praposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as cowerage gap claims, RF emissions and

aiternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

emily dorseit
los angeles , California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition siarted on Change.org, viewable at http://www.change.crg/
petitions/los-angeles-city-council-wote-to-amend-agh-ordinance-lame-sec-63-03-2-council-meseting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:35 PM
To: Brianh Walters <brian.walters @lacity .org>

e FFONWERdEA MESSBAE -ormm-



From: Staniey 8teelmon <mail@change org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8§, 2012 at 10:068 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: junelagmay@lacity org

Greetings,

[ just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council,

Vote to Amend AGF Grdinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendmenis to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the l.os Angeles City Council meeting
on 91172012 we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower call phone tower on one of our most
beautifut biufls at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-148))

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon., Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorlan

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Mon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P, Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluifs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
numben 5-12-146.) Please vote 1o amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commearcial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacitic
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It wouid create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park {a public park) and in a coastal zone. If would be
detrimental to the heaith of our families, the value of our property, the repuiation of cur local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vole to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG))

Expansion of the notice provisions (fo be determined, but currently timited fo "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions {to be determined, but cettainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zonhing
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded 1o



the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis andfor a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community sened by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property instaliations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibitity.

Sincerely,

This is imporiant {o me because they put up a cell tower on the cueb of my neighbors property while he was
away on vacation. No notification to him,nor the neighborhood. i resent the fact that a cell phone company has no
restrictions or requirements. Two schools are with in 4 blocks of us. This would never happen in Europe! They
have requirements as they realize the toxicity of these towers.

Stanley Steelmon
Sherman Oaks, California

Note: this emall was sent as part of a petiticn started on Change.org, viewable at hitp//www changs.org/
petitions/ios-angeles-city -council-wotedo-amend-aghordinancedamc-s ec-83-03-Z-council-mesting-8-11. To
respond, click herg

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:35 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian. walters@lacity. org>

e FOrWETdEd MESSEYE o

From: Shannon Gleason <mali@change.org=

Daie: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 1012 PM

Subject; Vote o Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay @lacity.org

Greetings,
i just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 Y)we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 fool tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-148.)



Sept. 7, 2012,

CHon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hen. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose MHuizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon, Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon, Bermnard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon, Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No, 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
maost beautiful blufs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission o put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spactacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R7 zoned
neighborhood, Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be focated next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vole 1o pravide regulation far the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)

Expansion of the notice grovisions (to be determined, but currently limited te "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to fowers in the current ordinancel)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined, currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of cwnars/cccupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Reguirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilifies and to project anticipated

future neads in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zohes (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the applicant 1o provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of comgliance with FCC
reguirements (again, no such provision in cutrent ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same;}.

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations {not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

atternative location ieasibility.

Sincerely,



Shannon Gleason
l.os Angeles, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change.org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-council-vate-to-amend-agl-ordinance-lame-sec-63-03-2-council-meeting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:35 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@iacity.org>

—mem- Forwarded message - :

From: Ninel Portnaya <mail@change.org>

Date: Satf, Sep 8, 2012 at 10:47 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Crdinance GF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay@lacity .org

- Greetings,
I just signed the fotlowing petition addressed to; Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments 1o the AGF ordinance CF(08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful biafts at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application number: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekonan

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bemard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaing Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Engiander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angelas, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone fower on one of our
most beautiful bluifs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission 1o put a 45 oot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application
number:5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean



Placing an industrial commearcial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacitic
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose ol the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. it would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located nexi to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our iocal public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Fiease vote to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions {{o he determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" property owners/occupants)

Erhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virfuatly no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

imposition of permit duration limits (again {0 be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice — a highly restrictive provision which stands alcne
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residentiat
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for},

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/cr a certification of compliance with FCC
reguiremenis {again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless iacilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same}.

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reqguirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sinceraly,

Ninel Portnaya
Sherman Oaks, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www change.org/
patitions/los-angeles-city-councilwote-to-amend-aghordinance-lame-sec-63-03-2-councibmeeting-8-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:368 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters @lacity.crg>

---------- Forwarded message ——-----

From: James Min <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 10:42 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june.lagmay @lacity .org



Greetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec, 63.03.2

Without amendments 1o the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful biufls at 302 Mi. Holyoke( Application humber: 5-12-146

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Gargetii

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Fro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hen. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Councit

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluifs,

AT&T has applied {o the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mi. Holyoke( Application
number: 5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regudations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless ielecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Falisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. it would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park {a public park) and in a coastal zone. £ would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption {BIG!)

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, hut currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related {o towers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currenily there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L..A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities),

Requiremsent for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC



requirements {again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wirsless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Frovide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property instaliations) whiie the Ordinance is being drafied

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

James Min
Pacitic Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viswable at http/fwww.change.org/
petitions/lns-angeles-city -councilvote-to-amand-agi-ordinance-lame-sec-83-03-2-council-meeting-9-11. To
respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:36 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e POPWATded message —————

From: maria kolligian <mail@change. org»

Date: Sat, Sep §, 2012 at 11:25 PM

Subject, Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2845/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay@lacity .org

Greelings,

{just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 456 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Ji., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed . Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon, Pau! Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Han. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

i.os Angeles City Council



City Hall

200 Norih Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80G12

Re: Council File No. 08-2845/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councitmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluifs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number 5-12-146.) Please vote o amend the regulations so that we can keep the celi tower out of the park where
many of our children piay and all ¢f us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacitic Ocean

Flacing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at; 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (& public park) and in a coastal zone. |t would be
detrimental to the heaith of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (fo be defermined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!

Irposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appea! 1o "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only aflorded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility,

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior o permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in cufrent ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facifities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property instaliations) white the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility,

Sincerely,

maria kolligian
Los Angeles, California

Note: this emait was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change.org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-councii~ote-for-regulation-ofwif-s. To respond, click here




June Lagmay <june lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:36 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.waliers@lacity.org>

e FoOrwarded message ~enee--

From: Maria Fisk <mall@change.org>

Date: Sun, Sep 9, 2012 at 6:25 AM

Subject: Voie to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. B3.03.2
To: june.lagmay @lacity .oy

Greetings,
I just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Councill meeting
on ¥ 11/2012 we may not be able to stop AT&T from puiling a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful biuffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number; 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Han. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Mon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pre Tempore Hon, Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hen, Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Councl

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Councit File Na. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beauiiful biufls, :

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number.5-12-146.) Please voie to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
~many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacilic Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
biight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park} and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the charactier of our naighborhoods.

Piease vote to provide regulation for the following:
Elimination of the utility pole exernption (BIG)
Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjeining/abutting/across the



street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions {to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinancel)

imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; cusrently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons" (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only aflorded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice — a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and 1o project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior fo permit issuance, for all proposed instaliations in residential
zones {currently no such hearings are provided for), -

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
Teguirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant 1o map ali existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future neeads in the
communily served by the proposed facitity {same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant {o bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis ot technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Maria Fisk
Granada Hills, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp//mww. change.org/
petitions/los-angeles-city -council~ate-iorregulation-of-wii-s. To respond, click herg

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:36 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.waliers@lacity.org>

---------- Forwarded message -

From: Trevor Neilson <mail@change.org>

Date: Sun, Sep 9, 2012 at 7:08 AM

Subject: Vote 1o Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay@lacity .org

Greetings,
| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
heautiful bluifs at 302 Mt. Holycke( Application number: 5-12-148.)



Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetii

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonges, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Jos Buscaine Hon. Jan Peny

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P, Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembaers, _
Please wote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluifs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mi. Helyoke( Application
number: 5-12-146.) Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell fower out of the park where
many of our children piay and all ol us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the famity homes in our R1 zoned
neighberhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. it would create an aesthstic
hlight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zona. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG]

Expansion of the notice provisions {fo be determined, but currently limited to "adjeining/abutting/across the
street” property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions {to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvament since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "ail aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded o
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which siands alone
among California cities). ]

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless faciiities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community servad by the proposed facility.

Frovision for public comment and/or a hearing prior o permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and 1o project articipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW instaliations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reguirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

neaded, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,



Trevor Neilson
Pacific Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at bitp://www.change.org/
petitions/los-angeles-city-council-ote-lor-regulation-of-wit-s. To respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:36 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e FQrWaArded message —-—----—

From: Amanda Paul <mail@change. org>

Date: Sun, Sap 9, 2012 at 8:46 AM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CFG9-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay@lacity.org

(Greetings,

| just signed the foliowing petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63,032

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 Y)we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful blufis at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-148.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon, Paul Koretz
Fro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon, Bermard C. Parks

Hon. Jog Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hail

200 North Spring Street

lL.os Angeles, CA 20012 ‘

Re: Council Fite No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putiing a celi phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluffs.

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-148 ) Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower cut of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean



Placing an industrial commaercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood, Further, this celf tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. | would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our locat public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vole to provide reguiation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abuiting/across the
street” property owners/occupanis)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but certainly any enhancement woukd be an
improvementi since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinancet)

Imposition of parmit duration limits (again o be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant 1o map all existing wircless facilities and to project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Frovision for gublic comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reqguirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions anatysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requiremeants (again, no such provision in cuirent ordinance),

Reguirermnent for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratoriurn on PROW instaliations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,
Because | have friends who live there and | don't want their chiidren to be affected.

Amanda Paul
Los Angeles, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition staried on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www.change.crg/
petitions/los-angelss-city-councii-ote-lorregulation-ot-wif-s. To respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay @lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2612 at 12:37 PM

To: Brian Walters <brian. walters@lacity.org>

e [ OPWATdEA MESSAYE —-mmmmmeem

From: Barbara Kohn <mail@change.org>

Date: Sun, Sep 9, 2012 at 9:12 AM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2845/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: june lagmay @lacity.org



Greetings,

Ijust signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 83.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF08-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 )we may not be able to stop AT&T from puiting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful bluffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number: 5-12-146.)

Sept, 7, 2012.

Hon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon, Eric Garcetti

Hon. Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koreiz
Pro Tempore Hon, Paut Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bemard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Peny

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon, Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Counci

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to "Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vole to amend the AGF ordinance so that we ¢an stop AT&T from pulting a call phone tower on one of our
most beautiful biufs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission o put a 45 fool tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:5-12-148.,) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower cut of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Piacing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighhorhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It wouid create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIGH

Expansion of the notice provisions {to be determined, but currently fimited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions {to be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related to towers in the current ordinance)

Imposition of permit duration limits (again to be delermined; currently there are none) '

Expansion of the right of appeatl o "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal righis under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the fimited number of owners/occupants who received notice — a highly resirictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and fo project anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

FProvision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed instailations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reauirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC



requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project aniicipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

privete property installations} while the Crdinance is being drafied

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative iocation feasibility.

Sincerely,

Barbara Kohn
, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at http/fwww.change. org/
petitiens/los-angeles-city-councilvote-for-reguiation-ot-wit-s. To respond, c¢lick here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Maon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:37 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity org>

meneemnmne FOPWArded message —---——-

From: Leigh Spencer <mall@change.org>

Date: Sun, Sep 9, 2012 at 9:13 AM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CFO3-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. §3.03.2
To: june lagmay@lacity org

Grestings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to: Los Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on §/11/2012 Ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful blufis at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application number: 5-12-1486.)

Sept. 7, 2012.

Mon. Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon, Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon. Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant Praesident Hon, Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchelt Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

L.os Angetes City Council
City Hall



200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: Council File No. 08-2845/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Counciimembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from puiting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful biufis,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mt. Holyoke{ Application
number:5-12-146.) Please vole to amend the regulations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy & spectacular view of the Pacific Ccean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Facific
Palisades is compiately incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homeas in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be located next to Palisades Park (a public park) and in a coasial zohe, It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods. ‘

Please vote o provide regulation for the {ollowing:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG!)

Expansion of the notice provisions (1o be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" properly owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (1o be determined, but certainly any enhancement would be an
improvement since there are virtually no such provisions related {o towers in the current ordinance!)

Imposition of permit duration limits {again io be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal righis under L.A, Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instaliations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afforded to
the limited number of owners/occupanits who received notice - a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Requirement for the applicant o map ail existing wireless facilities and to project anttcapated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment andior a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such hearings are provided for),

Reguirement {or the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements {again, no such provision in curreni ordinance),

Requirement ior the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposad facility (same).

FProvide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reqguirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert o assist the City, as

neadad, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative jocation feasibility.

Sincerely,

Leigh Spencer
Los Angeles, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at hitp://www. change.org/
petitions/log-angelss-city-council-wote-for-regulation-cl-wit-s. To respond, click here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@lacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:37 PM



F.wd: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF09-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@iacity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:28 PM
To: Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity.org>

e FOrwarded message -

From: Maggie Neilson <mail@change.org>

Date: Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 11:35 AM

Subjact: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
Tos uneg lagmay @lacity .org

Greetings,

| just signed the following petition addressed to. Los Angeles City Council,

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeies City Councit meeting
on 9/11/2012 we may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 foot tower cell phone tower on one of our most
heautiful blufis at 302 Mt. Holycke( Application number: 5-12-1486.)

Sept. 7, 2012,

Hon, Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon. £d P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon, Paul Krekorian

Hon. Richard Alarcon Hon. Berpard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon, Jan Perry

Hon. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendah

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Council

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 08-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell phone tower on one of our
most beautiful bluffs,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put a 45 foot tower at 302 Mi. Holyoke( Appiication
number;5-12-146,) Please vote to amend the reguiations so that we can keep the cell tower out of the park where
many of our children play and all of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:



Elimination of the utility pole exemption

Expansion of the notice provisions

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions

Imposition of permit duration limiis

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” {i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property installations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is only afiorded to
the limited number of owners/occupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive provision which stands aione
ameng California cities).

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to proiect anticipated

future needs in the area or community served by the proposed facility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing prior to permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones

Requirement for the applicant 1o provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements

Requirement for the appiicant to map ali existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moratorium on PROW installations while the Ordinance is being drafted

Requirement for the applicant to bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Maggie Neilson
Pacific Palisades, California

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at http://www.change.org/
petitions/los-angetas-city-council-vote-for-reguiation-ot-wireles s-elecommunications-facilities. To respond, click
here

June Lagmay <june.lagmay@facity.org> Mon, Sep 10, 2012 at 12:32 PM
To; Brian Walters <brian.walters@lacity . org>

wwwwwwwwww Forwarded message -----—-—

From: Sandy Bardas <mail@change org>

Date; Sat, Sep 8, 2012 at 444 PM

Subject: Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance CF08-2645/AGF, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2
To: junedagmay @lacity.org

Greetings,

{ just signed the following petition addressed to: L.os Angeles City Council.

Vote to Amend AGF Ordinance, LAMC Sec. 63.03.2

Without amendments to the AGF ordinance CF09-2645 ( on the agenda @ the Los Angeles City Council meeting
on 9/11/2012 ywe may not be able to stop AT&T from putting a 45 {oot fower cell phone tower on one of our most
beautiful biuffs at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application number; 5-12-146.)

Sept. 7, 2012



Hon, Herb J. Wesson, Jr., President Hon. Eric Garcetti

Hon, Ed P. Reyes, President Pro Tempore Hon, Jose Huizar
Hon. Tom LaBonge, Assistant President Hon. Paul Koretz
Pro Tempore Hon. Paul Kyekorian

Hen. Richard Alarcon Hon. Bernard C. Parks

Hon. Joe Buscaino Hon. Jan Perry

Hen. Jose Cardenas Hon. Bill Rosendahl

Hon. Mitchell Englander Hon. Dennis P. Zine

Los Angeles City Coungil

City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 80012

Re: Council File No. 09-2645/Proposed Amendments to “Above Ground

Dear Honorable Councilmembers,
Please vote to amend the AGF ordinance so that we can stop AT&T from putting a cell ghone tower on one of our
most beautiful biufis,

AT&T has applied to the California Coastal Commission to put & 45 foot fower at 302 Mt. Holyoke( Application
number:8-12-146.) Please vote to amend the regulations so that we can keep the ceil tower out of the park where
many of our children play and ali of us enjoy a spectacular view of the Pacific Ocean

Placing an industrial commercial wireless telecommunications facility at: 302 Mount Holyoke Ave., Pacific
Palisades is completely incompatible with the use and purpose of the family homes in our R1 zoned
neighborhood. Further, this cell tower is right beside a park where children play. It would create an aesthetic
blight since it would be tocated next to Palisades Fark {a public park} and in a coastal zone. It would be
detrimental to the health of our families, the value of our property, the reputation of our local public schools, and
the character of our neighborhoods.

Please vote to provide regulation for the following:

Elimination of the utility pole exemption (BIG)

Expansion of the notice provisions (to be determined, but currently limited to "adjoining/abutting/across the
street" property owners/occupants)

Enhancement of the aesthetic provisions (to be determined, but ceriainly any enhancement would be an
improvernent since there are virtually no such provisions related to fowers in the current ordinancel)

Imposition of permit duration limits {again to be determined; currently there are none)

Expansion of the right of appeal to "all aggrieved persons” (i.e., consistent with appeal rights under L.A. Zoning
Code for CUPs/private property instailations; currently, appeal of AGF permits in the PROW is onily afforded to
the limited number of ownersfoccupants who received notice -- a highly restrictive provision which stands alone
among California cities).

Reguiremeant for the appiicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated

fture needs in the area or community served by the proposed iacility.

Provision for public comment and/or a hearing pricr {0 permit issuance, for all proposed installations in residential
zones (currently no such heatings are provided for),

Requirement for the applicant to provide an RF emissions analysis and/or a certification of compliance with FCC
requirements (again, no such provision in current ordinance),

Requirement for the applicant to map all existing wireless facilities and to project anticipated future needs in the
community served by the proposed facility (same).

Provide a temporary moraiorium on PROW installations (not on

private property installations) while the Ordinance is being drafted

Reguirement for the applicant {0 bear the expense of an independent expert to assist the City, as

needed, with analysis of technical issues such as coverage gap claims, RF emissions and

alternative location feasibility.

Sincerely,

Sandy Bardas



