Add Frt #3¢

Melanie Sala-Friedrichs/COC To CityClerkDivision
08/28/2008 04:27 PM cc
bce

Subject Fw: Cell Phone Tower

----- Forwarded by Melanie Sala-Friedrichs/COC on 08/28/2008 04:25 PM -----

"U Family”
<asuwizkidz@cox.net> To <Mayor&Council@chandleraz.gov>
08/28/2008 03:18 PM cc

Subject Cell Phone Tower

Dear Mayor Dunn, Vice Mayor Huggins, City Councilmembers: Caccamo, Donovan, Orlando, Weninger,
Hartke, and Sepulveda,

A neighbor recently advised that Verizon plans to build a 55 foot cell phone tower on the NE
corner of Cooper and the 202. I write to you and adamantly request that you not let this
happen. I have read briefly that research is showing that there may be huge risks of cancer,
especially brain cancer and especially in children, when exposed long-term to the radiation
emitted from towers (EMR). I live within the community of Arizona Estates which as been
known for our neighborhood gatherings whether planned or impromptu. We have been a
community where families gather outside to let our children play and to visit with our next door
neighbor. This reputation has drawn in buyers. In talking with many in the area there is a real
fear for our children’s safety to live in a community basically right under a cell phone tower.
This week I received a notice from my bank that the value of my home in the last 2 years has
decreased by half. The housing market is doing enough on its own to reduce the value of my
home. The build of this tower would guarantee that I would be upside down. Of course an
unsightly tower within viewing distance from my neighborhood would detour buyers from this
entire community. We've already seen issues arise with the auto dealership signs off the 202.
I implore you to reject this proposal. I implore you to ask yourself if you'd want your child or
grandchild exposed to this tower 24/7. I implore you to consider how it would be to sell your
house within 200 feet of this tower.

I thank you for taking time to read this and taking care of the residents of Chandler.

Jennifer Urena
Arizona Estates



by Fnfo #3Y

To CityClerkDivision
cc
bce

Subject Fw: Cell phone tower issue.

----- Forwarded by Susan Moore/COC on 08/28/2008 04:10 PM -—---

abc xyz
<atoz/8@hotmail.com> To <trinity.donovan@chandleraz.gov>
08/28/2008 09:13 AM cc

Subject RE: Cell phone tower issue.

Dear Ms. Donovan,

Thank you for your updating. Does it mean this item has been moved from today's meeting agenda
to Sept. 25 so we don't need to come to the meeting today?

We, including our 5 year-old twins, are very appreciate our city council members' concerns, caring
and decision on this problem.

Again, thank you very much and have a wonderful day!

Andy and Lisa.

From: Trinity.Donovan@chandleraz.gov
Subject: Re: Cell phone tower issue.
To: atoz78@hotmail.com

Date: Thu, 28 Aug 2008 09:01:49 -0700

Dear Andy and Lisa,

Thank you for providing input regarding the monopalm on Cooper and the 202. I wanted to update you
that staff is now recommending to

continue this item to the September 25 meeting, so that Verizon can investigate additional rezoning
possibilities and additional information

can be provided.

Sincerely,

Trinity Donovan

Trinity Donovan/COC



Trinity
Donovan/COC
Sent by: Melanie
Sala-Friedrichs
08/26/2008 08:37 e
AM

Toabc xyz <atoz78@hotmail.com>

SubjectRe: Cell phone tower issue.(}

Dear Andy and Lisa,

Thank you for your email. We discussed this at our Study Session on Monday and will be putting it on the
action agenda on Thursday night.

While municipalities cannot legally deny cell tower placement based upon health concerns, we do want to
hear your other concerns about

having a cell tower close to your neighborhood. If you are able, please come to our council meeting on
Thursday night at 7 pm. Feel

free to let other neighbors know who might want to come as well. Additionally, you are welcome to call
me at 602-501-1170.

Sincerely,

Trinity Donovan
Councilmember

abc xyz <atoz78@hotmail.com>

abc xyz

<atoz78

@hotmail. To<boyd.dunn@chandleraz.gov>,
com> <lowell.huggins@chandleraz.gov>,
08/25/200 <bob.caccamo@chandleraz.gov>,
8 12:01 AM <trinity.donovan@chandleraz.gov>,

<matt.orlando@chandleraz.gov>,
<jeff.weninger@chandleraz.gov>,
<kevin.hartke@chandleraz.gov>

cC

SubjectCell phone tower issue.

Dear Mayor Dunn, Vice Mayor Huggins, City Councilmembers: Caccamo, Donovan, Orlando, Weninger,
Hartke, and Sepulveda,

Recently, we learned Verizon will install a cell phone tower at the North East corner of Cooper Road and
Loop 202. We were shocked that a cell phone tower will be built at a location so close to the residence
area and hundreds of citizens {(many are children!!) health risks are ignored.

On August 4, Verizon's contractor Wireless Services, Inc held a neighborhood meeting. There were only 5



people in the meeting -- one Chandler city planner, two Wireless Services, Inc persons, and 3 residents --
lots of residents said they have never been notified there was such a meeting! Following are some main
points we learned from the meeting:

(1) The location was selected by the contractor company Wireless Services, Inc.

(2) We asked the two contractor company persons --

(a) why did you select this location? What is your selection criteria? The answer was this is the "best
option" location. Selecting this location is for good radio wave coverage.

(b) can you select a 2nd "best option" location that is not so close to the residence area. There was no
answer.

(c) did you consider residents health risks due to exposure in electromagnetic field 24 hours a day, 7 days
a week, all the year? The answer was "No".

(d) did you have project study report, health risk analysis, transmitting antenna radio frequency emission
safety and impact evaluation report? the answer was "don't know".

(e) what is the tower's basic data (such as power density, effective radiated power of all the channels,
frequency range, electric/magnetic field strength, etc)? The answer was "we have no data".

(3) We asked the Chandler city planner ---

(a) do you "suggest” to build this tower at a location so close to the resident area? The answer was
"Yes".

(b) what did you you consider before you made this decision regarding this tower? The answer was the
tower's "appearance" - how it looks. Did you think about the health risk and radio hazard to the nearby
residents? The answer was "no".

(c) What is the distance between this tower and resident houses? The answer was "200 feet".

(d) We asked him if he knew FCC's rules and local government's responsibilities regarding installing the
cell phone tower, we got no answer. We thus read several sentences from the document of "FCC" and
"Local and State Government Advisory Committee" to him: "As a state or local government official, you
can play an important role in ensuring that innovative and beneficial communications services are
provided in a manner that is consistent with public health and safety”, "State and local governments may
wish to verify compliance with the FCC's exposure limits in order to protect their own citizens."

Obviously, the decided to build this tower at this location has been made by somebody. We thought they
will listen to the people's feedback and change their mind. Very disappointed, all our feedback to opposite
building a tower at this location was completely ignored. Why did they call this meeting?

We strongly believe building a cell phone tower at this residence area should be rejected. We can't
imagine we should put hundreds or thousands people's health at big risk in order to build this tower! We
live in Chandler, we love Chandler, we make contribution to Chandler, however, we also need to be
protected as Chandler citizens. We ask you, our trustful city official's help and protect -- provide us
including our children a safe and peaceful living environment.

By the way, according to today's newspaper, Tucson Unified School District scraped a plan to build a cell
phone tower at their west side of elementary school. We think they are doing right thing.

Thank you very much for your consideration and help.

Chandler residents -- Andy and Lisa.

Be the filmmaker you always wanted to be—learn how to burn a DVD with Windows®. Make your smash
hit



David Bigos/COC To CityClerkDivision
08/28/2008 08:41 AM cC Melanie Sala-Friedrichs/COC, Susan Moore/COC
bcc

Subject Fw: meeting 8/28, cell phone tower

Dave Bigos
Mayor and Council Assistant
City of Chandler

480-782-2222

480-782-2233 (Fax)
602-206-2016 (M)
david.bigos@chandleraz.gov
www.chandleraz.gov

--—- Forwarded by David Bigos/COC on 08/28/2008 08:39 AM ——

"Jerry & Eileen"
<jerryandeileen@qwest.net> To <mayor&council@chandleraz.gov>

08/28/2008 04:40 AM cc

Subject meeting 8/28, cell phone tower

Dear Mayor and Council Members,
We will not be able to attend the meeting tonight to speak up about this so we am sending an email.
Hopefully you will take this seriously and will not sell out for a few dollars.

Please do not allow a cell phone tower to be built on the NE corner of Willis and Cooper Rd. There are
other places that are better suited across the street or closer to comercial areas rather than ajacent to
residential neighborhoods. The risks are too high for long term exposure. While some may say, there is
not enough evedence. Other studies say, there is enough evidence to be concerned at this point. We do
not believe any of you would risk your health or your own childrens health.

It is also a bit of an eye sore for the neighborhood, even if built to look like a palm tree. In the long run, it
will lower the value of the neighborhood, even in todays market or years from now when the real estate
market turns around.

Jerry & Eileen Marfe
2100 E. Remington PI.
Chandler, AZ 85286



add info #34
August 28, 2008

"Jerry & Eileen"
<jerryandeileen@qwest.net> To <mayor&council@chandleraz.gov>
08/28/2008 04:40 AM cc

Subject meeting 8/28, cell phone tower

Dear Mayor and Council Members,
We will not be able to attend the meeting tonight to speak up about this so we am sending an email.
Hopefully you will take this seriously and will not sell out for a few dollars.

Please do not allow a cell phone tower to be built on the NE corner of Willis and Cooper Rd. There are
other places that are better suited across the street or closer to comercial areas rather than ajacent to
residential neighborhoods. The risks are too high for long term exposure. While some may say, there is
not enough evedence. Other studies say, there is enough evidence to be concerned at this point. We
do not believe any of you would risk your health or your own childrens health.

It is also a bit of an eye sore for the neighborhood, even if built to look like a palm tree. In the long run, it
will lower the value of the neighborhood, even in todays market or years from now when the real estate
market turns around.

Jerry & Eileen Marfe
2100 E. Remington PI.
Chandler, AZ 85286



Repl memo 234
AUG 2 & 2008

b |

Chandler -+ Arizona
Where Values Make The Difference

MEMORANDUM Planning and Development — CC Memo No. 08-160a
DATE: AUGUST 27, 2008
TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
THRU: W. MARK PENTZ, CITY MANAG
JEFF KURTZ, ACTING PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
KEVIN MAYO, ACTING PLANNING MANAGER H“\
FROM: BILL DERMODY, SENIOR CITY PLANNER/?)Q

SUBJECT: UP08-0035 COOPER/202 VERIZON

Request: Use Permit approval for a 55-foot monopalm wireless
communications facility

Location: Northeast corner of Cooper Road and the Loop 202 Santan

Freeway
Applicant: Verizon Wireless
Owner: ADOT
Zoning: Agricultural District (AG-1)

During the August 25, 2008 City Council Study Session, Staff was directed to work with the
applicant to provide information on several items, including Verizon’s coverage in the area,
other cellular companies’ towers nearby, the feasibility of moving the proposed monopalm
farther west on the subject site, and the feasibility of rezoning land in the Chandler Airport
Center south of the Loop 202 Santan Freeway in order to accommodate the monopalm.
Chandler Municipal Airport staff have indicated that their primary concern with allowing cell
towers near the airport would be in regard to height, and that a monopalm of approximately 55°
height would be worthy of consideration. Staff recommends a continuance of the request to the
September 25, 2008 City Council hearing in order to allow Verizon to investigate rezoning
possibilities south of the Loop 202 Santan Freeway, as well as for other information to be
provided to and analyzed by Staff.



CC MEMO 08-160a
August 27, 2008
Page 2 of 2

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends a continuance to the September 25, 2008 City Council hearing.

PROPOSED MOTION
Move to continue UP08-0035 COQOPER/202 VERIZON Use Permit for a wireless

communication facility to the September 25, 2008 City Council hearing as recommended by
Staff.




Md info 34
Ginger Trudgen

2085 East Longhorn Place AU 8
Chandier, AZ 85286 G 28 2008

480-615-6979
August 27, 2008

Attn: Marla Paddock, City Clerk
City Clerks Office
55 North Arizona Place Suite 203
Chandier, AZ

Dear Marla,

| submit these petitions to you, the City of Chandler City Clerk and to the City
Councilmembers, as authentic signatures as collected by my husband, Chris Trudgen,
and I. Please include in the agenda for the City Council meeting tomorrow night, as
discussed. Thanks very much for your help.

Singerely,

Ginge:ri}\/\/



August 25-28, 2008

We, the undersigned residents of Arizona Estate, Canyon Oaks, Arizona Impressions and Rio Del Verde, oppose the
placement of the Verizon monopalm cell phone tower due to property devaluation potential and/or health risk potential.
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August 25-28, 2008
We, the undersigned, residents of Arizona Estate, Arizona Impressions, and Rio Del Verde, oppose the placement of the

Verizon monopalm cell phone tower on the NE corner of the 202 and Cooper due to property devaluation potential and/or
health risk potential.
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August 25-28, 2008
We, the undersigned, residents of Arizona Estate, Arizona Impressions, and Rio Del Verde, oppose the placement of the

Verizon monopalm cell phone tower on the NE corner of the 202 and Cooper due to property devaluation potential and/or
health risk potential.
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August 25-28, 2008
We, the undersigned, residents of Arizona Estate, Arizona Impressions, and Rio Del Verde, oppose the placement of the

Verizon monopalm cell phone tower on the NE corner of the 202 and Cooper due to property devaluation potential and/or
health risk potential.

wm\_\l \‘\\&ﬂ

2095

Y50 313- Usy/

&v&& w\,\\u\ 4

49 E. W Diprse %Wﬂml@w (3 mac . C
James de Tesoi | Ttruvor & w@_\\\wx\ 2195 2w idopie < G0 %97 - GIYT [octrenn @& Aol i
%@3@0% Swith [P i@fuﬂ\.x\/y 13 £ Wildhdrse D |42 T3~749
Q}Jip Smith {] x@ 3L Widiacso el 460 $13- 74T
Q\ s A)\KXX 3&\ W\LN\ &J%P\\\\\\xb\i%\ m\_%%w\hm%w\wp*

N\S o &m\%

202 Sl s

‘3 I

Print Name m\,msmﬁc..m Address Phone Email
Vaeri€ Py | flbea DMESPuyec | 7358655 | bt 1@t
SRE- TpiAid \x\ = 2L59/4. SPilvess Yo -410-67L5 TEAE ZX10R A con  aail ™
Mot o W [5on \\s\w&w\\u \s\\NV 2080 7 Pewidon PL| 999 - Cy2-78 26 wl ilBoim @ o inels
\qgmk/\\ %&ﬁ;mop) \g\ il Y \ﬁ\%x\ 2080 E . %afmawu?s@, 430 -T13 .749€ Cew 10T @cov nii]
Cileen rwrte” [T Juin WupS |zt fomngn A a5 g5 |jiegdeioneuestuy
Jetry Mte [ , Wfe |2 &l 450955 - 2905 | jerrgandeben®guctie
\ﬂmmh@) Dic , = rxmffa Zeg\ B Remvinglent | | 607 - 304 -Tooo /
RETPENE D hee Nx év&ﬁ@ \gﬁmv 208\ L hmktcyk»@t Al 480- 7561022 _\f\%mﬂwﬁ@m%ﬁ. et
N\,ciéxﬂ ?&% uv / NTV Tt ¥ eranon 12 %_9 L7 27 CapEpsEel fet <
a_\\vi_ i/\ VZJ\%\AJ‘ 4 Vo 257 3oe A ) V. &V,
_Z,r:y @mﬁma NeTie ?\ci rt&rgfﬁ 20wl B, IDLOTTORSC (0D 1> 2324 zZpZ@mmr@iﬂﬂ%?x T

o~




August 25-28, 2008

We, the undersigned, residents of Arizona Estate, Arizona Impressions, and Rio Del Verde, oppose the placement of the
Verizon monopalm cell phone tower on the NE corner of the 202 and Cooper due to property devaluation potential and/or
health risk potential.

Print Name

Signature

Address

Phone

Email
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Melanie Sala-Friedrichs/COC To CityClerkDivision
08/26/2008 08:38 AM cc
bce

Subject Fw: Verizon Plans for cell tower @202/Cooper

----- Forwarded by Melanie Sala-Friedrichs/COC on 08/26/2008 08:36 AM -—-

Ray Alexander

<hobson_house@yahoo.com To Mayor&Council@chandleraz.gov

>

08/25/2008 08:44 PM ]

Please respond to Subject Verizon Plans for cell tower @202/Cooper

hobson_house@yahoo.com

cC

Dear Mayor, And Council,

I sincerely and respectfully oppose the plans to locate a Verizon cell Tower on the NE corner of
Cooper and the 202.

#1 I am concerned about the safety risks to myself and family, we live apprx. 200 feet from the
proposed tower.

#2 The appearance of the cell tower will not be very pleasing to the eye, and most will be the first
thing you see as you enter our development.

#3 In these trying times that we already have in the housing market I believe it will decrease the
value of our property with this cell tower.

#4 Respectfully would you be concerned if this was proposed to be installed in your
neighborhood?

Thank you for your concern,
Alice D Alexander

2066 East Spruce Drive
Chandler, Az 85286



Md infp#3Y4

AUG 2 8 2008

David Bigos/COC To CityClerkDivision
08/25/2008 09:23 AM cc
bcc

Subject Fw: Please Consider

Dave Bigos
Mayor and Council Assistant
City of Chandler

480-782-2222

480-782-2233 (Fax)
602-206-2016 (M)
david.bigos@chandleraz.gov
www.chandleraz.gov

————— Forwarded by David Bigos/COC on 08/25/2008 09:23 AM -----

Chris Trudgen
<chris_ginger@hotmail.com> To <boyd.dunn@chandleraz.gov>,
08/22/2008 10:37 AM <lowell.huggins@chandleraz.gov>,

<bob.caccamo@chandleraz.gov>,
<trinity.donovan@chandleraz.gov>,
<matt.orlando@chandleraz.gov>,
<jeff.weninger@chandleraz.gov>,
<kevin.hartke@chandleraz.gov>

cC

Subject Please Consider

Trudgen

2085 East Longhorn Place
Chandler, AZ 85286
480-615-6979

August 22, 2008

Office of the Mayor & City Council
Mail Stop 603

P.O. Box 4008

Chandler, AZ 85244-4008

Dear Mayor Dunn, Vice Mayor Huggins, City Councilmembers: Caccamo, Donovan, Orlando, Weninger,
and Hartke,

I wanted to take a moment to inform you of a situation in our community. Recently we found out through
the grapevine (as we received no notification) that Verizon was planning with the City of Chandler and
ADOT to put a cell phone tower up at the NE corner of the 202 and Cooper. We were immediately
concerned having read and heard the research on the risks. We tried to find out about public meetings on
this issue and discovered through a neighbor that their was one which was not posted (why was that?)
on August 4th. My husband and two neighbors attended. There were others who wished to attend, but
could not on such short notice (the meeting was confirmed to us that day). We thought that this meeting



was to discuss the proposal, but all three gentlemen walked away with the knowledge that this was
already decided. This is particularly disheartening and, to be honest, unacceptable. I am making no
accusation, but asking for accountability on two scales. One, we should be adequately informed of these
meetings and when attending we should, as citizens, be a part of the process (not merely listened to as a
duty knowing full well the plan will be carried out without consideration of our input). Second, we should
be able to trust that the City of Chandler is on the “side” of its residents. Already, EVERYONE that I have
spoken with mentions the underhanded way in which the car dealership signs were put up (especially the
second one) along the 202 freeway between Gilbert and Cooper. This is not the relationship people
should have to its government leaders. It should be cooperative and supportive with and for its residents.

We oppose the placement of a cell phone tower this close to our residents or any residents surrounding
and ask that you uphold our wishes if not on a premise of health/environmental concerns, then simply on
the golden premise of trust between a government and its citizens. If we at Arizona Estates and
surrounding areas oppose this. Shouldn't you support us?

Below are some links. Would you kindly do us the courtesy of viewing the first 2 video clips? I have
attached these in respect for your time knowing that these are an easy way of getting the information
without reading pages and pages. I have attached additional links, if you wish to explore the subject and
will supply you with more upon request.

http://www.foxnews.com/video/ index.html?playerld=videolanding page&streamingFormat=FLASH&referra
|Object=2595686&referralPlaylistid=playlist

http://youtube.com/watch?v=gkeM LOIAEKU&feature=related

http://www.mast-victims.org/ index.php?content=journa|&action=view&type=journa|&id= 161
http://209.85.173. 104/search?q=cache:rjmVzR4ECag] :www.buergerwelle.de/pdf/ health_effects_from_cel
|_phone_tower_radiation.doc+cell+phone+tower+ risk&hl=en&ct=cInk&cd=208&gl=us

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,

Ginger Trudgen (for the whole Trudgen Family)

Talk to your Yahoo! Friends via Windows Live Messenger. Find Qut How



Boyd Dunn/COC To abc xyz <atoz78@hotmail.com>

Sent by: David Bi
ent by: Bavid Bigos cc Melanie Sala-Friedrichs/COC, Susan Moore/COC,

08/25/2008 09:27 AM . CityClerkDivision
CC

Subject Re: Cell phone tower issue.[

abc xyz <atoz78@hotmail.com>

abc xyz
<atoz78@hotmail.com> To <boyd.dunn@chandleraz.gov>,
08/25/2008 12:01 AM <lowell.huggins@chandleraz.gov>,

<bob.caccamo@chandleraz.gov>,
<trinity.donovan@chandleraz.gov>,
<matt.orlando@chandieraz.gov>,
<jeff.weninger@chandleraz.gov>,
<kevin.hartke@chandleraz.gov>

cc

Subject Cell phone tower issue.

Dear Mayor Dunn, Vice Mayor Huggins, City Councilmembers: Caccamo, Donovan, Orlando, Weninger,
Hartke, and Sepulveda,

Recently, we learned Verizon will install a cell phone tower at the North East corner of Cooper Road
and Loop 202. We were shocked that a cell phone tower will be built at a location so close to the
residence area and hundreds of citizens (many are children!!) health risks are ignored.

On August 4, Verizon's contractor Wireless Services, Inc held a neighborhood meeting. There were
only 5 people in the meeting -- one Chandler city planner, two Wireless Services, Inc persons, and 3
residents -- lots of residents said they have never been notified there was such a meeting! Following are
some main points we learned from the meeting:

(1) The location was selected by the contractor company Wireless Services, Inc.

(2) We asked the two contractor company persons --

(a) why did you select this location? What is your selection criteria? The answer was this is the
"best option" location. Selecting this location is for good radio wave coverage.

(b) can you select a 2nd "best option" location that is not so close to the residence area. There
was no answer.

(c) did you consider residents health risks due to exposure in electromagnetic field 24 hours a day,
7 days a week, all the year? The answer was "No".

(d) did you have project study report, health risk analysis, transmitting antenna radio frequency
emission safety and impact evaluation report? the answer was "don't know".

(e) what is the tower's basic data (such as power density, effective radiated power of all the
channels, frequency range, electric/magnetic field strength, etc)? The answer was "we have no data”.

(3) We asked the Chandler city planner ---
(a) do you "suggest” to build this tower at a location so close to the resident area? The answer
was "Yes".



(b) what did you you consider before you made this decision regarding this tower? The answer
was the tower's "appearance” - how it looks. Did you think about the health risk and radio hazard to the
nearby residents? The answer was "no".

(c) What is the distance between this tower and resident houses? The answer was "200 feet".

(d) We asked him if he knew FCC's rules and local government's responsibilities regarding
installing the cell phone tower, we got no answer. We thus read several sentences from the document of
"FCC" and "Local and State Government Advisory Committee" to him: "As a state or local government
official, you can play an important role in ensuring that innovative and beneficial communications services
are provided in a manner that is consistent with public health and safety”, "State and local governments
may wish to verify compliance with the FCC's exposure limits in order to protect their own citizens."

Obviously, the decided to build this tower at this location has been made by somebody. We thought
they will listen to the people's feedback and change their mind. Very disappointed, all our feedback to
opposite building a tower at this location was completely ignored. Why did they call this meeting?

We strongly believe building a cell phone tower at this residence area should be rejected. We can't
imagine we should put hundreds or thousands people's health at big risk in order to build this tower! We
live in Chandler, we love Chandler, we make contribution to Chandler, however, we also need to be
protected as Chandler citizens. We ask you, our trustful city official's help and protect -- provide us
including our children a safe and peaceful living environment.

By the way, according to today's newspaper, Tucson Unified School District scraped a plan to build a
cell phone tower at their west side of elementary school. We think they are doing right thing.

Thank you very much for your consideration and help.

Chandler residents -- Andy and Lisa.

Be the filmmaker you always wanted to be—learn how to burn a DVD with Windows®. Make your smash
hit
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MEMORANDUM Planning and Development — CC Memo No. 08-160

DATE: AUGUST 11, 2008

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL

THRU: W. MARK PENTZ, CITY MANAG
JEFF KURTZ, ACTING PLANNING ¥ DEVELOPMENT IRECToﬁG,
KEVIN MAYO, ACTING PLANNING MANAGER ;

FROM: BILL DERMODY, SENIOR CITY PLANNER B_@

SUBJECT: UP08-0035 COOPER/202 VERIZON

Request: Use Permit approval for a 55-foot monopalm wireless
communications facility

Location: Northeast corner of Cooper Road and the Loop 202 Santan
Freeway

Applicant: Verizon Wireless, Steven Sung

Owner: ADOT
Zoning: Agricultural District (AG-1)
RECOMMENDATION

Planning Commission and Staff, finding consistency with the General Plan, recommend approval
subject to conditions.

BACKGROUND

The application requests a new 55’ monopalm wireless cell tower to be located in the southeast
portion of vacant land owned by ADOT at the northeast corner of Cooper Road and the Loop
202 Santan Freeway. A recommended condition requires two live palm trees of 25’ and 30’
heights to be installed adjacent to the monopalm. A monopalm is a wireless communication
facility disguised to look like a palm tree. The Zoning Code requires a Use Permit for wireless
communication facilities in non-industrial zoning districts that do not utilize existing poles or
towers.
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Page 2 of 3

South of the subject site is a drainage canal that separates the site from the Loop 202 off-ramp to
Cooper Road. To the north are single-family homes across Willis Road. To the immediate east
is a retention basin. Farther east are single-family homes, the closest of which is approximately
200’ from the proposed monopalm location.

The 55’ tall monopalm and associated mechanical equipment will occupy 816 square feet in the
southeastern corner of the subject site. Staff recommends a condition that would require two live
palm trees to be planted adjacent to the monopalm in order to provide a more natural, “grove-
like” appearance. Illustrations of the proposed monopalm are attached.

Within the immediate area, there are no suitable alternatives for co-location of the wireless
communication facilities on existing poles or towers. According to information provided by the
applicant as required by code, there are three verticalities of a height similar to or greater than the
proposed monopalm within one mile, including an existing monopole near the Chandler
Municipal Airport, SRP power poles farther north on Cooper Road, and the Chandler Auto Park
freeway pylon signs. The applicant has analyzed these three co-location possibilities and found
them implausible because they are located outside of the needed coverage area. An inventory of
these verticalities provided by the applicant is among the attachments.

The applicant has also investigated placing the wireless facility south of the Loop 202 within the
Chandler Airport Center development or to the west across Cooper Road. Chandler Airport
Center’s zoning specifically prohibits cell towers, thereby eliminating it as a candidate site. The
vacant land west of Cooper Road is approximately 5° lower than the subject property, thereby
requiring a monopalm of approximately 60 height in order to achieve similar coverage. (Due to
a misrepresentation by the applicant, the elevation west of Cooper Road was previously believed
to be 15’ to 20’ lower than the subject property and was originally presented to Planning
Commission as such.) A monopalm greater than 55° height is not desired by the applicant and is
considered to be an unrealistic height for a live palm tree. Also, the owner of the vacant land
west of Cooper Road is not willing to consider locating a cell tower on the property at this time.

DISCUSSION

Planning Commission and Staff find the proposed location to be appropriate for a wireless
facility in the form of a monopalm in conjunction with live palm trees. The suggested location is
not ideal due to its visibility from the residential neighborhoods to the north and east. However,
at a distance of 200’ from the nearest residential property and accompanied by two live palm
trees, the visual effect will not be obtrusive at this location near a freeway and an arterial street.

The applicant has conveyed that permits will be applied for after receiving Use Permit approval
and that the monopalm and facility will be installed shortly thereafter.

PUBLIC/NEIGHBORHOOD NOTIFICATION

e This request was noticed according to the provisions of the City of Chandler Zoning Code.

e A neighborhood meeting was held on August 4, 2008 at the Downtown Chandler Community
Center. Three neighbors attended in opposition, primarily citing health concerns and asking
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for more details on the health effects. Staff informed the neighbors that the Zoning Code
prohibits consideration of health effects. Neighbors also stated concerns with the possible
negative effect on property values and the aesthetics of the monopalm as a very visible
structure from their neighborhood. The neighbors would prefer a location away from
neighborhoods, such as south of the Loop 202 Santan Freeway.

e Staff has received email correspondence from a neighbor in opposition to the request—a
copy of the email is among the memo attachments. Reasons for opposition include safety,
aesthetics, and negative effect on property values.

PLANNING COMMISSION VOTE REPORT
Motion to approve.
In Favor: 7 Opposed: 0

Planning Commission added Condition No. 4 to address dust control concerns. No citizens
attended the Planning Commission hearing.

RECOMMENDED ACTION
Planning Commission and Staff, upon finding consistency with the General Plan, recommend
approval of UP08-0035 COOPER/202 VERIZON subject to the following conditions:

1. Expansion or modification of the use beyond approved exhibits shall void the Use Permit and
require new Use Permit application and approval.

2. There shall be two live Date Palm trees installed and maintained adjacent to the monopalm.
The trees shall be of 25° and 30° heights at the time of planting and shall match the
monopalm’s appearance.

3. The landscaping shall be maintained at a level consistent with or better than at the time of
planting. The site shall be maintained in a clean and orderly manner.

4. Access to the facility must be provided on a stabilized surface per Maricopa County dust
control regulations.

PROPOSED MOTION
Move to approve UP08-0035 COOPER/202 VERIZON Use Permit for a wireless

communication facility, subject to the conditions recommended by Planning Commission and
Staff.

Attachments

1. Vicinity Map

2. Applicant Narrative/ Inventory of Verticalities within One Mile
3. Site Plan and Elevations

4. Photo Simulations

5. Letter of Opposition
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Department of Planning
City of Chandler

Written Statement as part of
Application for

USE PERMIT

ADOT Right of Way
NE Corner of 202 Santan Freeway and Cooper Road
Chandler, AZ 85249
Parcel #: N/A

Submitted by
Verizon Wireless
126 West Gemini Drive
Tempe, AZ 85283

Submitted to: Prepared By:

City of Chandler Wireless Resources, Inc
Department of Planning Steven Sung

20 E. Main Street 2400 N. Arizona Ave Suite #3127

Mesa, AZ 85201 Chandler, AZ 85225



TABLE OF CONTENTS

SECTION 1 General Information.......c.ccieeieiiiiiniieieioiinriiicatiasercescocassonsense 1
SECTION 2 Background......cceiieiieiiieiieieetaeiannescsssansscscascssasssssssassasasssns 2
SECTION 3 Project Description........ccciciiiieiinieneietcecsetcessascacercosensancescssses 2
SECTION 4 Special Use Permit Justifications and Compatibility Statement............. 3
SECTION 5 Existing Towers within 1 Mile Radius from Proposed Site Location.....3
SECTION 6 ConcluSIOn. . .ccccvueieiuieieiaiiraieiiiterernrarasessecacesesasscscasesasesnsnsnsssns 3

EXHIBIT A Map with Existing Towers within 1 Mile Radius from Proposal Site
Location.
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SECTION 1

GENERAL INFORMATION

APPLYING FOR:

APPLICANT:

AGENT:

OWNER:

PROJECT ADDRESS:

Parcel ID#:

ARICHTECT:

ZONING:

HEIGHT LIMIT:

Use Permit

Verizon Wireless

126 W. Gemini Drive
Tempe, AZ 85283
Contact: Rob Jones
Phone: (480) 777-4344

Wireless Resources, Inc
Contact: Steven Sung
2400 N Arizona Ave #3127
Chandler, AZ 85225
Phone: (808) 223-0323

Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT)

205 S 17" Avenue, #612E

Phoenix, AZ 85007

ADOT Right of Way

NE Corner of 202 Santan Freeway &
Cooper Road

Chandler, AZ 85249

N/A

BK Design Inc.

6052 E. Baseline Road #104

Mesa, AZ 85206

N/A

100 feet



SECTION 2 BACKGROUND

Verizon Wireless is submitting for a Use Permit to construct a new Wireless
Communication Monopalm (WCM) at the ADOT owned property located at NE corner
of 202 Santan Freeway & Cooper Road, Chandler, AZ 85249. The proposed site will
help improve high drop call area and provide coverage on residential and future business
development around the corner of Cooper Rd and Willis Road and the 202 Santan
Freeway traffic and further shown in the coverage maps provided in the Appendix.

SECTION 3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Verizon Wireless will install a 55” Stealth Monopalm in the ADOT Right of Way.
Verizon will locate its antenna array at a radiation center of 51°. The antenna array will
consist of six (6) 8-foot antennas mounted on a four-foot sector frame. And Verizon
install the 55° Stealth Monopalm along with a state approved, pre fabricated equipment
shelter and emergency generator within a 24” X 34’ lease area on the Southeast corner of
the ADOT Right of Way (Please see attached site plans). To minimize visual impact
from the street, the base of the Monopalm, equipment shelter, and emergency generator
will be enclosed by a 12° high CMU wall.

SECTION4  USE PERMIT JUSTIFICATIONS AND
COMPATIBILITY STATEMENT

Verizon’s proposed use will not cause an adverse impact on adjacent property or
properties in the area. Pedestrian and vehicular traffic will not increase in the
surrounding neighborhoods. There will be no nuisances arising from the emission of
odor, dust, gas, noise, vibration, smoke, heat, or glare at a level exceeding that of ambient
conditions.

The idea of using an existing verticality was our first priority within this area’s search
ring. We were unable to find a wireless cell facility in the area that would be co-locatable
for Verizon Wireless. Verizon Wireless has selected the ADOT Right of Way due to its
location being the highest elevation which will enhance coverage on 202 Santan Freeway
and surrounding residential neighborhood. The properties to the west side of Copper
Road drops approximately 15 to 20’ in elevation therefore will not achieve the RF
objective for this search ring.



Verizon’s RF engineer designate our search area based on customer demand. Verizon is
then limited to the area designated by RF as to where the site will be located. In this case,
RF has requested to cover along Cooper Rd between Willis Road and the 202 Santan
Freeway.

Also, Verizon is installing a monopalm stealth pole to help minimize visual effects to the
surround area. The palm tree stealth pole will blend in nicely with the existing trees in
the area.

SECTION 5 EXISTING TOWERS INVENTORY WITHIN 1
MILE RADIUS FROM THE PROPOSED SITE
LOCATION

1. There is 1 existing monopole within the 1 mile radius of the ADOT Right of Way.
(Please see attached map with existing towers within one mile radius from the
proposed site location) The existing T-Mobile tower is full and the tower location
is out of the Verizon search ring area therefore will not meet Verizon’s RF
objective for this search ring.

2. The existing SRP poles starting %2 mile away from the ADOT right of way along
copper road. The starting location of the SRP pole is out of Verizon’s search ring
area. Also, there is no leaseable ground space close enough to the pole. (Please
see attached map with existing towers within one mile radius from the proposed
site location)

3. The Chandler Auto Park Sign is more than Y mile out the Verizon Search Ring

area. (Please see attached map with existing towers within one mile radius from
the proposed site location)

SECTION 6 CONCLUSIONS

Verizon Wireless has designed this site to have the lease visual impact possible. The area
in which we are designing this site provided very few options and we feel that among
those available options this location and design is the best suited. I respectfully request
your approval of this site.



Vv Hqiyx3

0-€1 woo7 ejeQ 3.Z1 NN WO ULIOIBP A MM
000e (4] [} "8002 ®VSN Sev 1334S aulio3d L0022 @
u E ‘asuady o) joalqns asn eea
AWHOTIA g,
_uuzm.\ﬂu_m_ Lo .
lllll | wadves | B _
uo Jonigev m>ﬂl_ L o TSR g _—
E e @ i 2ARVRI LT .
B E - . " -
.N! C_,\V _m m z
—8 2 s 3
AL - gL 2l _
14 GUTESA 3 o ® STTET 1
] (8} L ]
w0 1% ‘-

T Qu NNVHESO 3

B O o o 8

g% SINIM3

S "ealy Buly YdJeas uozlsp

m n 1 s) adeys Jejnduelaay sy
-
= g - T2 :
= = 2 1 im -
) - ] _ 2_ 1
i .
wﬁeﬂouoo._ocmm_ill I _ _F
. 4 QhiNiAGE 3
aLpNReE IS A d QILONIYES 3 :
Jd ¥IONTHYEA 3 9 AV 3SNTEY¥3A 3
[ @ ﬁﬂomgsﬁozmﬁmﬁgmﬁssnﬂm&g&mgﬁl_ - - - H 7
< wn > 1Y - i
iy - -] B
SE. H — g
nlea | G ; iU
1 AL — .
— | N e ’
_ T s & @ g
I i HE
2_ o -}
[ » . s
E Aepm o 481y 100V woly o
i i
] SnipeJ jfw T sI 32413 ayL '#HI,!
w
L L — £
] Y A R 7 S
_ ¥ xm.E.s ER N 2
_ moa:b..ﬁmﬁba 130V~ 1% y d_‘mw'bn:nm n — ¥ OHOMII | B
_ = ek O - :
2 A — , i T 1 | ¢




nzgn wireless
126 W. GEMINI DR, TEMPE, AZ 85283

. _

b o o ans —— ———
o ,,»%ﬂ .r, . ‘{ ‘W’ INTERNAL REVIEW
s . . ”’%‘:“ \' - o /%;,,,,,‘,;,/,,g? - . :
T 3 A 2 )
; Do e «}1 ?% o ; L o :
. o . »@{@2 o . : . . . A SIGNATLRE OATE
Sinsan H.H» 4 S . - - v‘,/
£ . 1
o
» FEAL ESTATE SIGNATURE DATE

.

verizonvircless M w

SITE NAME:

=

PHO CANYON OAKS

=

0
N \@""

[sremor

6052 €. BASELINE RD., #104 MESA, AZ 85206
PHONE: (480) 204-1412  FAX: (480) BX0-5351

THESE LKA £ LT WRTIEN
A THE ERSEERD OF B GESNN
WL AND PRIOUCEL LAELe FOF TN
USE T R CUENT, ath
FEFRISTION

AFPMATION \JH’

DFEAAICE 15

A S A

05508 ! ISSUE TO CLENT

SHEET INDEX ] [euenr ] [Frosect oam ] [ProsecT oescremon ©51908 | ISSUE FOR SUBMTTAL
® o1 RRWELE DATR AUl HIFPMATIN [Iees SERILZUN WRELE T IECL T THE R TMET o & BRI
) . £ Lo - RV FEERARC ATEG € RN o D Wi
Uik kv VAIES (42 4
o wol it subk nEs i 4 UBFL CONPRLOE (EW Pkl TS 7 B
o o1 wERAL e CLHIATT Tl burw e ik, WA, T & PECPOSED. N d1GPL
o o EILSGED SHE BLA PHAHE. (502 ol e ST Bl F W, VLB s T TN F T "
I PN . e CEVELOEMENT 4000 CORSTRTION UF THE. BT AL
.z ATE ELE AT SR T LS CraPL WTH AL AFFLEAGLE €00~ A OEUIATH E
owneR AL L0 ST MENCHENT B
e e (43 PREJECT DOES 1107 NICLULE WATES. 06 SEWE |
e GER of TRRRT o : - i
LT A G T SKENDMENTS B BRCIDCT I UICES FEFMARENT TELERHIAE ANG |
wa[w oz I e T AMEMOMENTS ELC TPUAL 0T T |
i FONED Pl
Gt BIOUE) FL S PGS L SO G T P i
SITE ACOUSITION i
s, ProuReT WS :
it T B . |
TS e o . ‘
WHTE T Arbias ' o R e o ILLEPRUIE e
Lh VR, WS9I LIRS 1A, e CE OB A |
o Ve . * B e e |

FreE o

i [ERE RN "
B GESIGH i
s ek e pr—
i
g . —
CONTACT. @R FELM L W T CE 1G0T i | smerane I
FHUOE 43 WE T CHEnAL R £.T TRavEL at
S T 1
S PHO CANYON
T S
X 2 , OAKS
i SUEREL e At Erota
! Sornact. JeeE <
i FrE, e e - @@
e anoRess ]
[ sreaous } NE CORNER OF S 202 & COOPER
[ CHANDLER, AZ 85249
A ULIAIL skt = it ::
‘ i, : PROJECT
QTR L INFORMATION
‘ e, ST 1 L U n AND DATA
Ere g e e o1t [OIECT R ee 5
—0/\ 19 o
;‘b, LRI S, @ QUTRTCE Wb a
N VACINITY MAP




ZONING: AG-1

Iy

LN Jwnaen
TRANSFORMER
Teo—
, AN __ - s —— T T T T T T
FOUND BCHH. W1/4
FouND BufL. L
SEC 1, 125, RSE N pragv il
“« & 0ODGE us
FY
3
RD :
WILLIS ) 391.56° - ~
L _NeaSESTE - — —n— = 4
1* 756.55 (LEASE TIE HINE) A
& i
' 5 i
=z ! LINE_TABLE
-8 o . UINE, BEA TENGTH
2N T g N U S00°51'47°E 00
8 ' ale N 589081 3"W (5}
£ ! ais NODS1'47°W )
Sy NB9OEITE 0Q
‘ o NOOST'A7 W 00
= SA9DE'T W 25.00
v . NZ9T140"W 186,31
v ' I S E) SBESESTW 88.52
218
H 2
Sle =)
2 =
o 1
'
P 0.T PROPOSED VERIZON N
WIRELESS 12 WIDE ACCESS APN: NONE ]
EASEMENT ) gls
85
| | ZONING: AG~1{ [
)
. ! CENTER OF PROPOSED MONOPALM(NADBS.
i LATTUDE 33' 17 00.993" NORTH
LONGITUDE 117" 48 22.057" WEST
i ELEVATION 1238.5" (NavDSS)
! '
! 1 CENTER OF PROPOSED MONOPALM(NAD27)|
LATIUDE 33" 17 00.811° NORTH
CMU waLL LONGITUDE 111" 48" 19.561" WEST
= (NG
a2 | !
=] ' £.0.8 PROPOSED VERIZON
= WIRELESS 12 WIDE ACCESS
= EASEMENT
14 I P.0.B PROPOSED VERIZON
© | // WIRELESS LEASE AREA / ,
\ . FOUND HBOFL, CL
. [=—0.42 OF DODGE DR
' | & SPRUCE DR
‘ 2
16" WATERLINE G S 8629
l F Garg ~ — . _SBE2997E
I ER BLUE STAKE T \\ 1osar T T ——— e _ TRANSFORMER
| e . Y
! . PROPOSED 60° HIGH MONOPALM ———
e WATERUNE T (POSIMON OF GEGDETIC COORDINATES)
CHAIN UNK FENCE HEAD WaLL
CAngy
\\
——
GRAPHIC SCALE
» . w - o
™ ™ Sm—— LEGEND
 m FeET )
1ich < POB  BOINT OF BEGINNING % SPOT ELEVATION
POT  POINT OF TERMINUS POSITION OF
PUE  PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT @ GEGDETIC COORDINATES
ROW  RIGHT OF waAY £G4 WATER CONTROL VALVE
DW  DRIWVEWAY
W FIRE HYDRANT
FLOOD INFORMATION SW  SIDEWALK Q.  POWER POLE
COMMUNITY BCHH  BRASS CAP IN HANDHOLE @)  ELECTRIC MANMOLE
NUMBER PANEL # | SUFFIX | PANEL DATE | FIRM ZONE BOFL  BRASS CAP FLUSH ®  TELCO MANHOLE
040040 2670 H 9,/30/05 X @®  FOUND AS NOTED

— e . mee
OVERHEAD ELECTRIC ~ PROPERTY LINE

BARBED WRE FENCE

LESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTICN

4 PORTION OF THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
RIGHT OF WAY FOR THE SAN TAN FREEWAY LYING WITHIN THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE
5 EAST OF THE GILA AND SALT RIVER BASE AND WERIDIAN,
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA.

LEASE AREA LEGAL DESCRIPTION

A PORTION OF THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
RIGHT OF WAY FOR THE SAN TAN FREEWAY LYING WTHIN THE
SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 2 SOUTH, RANGE
5 EAST OF THE GILA AND SALT RIVER HASE AND MERIDIAN,
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCING AT THE WEST QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION
u

THENCE NORTH B8 DEGREES 58 MINUTES 57 SECONDS EAST,
ALONG THE CENTERUINE OF WILLIS ROAD PER THE PLAT OF
ARIZONA IMPRESSIONS, RECORDED IN BOOK 504 OF MAPS, PAGE
14, RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY, 256.55 FEET,

THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 58 SECONDS EAST.
OEPARTNG SAD CENTERLINE, 68.36 FEET 10 AN ANGLE FOINT IN
SAID RI

FUENCE. CONTINDING SOUTH 00 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 58

SECONDS EAST, ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY, 19261 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 0B MINUTES 13 SECONDS WEST, .42
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES 51 MINUTES 47 SECONDS EAST.
34.00 FEET,

THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 13 SECONDS WEST,
22.00 FEET:

THENCE NORTH 00 DEGREES 51 MINUTES 47 SECONDS WEST,
34.00

THENCE NORTH 89 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 13 SECONDS EAST,
22.00 FEET T0 THE POINT OF BEGIN .

ACCESS EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION.
A PORTION OF THE ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Ri N TAN FREEWAY LYING WITHIN THE

X 0
FEET ON EACH SIDE OF THE FOLLOWING
DESCRIBED CENTERLINE:

COMMENCING AT THE WEST QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION

THENCE NORTH 88 DEGREES 58 MINUTES 57 SECONDS EAST,
ALONG THE CENTERLINE OF WILLIS ROAD PER THE PLAT OF
ARIZONA IMPRESSIONS, RECORDED IN BOOK 504 OF MAPS., PAGE
14, RECORDS OF SAID COUNTY, 286.55 FEET:

THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES 4¢ MINUTES 58 SECONDS EAST,
DEPARTING SAID CENTERLINE, B8.36 FEET TO AN ANGLE POINT IN
SAID RIGHT OF W)

THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 00 DEGREES 49 MINUTES 58
SECONDS EAST, ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY, 192.61 FEET,
THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 13 SECONDS WEST,
22.42 FEET

THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES 51 MINUTES 47 SECONDS EAST,
6.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE SOUTH B9 DEGREES 08 MINUTES 13 SECONDS WEST.
25.00 FEET,

THENCE NORTH 29 DEGREES 11 MINUTES 40 SECONDS WEST,
186,31 FEET:
THENCE SOUTH B8 DEGREES 56 MINUTES 57 SECONDS WEST,

88.52 FEET 10 THE POINT OF TERMINUS.
NORTH
DRIVING DIRECTIONS

TAKE GUADALUPE EAST TO PRICE ROAD. TAKE PRICE ROAD
P . TAKE LOOP 10t
2

ROAD. THE SITE IS ON THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF COOPER
AND L0OP 202

BENCHMARK

ELEVATION ESTABLISHED FROM GPS DERIVED ORTHOMETRIC
HEIGHTS, APPLYING GEOID 99 SEPARATIONS, CONSTRAINING 10
NGS CONTROL STATION COSA, ELEVATION 1383.8° NAVDAS.

BASIS OF BEARINGS

BEARINGS SHOWED HEREON ARE BASED UPON U.S. STATE PLANE
NADS3 CODRDINATE SYSTCM ARIZONA GENTRAL ZONE, DE TERMINED
8Y GPS OBSERVATIONS.

SURVEY DATE

/21708

SURVEYOR'S NOTES

A TITLE REPORT WAS NOT PROVIDED AT THE TIME THIS SURVEY
WAS PERFORMED. ANY EASEMENTS OR OTHER {TEMS CONTAINED
WITHIN THE TITLE REPORT WHICH MAY AFFECT THE LEASE AREA
HAVE NOT BEEN PLOTTED.

THE BOUNDARY SHOWN HEREON IS PLOTTED FROM RECORD
INFORMATION AND DOES ROT CONSTITUTE A BOUNDARY SURVEY
OF THE PROPE

UTILITY NOTES

SURVEYOR 'OOES. NOT GUARANIEE AT ALL UDLITES ARE
SHowy OF THEIR LOCATIONS. 1T 1S, THE RESPONSIBIITY. OF e

CONTRACTOR AND DEVELOPER 1O CONTACT Bl \ND

AN ONER INVOVED. ACENCES 0 LOCATE ALL UTILIES PRIGR
G _CONSTRUCTION. REMOVAL, RELOCATION AND/ OR

REPLACEMENT IS THE RESPONSIBLITY OF THE CONTRACTOR.

L
verryonvireless

Carslruction Deprtment
126 W. Gemini Dr.
_ Tempe, Az. 85283

5/30/08

2008263697
PHO CANYON OAKS

SEC OF SR202 & COOPER
CHANDLER, AZ 85249
MARICOPA COUNTY

REY.: DATE DESCRIPTION. BY:

4/24/08 | SUBMITTAL OH

DRAWN _BY; CHK.
cH o

APV
I3

1-A ACCURACY CERTIFICATION;

THE HORIZONTAL ACCLRACY OF THE LATIIUOE AND
LONGITUDE AT THE CENTER OF EACH SECTOR

FALLS WITHIR AFTEEN (15) FEET. THE ELEVATIONS
{NAVDBB) OF THE GROUND AND FIXTURES FALL
WITHIN THREE (3) FEET.

HEET TITLE:

TOPOGRAPHICAL
SITE SURVEY

SHEET _NUMBER

CAD #

WGS 4045




FOUND BCHH, W1 /4 -—-
SEC 1, T2S, RSE

CENTERLINE OF PROPOSED
VERIZON WIRELESS 12'-0"
WIDE ACCESS EASEMENT

20NING: AG-1
COOPER RD

EXISTING TELCO—————

FOUND BCFL, Cl-
OF WILLIS RD
& DODGE DR

391.56'

4

\ (-
1
‘ - EXISTING TRANSFORMER
}
. NBESESTE ,VM
= T 256.55 (LEASE TIE LINE)
(
z ‘ S P
13 |
o' |
&S
) ;
Sl /
b / EXISTING HEAD WALL

i
i

NBB'58'57"E
——
25710

I
i
. |
f | |
| |
| | |
‘ |
EXISTING 32" WATERLINE '4‘77'*
i PER BLUE STAKE

|
|
i
EXISTING 16" WATERLINE - r"%' -
PER BLUE STAKE
1

|
|
J

i
4oy

|
i

9589

TRRGENOT

1

|
2y ‘
@ |
1
APN: NONE ZONING: PAD .
ZONING: AG-1

—===—EXISTING TREE TYP.

EXISTING CMU WALL

————CENTERLINE OF PROPOSED VERIZON
WIRELESS 12'-0" WIDE ACCESS EASEMENT

s oy -PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS LEASE AREA |

-——

- OF DODGE
- o & SPRUCE OR
w0
~
B ~ ¢ PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS STEALTH
- i MONOPALM
. - - 58629377
- — o —— 1706 91" e

T ——-——EXISTING TQP OF BANK

N ———e— s —~EXISTING TOE OF BANK @

EXISTING CANAL -

DODGE DR

80CST
- 3,£0,10..05

FOUND BCFL, CL-- -~
OR

EXISTING

EXISTING HEAD WALL Nk tH

/"1 SITE PLAN
Z-1

T

TELCO-——+—--
EXISTING TRANSFORMER ————

verizonvicless

126 W. GEMINI DR,, TEMPE, AZ 85283
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PROPOSED VERIZON--— —-—

WIRELESS ANTENNAS —
(3) SECTORS WITH (2)
ANTENNAS PER SECTOR

WIRELESS STEALTH
MONGPALM.

G
0 St
/"2 ENLARGED ANTENNA PLAN L‘-‘_’_l_‘
NZ EE TR I 3 L
COAXIAL CABLE TABLE
SECTOR © AZMUTH ' LENTH | NO | sizé | ~TvPE
| SECTOR . Az ; —
; !
1 ‘L 7/8" AVAS-50
]i , EVE AVAS-50
‘ L
| 7/8" AVAS-50
L

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS WALL MID. ——
\ TELCO BOX

. PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS WALL MTD. - -
_FLEC. METER AND DISCONNECT.

CENTERUNE OF PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS —
12'~0" WIBE UTILITY EASEMENT - SEE SHEET
"Z1" FOR CONTINUATION

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS 12'-0" WIDE———

T.S. ROLLING GATE WITH METAL SLATS

--- _PROPQOSED VERIZON
WIRELESS LEASE LINE (Tve).

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS WALL MTD L

LIGHT FIXTURE.
EXISTING TREE TO BE REMOVED
PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS WALL MTD. &/C

UNIT, TYPICAL OF (2).

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS ICEBRIDGE ———

22'-0"_LEASE AREA

1

40"

,1"

f ¥

]

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS 12'-0" HIGH
CMU WALL

1013

- PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS 12'-0" «
20'-0" STATE APPROVED PREFAB. EQUIPMENT
BUILBING

20°-0"

34'-0" LEASE AREA

ROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS GPS ANTENNA

o-0"

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS ANTENNAS

¥ MOUNTED TO PROPOSED STEALTH MONOPALM—
SEE ENLARGED PLAN.

EXISTING CMU WALL Co T — _
LIMIIS OF LESSORS PROPERTY -~ — -~ - Tt
~ 9 2 10°
4 () ENLARGED SITE PLAN H‘H‘!—

1 38

verizonvicless

128 W. GEMINI DR, TEMPE, AZ. 85289
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PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS —
ANTENNAS - (3) SECTORS WITH
(2) ANTENNAS PER SECTCR

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS -~ ———
STEALTH MONQPALM.

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS —- ]
12'=0" x 20'-0" STATE i -

APPROVED PREFAB. EQUIPMENT
BUILDING.

PROPOSED VERIZON ——————,
WIRELESS WALL MTD. A/C L L
UNIT, TYPICAL OF (2) }

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS ——
12'—0" HIGH CMU WALL

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS

WALL MTD. ELEC. METER AND

DISCONNECT.

EXISTING GRADE. -- -

/ 2\ SOUTH ELEVATION L-“.r_
-3 TSN

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS — &
ANTENNAS — (3) SECTORS wnH/{,'j,ﬁf’,’;‘ﬁ
(2) ANTENNAS PER SECTOR. " ok

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS————— 1
STEALTH MOMNOPALM. %
PROPOSED VER'ZON WIRELESS —— |
{CEBRIDOGE. . ]
PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS WALL —— =4

MTD. A/C UNIT, TYPICAL OF (2}

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS —————-— e
12'=0" HIGH CMU WALL

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS -—-————"~— Vo
12'-0" x 20'-0" STATE k \ L
APPROVED PREFAB. EQUIPMENT | Lo
BUILDING |

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS -— ——— 4 | 4

12'-0" WIDE T.S. ROLLING GATE i ! !
WITH METAL SLATS i

PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS
WALL MTD. ELEC. METER AND
DISCONNECT.

PROPOSED VERIZON —
WIRELESS WALL MTD.

TOP OF PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS STEALTH MONGPALM

51'-0"

TELCO BOX ey

CENTERLINE OF PROPOSED VERIZON WIRELESS ANTENNAS

EXISTING GRADE

i "\ WEST ELEVATION

\&3

Lale

Veri@nwire/ess

126 W. GEMINI DR, TEMPE, AZ 85263

[ rcvew

| CoSTRIGTION SIRATURE o
FF SIGNATURE OATE

[REALESTATE SiNATURE DATE

8052 £. BASELINE RD., #104 MESA, AZ 85206
PHONE: (480) 204-1412 FAX: (480} 830-9350
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veriyonvirciess

-BEFORE-

Verizon Wireless - PHO Canyon Oaks

NE Corner of SR 202 & Cooper
Chandler, Az. 85249




-AFTER-
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verizonviciess  yerizon Wireless — PHO Canyon Oaks

NE Corner of SR 202 & Cooper
Chandler, Az. 85249
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From: abc xyz [mailto:atoz78@hotmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 10:02 PM

To: Steven Sung

Subject: RE: oppose Verizon's proposal to build monopalm at the N/W corner of Cooper Road and Loop
202

Hi Steven,

Thanks for your quick response. We, unfortunately, can't attend that meeting. We appreciate it if
you can pass the following to the meeting.

We received the letter regarding the Verizon's proposal to build a monopalm at the North and East
corner of Cooper road and Loop 202. Our 2-storey house is just located at the North and East corner of
Cooper road and Loop 202. We strongly oppose this proposal because of the following great concerns
and risks ---

(1). Itis NOT safe to build this kind of facility with monopalm/radio antennas at this location which is
so close to the residence area.

(2). Health risks and issues caused by radio frequency and/or microwave. Are there any official
reports issued by federal agencies which can prove there are no health risks?

(3). Potential risks caused by wind/monsoon/thunderstorm/lightning/antennas.

(4). The 55' tall monopalm will cause satellite TV signal jammed/interfered for some residents at that
area.

(5). Safety issues.

(6). Visual impact.

(7). Value of the house dropping.

(8). Other hidden risks

Do Chandler and/or Verizon have a completed study/project report to address all these risks with
good solutions? We would like them to release and distribute it to all impacted residents before holding
the neighborhood meeting. What is the FCC's regulation for building monopalm at residence area.

Can you please give us a call this Friday around 7:30 am (AZ local time)? Our number is 520-579-
6560.
Thanks.

Andrew and Lisa
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