TOWN OF PHILIPSTOW ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
238 MAIN STREET, COLD SPRING NY 10516

MEETING LOCATION WILL BE HELD AT THE
BUTTERFIELD LIBRARY 10 MORRIS AVE COLD SPRING NY 10516
AT 7:30 PM
Monday July 13,2015

MEETING AGENDA

Review for completeness of application submittal and schedule Public Hearing

1.) NEW YORK SMSA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP D/B/A VERIZON WIRELESS

The applicant is seeking a special use permit to collocate small panel antennas on an existing
telecommunications tower, together with related equipment at the base thereof. The site is
located at 22 Sky Lane Garrison NY 10524 located in the SR district TM #83.18-1-22

&23

2.) Amendment to January 2015 approved minutes.

Secretary upon request from Dana Reymond owning property at 28 Hudson River Lane would
like the minutes to reflect the following changes. The minutes are currently written as Robert
Dee — I will speak on the Glen Watson thing. I read the letter. We gave a year extension. The
requested change is as followed , and to be placed above Robert Dee’s first line of the topic.
Following topic is in reference to 28 Hudson River Lane owned by Dana Reymond
addressing a letter written on property owners behalf by Badey and Watson in order to
inform the ZBA that no extensions or variances are needed based on discovery and a
conversation between Zoning Administrator Kevin Donohue and Glen Watson for damage
that was done during Hurricane Sandy.

3.) New/ Old Business



NEW YORK OFFICE

445 PARK AVENUE, 9TH FLOOR
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022
(212) 749-1448

FAX (212) 932-2693

LESLIE J. SNYDER
ROBERT D. GAUDIOSO

DAVID L. SNYDER
(1956-2012)

LAW OFFICES OF

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
94 WHITE PLAINS ROAD
TARRYTOWN, NEwW YORK |0591
(914) 333-0700
FAX (914) 333-0743

WRITER'S E-MAIL ADDRESS
Isnyder@snyderlaw.net

NEW JERSEY OFFICE

ONE GATEWAY CENTER, SUITE 2600
NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07102

(973) 824-9772

FAX (973) 824-9774

REPLY TO:

Tarrytown Office

June 1, 2015

Honorable Chairman Vincent Cestone

and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals
Town of Philipstown

238 Main Street

Cold Spring, NY 10516

Re:  New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless for
Co-Location of a Wireless Telecommunication Facility on an Existing Guyed
Lattice Tower at the property known as Section 83.18, Block 1, Lots 22 & 23
on the Tax Map and located at 22 Sky Lane, Philipstown, NY

Dear Hon. Chairman Cestone and
Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals:

I am the attorney for New York SMSA Limited Partnership, d/b/a Verizon Wireless
(“Verizon Wireless™) in connection with its request for a special permit to collocate Verizon
Wireless’ small panel antennas and related improvements on the existing guyed lattice tower
(“Tower”) at the captioned property (“Property”), together with equipment at the base
thereof.

By way of background, it should be noted that Verizon Wireless is licensed by the
Federal Communications Commission to provide reliable wireless telecommunications
services throughout New York State, including the Town of Philipstown (“Town”), and
Verizon Wireless’ facility at the Property is necessary for Verizon Wireless to provide such
services. On May 12, 2015, Verizon Wireless applied for a building permit and the Building
Inspector deemed that a special permit was necessary for the facility even though it is a
deminimis collocation.

Pursuant to Section 175-46.B(4) of the Town’s zoning code (“Zoning Code”), the
collocation of wireless communications equipment on an approved communications tower is
permitted on the Property by special use permit from this Honorable Zoning Board of
Appeals. Moreover, there is already access to the Property in connection with the existing
communications facilities so that no additional Section 280-a of New York State Town Law
approval should be required since Verizon Wireless will be utilizing the same access as the
other existing users of the Tower.



In furtherance of the foregoing, Verizon Wireless is pleased to enclose nineteen (19)
copies of the following documents, together with the special permit application fee of
$5,000.00 and escrow fee of $5,000.00:

1.

Zoning Board Appeal Form together with letter of authorization from
the Property owner;

Deed for the Property;

Certificates of Occupancy;

Short Environmental Assessment Form';

A copy of Verizon Wireless’ applicable FCC licenses;
Statement in Support of Application; and

Site Plan, prepared by Tectonic Engineering and Surveying
Consultants, P.C.

We thank you for your consideration and look forward to discussing this matter with
the Zoning Board of Appeals at its June 8" meeting. If you have any questions or require
additional information, please do not hesitate to call me at (914) 333-0700.

LIS:jg

Enclosures

cc:  Verizon Wireless
Z\SSDATA\WPDATA\SSAWP\NEWBANM\Mike Bonhomme\Lake Peekskill- 22 Sky Lane\Zoning\2014 Application\ZBA Letter.fin.ap.doc

1This application is a Type 1l action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act deeming the
application to have no significant impact on the environment since it involves construction of a non-residential
structure involving less than 4000 square feet under 6 NYCRR 617.5 (c) (7).
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This Indeniure, gy,

Madec the 2\(1 “ dauy nf Decenmber .1371 0263

Nincteeww Mundred and Nimty.sj_x

Brtwren RADIO TERRACE OF ALBANY, INC., having an address c/o Gary B. Bease,
79 Bowland, Garrison, New York 10524

par(y of the Arst port, and

James J. Morrell, residing at 3 Wood Plot Road, Iondonville, New Yark 112211

’ pur of the second part,
Wnrwestly thiat thee pa riy af the first part, in consideraticon of
Dne Doitar s 1.00 )
tawfuld money of the United Stares,
puaid by the part nf the second part, do€S8 leercby grant und release untothe
party of thé second part, Ats SUOCESSOrs and assigns forever, all

the property described en Schedule A attached hereto and made a part hereot.

.

®
Al Sechon 3.1 %
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Q??:;Me O™, ol Lok 5 9, 9‘3’%/‘

am oot Qean\ Sweat _ Sechon TG,
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Bagether tith thienpur enancesand all the estate and righis of tha part
of thefirst part in and Lo saic prermnises, - / rary

2o Bave and to Hold the rremires herein granted unto the pare of the
sevond purt, its successors untl assigns forever.

Amd suid party of the first part
covenangg azx follows :

Mirst, That seid party of the first part is well

scized of said premises in fe. simple, and has Suod right to vonvey the tame:
Becond, That the purty of the xecond parl shall quicily ewjoy the suid
premdises: +
Ohed, That the said preniises are free [rom incnmbrances: except as -set farth
in Schedhale A attached hereto.
Xourtlh, That the parry of the firrt part will execute or praocure any [further

necessary asswrance of the (itle te suid preniizes:

Py, That scid party of the first part

will forever Wurrant (he title (o said preniisexs.
, That, in Complivrice with Sec. 1.3 of the Lion Law, Lthe dranlor il

receive the considervtion fur this conveyurce uud will hold the right. Lto receive such
conzideration as a tru.st fund to O¢ applicd firat for the purpose of paying the cost of
the impravement and will upply the sanmie first (o the payrient of the cost of the
improvemernt before using any part of the tolal of the xamea forany nther parpaone.,

Dn Witnrsw Whereol,  (he party of the siret purt has hereunto ret its
nane ana ssal tne day and year first above written.
RADIO INC.
3n-pttstnfr of . m'
D . )j z Lo T
M(ﬂ J . "—",‘(} ﬁm.g B.

S _ -ﬂ
————— . ______.__@

Conn drfort
Biute of - . On this .,2'7%/ day of December
Ceanty dgzo,{.?ord, ] insteen Hunrired aond Ninety-Six
before me. t swbscriber, personatiy oppeared
Gary B, Pease (name), the Pregident (title) of Radio Texrrace of Albany, Inc.,
of 17 Hawlanp, GCardifew, Niw VoK

a,ma Mae~a ;!Zvub(

to me personally known ard known Lo e to be the same person descrided in ond
who executed the within Instrument,®and he acknowledged
to me that Ae executed the same.

*as said officer of the Corporation - afl/ﬂ Maria f&nxh
pursuant to order or resolution of 18 )folar.; Public
the Board of Directors of such Mj CDmmn ‘g /
L(/:'» 49

Corporation.
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BCHEDULEA

PARCEL I

ALL ‘that certain lot, pisse -0f parcel of land, situate, lying -ind being ia the
Town ©f Phllipstown, County -af Putnam and Btate of Mew York, .being bounded $nd
deacribad as follows:

-BPGINNING at a4 point {n the westerly boundary of Lake Peskskill, Section P (Map
filed in the Pucpam County Clurk‘s Office as Nap Ro. 185 F) whare the sans is
imtarsected by the division line betwesn property now or formerly of cae 5.
folman and premises hewein descridbed, maid point alse beiny the southeasterly
sornezr of ox 70 on "Kap -I7 of Contimantal Villags" Tiled in the Putnam Caunty
Tlerk's Office on July 9, 1956 as Map No. 372Q;

thence South 69 degrees 19 alnutes West 56B.32 feet to -3 tons wall -and lands
now or formerly of Theh;

thence :along said stone wall the following Tourses and dimrances:

South . degree S]1 minutea West JU3.19 feet;

South 9 degrees 48 minutes West 54.03 fest)

South 3 degrees 58 ninutes Hest 76.07 Sest);

South 1 degree 28 minutes Mast 81.47 fee;

South 8 degrees =S minutes Hest 53.84 feet;

South S degrees 24 minutes Mawt 40.57 feet;

Scuth 14 degress $7 miauves West 13§.18 feat; and

South 6 degaees 33 ainutes Wast 110.49 2eet to land acquimed for the Nev Yorck

Catekill .Aqueduct;

<hence across land acguired for the New York Cavekill Agqueduct,
South 22 degreos 04 minutes 30 seconds West 55.92 Teet;

thencs along mtone wall aforamentionsd and lands of rish,

South 22 degrecs 04 minutes 30 seconds West 17.%] Teet;
South 29 dagrees 09 minutes West 129.22 feet;

noxth 8S dagrses 18 minutes West .11 feet;

South 0 Jdegrees 52 ainutes West J38.17 feer;

South 20 dagress )14 minutes West 76.55 feet;

South 21 degress 14 minutes West €5.38 feet:

thencs lsaving sald wall,
South 34 degreas 34 minutes 30 metonds West 106.04 feet to the mortharly line =f

lands now or farmerly of Fish;

“thance along the northerly line of lands aow or formerly of said FPish,
Horch 86 degress 30 minutes East 511.33 feet Lo the westerly lins of lands
acquirad for *he New York Tatskill Aquedvct;

thences croasing said Aqueduct,
North 86 degrees 30 minutes Rast .J77.35 foet;
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SCHEDULEA

thence Nocth 86 degrees 30 minutes Bast 27.712 fest to the westerly .boundary lime
of “Lake Peskskill® Bection D (Map recorded .in Putnas County Clark’'s Dffice as
Map No. 188 D);

thencs alang the westerly -houndary lims of Lake Pewekskill,

tiozkh 3 degress 16 minutes Rast 425.68 fwer)

North J degress 0% smiputes 10 secomia Best 301.70 faar;

Nazeh § degrmes ¥ minutes 10 seconds Bast 235.18 fwet; and

Moxth 9 degrees 27 aiasutes 30 seconds Bast 19096 feet to the point and pluce of

beginning.

BACTEPTING SHEEETRON _tands acquired for the Cabvekill Agueduct which seid lends
are described as follows:

BNOIKNING at a point in the southerly line ©f lands above described, whiTth poiat
is distant wasterly 27.72 feet from tha socutlmast cornsr of tha lands above

dancribed s

thence Noxth 80 xdagrees 37 ainutes 10 seconds West 142.25 feet;
North 41 degress 15 minutes 10 seconds West 492.02 fawt to the westarly boundary

léne of lands above describad;

<thenoce Along waid westerly boundary,
South 22 degress 04 minutes 30 ssconds West 55,92 feer;s

de East 468.30 Sest £o the southerly

Thence South 41 degress 19 minutes 10 ¢
4ine of yand above deacribed;

thence ¥orth 86 degress 30 minutes Past 177.38 feet to the polnt or place of
beginning.

TOGETHER with any -and all access rights te .and Irom the above degcribed Putnam
Tounty property.

PARCEL 1I

All those certain lots, pieces or psrcels of land, Tltuate, lying end being In
the Town 0f Putnas Valley, Putham County, New York, known and dessignated -8 and
by Lots 10 and 11, in-Block 62 on . vertaln map antitled “Lake Peekekill,
Swction F, owned and developed by MoGolriek Realty Co., Inc. 325 West ddth
€trest, Mew York, Incorporated IS21" made by -Hudson Valley Engiossring To.,
Inc., Reekskill and Garwel, New 2ork and filed in the Putnas Tounty Cleck's
Office on May 28, 1929 as Map No. 1§3E.




1371 0267

SCHEDULEA

PARCEL IXX

ALL that certain plot, piece or parcel oY land, situste, ilxicg and being ln the
Town of Philipetowa, County of Putosm and State BT Hew Yook and bounded end
descrived us Tollowe:

BEGIMNING ot & point on the southerly side of £ky Lane 28 shown on -4 Tertsin map
sntitled, “"Map 1?7 of Continental Villags™ {(ilwd in the Putnam County Tlerk‘s
Office on July 9, 1956 ws Ngb o, 3720, on the division line between the Town of
futnam Valley oa the Sast and the Town of Philipstown on the West;

running thence along majd division lina,

South 4 degreas 22 minutes 40 meconds West 339.34 Sest; and
South 9 degaees 3 minutes 20 seconds West 10.78 Sset 20 & poimt;

Zunning thence South €9 dagrees 19 wminutes Weet $68.52 feet to wm point on the
ogen centerline xuf m stone wall along the easterly line of Let 69 as showa ©n

said Nap No. JT2Q;
Tunning thence along the same,

Narth 1 degres 58 minutes 10 seconda Bwst 15.78 fwet;

Noxrth 2 degrews 25 minutes 10 sewconds Bast 160.8) feet;

North O Jdegrees 3% minutes 30 seconds Bast §4.3¢ :feet to the end of said stone
wall; -and continuing

Worth 5§ degrees $2 minutes Bast 21.33 fesat to tha southerly line of Sky Lane;

suoning tihwnoe along tha sams,

Souch B4 degrees 0) minutew Bast I21-63 feet to w paint xxf curve;
Northeasterly on a curve to the lmft having a radius 275 feer, an arc Nistanew
©f 230.38 teet tc a paint of compaund curve;

Northsasterly on a curve to the left having a redius of 95 feet, an mrc distance
of 49.74 Teet to a point of tangenvy;

lorth 17 degrees 52 minutes Baat 37.36 Sest 0 4 point b? curve)
Northeasterly on.a curve to the right having s radiuys of 36.25 fest, en arc
xistence of 29.53 :feet to & paint of tengency,;

Korth 64' degress 42 ainutes Basx 72.03 twet; and

Korzth 48 degrees 51 ajnutes Baar 123.83 fewt to the Point and place of
beginning.

PARCEL IV

AIL that plot or paroel ©f land, mituate In the Town of TCortlandt, County of
Westcheater and State :of Hew York, shown and desigrated a3 Lots Nos. 9, 10, 11,
12, -and 1) in Block C 4in Section 1 ©n map -entirled, -Ansnced Kap of Psekekill
Highlands eituated mear Peekskill, Town of Cortlandt, Tounty of Uestchester,
State of New Yark™, Surveyed and Sertified by Mudcon Valley Baginesering Company




134 0768

SCHEDULEA

af Peskskill, Wew York, Tivil Engineszs and Burveyors, tomplwted Narch 5, 1931
and flled in tha Office of the Clerk of Vastchaswter County, Pivision of Land
Records, on April 13, 1532 as MNap Ho. 3757,

PARCEL V

ALL -that Twertain plot, piece or .parcel of land, situate, iying and being in the
Town of Cortlapndt, County of Westchestar, Stste of New York, known .and
do-iqutod asIone 1, 2, ,, 4, ;; 6, 1,8, 14, 1’. IG. 17, 1.' 39, -20: 21, 22,
23, M, 28, 26, 227 ard 28 0 Block C; Lots 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20 in Block F as
shown on "anandsd Map of Peekskill Righlamds (Section Moe. 1)™ situate in the
“Town O Cortlandt, Westchester County, Hew York, surveyad by Hudson Valley
Buglneering €o., Inc., completed March ™S, 1931 and filed ia-the Qftice of the
County Clerk, biwision of and Records, (forwerly Register‘'s Dffics) of the
County of Westobester on April 1), 1931 es Map Fo. J7S7 and the undivided
porcion 0f the land shoun on said aforemantionsd sap whish bs wore pacticularly
bounded and wesoribed as fallows:

BEGINNING -t A point at thes southeasterly corner of Lot No. 10, Bection J, 2he
=ame boing the southwesterly corner ®f Lot No. 11 and lying in the censerline of
Peekxakill Hollow Brook:

thenoe running North 4S5 dagrees 1 minute Bast » distanas Of 1635.52 feet;
thenos dorth 44 degrees 39 minutes Rast s distance of 121.09 faet;

thence North 45 degreee 1 minute Bast a distence of 523.97 fest;

thence South 74 dagrees 51 minutes Xast a distance of approxlmately 69.08 Zest
to a point distant

North 15 degyess 9 minutes ¥West 50 feet from the northwes:t corner of Lat 1,
Block £ on said map;

<hence South 15 degreee 9 minutes Rast & Mistance of 70.0 feet to the southwest
<armsr of satd Lot 1;

thence following the .ouzhtzly boundaries of Lots 1 and 2, Section T, a distance
xf 164.28 feat £o a point At the southwesterly corpar of Lot 3, Section €;

<hence South ™ degrees S1 minutes Fss: aloug the southerly .line of Lots 3 to 9
daclusive, Slock C, a distance of 140.0 fear;

thence 3outh 37 degsees 34 minutes 20 seconds Rast along the westerly lLine of
Lots 13 to 28 inclueive, Block C, a distance Df 320.0 feet;

thence North 52 degrees 36 _minutes 40 seconds East along the iauthorly line of
Lot 28, 4 distance of 100.0 feet £o the westerly sids of Brook Drive;
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thence South 37 degrees 34 mirutes 20 seconds East along the same, a distance of
14.97 teet;

thenove Narth 71 degrees 45 winuses 40 seconds Zast along the souctherly -aide of
Mrook Drive a distance of 22.45 feet to ths northwesterly cornar of Lot 1, Pleck
P, on waid map; ’

thence Bauth 1E degrees 14 minutes 20 ssvonde Rast wlormy the westarly line of
said Lot 1, a dlstance of 106.0 Leet;

“thence Tollowing along the southerly boundaries of Lots 1 to 22 inclusive,
Section F, a distance of 767.15 feet to a corner of Lot E3, Block K on vaid map;

thencs South 8% xlagrees 48 ainutes 40 seconds Bamr slong the west dimw of said
Lot 53, a distance of 22.99 feet to a point §t the center .ine aof Peekskill
Hollow Brook;

zthance following the ceaater line of 2eekskill Hcllow Brook .in -a woutherly,
wasterly, soxthwestarly, westerly, northwestarly and northerly direction to the
peint and pisce of begianing.
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Philipstown Tax Map # gpjl /f Block / ___Lot 02 -3
(Date) - ,l V
Located At 2l SKY LAAJE; Covrwennqe Uit ps=—

Covering: AN on X Tuns  ONHUD —fage- T oues— - -

PBYE. Alosd casiag | o Po Lox &, /o

having heretofore filed an application for a building permit pursuant to the Zoning Law.l Sanitary Code, Building Code and the Laws in effect in the

Town of Philipstown, Putnam County, New York, having paid the required.fee theréfore and the undersigned having by inspection ascertained that
the applicant has subsequently proceeded with the erection or improvement of the proposed structure in compliance with the requirements of the
laws as aforementioned and that the said work and materials met every requirement of the laws as aforementioned and that the premises have now
been fully completed and are ready for occupancy pursuant to the provisions of law, Now, therefore, this Certificate of Occupancy is hereby issued

under the seal of the Town of Philipstown this Lt day of m J: . 2400

TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN, NEW YORK

Not valid uniess signed in ink by & duly authorized agent
and under the seal of the Town of Philipsiown,

e e e et . E— e . e E—— e E—— —— —— a— —— et e — e — et — — e v—v — e — — ;- —— — -

Rl BUILDING PERMIT 7780«

Philipstown Tax Map B3t mok b w22

Location of Premises Slf ¥ L/”‘, L’—L/‘ C U . P »

Type of Construction: — Aﬂ e Ay AS v ERIT, VS DWW, ((,U /-LT/L{ 2. /58 7)
Phtc  Alopgemiyag \/ /lCc?tlE‘) of 20O Lox fo @K,Lﬁi VN4

heretofore filed an application for a building permit pursuant to the Zoning Law, Sanitary Code, Building Code and the Laws in effect

in the Town of Philipstown, Putnam County, New York, having paid the required fee in the sum of $__— =~ (septic)
§ e (wel) §__. )2 (structure) it appearing from the said application that the proposed improvement is

intended to and will comply with the requirements of the law as aforementioned, a building permit is hereby granted this M
day of _JM_ 19 EL _, being valid for a period of one year and renewabie upon payment of established fee schedule.

INSPECTIONS REQUIRED: Call 265-9668, 2 days notice.

1. Soil conditions: ( Footings, forms and reinforcement. } 4. Mechanicals: (rough plumbing, piping, ducts)
2. Foundations: masonry, concrete (Transit-mix slips required) 5. Final Driveway Inspection.
3. Framing: insulation; (prior to drywall or closing) 6. Final Inspection, including safety features.

NOTE: All construction shall comply with the NY State Building Code whether or not shown on approved building plans. This

structure, or any portion thereof, for which this permit is issued, shall NOT BE OCCUPIED until a CERTIFICATE OF
OCCUPANCY is issued. Permit must be renewed annually until such date of Certificate of Occupancy issuance.

RENEWALS: TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN
7750 DATE FEE PAID —

#1 R5-00 {A ) BY: f/’? (P sl A

#2 Building Inspector

# | dE L L

#4




CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY 8295

| | | A
Philipstown Tax Map # éj’ /8 Block / Lo Z9 Fee Paid S/fuz;?a TIE<?
(Date) '

Located A S é»/ LAz Z‘zz& _

Covering: 3w - /& z wf,L/ 2
&{EZ 7 %;7;; M@EX/Q
. : . of £

having heretofore filed an application for a building permit pursuant to the Zoning Law. Sanitary Code, Building Code and the Laws ih effect in the
Town of Philipstown, Putnam County, New York, having paid the required fee therefore and the undersigned having by inspection ascertained that
the applicant has subsequently proceeded with the erection or improvement of the proposed structure in compliance with the requirements of the
laws as aforementioned and that the said work and materials met every requirement of the laws as aforementioned and that the premises have now
been fully completed and are n:ady for occupancy pursuant 1o the provisions of law, Now, thercfore, this Certificate of Occupancy is hereby issued

'undcnhesealoftheTownofPhdxpslownmxs ‘;(5 _dayof__BPf /—.,J? i 00]--

: ._._.—-—-" WN NEW YORK.
Not valid unless signed in ink by a duly authorized agent
and under the seal of the Town of Philipstown.

Buﬂdmg lnspector




TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN
238 Main Street, PO Bax 155
Cold Spring, NY 10516
(845)265-5202 / (B45) 265-2687 fax

CERTIFICATE OF
COMPLIANCE OCCUPANCY
 SEC-BLK-LOT: 89/83.18-1-23 Permit No : 2003:9015

COJ/CC issue Date: 7/30/2004 : COJ/CC Number : 2003:9015

OWNER'S NAME: MORRELL JAMES J
& ADDRESS © JOHNSON.ROAD
LATHAM NY 12110

Location of project : 22 SKY LANE

WORK DESCRIPTION:  Colocation of-wireless antennas and’
' equlpment SPRINT

A bullding permit having been issued for the herein described project, all required
inspections having:been.completed,all-required documentation having been presented, .
and the project having been'‘found to be complete and in compliance with all applicable
codes, rules, and laws, this certificate is hereby issued.

ISSUEDBY: .

Code Administrator

NOT VALID UNLESS SIGNED IN INK BY A DULY AUTHORIZED AGENT-AND
UNDER THE SEAL OF THE TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN
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- TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN
CODE ADMINISTRATOR

'
[

238 MAIN STREET
P.O. BOX 155
COLD SPRING, NY 10516

TOM MONROE, CODE ADMINISTRATOR
BOB EMERICK, DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR MARIANN LANDOLF], CLERK
(845) 265-3929 : TINA LANDOLFI, DEPUTY CLERK

(845) 265-5202
(845) 265-2687 (FAX)

Date___ £-4-09"
to Qlioliveter, .59%1,, Srnice Yo
N Iences Lur. Suts mz asx
XMLAZ‘“M hy 4109 Faxt T/6— 918 £S4o

Title No. QQ.Z SSB’]"/!G S'/

Name: ﬂ’}on’&lﬁ,:@mes_ Taxmap # §3./8 - /- 2.5
Street_ Sk X L@K)e Maintained by Frava fe
Violations on file
BPE___ Expires_’ 1C0% ¢ COVERS
BPY Expires_; 1004 COVERS
| BP% Expires_ 1C0% COVERS
BP: Expires_ 1602 COVERS
BP% . . Expires, ' . lcow COVERS

o (ocaut—Lond

NOTE: Field inspeﬁions kre not conducted. Assessor's and Building Department records may not reveal all-possible violations, i.e-
sheds, pools, decks.

Town Assessor's records indicate '. . was constructed prior
to town zoning codes No CO issued. :

/)ua.ax_(cwv /va-j*"‘ﬁ

Mariann Landolr Depavﬁ?enl Clerk 7/




FCC WTB Radic Station Authorization
Fedéral Communications Comnission
‘Wireless Telscommunicstions Burean
-Radlo Station Authorization (Reference Copy Oaly)
This s not an official FCC Hicense. It Is & record of public information contained fn the FCC's
Licensing database on the date that this reference copy was penerated, In casss where FCC

rules reqnire the presentation, posting, or display of an FCC lcense, this document msy not be
used in place of an official FCC Hease.

Licenses: Celico Partnership

Page 1 of2

FCC Registration Number
(FRN):
0003290673

ATTN Rogulstory

Cellco P

1120 Sanctuary Pkwy, #150 GASASREG

Alphsretta, GA 30004

Call Sign: File
ENLH264 | Number:
0003047719

Radio Ssrviee:
CW - PCS Broadband

Grant Date
07/23/2007

Xffective Date
07/23/2007

EBxpiration Date
06/27/2017

Print Date
07/26/2007

Markst Number: BTA321

Channal Block: F

Sub-Market Deaignator; §

Market Name: New York, NY

1st Bufld-ont Date

2nd Bufid-out Date

3rd Build-out Date

4th Bufld-ont Date

06/27/2002

Special Conditions or WnlnnlCondlﬂom'mu anthorization {s subject to the condition that, in
the event that systoms using the sema frequencics as granted herein are antharized in e adjacent
foreign territory (Canada/Unijted States), fitare coordination of any base siation tanamitters within
72 kan (45 miles) of the United States/Canada border shall be required to eliminate any harmful
ipterference to oparations in the adjscent foreign territory and to ensure continuznce of equal acoess
to the frequencies by both countries.

This euthorization is conditioned upon the full and timely paymant of all mornies due pursuant to
Sections 1.2110 and 24.716 of the Commizsian's Rules end the terma of the Commizsion's
installment plan as set forth in the Note and Becurlty Agreement executed by the Koenses. Failure
to comply with this condition will result in the sutomatio cancellstion of thig suthorization,

-
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FCC WTB Readio Station Authorizetion Pege2of2

Conditons
Pursuant to Section 309(h) of the Commmumications Act of 1934, as emended, 47 U.8.C. Section

309(h), this lioense ig subjeot to the following conditions: This license shall not vest in the licansse
any right to operate the stetion nor any right in the use of the froquencies designated in the loonsz
beyond the term thereof nor in any other manner than suthorized hersin, Neither the license nor the
right granted thereunder shall be assigned or otherwise transferred in violation of the
Commnmications Act of 1934, s amended. See 47 U.S.C. Section 310(d). This license is subject in
terms to the right of use ar control conferred by Section 706 of the Communications Act of 1934,
8s amanded, See 47 U.S.C, Section 606,

To view the geographic arens aasocisted with the license, go to the Universal Liconsing System

(ULS) homepage =t hitp.//wireless.foc.gov/uls/ and select “Livense Scarch”, Follow the instruction
on how 16 search for license information

FCC 601 - MB
September 2002
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@ Federal Communications Commission
Wizeless Teletommmnications Buresn
3 i\m

RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

LICENSEE: CELLCO PARTNERSHIP

TTN: REGULATORY
CELLCO PARTNERSHIP
SANCTUARY PKWY, #150 GASASREG
e A
a WQBTS39 000386487
Radio Bervice
. CW - PCS Broadband
FCC Registration Nasnber (FRIN): 0003290673
Grant Date - Effective Date Expirstion Date Print Date
02-28-2007 06-11-2009 01-03-2017 06-11-2009
Market Nurnber Channel Block - Bub-Market Designator
TAJ21 - C : 4
Market Name
New Yok, NY
1st Bulld-Out Date 20d Bofld-Out Dage 3rd Belld-Ont Date 4th Build-Oxut Date
7-2003 .
Wailvers/Condtitions:
This suthorization is subject to the condision that, in the event that sysems naing the szme frequencies ux gruated hensin
are authorized is aa adiacent foreign werrizory {Cxnada/United Stales), future coondination of any base atating
géﬂgaﬁa‘ulﬁogggzggagag
imerferonce to operwrions in ths adjacent foreign territory end to ensure continvance of equal socoss 1o the Erequoncies by
both goontries.
Thhs amhorizarion is coniioned npon the fofl and timzly paymeat of all snonies dus puryusst to Sections 1.2110 and
24.71] of the Commission’s Rules xnd the fexme of the Comraiseion’s insaliment plan a3 set forth in the Nots and
Secmrtty Agrooment sxecuted by the licenses. Faflmre to comply with this condition will revuli In the antomstic
caocollstion of this axthorization.
Cenditions:
Pursvant to §309(h) of the Commemiemions Aot of 1934, a3 amsnded, 47 U.S.C, §309(h), this licenss b subject to the
following conditions: Thia liccase shall not vest in the ficensoe any right to operate the staion not sy right in the nae of
the frequencies designated in the license beyond the texm thersof nor in sy other manner than suthorired hereiri. Neither
nuguﬁsn&uwggnl:znﬂﬁs&ﬂg transierred fn vialatiom of the Communications
Act of 1934, ps amonded. Soc 47 § 3)0(d). This liccnse is subject in verms o the right of use or control confented

by $706 of Eggaﬂa as amendad, See 47 U.S.C. §606,

i =§B€uﬂ§ operation thronghout the entive geogmphic area or spectrum identifind on ths hardcopy
gq view the Eﬁu%lﬂigggggg EEBS&
Ares information mnder the Market Tab of the liconse record In the Universal Licensing System (ULS). To view the
license record, go to the ULS homepage at hitp://wirelex: fec govinbsfindex mm?jobeehome and solect "License Search®.
Follow the ingtructions on how to search for license information.

FCC &01-MB
Page lof 2 Apeli 200




@ Federal Communications Commission
Wireless Tolocommunications Burean
\ 5

| RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION
LICENSEE: VBRIZON WIRELESS TELECOM INC.
ATTN: REGULATORY
VERIZON WIRBLESS TELRCOM INC. SCANNED
1120 SANCTUARY PKWY £150 - GASASREG
ALPHARETTA, GA 30004 . i Call Sigo File Number
KNLE544 0003298939
Raddio Service
CW - PCS Broatband

BCC Reghstration Number (FRN): 0005798061
Grant Date Effective Date Expiration Date : Print Date '

02-28-2007 01-23-2008 01-03-2017 01-24-2008
* Mariet Nomber ) Channel Block Sub-Mariet Desigastor
BTA321 C 3
. Market Name
New Yok, NY
1st Bofld-Out Date 2nd Bufld-Out Date 3rd Bulld-Out Date .E.E.Oag
12.07-2003 01-03-2007
Wil vern/Conditions:
g-&&&:%anﬁéirnﬁg&l?lﬁ?gwg paxated berein
are authorized in an adjacent foreign tenmitory (Canada/United States), frgure coordinagion of eny base station
tranamitters within72 km (45 miles) of the United Stnes’Canada bonder shall be roquinsd so climinate sy
harmfuol iuterference so operations 1 the adjacent forelgn serritory end to ensure oontinuance of equal socess to the
fregunencies by both countries,
Conditions:
Pursvant to §30%(h) of the Conmmmications Act of 1934, as amended, # C. $309(h), this license is subject to the
following conditions: EEE&S!FEE&:«RBEEEEEE FFFFF
the freqnencies designated In the license beyond the texm thereod nor in aqy other manner than authorized herein, Nefther
?Eggggzggséﬁggﬁsg&ﬁg

Act of 1934, az smended. See 47 US.C. § 310(d). This liceuse is subject in terms to the right of use or control conforred
by §706 of the Commrorications Act of 1954, as amended. See 47 U.S.C. §606.

%E%gﬁgéﬁog%s&nég geg
Itp:/wirelnes.foc. gov/uls and salect “Licepss Search™, Follow the instructions ou how to ssarch for Eeense information.

FCC #03-MB
Angmet 2087

Page 1 of 1




@ Federal Communications Commission
Mﬁ Wirdess Teleconmunications Borean
3 3 :

RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

LICENSEE: CELLCO PARTNERSHIP

ATTN: RBGULATORY

CELLCO PAXTNERSHIP

1120 SANCTUARY PKWY, 2150 GASASREG
ALPHARETTA, GA 30009-7630 Caull Bign Flle Namber

[ SCANNED. wooss | wmmemor
T Radio Service
iw-usgﬁrﬂsmggﬂr-?

FCC Reghtration Number (FRN): 0003290673

Grast Date Effective Date Expiration Date Priot Date

11-262008 06-11-2009 06-13-2019 06-11-200%
Market Namber Charme! Block " Bub-Market Designstor
BEADID . A . 0
Market Neme
New York-No. Now Jer.-Long Isl’
1st Build-Ont Date _ 2nd Bafid-Out Dute 3rd Bolld-Out Date 4% Bulld-Oxt Date
) . 06-13-2013 06-13-2019 -

. ¥
Walvers/Conditions: *
I the faciitties suthorized herein are used to provide broadcast oporstions, whether exclnsively or in combination with '
%!E..Fgg!lg of the Iicenss ither wilhin eigit years from the commennement of the -

In lcagth. Soc 47 CAR §27.13(b).

Contfitions:

Parsuant o §305(k) of the Communications Act of 1934, sz ameanded, 47 US.C. §300(h), thds Jicense is subject to the

%ﬁ% “This license shall oot vest in the licensoe any right 10 cperats the station aor eny right in the use of
g%lﬁggﬁﬁﬂgs_aaﬂﬂgggg Neither

gggﬁﬁggggﬂgg n violation of fhe Communications

Act of 1934, as amended, See 4 qchn.m 10(d). This Hoense is subject in tarms to the right of nse o7 control conferred:

by §706 of the Communications Act of 1934, as emendod. See 47 U.8.C. §606.

This gégg operation throughout the extire geographic area of spectrum identified on the hardeopy
vegsion. To v :?gg}nagggggggsggsﬁ&g&
Aves information under the Marke! Tub of the Hoente yecord in the Universal Licensing Systam (ULS). To view the
licenss record, go to the ULS homepage at hitp://wirsless.fec.govinls/index ht;nZjobshome and select "Licenss Search”.
Follow the instructions on how to sesmch for license informasion,

FCC 60)-MB

Page 1 of 1 - Aprl) 2008
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REFERENCE COFY
Mhummmmnnmwmmwmummmmmmumw
copy 'was gonorsted. In o where POC sules require the prosentstion, posting, o display of en POC licanse, this document may not bo veed o

Wikeless Telocommunications Bureau
RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

Location Latitade

2 40-50-35.0N 073-01-33.0W
Address: ADIRONDACK DR 300 FT 8 OF MIDVALE
Clty: SELDEN County: SUFFOLK  SiatrNY Cux

Axtenng; 4 Azximuth (from true north) ¢ 45 "
Axtonna Height AAT {meters) 86100 g3 /

Transmiiting ERP (watts) "’ 0 576810
Anteua: 5 Azimsh (o troe ngsil) - %0
l/“-"‘ B6ICO 83.100 23800
Transmiiting ERELGE 0.110 0.100 0.150
Antenna S0Pt (from troe novth) 0 “s 20

Eeight AAT (meters) 06.100 £3,100 83.600

Parsuant to §30WD) of the Communications Aot of 1934, s emended, 47 U.5.C. §305(h), this Boonss }
conditions: This Hosnse shall not vest in the Hicanzee sny right to operate the sttion nor siflicl
froquencias deslgnated in the Xcense boyond the term thereof ser iz sty other mauner than apthe i
Mﬂ&@ﬂWMhMuMWhMﬂhMMd
1934, w2 amended. Bos 47 U.S.C. § 310(d). This licenss is subject in terms to the right af use or control confeered by §706 of

the Communioxtions Act of 1934; x5 smonded. See 47 U.S.C. §606. . . .
FCC801-C
Awngust 2007




, Federal Communications Commission
Wireless Telecommmications Barean
4 %
S RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

LICENSEE: CELLCO PARTNERSHIP

ATTN; REGULATORY
CELLCO PARTNERSHIP
1120 SANCTUARY PXWY, #150 GASASREG

ALPHARETTA, GA 30009-7630 Call Sign File Nunber
WQIQ6E» 0003865021

—SCANRED | Radlo Servie
g-éé@igg

FCC Registration Number (FRN): 0003290673
' GrantDate Effective Date Expiration Date Print Date

11-26-2008 : 06-11-2009 . - 06-13-2019 - © 05-11-2009
Market Number . Channe! Block Sub-Market Designetor
READND1 - C - 0
Market Neroe
Northeast
1st Bulld-Out Dete 2nd Bulld-Oud Dade 3rd Bulid-Out Date 4th Boild-Out Date
06-13-2013 06-13-2019 . )
Walvers/Copditions:
If the facilities suthorized herein are vsed to provide broadesst operations, whether exclusively or in combinetion with

other servicas, the licensec must aoek renswal of the Bcense either within eight yoars fromn the commeacement of the
g%éggagggﬁggigggg is shorey

In leagth. Sce47 CFR §27.13(b).

Contitions:
gaganﬁgg&ha’lé 47 US.C. §3090h), this license iz subject to the

ing conditions: E?Egisigéﬁagggﬁﬁﬂuéaﬁﬁﬂ
the frequencizs desiguated in the license beyond the termn thereof nor in any other manner than anthorised harein. Nelther
Eggggﬁggnﬂgiélgg in violmion of the Communications
Actof [934, s amended. See 47 U.S.C, § 310(d). This Hcense i3 subject in teruns 10 the right of wse or controt conferved
by §706 of the Communications Act of 1934, a3 amendad. Sec 47 US.C. §605.

This license may not amhorize operstion gﬁa&« entire geographic ares or spectrum identified on the hardcopy
version. To anﬂnan.luw goographic sarea and spectrum gg&wgiﬁ to the voﬂ:ﬁ-un&nnﬁ
Area information under the Market Tab of the license record in the Untversal Liceasing System (ULS). To view the
license record, go to the ULS homepage ai hitp://wireless. fce.gov/ulsfindex.htm?jobzhome and select "Livense Search”™.
Follow the instyuctions on how 1o search for Heense informeation,

FCC 681MB
Page 1of 1 Agrii 2009




REFERENCE COPY
This iz not an offiaisl ROC licanse. It is a record of public information contained {n the FCC's licensing database on the daie that this reference
mwnguwnbd o cases whese RCC mules require the presentation, posting, or display of m FCC license, this dooument mey not be need

2
+. Federal Communications Commission
Wireless Telecommunications Burean

RADIO STATION AUTHORIZATION

Ca} Bign File Nxmber
WQGA71S DDD38331R0
Radio Service

AW - AWS, 1710-1755/2110-2155 MHz
: bande

Expiration Date Print Date
11-29-2021 05-12-2009
Bub-Market Designator
L t]
1st Bufid-eut Date 4th Bafid-out Date
Waivers/Conditions:
Mnﬁnﬁuﬁmhm&mdmmehmﬁmhmm any base or fixed station, making
reasonable efforts to coordinate ot channel incambent fodensl users
openating in the 1710-1755mzhndwhuahnﬂinuwuldbuﬁawdbyﬂnpmpond erations. See, ¢.g., FCC and NTIA
Coordination Procedures in the 1710-1755 MHz Band, Public Notice, FCC 06-50, W 0. 02-353, rel. April 20,
2006.

AWS operations myust not cause henmful interference across the Canadian or Mexiolg.
subject to futnre internationa] agreements with Canada ar Mexico, as spplicable.

Conditiens: 5
Pursnant to $309(h) of the Conxmmicutions Act of 1934, ss amended, 47 U.S.C. §309(h), &
following conditions: This license shall not vest in fhe linensee any right to oporate the stationt it
frequencics designated in the license beyond the term thersof por in eny other menner than ool
License nor the right granted thereunder shall be assigned ar otherwise transforred in violationgfi\Con
1934, as amended. See 47 U.S.C. § 310(d). This license it subject in terms to the right of nabiler o

the Communicstions Act of 1934, as amended. See 47 U.S.C. §606.

This licente mzy not suthorize operstion throughout the eamtire goographic eres or spsctrun idents
To visw the sperific geographic erea and apeciram muthorized by this lioense, refer to the Spectram et

under the Market Tab of the License record in the Universal Licensing System {ULS). To view the Heense recard, go to the ULS
hamepage at htip://wireless foc . gov/ulsfindex htm?ob=home and select “Livense Scarch”. Follow the instroctions on how to

soarch for icense information.

PCC 691-MB
Page 1 of 1 April 2008




Short Environmental Assessment Form
Part I - Project Information

Instructions for Completing

Part 1 - Project Information. The applicant or project sponsor is responsible for the completion of Part 1. Responses
become part of the application for approval or funding, are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.
Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully
respond to any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information.

Complete all items in Part 1. You may also provide any additional information which you believe will be needed by or useful
to the lead agency; attach additional pages as necessary to supplement any item.

Part 1 - Project and Sponsor Information

Narme of Action or Project:

Verizon Wireless collocation of a Public Utility Wireless Communication Facility

Project Location (describe, and attach a location map):

22 Sky Lane , Philipstown, NY

Brief Description of Proposed Action:

Collocation of a public utility wireless communication facility on an existing lattice tower and at the base thereof.

Name of Applicant or Sponsor: Telephone: (914) 333-0700
New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless E-Mail: Isnyder@snyderaw.net
Address:
c/o Snyder and Snyder LLP, 94 White Plains Road
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Tarrytown NY 10591
| 1. Does the proposed action only involve the legislative adoption of a plan, local law, ordinance, NO | YES

administrative rule, or regulation?

If Yes, attach a narrative description of the intent of the proposed action and the environmental resources that D
may be affected in the municipality and proceed to Part 2. If no, continue to question 2.

2. Does the proposed action require a permit, approval or funding from any other governmental Agency? NO | YES

If Yes, list agency(s) name and permit or approval:

Special Permit Approval - Zoning Board of Appeals |:|
Building Permit - Building Department

3.a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 0.017 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 0..0023 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 0.0017 acres

4. Check all land uses that occur on, adjoining and near the proposed action.
[JUrban [JRural (non-agriculture) [JIndustrial {T]Commercial [ZIResidential (suburban)

[Forest [JAgriculture CAquatic  [Z]10ther (specify): Telecommunications Facility
OParkland

Page 1 of 3




N/A

5. Is the proposed action, NO
a. A permitted use under the zoning regulations? |:|
b. Consistent with the adopted comprehensive plan? |:|

N

6. Is the proposed action consistent with the predominant character of the existing built or natural
landscape?

e
]
17

N

7. Is the site of the proposed action located in, or does it adjoin, a state listed Critical Environmental Area? YES
If Yes, identify:
8. a. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels? YES

b. Are public transportation service(s) available at or near the site of the proposed action?

c. Are any pedestrian accommodations or bicycle routes available on or near site of the proposed action?

L]

9. Does the proposed action meet or exceed the state energy code requirements?
If the proposed action will exceed requirements, describe design features and technologies:

YES

N

10. Will the proposed action connect to an existing public/private water supply?

If No, describe method for providing potable water:
Potable water is not needed for the proposed action

e
7

E

K 3 O BRINRE R B AORE

[]

11. Will the proposed action connect to existing wastewater utilities? NO | YES
If No, describe method for providing wastewater treatment:
Wastewater utilities are not needed for the proposed action
12. a. Does the site contain a structure that is listed on either the State or National Register of Historic YES

Places?

b. Is the proposed action located in an archeological sensitive area?
*Installation is on an existing developed site and will not have an impact on archeological rasources.

Nl

13. a. Does any portion of the site of the proposed action, or lands adjoining the proposed action, contain
wetlands or other waterbodies regulated by a federal, state or local agency?

b. Would the proposed action physically alter, or encroach into, any existing wetland or waterbody?
If Yes, identify the wetland or waterbody and extent of alterations in square feet or acres:

Project s not tland i theret

HENEEN

e
2]
7

N

O

14. Identify the typical habitat types that occur on, or are likely to be found on the project site. Check all that apply:

[C] Shoreline [ Forest [ Agricultural/grasslands [CJEarly mid-successional
D Wetland D Urban |Z] SUburba-n Ir ion is on an existing developed site and will not have an impact on habitats.
15. Does the site of the proposed action contain any species of animal, or associated habitats, listed NO | YES
by the State or Federal government as threatened or endangered? |:|
16. Is the project site located in the 100 year flood plain? NO | YES
VIT |
17. Will the proposed action create storm water discharge, either from point or non-point sources? NO | YES

If Yes,
a. Will storm water discharges flow to adjacent properties? 1No CJYES

b. Will storm water discharges be directed to established conveyance systems (runoff and storm drains)?
If Yes, briefly describe: NO [JYES

Propaosed si on impernvia

will therefore not impact the existing storm water drainage system.

Page 2 of 3




18. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that result in the impoundment of NO | YES
water or other liquids (e.g. retention pond, waste lagoon, dam)?

If Yes, explain purpose and size:
[]

19. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the location of an active or closed NO | YES

solid waste management facility?

If Yes, describe: D

20. Has the site of the proposed action or an adjoining property been the subject of remediation (ongoing or NO | YES

completed) for hazardous waste?

If Yes, describe: |:|

I AFFIRM THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF MY

KNOWLEDGE NY SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon
Applicant/sponsor name: Wireless ("Verizon Wireless") Date: 6/01/15
Signature: % ﬁf% Zgiﬁ/ﬂ\ Proiect Enaineer

PRINT FORM Page 3 of 3




W.0.: 6666.LAKEP
VERIZON SITE NAME: LAKE PEEKSKILL

22 SKY LANE, PHILIPSTOWN, NY

;

i

! Cowtrers®
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APPEAL # Tax Map #

Final hearing date Zoning Board decision APPROVED / DENIED

Date application submitted

$5,000.00

Application fee $ 5,000.00 Escrow $ Received by

To the Zoning Board of Appeals, Town of Philipstown, New York:

| (we),__ New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

residing at c/o Snyder & Snyder, LLP, 94 White Plains Road, Tarrytown, New York 10591

Telephone: home business (914) 333-0700

HEREBY appeal the decision of (name and titie)__<evin Donohue, CFM

whereby he/she

GRANTED DENIED_ %X a BUILDING PERMIT_ X a CERTIFICATE OF OCCUPANCY

For New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

To collocate small panel antennas on an existing telecommunications tower, together with related equipment at the base
thereol.

of 22 Sky Lane, Philipstown, New York

For property attax map #_Sec. 83.18 Block 1Lots 22&23 i zoning district SR

WHEN FILLING OUT APPLICATION, ATTACH ADDITIONAL PAGES AS NECESSARY TO ANSWER
QUESTIONS.

1. LOCATION OF PROPERTY: (Give 911 address and a map and detailed narrative giving
directions to the property using road names, such as Route 9 or 9D, Old Albany Post Road, East
Mountain Road South, etc. and landmarks such as Garrison School, North Highlands Fire House,
Highlands Country Club, etc:

See attached cover sheet of Site Plan, submitted herewith.

2. NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS (Include those opposite on

streets/highways. Use additional sheets if necessary. This information may be obtained in the Town assessor's office)
See attached adjoining property owners list.

!



3. PROVISIONS OF ZONING CODE INVOLVED (glve Arlicle, Section, Sub-section, paragraph by number,
Do not quote texl of code)

Section 175-46(B)(4) of the Zoning Code

4. PREVIOUS APPEAL (If there have been any previous appeals for this properly or any portion Ihereol, se! forih the
appeal number, dale, relief soughl and the ZBA decision resulling)

N/A

TYPE OF APPEAL:

X an INTERPRETATION of the Zoning Code or Maps

a VARIANCE from the Zoning Code

X a SPECIAL USE PERMIT under the Zoning Code

5. DETAILS OF APPEAL (Complete only thal seclion which applies lo the appeal you are submilting)

{(a) INTERPRETATION of the Zoning Code is requested
(1) An exacl statemenl of the inlerpretation requested is:

An interpretation that there is adequate access to the proposed Facility pursuant to Town Law
Section 280-a and the Code of the Town of Philipstown Section 112 Part 2 Open Development area.



(b) 2 VARIANCE from the Zoning Code is requesled:;

(1) An exact slatement of he details of Ihe variance requesled is:

N/A

(2) The grounds on which this variance should be granted are:

N/A

(c) aSPECIAL USE PERMIT is requested:

(1) The reason the permil is requested:
See attached Memorandum

(2) An exact staternent of use for which the permit is requested:
See attached Memorandum

(3) The facts showing the use is permilled as a SPECIAL USE under the code and the
abllity of the appligan! to comply wilh all requiremenls of the code for granting of a
special use permil:

See attached Memorandum




ot it
STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF PUTMAM

being duly sworn, says: | have read the foregoing appeal and papers allached; that (he siatements and

representalions mage therein are true to lhe besi of my knowledge and belief.
New York § inghted Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

Sworn before me this / day of g;‘r/% 2z

Nolary, M/JAA/ County. 42¢ ,/

Michael P Sherl
Notary Public State of New York
Westchester County .
Commission Expires 08/15/20
No. 02SH6131715

SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS: (1) For 8 VARIANCE ot INTERPRETATION please submht (7)
individual packets

{2) For a SPECIAL USE PERMIT please submit (19) individual packels

each packet containing one each of the below listed items. These ilems are very specific and MUST be
complied with exaclly ~

Completed appeal form

Deed to properly

Denied applicalion for Building Permil or Certificate of Occupancy

Building plans with ONE ORIGINAL professional seal and signature

Survey prepared by NYS licensed surveyor, showing all property lines, structures and
dimensions to property lines. One survey with ORIGINAL professional seal and signature
Cerlificales of Occupancy for any existing structures

Contour maps as required by conditions

~N



ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNER’s LIST

Morrell, James J.
6 Johnson Road
Latham, NY 12110

City of New York/Dept Environmental Pro.
Owls Bureau of Water Supply

465 Columbus Avenue, #350

Valhalla, NY 10595

County of Putnam
40 Gleneida Avenue
Carmel, NY 10512

Custodio, Charles
Custodio, Maria

64 Mountain Drive
Garrison, NY 10524

Grietens, llgvars
34 Mountain Drive
Garrison, NY 10524

Morrell, James J.
6 Johnson Road
Latham, NY 12110



LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION
Municipality: Town of Philipstown
APPLICATION FOR APPROVALS

Pamal Broadcasting, Ltd., the owner of the tower located at 22 Sky Lane, Philipstown, New York
(the “Property”), does hereby appoint New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless
(“Verizon Wireless™), and its authorized representatives, as the tower owner’s agent for the purpose
of consummating any applications necessary to insure Verizon Wireless’ ability to use the Property
for the purpose of installing a communications facility on the Property, consisting of antennas and
related equipment.

Assessor's Parcel Number: Section 83.18, Block 1, Lots 22 and 23

Signature of Tenant;

Pamal Bmadcasw

Autho S: o

Name:

Title: Asﬂ«‘d‘m;jwwt/

Authorized Agent:
New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

Sworg\to and subscribed to before me on this
y of L UL ,_ QJOOY

Signature of Notary

Andrea L Stukeg/

Notary Public, State of New York
No. D18T618893

Qualified in Seratoga Coun
Commission explires June,18, 20

Z)\SSDATA\WPDATA\SSA\WPANEWBANM\Mike Bonhomme\Lake Peckskill- 22 Skyline lane\Letter.of, Authorization, Lessor. wpd



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN

In the Matter of the Application of
NEW YORK SMSA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
d/b/a VERIZON WIRELESS

Premises: 22 Sky Lane, Philipstown, New York
Section: 83.18, Block: 1, Lots: 22 & 23
X

STATEMENT OF USE IN SUPPORT OF SPECIAL USE PERMIT
APPLICATION BY NEW YORK SMSA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP D/B/A
VERIZON WIRELESS FOR COLLOCATION OF A WIRELESS
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY

I. Introduction

New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless
(“Verizon Wireless” or the “Applicant”) respectfully submits this memorandum
in support of its special use permit application to collocate a wireless
communication facility ("Facility") at 22 Sky Lane Terrace, Philipstown, New
York (“Property”). The Facility consists of small panel antennas and ancillary
equipment on an existing lattice tower (“Existing Tower”) along with related
equipment to be located at the base thereof at the Property.

11. Statement of Facts

The Property is known as Section 83.18, Block 1, Lots 22 & 23 on
the Town of Philipstown (“Town”) Tax Assessment Map and is located in the SR
(suburban residential) zoning district.

On May 12, 2015, Verizon Wireless applied for a building permit
for the Facility, and on May 20, 2015, the Building Inspector deemed that a
special permit was necessary for the Facility even though it is a deminimis
collocation. A copy of the denial letter (“Denial”) from the Building Inspector is
attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

Pursuant to Section 175-46.B(4) of the Town’s zoning code
(“Zoning Code”), the collocation of wireless communications equipment on an
approved communications tower is permitted on the Property by special use
permit from the Town Zoning Board of Appeals. Moreover, there is already
access to the Property in connection with the existing communications facilities



so that no additional Section 280-a of New York State Town Law approval should
be required since Verizon Wireless will be utilizing the same access as the other
existing users of the Existing Tower.

The proposed Facility will be used to provide federally licensed
wireless communications services to the local area. The Facility will consist of
the collocation of panel antennas and ancillary equipment on the Existing Tower,
together with related equipment cabinets at the base thereof. The antennas will be
attached to the Existing Tower at a centerline height of 110’ on the approximately
392' Existing Tower. See detailed site plan, prepared by Tectonic Engineering &
Surveying Consultants P.C. ("Site Plan"), submitted herewith. Please note that the
Existing Tower will be structurally reinforced so that the Existing Tower can
accommodate Verizon Wireless’ Facility. . See Structural Letter, prepared by
Tectonic Engineering & Surveying Consultants P.C., dated April 17, 2015 and
attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

III.  Public Utility Status

Under the laws of the State of New York, Verizon Wireless
qualifies as a public utility for zoning purposes. See Cellular One v. Rosenberg,
82 N.Y.2d 364 (1993); Cellular One v. Meyer, 607 N.Y.S.2d 81 (2nd Dept.
1994); Sprint Spectrum, L.P. v. Town of West Seneca, (Index No. 1996/9106,
Feb. 25, 1997, Sup.Ct. Erie County). In Rosenberg, the Court of Appeals, New
York’s highest court, held that federally licensed wireless carriers (such as
Verizon Wireless) provide an essential public service and are therefore public
utilities in the State of New York. Public utilities are accorded favored treatment
in zoning matters. ‘

Verizon Wireless’ status as a public utility is underscored by the
fact that its services are an important part of the national telecommunications
infrastructure and will be offered to all persons that require advanced digital
wireless communications services, including local businesses, public safety
entities, and the general public.

The instant application is filed in furtherance of the goals and
objectives established by Congress under the federal Telecommunications Act of
1996. The federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 is “an unusually important
legislative enactment,” establishing national public policy in favor of encouraging
“rapid deployment of new telecommunications technologies (emphasis supplied).”
Reno v. ACLU, 521 U.S. 844, 857 (1997). The federal Telecommunications Act
of 1996 builds upon the regulatory framework for commercial mobile [radio]
services which Congress established in 1993. Indeed, since 1993, it has been the
policy of the United States to “foster the growth and development of mobile
services that, by their nature, operate without regard to state lines as an integral




part of the national telecommunications infrastructure.” H.R. Rep. No. 103-111,
103d Cong., 1st Sess. 260 (1993) (emphasis added).

In fact, in 1999, Congress expanded further upon this policy by
enacting the Wireless Communications and Public Safety Act of 1999, Pub.L.
106-81, 113 Stat. 1286 (the “911 Act”). The “911 Act,” empowered the FCC to
develop regulations to make wireless 911 services available to all Americans.
The express purpose of the Act, as articulated by Congress, was “fo encourage
and facilitate the prompt deployment throughout the United States of seamless,
ubiquitous, and reliable end-to-end infrastructure for communications, including
wireless communications, to meet the Nation's public safety and other
communications needs” (emphasis added).

Please note that on November 18, 2009, the FCC issued a
Declaratory Ruling regarding the timely review of applications for siting of
wireless facilities, WT Docket NO. 08-165 (“Shot Clock Order”).! The Shot
Clock Order finds that a “reasonable period of time” for a local government to act
on this type of application, a collocation application, is presumptively 90 days.2
According to the Shot Clock Order, if the Town fails to act within such
reasonable period of time, the applicant may commence an action in court for
“failure to act” under Section 332(c)(7)(B)(v) of the Federal Communications Act.

IV. The Proposed Facility Meets the Standards for Special Permit Use
Approval

The instant application respectfully requests special permit
approval in accordance with Section 175-46(B)(4) of the Zoning Code. In
reviewing the proposal, the following factors are offered for consideration in
accordance with the Zoning Code:

A. FCC Compliance Report/ RF Affidavit (§175-46(F)(2)(d)):
Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is an Antenna Site FCC RF Compliance Assessment
and Report (“RF Compliance Report”) prepared by Pinnacle Telecom Group.
The RF Compliance Report establishes that the cumulative emissions of the
proposed Facility as well as the existing communication facilities located on the
Existing Tower will be in complete compliance with all applicable FCC
standards. In particular, the RF Compliance Report confirms that the worst-case
calculated RF exposure at ground level from the proposed and existing antennas is
only 4.3714% of the FCC’s limit for acceptable, continuous exposure of the

Ta copy of the Shot Clock Order is available at
http://hraunfoss.fcc.gov/edocs_public/attachmatch/FCC-09-99A1 pdf

2 The Shot Clock Order, 971



general public (or 22 times below the limit established as safe for continuous
human exposure). Moreover, attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is the affidavit of
Kadry Ahmed, Verizon Wireless’ radio frequency engineer (“RF Affidavit”),
which establishes that the Facility is necessary to for the provision of reliable
service within the Town.

B. Lot Size and Setbacks (§175-46(G)): The Facility will be
located on a single lot and will comply with all lot size and setback requirements.

C. Visual Impact Assessment (§175-46(H)): The Facility will
not have any adverse visual impact on abutting properties and streets since the
antennas will be collocated at only 110’ of the 392" Existing Tower.

D. Accessory Structures (§175-46(1)(6)): Verizon Wireless’
equipment cabinets will be located within a proposed fenced compound adjacent
to an existing fenced compound, and will be screened with additional proposed 8-
foot tall fencing, similar to the existing fencing. Therefore, Verizon Wireless’
equipment area will blend with the existing equipment on the site. In addition,
Verizon Wireless’ equipment cabinets will be less than 12 feet high in accordance
with the requirements of Section 175-46(I)(6)(b) of the Zoning Code.

E. Signs (§175-46(1)(7)): No commercial or retail signage is
proposed in connection with the Facility. The only signs proposed in connection
with the Facility are RF warning and a sign indicating the operator of the Facility
and an emergency contact number pursuant to Section 175-46(I1)(7) of the Zoning
Code.

F. Vegetation (§175-46(J)): Existing on-site vegetation will be
preserved to the extent possible. No trees with 12" or larger caliper are proposed
to be removed as part of the installation of the related equipment.

G. Screening (§175-46(K)): The Facility will be screened by
existing trees and fencing so the equipment will not be visible.

H. Lighting (§175.46(1L)): No. lighting is proposed in
connection with the Facility.

L. Access (§175-46(M)): The proposed Facility is fully
accessible for police and fire vehicles via an existing paved driveway off of Sky
Lane, which is accessible from Ridge Road. In addition, the Facility is unmanned
and does not require transportation, water supply, waste disposal, or any other
public facilities. Telephone and electrical service will be installed from existing
service on the site.




J. Parking (§175-46(N)): The Facility is unmanned requiring
maintenance visits approximately once per month. The existing parking area will
suffice for maintenance visits and for emergency access.

K. Fencing (§175-46(0)): The related equipment will be
screened by fencing like the fencing screen the other carriers’ equipment.

L. Insurance (§175-46(S)): Verizon Wireless respectfully
requests that the requirement to provide insurance certificates be made a condition
of final approval of the Facility.

Based on the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that Verizon
Wireless has complied with the requirements for special use permit approval.

V. The Proposed Facility Meets the Performance Standards

Pursuant to Section 175-40 of the Zoning Code, it is respectfully
submitted that the proposed Facility meets the environmental performance
standards set forth therein as follows:

A. Noise (§175-40(C)): Except for noise necessarily involved
in construction, no noise above ambient levels will be produced by the Facility at
the property lines.

B. Vibration (§175-40(D)): Except for vibrations necessarily
involved in construction, no vibrations will be produced by the Facility.

C. Smoke, Dust or other Atmospheric Pollutants (§175-
40(E)): No dust, dirt, smoke, particulates, fumes, or gases will be emitted by the
Facility. The Facility is unmanned and does not generate any of the foregoing.

D. Odors (§175-40(F)): No odors will be produced by the

Facility.

E. Toxic or Noxious Matter (§175-40(G)): No toxic or noxious
fumes or other matter will be produced at the Facility.

F. Radiation (§175-40(H)): There is no proposed handling,
storage, or disposal of radioactive materials or waste by-products at the Facility.

G. Electromagnetic Interference (§175-40(1)): Please note that
the issue of radio frequency interference is pre-empted from local consideration as
a matter of federal law. See Freeman v. Burlington Broadcasters, Inc., 2000 WL
204526 (2d Cir. Vt.); FCC Order DA 03-2196, July 3, 2003. Therefore, this
certification is submitted under protest since the issue of radio frequency




interference is preempted by federal law. In any case, the proposed antennas will
not cause harmful interference with existing telecommunication devices, in
accordance with FCC requirements.

H. Fire and Explosion Hazard (§175-40(])): No activities at
the Facility will require the use or storage of flammable or explosive materials.

L Heat (§175-40(K)): There will be no emission of heat which
would cause the air temperature to increase 1 degree Fahrenheit at the adjoining
lot lines.

J. Exterior Illumination & Glare (§175-40(L)): No lighting is
proposed; therefore, the Facility will not attract attention or cause glare.

K. Liquid & Solid Wastes (§175-40(M)): The Facility is
unmanned and therefore will not generate any liquid or solid waste.

L. Traffic (§175-40(N)): The Facility will have no impact on
pedestrian or vehicular traffic, since the Facility will be unmanned, requiring
infrequent maintenance visits of approximately once per month. An existing
parking area will be utilized for such maintenance visits.

V1. No Additional New York State Town Law Section 280-a Approval
should be required for the Facility

The Building Inspector stated in the Denial that it does not
“appear” that there is approved access to the proposed Facility in accordance with
New York State Town Law § 280-a and Town Code §112, Part 2. New York
State Town Law states that “[t|he town board may, by resolution, establish an
open development area or areas within the town, wherein permits may be issued
for the erection of structures to which access is given by right of way or
easement.” Town Law §280-a(4). The Town Board of Philipstown expressly
established an open development area in all of Philipstown by resolution in 1958,
and the Zoning Board expressly granted access to the Property, Existing Tower,
and auxiliary facilities via a right of way on May 31, 1977 by resolution
(“Resolution”) in connection with Appeal No. 232. The Resolution stated that
“present access is sufficient to provide ready availability to police fire and
ambulance protection,” when granting the right of way to the Property via Sky
Lane and Ridge Road.

Subsequently in 2003 and 2005, this Honorable Board granted
special use permits for other carriers similar to Verizon Wireless, namely Sprint
and Nextel, in regards to these carriers’ collocation at the Existing Tower finding
that there was adequate access to the Property, and no additional Section 280-a



approval was required in connection therewith. Moreover, upon approval of
Verizon Wireless’ proposed Facility, the Existing Tower will still only house two
carriers, as Nextel merged with Sprint and is not currently separately on the
Existing Tower. Therefore, based on the determination of this Honorable Board in
2003 and 2005, sufficient access exists to the Existing Tower and Property, as
Verizon Wireless is not proposing any intensification of use that would warrant a
need for any increased access.

The Court of Appeals has stated that “[a] decision of an
administrative agency which neither adheres to its own prior precedent nor
indicates its reason for reaching a different result on essentially the same facts is
arbitrary and capricious.” Knight v. Amelkin, 68 N.Y.2d 975, 977 (1986). Since
the facts of this collocation application are identical to the previous Sprint and
Nextel collocation applications in 2003 and 2005, Verizon Wireless respectfully
requests this Honorable Board to direct the Building Inspector to issue a building
permit upon approval of the special use permit since there is no reason for
Verizon Wireless to obtain approval under New York State Town Law § 280-a
and Town Code §112, Part 2 wherein no other carriers were required to do so and
Verizon Wireless is utilizing the same right of way previously approved for
access to the Property.>

Conclusion

By granting the special permit, the Zoning Board of Appeals will
permit Verizon Wireless to provide enhanced wireless communications to the
area. Any potential impact on the community created by the approval will be
minimal and of no significant adverse effect.

The Building Inspector’s determination that 280-a would apply in the instant case violates Section 704 of the
Telecommunications Act which states that “[t]he regulation of the placement, construction, and modification of
personal wireless service facilities by any State or local government or instrumentality thereof--shall not unreasonably
discriminate among providers of functionally equivalent services.” 47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7)(B)(i)(I). Congress’s clear
intent was that the Telecommunications Act intensify competition in the communications industry and has commanded
that local governments “shall not” utilize zoning powers to “unreasonably discriminate among providers of functionally
equivalent services,” and, “shall not ” enforce their zoning ordinances in a manner that prohibits, or has the “effect of
prohibiting the provision of personal wireless services.” Sprint Spectrum L.P. v Jefferson County, 968 F. Supp. 1457,
1467 (N.D. Ala 1997). quoting 47 U.S.C. § 332(c)(7)(B)(I) (emphasis added).




WHEREFORE, for all of the foregoing reasons, the Applicant
respectfully prays that this Honorable Board issue a negative declaration pursuant
to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act, grant the special
permit for the Facility, and deem that no additional Section 280-a of New York
State Town Law approval is required for access to the Property.

Dated: June 1, 2015
Tarrytown, New York Respectfully submitted,

Leslie J. Snyder

SNYDER & SNYDER, LLP
94 White Plains Road
Tarrytown, NY 10591

Z:\SSDATA\WPDATA\SS4\WP\NEWBANMMike Bonhomme\Lake Peekskill- 22 Sky Lane\Zoning\2014 Application\ZONING
BOARmemoljs.doc



Exhibit 1

Building Inspector Letter



Town of Philipstown

Code Enforcement Office
238 Main Street, PO Box 155
Cold Spring, NY 10516

Office (845) 265- 5202 Fax (845) 265-2687

Leslie J. Snyder May 20. 2015
New York SMSA Limited Partnership

d/b/a Verizon Wireless

Snyder & Snyder

94 White Plains Road

Tarrytown, New York 10591

Re: Building Permit Application,

Co-Location of communications equipment
Location: 22 Sky Lane
Tax Map: 83.18-1-23

Ms. Snyder

A review of the building permit application for the Co-Location of communications
equipment on an existing radio tower and the installation of a 14 x 20 equipment shelter at
the property shown as Tax Map #83.18-1-23, revealed the following items need to be
addressed or submitted;

1. The construction activity is located on Tax Map #83.18-1-23 and does not appear to have
access to a street or highway maintained by the state, county or town. An approved access
in compliance with NYS Town Law 280-a and the Code of the Town of Philipstown
Section 112 Part 2 Open Development Area is required.

2. The property is located on the Suburban Residential Zone (SR) as shown of the Official
Zoning Map and the Code of the Town of Philipstown. Section 175-46 B. (4) requires the
issuance of a Special Use Permit from the Zoning Board of Appeals for the collocation of
new communication equipment on an approved communication tower or tall structure.

The building permit application is hereby deemed to be incomplete and no further review will
take place until the requested information, approval of access and special use permit are
received.

If you have any question you may contact may office at (845) 265-5202.

Youis Dawht

Kevin Donohue, CFM
Code Enforcement Officer
Zoning Administrator
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TECTONIC T —

Practical Solutions, Exceptional Service Mountainville, NY  (800) 829-6531

1279 Route 300
e 00 2550 ‘ (845) 567-6656 FAX: (845) 567-8703
www.tectonicengineering.com

Town of Philipstown
238 Main Street
Cold Spring, NY 10516

April 17, 2015

RE: 22 SKY LANE, PHILIPSTOWN, NY 10524
STRUCTURAL CERTIFICATION

To Whom it May Concern:

New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless ("Verizon Wireless”) is proposing the
installation of a public utility wireless telecommunications(*Facility”), consisting of antennas
mounted on the existing 390° Guy Tower (“Tower”) with proposed Tower reinforcement, and
related equipment on a new steel platform at grade within an extension of the existing fenced

compound.

The existing Tower, foundation, tower reinforcement, and all attachments, have been designed
to meet the ANSITIA/EIA-222-F-1996 “Structural Standards for Steel Antenna Towers and
Antenna Supporting Structures” and all county, state and federal structural requirements for loads,
including wind and ice loads. We have concluded that the existing Tower has adequate capacity
to accommodate the proposed facility, provided the proposed reinforcement is completed.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (845) 567-6656 ext. 2811.

Sincerely,

TECTONIC

e

Edward N. lamiceli, P.E.
Sr. Project Manager

PLANNING + ENGINEERING + CONSTRUCTION AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT
An Equal Opportunity Employer



Exhibit 3

RF Compliance Report



Pinnacle Telecom Group

Professional and Technical Services

ANTENNA SitTe FCC RF Compliance
AsSeSSMENT ANd RepoRT

prepared for

New York SMSA Limited Partnership
d/b/a Verizon WiReless

22 Sky Lane
Philipstown, NY

March 16, 2015

14 Ridgedale Avenue - Suite 209 * Cedar Knolls, NJ 07927  973-451-1630
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IntrRoduction ANd Summary

At the request of New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless
("Verizon Wireless”), Pinnacle Telecom Group has performed an independent
assessment of radiofrequency (RF) levels and related FCC compliance for
proposed wireless antenna operations on a guyed tower at 22 Sky Lane in
Philipstown, NY. The Verizon Wireless proposal involves the use of directional
panel antennas and transmission in the 700 MHz, 850 MHz, 1900 MHz, and
2100 MHz frequency bands licensed to Verizon Wireless by the FCC.

The FCC requires wireless antenna operators to perform an assessment of
potential human exposure to radiofrequency (RF) fields emanating from all the
transmitting antennas at a site whenever antenna operations are added or
modified, and to ensure compliance with the Maximum Permissible Exposure
(MPE) limit in the FCC regulations. In this case, there are a number of existing
antenna operations to include in the compliance assessment. Note that FCC
regulations require any future antenna collocators to assess and assure
continuing compliance based on the cumulative effects of all then-proposed and

then-existing antennas at the site.

This report describes mathematical analyses of RF levels resulting around the
site in areas of unrestricted public access, that is, at ground level around the site.
The compliance analysis employs standard FCC mathematical models for
calculating the effects of the antennas in a very conservative manner, in order to
overstate the RF levels and to ensure “safe-side” conclusions regarding
compliance with the FCC limit for safe continuous exposure of the general public.
Different mathematical models apply to FM broadcast operations versus the
wireless and other non-broadcast operations, and we will conservatively assess
compliance based on the sum of the worst-case results of each type of analysis.

The results of a compliance assessment can be explained in layman’s terms by
describing the calculated RF levels as simple percentages of the FCC MPE limit.
If the reference for that limit is 100 percent, then calculated RF levels higher than
100 percent indicate the MPE Ilimit is exceeded, while calculated RF levels



consistently lower than 100 percent serve as a clear and sufficient demonstration

of compliance with the MPE limit.

The results of the FCC RF compliance assessment in this case are as follows:

a At street level around the site, the conservatively calculated maximum RF
level from the combination of proposed and existing non-broadcast
antenna operations is 0.5714 percent of the FCC general population MPE
limit. The maximum calculated RF level from the broadcast operation is
3.8 percent of the same FCC MPE limit. The sum of the two worst-case
results is 4.3714 percent of the FCC general population MPE limit,
equivalent to 22 times below the level established as safe for continuous
human exposure to the RF emissions from antennas.

a The results of the analyses demonstrate compliance with the FCC
general population MPE limit. Moreover, because of the conservative
methodology and incorporated assumptions, RF levels actually caused by
the antennas will be even less significant than the calculation results here

indicate.
The remainder of this report provides the following:

a relevant technical data on the proposed Verizon Wireless antenna
operations along with information on the other existing antenna
operations at the site;

o descriptions of the applicable FCC mathematical models for assessing
MPE compliance, and application of the relevant technical data to those

models; and
o the results of the analysis, and the compliance conclusion for the site.

In addition, Appendix A provides background on the FCC MPE limit, along with a
list of FCC references on compliance. Appendix B provides a summary of the
gualifications of the expert certifying RF compliance for this site.



ANTENNA ANd TRANSMissiON DATA
The table that follows provides the key compliance-related data for the proposed

Verizon Wireless antenna operations.

General Data
Frequency Bands 700 MHz, 850 MHz, 1900 MHz and 2100 MHz
Service Coverage Type Sectorized
Antenna Type Directional Panel
Antenna Centerline Height AGL | 110 ft.
Antenna Line Loss 0 dB (conservatively ignored
700 MHz Antenna Data
Antenna Model (Max. Gain) CSS X7CAP-465-VRO (13.9 dBi)
LRF Channels per Sector _____12 @ 40 watts
850 MHz Antenna Data S R RS
Antnna Model (ax. Gain) CSS X7CAP-465-VRO (14.5 dBi) '
RF Channels per Sector 8 @ 20 watts
1900 MHz Antenna Data
Antenna Model (Max. Gain) CSS QAP-460-VRO (17.4 dBi)
RF Channels per Sector 4 @ 16 watts )
2100 MHz Antenna Data
Antenna Model (Max. Gain) CSS QAP-460-VRO (17.6 dBi)
RF Channels per Sector 2 @ 40 watts

The antenna vertical-plane radiation pattern is used in the calculations of RF
levels at street level around a site. By way of illustration, Figures 1 through 4 that
follow show the vertical-plane pattemns of the proposed antennas in each of the
relevant frequency bands. In this type of antenna pattern diagram, the antenna
is effectively pointed at the three o’clock position (the horizon) and the pattern at
different angies is described using decibel units. Note that the use of a decibel
scale to describe the relative pattern at different angles actually serves to
significantly understate the actual focusing effects of the antenna. Where the
antenna pattern reads 20 dB the relative RF energy emitted at the corresponding
downward angle is 1/100™ of the maximum that occurs in the main beam (at 0
degrees); at 30 dB, the energy is only 1/1000™ of the maximum. Note that the



automatic pattern-scaling feature of our internal software may skew side-by-side
visual comparisons of different antenna models, or even different parties’
depictions of the same antenna model.

Figure 1. CSS X7CAP-465-VR0O — 700 MHz Vertical-plane Pattern
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Figure 3. CSS QAP-460-VR0 - 1900 MHz Vertical-plane Pattern
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Figure 4. CSS QAP-460-VRO - 2100 MHz Vertical-plane Pattern
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As noted at the outset, there are existing antenna operations at the site to include

in the compliance assessment.

Sprint is licensed to operate in the 860, 1900 and 2500 MHz frequency bands. In
the 860 MHz band, Sprint uses one 20-watt channel per antenna sector. In the
1900 MHz band, Sprint uses six RF channels per antenna sector, with a
maximum of 16 watts of transmitter power per channel. In the 2500 MHz band,
Sprint uses one 26-watt channel per sector. Sprint also has a point-to-point dish
operation, transmitting in the 11 GHz band with a transmitter power level of 126

milliwatts (0.126 watt).

FCC records show that AMS Spectrum Holdings has a license for omnidirectional
transmission in the 929 MHz band with a maximum transmitter power level of

500 watts.

FCC records also show the State of New York is authorized for omnidirectional
transmission in the 42 MHz band with an effective radiated power (ERP) level of
300 watts, and omnidirectional transmission in the 155 MHz band with a
maximum ERP of 153 watts. (“ERP” is the combination of maximum transmitter

power and maximum antenna gain, offset by any antenna line loss.)

The search of FCC records indicates there are no other curmrently licensed

transmitting antenna operations at the site.

Compliance Analysis

FCC Office of Engineering and Technology Bulletin 65 (“OET Bulletin 65")
provides guidelines for mathematical models to calculate the RF levels at various

points around transmitting antennas.

As mentioned, a different FCC model applies to non-broadcast antennas than
applies to the FM broadcast operation — and we will address each in turn in the

subsections that follow.



Analysis of Non-Broadcast Operations

At street-level around an antenna site (in what is called the “far field” of the
antennas), the RF levels are directly proportional to the total antenna input power

and the relative antenna gain in the downward direction of interest — and the

levels are otherwise inversely proportional to the square of the straight-line

distance to the antenna. Conservative calculations also assume the potential RF
exposure is enhanced by reflection of the RF energy from the intervening ground.

Our calculations will assume a 100% “perfect” reflection, the worst-case

approach.

The formula for street-level RF compliance calculations for any given wireless

antenna operation is as follows:

MPE% = (100 * TxPower * 10 (GmexVaisci0) « 4y ( MPE * 41 * R?)

where

MPE%

100

TxPower

10 (Gmax-Vdisc/10)

MPE

RF level, expressed as a percentage of the MPE limit
applicable to continuous exposure of the general public

factor to convert the raw result to a percentage

maximum net power into antenna sector, in milliwatts, a
function of the number of channels per sector, the
transmitter power per channel, and line loss

numeric equivalent of the relative antenna gain in the
downward direction of interest; data on the antenna
vertical-plane pattern is taken from manufacturer
specifications

factor to account for a 100-percent-efficient energy
reflection from the ground, and the squared relationship
between RF field strength and power density (27 = 4)

FCC general population MPE limit

straight-line distance from the RF source to the point of
interest, centimeters

The street-level MPE% calculations are performed out to a distance of 500 feet
from the facility to points 6.5 feet (approximately two meters, the FCC-



recommended standing height) off the ground, as illustrated in the Figure 5,

below.

antenna

height

from R
antenna
bottom to

6.5
above
ground

level

1 T T T 1 T 1 ]

0 » 500
Ground Distance D from the site

Figure 5. Street-level MPE% Calculation Geometry

It is populary understood that the farther away one is from an antenna, the lower
the RF level — which is generally but not universally correct. The results of
MPE% calculations fairly close to the site will reflect the variations in the vertical-
plane antenna pattern as well as the variation in straight-line distance to the
antennas. Therefore, RF levels may actually increase slightly with increasing
distance within the range of zero to 500 feet from the site. As the distance
approaches 500 feet and beyond, though, the antenna pattern factor becomes
less significant, the RF levels become primarily distance-controlled, and as a
result the RF levels generally decrease with increasing distance, and are well

understood to be in compliance.

Street-level FCC compliance for a collocated antenna site is assessed in the
following manner. At each distance point along the ground, an MPE%
calculation is made for the RF effect from each operation, and the sum of the
individual MPE% contributions at each point is compared to 100 percent, the
normalized reference for compliance with the MPE limit. We refer to the sum of

10



the individual MPE% contributions as “total MPE%”", and any calculated total
MPE% result exceeding 100 percent is, by definition, higher than the FCC limit
and represents non-compliance and a need to mitigate the potential exposure. If
all results are consistently below 100 percent, on the other hand, that set of
results serves as a clear and sufficient demonstration of compliance with the

MPE limit.

Note that according to the FCC, when directional antennas such as the panels
commonly used in wireless communications are used, the compliance
assessments are based on the RF effect of a single (facing) antenna sector or, in

cases of non-identical parameters, the worst-case effect of any individual sector.

The following conservative methodology and assumptions are incorporated into

the MPE% calculations on a general basis:

1. The antennas are assumed to be operating continuously at maximum
power, and at maximum channel capacity.

2. The power-attenuation effects of shadowing or other obstructions to the
line-of-sight path from the antenna to the point of interest are ignored.

3. The calculations intentionally minimize the distance factor (R) by
assuming a 6’6" human and performing the calculations from the bottom
(rather than the centerline) of the antenna.

4. The potential RF exposure at ground level is assumed to be 100-percent
enhanced (increased) via a “perfect” field reflection from the intervening

ground.

The net result of these assumptions is to significantly overstate the calculated RF
exposure levels relative to the levels that will actually occur — and the purpose of
this conservatism is to allow very “safe-side” conclusions about compliance.

The table on the following page provide the results of the street-level MPE%

calculations for the non-broadcast operations, with the overall worst-case result

highlighted in bold in the last column.
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Verizon Verizon Verizon Verizon
Ground Wireless Wireless Wireless Wireless . AMS
Distance | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed | Proposed ;"’,ré':/t Spectrum NJ:’é;te J:g,}
(ft) 700 MHz 850 MHz 1900 MHz | 2100 MHz ° MPE% ° °
MPE% MPE% MPE% MPE%
N R o ¥ i § g e L

0 0.0001 0.0069 0.0015 0.0078 0.0021 0.0006 0.0003 0.0193
20 0.0093 0.0116 0.0004 0.0046 0.0039 0.0006 0.0397 0.0701
40 0.0492 0.0161 0.0003 0.0107 0.0094 0.0006 0.0924 0.1787
60 0.0841 0.0135 0.0068 0.0054 0.0162 0.0006 0.0711 0.1977
80 0.0441 0.0316 0.0130 0.0059 0.0264 0.0006 0.0384 0.1600
100 0.0019 0.0226 0.0489 0.0101 0.0386 0.0005 0.0664 0.1890
120 0.0342 0.0091 0.0608 0.1002 0.0541 0.0005 0.1097 0.3686
140 0.1262 0.0685 0.0059 0.0256 0.0634 0.0025 0.1021 0.3942
160 0.1519 0.1338 0.0029 0.0064 0.0230 0.0050 0.0749 0.3979
180 0.1400 0.1866 0.0044 0.0215 0.0398 0.0059 0.0490 0.4472
200 0.0881 01777 0.0052 0.0066 0.0114 0.0056 0.0413 0.3359
220 0.0415 0.1266 0.0053 0.0019 0.0302 0.0020 0.0440 0.2515
240 0.0094 0.0660 0.0029 0.0036 0.0604 0.0015 0.0502 0.1940
260 0.0023 0.0363 0.0014 0.0031 0.0478 0.0037 0.0648 0.1594
280 0.0093 0.0105 0.0001 0.0001 0.0297 0.0186 0.0717 0.1400
300 0.0232 0.0100 0.0002 0.0013 0.0253 0.0246 0.0762 0.1608
320 0.0441 0.0213 0.0002 0.0041 0.0346 0.0376 0.0787 0.2206
340 0.0686 0.0458 0.0002 0.0064 0.0309 0.0478 0.0843 0.2840
360 0.0978 0.0823 0.0003 0.0067 0.0343 0.0462 0.0906 0.3582
380 0.1279 0.1293 0.0010 0.0052 0.0267 0.0363 0.0931 0.4195
400 0.1161 0.1174 0.0008 0.0047 0.0156 0.0286 0.0814 0.3647
420 0.1462 0.1698 0.0021 0.0023 0.0142 0.0202 0.0879 0.4427
440 0.1765 0.2247 0.0034 0.0005 0.0132 0.0118 0.0974 0.5275
460 0.1622 0.2064 0.0031 0.0005 0.0121 0.0050 0.0899 0.4792
480 0.1926 0.2627 0.0038 0.0002 0.0260 0.0011 0.0850 0.5714
500 0.1781 0.2429 0.0036 0.0002 0.0240 0.0009 0.0936 0.5433
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As indicated, even with the significant degree of conservatism built into the
calculations, the maximum calculated RF level is 0.5714 percent — less than
6/10™ of one percent of the FCC limit, and obviously well below the 100-percent
reference for compliance. This worst-case result will be summed with the worst-

case result of the analysis of the FM broadcast operation, which follows.

Analysis of FM Broadcast Operation

According to the FCC, the RF compliance analysis of FM broadcast operations is
to be performed using a software package called “FM Model” that is available
from the FCC’s web site.

The FM operation at the site is WHUD. The FM Model software takes as inputs
the transmitter power level (in this case, 50 kW) and the antenna height above
average terrain (110 meters). The output is a graphic depiction of the calculated
RF level (in microwatts per square centimeter) versus distance from the site (also

in meters). The output graph for the WHUD operation is reproduced below.
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The FM Model software has a pop-up feature that provides the maximum
calculated RF level from the broadcast operation, and in this case it is 7.6
microwatts per square centimeter, which is equivalent to 0.0076 miliiwatts per

square centimeter.

The frequency of the WHUD operation is 100.7 MHz, for which the FCC MPE
limit is 0.2 milliwatt per square centimeter. The calculated maximum RF level of
0.0076 milliwatt per square centimeter is equivalent to 3.8 percent of the FCC

MPE limit.

Combined Effects of Broadcast and Non-Broadcast Antennas

The most conservative way to assess the combination of broadcast and non-
broadcast antenna operations is to simple sum the respective worst-case
calculated results for each — ignoring the fact that the maximum results occur at

different distances from the site.

In this case, the maximum calculated result from the broadcast operation is 3.8
percent of the FCC MPE limit, and for the non-broadcast operations the

maximum result was 0.5714 percent.

The sum of these two figures — 4.3714 percent — is well below the 100-percent
reference for compliance, and demonstrates that the overall combination of
antenna operations satisfies the FCC requirement regarding potential exposure.
The worst-case overall result is more than 22 times below the FCC MPE limit.

Compliance Conclusion
According to the FCC, the FCC MPE limit has been constructed in such a
manner that continuous human exposure to RF emissions up to and including
100 percent of the MPE limit is acceptable and safe.
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As described, the conservatively calculated maximum RF level from the
combination of the proposed and existing antenna operations is 4.3714 percent
of the FCC MPE limit. In other words, even with an extremely conservative
analysis intended to overstate the results, the calculated worst-case RF level is

still more than 22 times below the FCC limit.

The results of the caiculations indicate clear compliance with the FCC regulations
and the related MPE limit. Moreover, because of the conservative calculation
methodology and operational assumptions applied in the analysis, the RF levels
actually caused by the antennas will be even less significant than the calculation

results here indicate.

Cerrification
It is the policy of Pinnacle Telecom Group that all FCC RF compliance
assessments are reviewed, approved, and signed by the firm’s Chief Technical

Officer, who certifies as follows:

1. 1 have read and fully understand the FCC regulations concerning RF safety
and the control of human exposure to RF fields (47 CFR 1.1301 et seq).

2. To the best of my knowledge, the statements and information disclosed in
this report are frue, complete and accurate.

3. The analysis of RF compliance provided herein is consistent with the
applicable FCC regulations, additional guidelines issued by the FCC, and
industry practice.

4. The results of the analysis indicate that the subject antenna operations at the
site will be in compliance with the FCC regulations concerning RF exposure.

3/16/15

Dani Collms Date
Chief“Féchnical Officer
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Appendix A. Background on the FCC MPE Limit
FCC Rules and Regulations

As directed by the Telecommunications Act of 1996, the FCC has established
limits for maximum continuous human exposure to RF fields.

The FCC maximum permissible exposure (MPE) limits represent the consensus
of federal agencies and independent experts responsible for RF safety matters.
Those agencies include the National Council on Radiation Protection and
Measurements (NCRP), the Occupational Safety and Heaith Administration
(OSHA), the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH), the
American National Standards Institute (ANSI!), the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA), and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA). In formulating its
guidelines, the FCC also considered input from the public and technical
community — notably the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE).

The FCC’s RF exposure guidelines are incorporated in Section 1.301 ef seq of its
Rules and Regulations (47 CFR 1.1301-1.1310). Those guidelines specify MPE
limits for both occupational and general population exposure.

The specified continuous exposure MPE limits are based on known variation of
human body susceptibility in different frequency ranges, and a Specific
Absorption Rate (SAR) of 4 watts per kilogram, which is universally considered to
accurately represent human capacity to dissipate incident RF energy (in the form
of heat). The occupational MPE guidelines incorporate a safety factor of 10 or
greater with respect to RF levels known to represent a health hazard, and an
additional safety factor of five is applied to the MPE limits for general population
exposure. Thus, the general population MPE limit has a built-in safety factor of
more than 50. The limits were constructed to appropnately protect humans of
both sexes and all ages and sizes and under all conditions — and continuous
exposure at levels equal to or below the applicable MPE limits is considered to
result in no adverse health effects or even health risk.

The reason for two tiers of MPE limits is based on an understanding and
assumption that members of the general public are unlikely to have had
appropriate RF safety training and may not be aware of the exposures they
receive; occupational exposure in controlled environments, on the other hand, is
assumed to involve individuais who have had such training, are aware of the
exposures, and know how to maintain a safe personal work environment.

The FCC’s RF exposure limits are expressed in two equivalent forms, using
alternative units of field strength (expressed in volts per meter, or V/m), and
power density (expressed in milliwatts per square centimeter, or mW/cm?). The
table on the next page lists the FCC limits for both occupational and general
population exposures, using the mW/cm? reference, for the different radio

frequency ranges.
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Frequency Range (F) Occupational Exposure General Public Exposure

(MHz) (mWicm?) ( mWiem?)
0.3-1.34 100 100
1.34-3.0 100 180/ F?

3.0-30 900 / F? 180/ F?
30- 300 1.0 0.2

300 - 1,500 F / 300 F /1500
1,500 - 100,000 5.0 1.0

The diagram below provides a graphical illustration of both the FCC's
occupational and general population MPE limits.

Power Density
(mWicm2)
100 — Octupational
£ \‘\ """"" General Public
50 _ A
10 | ' P
02 N 7
14
| | | [ | | A |
03 134 30 30 300 1500 100,000

Frequency {MHz)

Because the FCC’s MPE limits are frequency-shaped, the exact MPE limits
applicable to the instant situation depend on the frequency range used by the
systems of interest.
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The most appropriate method of determining RF compliance is to calculate the
RF power density attributable to a particular system and compare that to the
MPE limit applicable to the operating frequency in question. The result is usually
expressed as a percentage of the MPE [imit.

For potential exposure from multiple systems, the respective percentages of the
MPE limits are added, and the total percentage compared to 100 (percent of the
limit). If the result is less than 100, the total exposure is in compliance; if it is
more than 100, exposure mitigation measures are necessary to achieve

compliance.

Note that the FCC “categorically excludes” certain types of antenna facilities from
the routine requirement to specifically (i.e., mathematically) demonstrate
compliance with the MPE limit. Among those types of facilities are cellular
antennas mounted on any type of tower, when the bottoms of the antennas are
more than 10 meters (c. 32.8 feet) above ground. The basis for the categorical
exclusion, according to the FCC, is the understanding that because of the low
power and the directionality of the antennas, such facilities — individually and
collectively — are well understood to have no significant effect on the human
environmenl. As a result, the FCC automatically deems such facilities to be in

compliance.

In addition, FCC Rules and Regulations Section 1.1307(b)(3) describes a
provision known in the industry as “the 5% rule”. It describes that when a
specific location — like a spot on a rooftop - is subject to an overall exposure
level exceeding the applicable MPE limit, operators with antennas whose MPE%
contributions at the point of interest are less than 5% are exempted from the
obligation otherwise shared by all operators to bring the site into compliance, and
those antennas are automatically deemed by the FCC to satisfy the rooftop

compliance requirement,

FCC References on Compliance

47 CFR, FCC Rules and Regulations, Part 1 (Practice and Procedure), Section
1.1310 (Radiofrequency radiation exposure limits).

FCC Second Memorandum Opinion and Order and Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (FCC 97-303), In the Matter of Procedures for Reviewing Requests
for Relief From State and Local Regulations Pursuant to Section 332(c)(7)(B)(v)
of the Communications Act of 1934 (WT Docket 97-192), Guidelines for
Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation (ET Docket
93-62), and Petition for Rulemaking of the Cellular Telecommunications Industry
Association Concerning Amendment of the Commission’s Rules to Preempt
State and Local Regulation of Commercial Mobile Radio Service Transmitting
Facilities, released August 25, 1997.

FCC First Memorandum Opinion and Order, ET Docket 93-62, In the Matter of
Guidelines for Evaluating the Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency Radiation,

released December 24, 1996.
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Appendix B. Summary of Experr Qualifications

Daniel J. Collins, Chief Technical Officer, Pinnacle Telecom Group, LLC

. 40+ years of expenence in all aspects of wweless system
engineering, related regulation, and RF exposure

¢ Has performed or led RF exposure compliance assessments
on more than 17,000 antenna sites since the new FCC rules
went into effect in 1997

¢ Has provided testimony as an RF compliance expert more
than 1,400 times since 1997

» Accepted as an expert in New York, New Jersey,
Connecticut, Pennsylvania and more than 40 other states,
as well as by the FCC

Education: *B. E E., Clty College of New York (Sch Of Eng ) 1971

* M.B.A., 1982, Fairleigh Dickinson University, 1982

» Bronx High School of Science, 1966

Current Responsibilities: | « Leads all PTG staff work involving RF safety and FCC

compliance, microwave and satellite system engineering,

and consulting on wireless technology and regulation

Prior Experience: ¢ Edwards & Kelcey, VP — RF Engineering and Chief
Information Technology Officer, 1996-99

+ Bellcore, Executive Director — Regulation and Public Policy,
1983-96

¢ AT&T (Corp. HQ), Director — Spectrum Management Policy
and Practice, 1977-83

+ AT&T Long Lines, Group Supervisor — Microwave Radio
System Design, 1972-77

Specific RF Safety / « Involved in RF exposure matters since 1972

Compliance Experience: | « Have had lead corporate responsibility for RF safety and
compliance at AT&T, Bellcore, Edwards & Kelcey, and PTG

¢ While at AT&T, helped develop the mathematical models
later adopted by the FCC for predicting RF exposure

+ Have been relied on for compliance by all major wireless
carriers, as well as by the federal government, several state
and local governments, equipment manufacturers, system
integrators, and other consulting / engineering firms

Other Background: » Author, Microwave Systern Engineering (AT&T, 1974)

¢ Co-author and executive editor, A Guide to New
Technologies and Services {Bellcore, 1993)

¢ National Spectrum Managers Association (NSMA) — former
three-term President and Chairman of the Board of
Directors; was founding member, twice-elected Vice
President, a long-time member of the Board of Directors,
and was named an NSMA Fellow in 1991

. PUbllShed more than 35 rtlc!es in mdust maazmes
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Exhibit 4

RF Affidavit



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
TOWN OF PHILIPSTOWN

In the matter of the Application of

RF Affidavit
NEW YORK SMSA LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
d/b/a VERIZON WIRELESS

Premises: 22 Sky Lane
Philipstown, New York 10524
Section 83.18 , Block 1, Lots 22 & 23

State of New York )
) ss.:
County of Westchester )

Kadry Ahmed, does depose and say:

1. I am a radio frequency engineer employed by New York SMSA Limited
Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (“Verizon Wireless”). As a radio frequency engineer,
I am trained to identify issues in wireless telecommunications coverage and to evaluate the
ability of proposed wireless telecommunication facility sites to remedy any issues. In
addition, I am familiar with Verizon Wireless’ existing and proposed facility sites in the

Town of Philipstown (“Town”) and abutting municipalities.

2. I respectfully submit this affidavit in support of the special permit
application (“Application”) to collocate a wireless communications facility (“Facility”) on

the existing guyed lattice tower (“Tower”) located at 22 Sky Lane, Philipstown, New York.

3. The proposed Facility will consist of the collocation of small panel antennas

with ancillary equipment on the Tower, together with equipment at the base thereof.



Need for the Facility

4, Verizon Wireless is licensed by the Federal Communications Commission
(“FCC”) to provide wireless communications throughout New York State, including the

Town.

5. Unlike radio and television broadcast towers, which utilize high power
output transmitters to cover large geographical areas, Verizon Wireless’ network relies on
geographically close, low power transmitters and antennas. This network is comprised of
cell sites which operate within a group of assigned radio frequencies. Reliable wireless

communications depends on the architecture of the wireless network.

6. Verizon Wireless currently has critical capacity issues in the area of the
Facility in the Town. As mobile phone use continues to increase, especially the demand
for data transmitted via such devices, the existing facilities in the Town responsible for
transmitting and receiving such data have become overburdened resulting in dropped calls,
denied access to the network, a slow down of data transmission speed or an inability to

transmit data.

7. The proposed Facility would allow the “off-load” of excess capacity from
Verizon Wireless’ existing facilities in the area of the Town near where the Tower is
located. The proposed Facility will allow for fewer dropped calls, better ability to access

Verizon Wireless’ network and faster data transmission speeds.

8. The Facility is ideally located because it is proposed on an existing Tower,
thus obviating the need for Verizon Wireless to construct a new telecommunications
structure in this area of the Town. Moreover, Verizon Wireless’ antennas and related
equipment will be located on the Tower and the base thereof such that they will have no

adverse visual impact on the surrounding area.



Conclusion

Based on the foregoing, the requested approval should be granted forthwith.

Respectfully submitted,

—

Kadry Ahmed

Signed before me this
27%  day of May, 2015

Michael R. Bonhomme
Notary Public, Stata of New York
No. 01806144229

H%—ZMM&% Queltfied In Orange (Jounty_Le

Commission Expires 04/24/20
Notary Public
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