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APPENDIX F (Executive Director’s Report 8/21/98

WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS ON
THE REVISED PROPOSED CELLULAR FACILITY PLAN SUBMITTED MARCH 17,

Date Received:

June 17, 1998
June 16, 1998
June 22, 1998
July 6, 1998
July 7, 1998
July 7, 1998

July 9, 1998
July 9. 1998

July 9, 1998
July 9. 1998
July 9, 1998
July 15, 1998

 July 15, 1998

July 16, 1998

July 17, 1998
July 17, 1998

July 17, 1998

July 17, 1998

July 17, 1998
July 17, 1998

1998 WITH JUNE 1, 1998 REVISIONS
JAZZBOW@aol.com
William R. Farr, Mt Holly, NJ
Fav1126005@aol.com
Lt. Jonathan D. Wainwright, Eveélaam Township Police Department
Captaiﬂ Stephen Addezio, Captain of Police Medford Twp.

Stephen A. Emery, Acting Chief of Police Pemberton TownshipPolice
Dept.

Jack & Michele Salemi, Tabernacle NJ 08088 (with attachments)

Richard W. Hunt, Eveshamn Township Solicitor (with attachment; letter
from Jane Nogaki, referenced below)

Jane Nogaki Marlton NJ 08053
Williamn McLaughlin, Tabemnacle NJ

Document entitled The Effects of the telecommunications Act of 1997 on
the Infrastructure of Atlantic Electric a connective company (Nicholas
K. Salavatore Atlantic Electric Real Estate Department)

" Bert Harper, Chief of Police,

Westhampton Twp. Police Department

James F. Hansen, Chief of Police,
Mount Holly Twp. Police Department

Stephen M. Aspero GALLO GEFFNER FENSER, P.C.
Hackensack, NJ (with attachments)

Michael J. Gross, Esq. (Giordano, Halleran & Ciesla)

Michael E. Benson, Esq. (Woodbine Borough Municipal Atty.)
(With attachments)

Thomas Glynn Hammonton, NJ

Jack J. Salemi Tabernacle, NJ (with attachments--copy of The
Effects of the telecommunications Act of 1997 on the Infrastructure
of Atlantic Electric a connective company see above)

Glenn Orr  Marlton NJ with attachment

Paul J. Tuliano Burlington County Association of Chiefs of Police



July 17, 1998
July 20, 1998

July 22, 1998
July 22,1998

July 24, 1998
July 27, 1998
July 27, 1998

July 28, 1998
July 29, 1998

July 29, 1998

July 30, 1998

July 30, 1998

July 30, 1998
July 31, 1998

July 31, 1998
July 31, 1998

August 3, 1998
August 4, 1998
August 6, 1998

/P10A

John P. Butler, CPA Data Processing Coordinator
Office of the Clerk of the Board of Burlington County Frecholders

Mike Gordon, Group Manager, Conservation Assistance
US Dept of Interior (NPS) Chesapeake/Allegheny System Support

Bob Harbinson Evesham, NJ

Jennifer Borys, Secretary, Marlton Lakes Civic Association (with
map) 2 letters: 1 re: cell plan; 1 re: App. No. 98-0272.01

Frederick F. Galdo Burlington County Administrator/Board Clerk
William P. Cloyes Brighton Beach, NJ

Michael E. Benson, Esq. , Soliéitor, Borough of Woodbine
(with attachment)

Anthony & Susan Melsi Marlton, NJ

Lyhda A.Medvec Evesham NJ (with same attachment to both)
2 letters: 1 re: cell plan; 1 re: App. No. 98-0272.01

Patricia; J. Carr " Evesham, NJ
2 letters: 1 re: cell plan; 1 re: App. No. 98-0272.01

Robert E. & Rita Riebel Mitchell Evesham Township NJ

Wynne Falkowski, Chairperson Coalition Against Toxics
Atco, NJ 08004

Richard C. & Paulette Powell Sewell, NJ

Carleton K. Montgomery, Executive Director,
Pinelands Preservation Alliance

Michael J. Gross, Esq. (Giordano, Halleran & Ciesla)

Jack J. Salemi Tabemacle, NJ (with attachments)

Mr. & Mrs. John G. Takacs Evesham Twp. NJ ~
Christen Erichsen New Gretna, NJ |

Todd A. Ganghamer, Director of Planning & Zoning
Manchester Township
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T JAYZZBOW@aol.com, 09:35 AM 6/17/98, Re: towers ' ] '

lNo: JAZZZBOW@aol.com

“rom: Public Programs <info@njpines.state.nj.us>
jubject: Re: towers

2CQ:

ice:

{-Attachments:

At 08:15 AM 6/13/98 EDT, you wrote:

>Please do not allow towers to spoil the only unspoiled scenery left in
~his ' '

»state,I grew up in the pines and it would be a crime to spcil their beauty

ES

—n - -

Printed For Public Programs <info@njpines.state.nj.us> 1
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45 Brained Street JUN 16 7998 ;

M. Holly, NJ 08060 U

I5June 1998 0 TTTtemees e

PINEL.ANDS COMMISSION
New Lisbon, N.J. 08064

Please take note of my opposition to permitting the installation of any more transmission
towers within the Pinelands, and in fact, to the existence of those currently installed.

I assume that the Commission is continually under strong pressure from economic interests to
allow this and other kinds of development but I, for one, rely on the commissioners to hold fast
and resist those presssures. The purposes of having the Pinelands protected outweigh the
importance of providing cellular phone s;ervice.

My wife, Laura, joirns me in taking this‘position.

Yours,

ifliam R. Farr



“Favili6005@aol.com, 08:46 AN 6722798, Re: Eower lLocations ]

‘o: Favll26005@aol.com

‘rom: Public Programs <info@njpines.state.nj.uss>
jubject: Re: tower locations

Ic:t

icC:

‘_Attachments:

st 09:34 PM 6/17/98 EDT, you wrote:

-Be advise Bayside State Prison, Leesburg N.J., has a 140 feet water tower
-hat

»18 vacant of antennas that may be utilize for cell phone. Also flre towers
ay

»be utlllze and other wvarious water tank towers thru out the state

>

FavliZ26005@aol.com, 08:09 PM 6/22/98 , Re: tower Jlocations |

‘rom: Favl1126005@acl.com

‘ate: Mon, 22 Jun 1998 20:09:23 EDT
‘o: info@njpines.state.nj.us
jubject: Re: tower locations

‘ontact fred vineyard, bayside state prison engineer for water tower
nformation at 609 785 0040 309



"EVESHAM TOWNSHIP
POLICE DEPARTMENT

JOSEPH M. CORNELY 984 TUCKERTON ROAD

eN ESHAM
POLICE

Chief of Police | MARLTON, MJ 08053
' . 603-983-1116
, L : FAX 609-988.0954
;__J_l_.jy 2, 1998 o . | |] E @ 1 W E
"Staie of New Jersey ’ ' '
The Pinelands Commission ‘JUL_, _0 6 1338
15 Springfield Road ' _
P.O. Box 7 T _ By

New Lisbon, New Jerscy 08064
RE; Comprehensive Plan for Wircless Oﬁnununications Facilities in the Pinclands
Dear Chairman Sullivan and Members of the Comumission,

Evesham Township Police, in conjunction with the municipalifies throughout Burlingten County, are
currently deploying equipment to allow emergency and public safety agencices to utilize wireless data
services, (CDPD) provided by Bell Atlantic Mobile.

This service will promote and enhance public safety throughout Burlington County, including the
Pinelands Management Area. We support the “Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications
Facilities in the Pinelands” submitted by the cellular carriers, which when implemented, will improve
coverage throughout Burlingion County and Pinelands Management Area. -

Because this coverage is.so very vital and the technology so badly needed, we request that your
commission gwe all dug consideration toward approval of this plan. We believe that by doing so, it will
be in the best interest of officer safety.

Maflibn, NJ 08053 -~
609985 4348

cc: Mr. Jeff Mathesen - B.C. Communications
Mr. John Butler - B. C. Data Processing
Mr. Ed Wilts - Bell Atlantic Mobile



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY "
. EMS Division

91 Union Street, Medford, N.J. 08055-2432 609-654-5731
Eire Division
609-953-3291
Police Division
Emergency 9-1-1
Non Emergency 609-654-7511
Admin. Fax 609-654-599¢
Patrol Fax 609-953-5835

July 2, 1998

State of New Jersey

The Pinelands Commission
15 Springfield Road

PO Box7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

RE: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities in the Pinelands
Dear Chairman Sullivan and Memberé of the Commission:

Burlington County, in conjunction with the municipalities throughout the County, are
currently deploying equipment to allow various emergency and public safety entities to
utilize a wireless data service (CDPD) provided by Bell Atlantic Mobile.

~ This service will provide public safety throughout Burlington County, including the
Pinelands Management Area. We support the “Comprehensive Plan for Wireless
Communications Facilities in the Pinelands" submitted by the cellular carriers, which
when implemented, will improve coverage throughout Burlington County and the
Pinelands Management Area, thereby allowing these agencies to take full advantage of
.~ . this technology.

Respectfully yours,

.
Stephen Addezio -

Captain of Police




PEMBERTON TOWNSHIP POLICE DEPARTMENT

CHIEF PAUL J. TULIANO JR.

500 Pcmbertou-Browﬁs Mills Road
Pemberton, N.J. (8068-1539
Phone 609-894-7955/Fax 609-894-0302

July 7, 1998

State of New Jersey

The Pinelands Commission

15 Springfield Road

P.O. Box 7

New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064

RE: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities in the Pinelands
Dear Chairman Sullivan and Members of the Commission;

Burlington County, in conjunction with the municipalities throughout the County, arc currenﬂy
deploying equipment to allow various emergency and public safety entities to utilize a wireless
data service (CDPD) provided by Bell Atlantic Mobile.

This service will promote public safety throughout Burlington County, including the Pinelands
Management Area. We support the “Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications
facilities in the Pinelands" submitted by the cellular carriers, which when implemented, will
improve coverage throughout Burlington County and the Pinelands Management Area, thereby
allowing these agencies to take full advantage of this technology.

Acting Chief of Palice



August 16, 1995

Jack & Michele SaIexﬁi
$ Badlewood Ct. .
Tabemacle, NJ 08088

Mr, Terrence D. Moore
Executive Director
Pinelandg Commlssxon
~ POBox7

_New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Deac Mr. Moore;-

On behalf of the many angry residents residing in a two mile radius of the proposed
180+ fi. Bell Atlantic Mobile transmitting tower, two modular equipment buildings, and
access road, at block 101 lot 5 in the Ward Sand & Gravel property, we submit this
petition of opposition.

As stated, this is only a two mile radius response of residents in opposition. These
towers transtuit electro-magnetic energy 7 miles . We will be starting another petition
covering a 7 mile area. Many of the addresses on the petition, that indicate Soay Place

Road, Vincentown, are mailing addresses with residents actually res:dmg in Woadland
Twp. Chatsworth

We hope the Pineland Commission Will make the correct decision for preserving our
. Beautiful Pine Barren Natura! Resource Forrest Region, and not harming any of its
Inhabitants, Physicalty or Emotionally.

Sincerely, )

.Wﬁ@“ /

Jack & Michele Saletm :

cc: Congressman Jin Saxon
Senator Leonard T. Connors
Ms Theresa Lettman



July 26, 1995
To: All concerned neighbors

Re: Bell Atlantic Mobile Systems Tower Proposal

As Many of our neighbors might already be aware of, Bell Atlantic Mobile System
plans to erect a 199 fi. cellular phone tower on Ward Sand C,, located on Sooy Place Rd.
in Woodland Township.

. This tower will placo many of our homes on Sooy Place and Bridlewood Ct. in ite RED
ZONE‘. Thxs zone is where the towers highest cnergy is emitted. (fm ke K P.OMA)

Recently the Pinelands Commission reversed thier position on hight limits from 35 ft.
to 200 fi. to accomodate Bell Atlantic. The reason given for this accomodation was to
increase communication between ambulances and hospitals in emergencies, and better
general mobile phone communication. We spoke to Senator Connors about this and he
called it rediculous. He is currently working on this project with us.

. The only people that will benefit from this tower are Bell Atlantic Mobile and the
owners of Ward Sand Co. Ward plans to lease this site for 25 years at a substantial
-amount of money. During this 25 year lease, we will be the people exposed to the electro
magnetic radio waves continually, and lookmg at this site in the middle of our Pine
Barrens,

As many people might remember, last year a group of Medford Lakes people banned
together to keep a cellular tower like this one out of thier town. They stated the reasons
being the unknown health risks of living in an electro magnetic field, the eye sore it would
cause and the devaluation of thier propertics. The people of Medford Lakes won.

We truly believe the people who live here do not want to look at this tower, or live
with its emissions in its high energy zone of untested technology for Bell or Wards gains.

We also believe if we ban together as thc pooplc in Medford lakes did, we can stop this
insanity.

If you are interested in helping us with this cause, please attend the next town mecting
on August 8, 1995 at 7:30 PM at the Municipal Building in Chatsworth, or call Jack at

859-9649,
Thank you,
E%MW*

Jack Salemi



PETITION

R

. u n ¢ the undersigned residents and property owners in Woodland aed Tabemacle Townships
oppose all of the variances and/or ordinance exemptions being requested by Bell Atlantic Mobile
Systems, Inc. to canstruct a 180+ foot free stagding cellular aptenna tower, the two associated free

standing modular equipment buildings and roadways, on the propeﬁy owned by the Ward Sand and
Materials, Inc (Block 101, Lot 5).

The undersigned pppose the above described variances for their unknown lo ong term potential health
risks and hazards, potentjal impact on property values, concern for the environment and the long term
implications of granting variances that are unrelated {o the principle business of the Wg d Sand and
Materials Comparly,

"The undersigned are cotnmitted to the preservation of our community's and family's safety and the
environment of our towaships.

NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER
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PETITION

[4

e the undersigned residents and property owners in \’voodland and Tabcmacle Townshlpq

oppoase all of the variances and/or ordinance exemptions being requested by Bell Atlantic Mobile
Systems, Inc. to construct a 180+ foot free standing cellular antenna tower, the two associated free
standing modular equipment buildings and roadways, on the. prope:ty owned by the Ward Sand and

Materials, Inc (Block {01, Lot 5).

_The undersigned gppose the above described variances for their unknown long termpotential health
nsks__ancLha@ud_g, mtcntlal impact on property values, congern for the environment and the long term
i gghcahons of granting varianges that are ynrelated to the principle business of the Ward Sand and

atepals .0

The undersigned are commitfed to the preservation of our community's and family's safety and the

environment of our townships.

NAME ADDRESS TELEPHONE NUMBER
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*The construction of cellulartowers - :
- continues tomcetresmtancofrom .
residents, buf the dnteinas’ effect | IERE o
~on pi‘Opd&.N@ﬁﬁSﬁ_ fémailqs_ e
ncopclusive. - K

e

By RAYMOND FAZZI
SUSIMESS WHITER

Y hey can tower above a neigh-
bothood by 150 fect or more:
l, Their proliferation across the ﬂ@ 8 ¥
p . - ] > Sl At el
nation's landseape 15 atelitile sign of 2 P E R e LA Y




Towermg
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Tl-w:u page G1

The second concern: e possibility
thal fowers depress the valne of sur-
ummlm;v propestios.

£ The property value ssue is just 1"_

fm?y as e health issee, some offi-

cials say.
[ "For every study fial someone
does to show there st any effect,
thete’s the perception ot there that -
there 1s,” said Beverly Seavine, an ap-
praiser who sits on thé Monmouth
mety Board of Taxation
“Ihut it's o difficult to prove 1 unlc.,s
' you havédata” - . - .
- The data about which-Scarano is .
T'llkmf are comparative studics that
prove that, with cverylning elsc-being
-, édqiial, .a a home hear a ccllular tower
will have a lesser valve than a com-
“Datable home that is nowlere near a
towc*r.
In tax appeals that come l;(.forc thé
,.tm'ml Scarano_said, sich studics are

MCK COSTELLO/Sal phlogtapbﬂ'

® The ncw 150-foot Comcast Cellulat Communications tower can
be seen .f'z_'om_Thc Harbor Chob onLighthouse Lane in Sayreville.

i

phccd ot w-:tcr towcre for mmplc.

less a home near' a cell site may he'

Nonctheless; he said, comparative
studies by the finm have not {urncd up
dcprcsscd v-ducs for homcs near an- |

wotllx. ]
T “The_ $64,000 "question islow
mueh or Jess?™ he saul "5 110 ner-

fenmds. . -
Mumrglﬂlnammh&mﬁ

ollcn_done 1o show power -lines,
Jandfills, highways or other structures
arc rﬂluung property values. - _

* Buat, these cases are easicr to prove

'bccause those struclures have been -
“hrévind a lot Ion;rcr llnn cc-l]ular tow= |

LI’S shesaid, | I
Yet as cc]InIar cmnpanrcs conlmuc
io place antennas, the case history on
'the issue ccmlmucs lo grow.
= And the interpretations of the: tow-
i vrs’ impact on property *nincs r<_m1u
dmdcd‘ ]
W Robert, MLNchy V"nrc & Co. iy

comullanl lo ceﬂu!‘tr compamcs Irq -

2. ketitself Las shcwn that not {o be the

ceplion by some people that their
horiies would be stigmatized, the mar-

ase,” hc said-
“The fact of thc m::rkctphcc i that
people who_ are.so ‘predisposed are

cv:dcnlly such’; a small amottnt of the
lmmc—buymg pubhc {hat fhe macket-
- place itself is not rcﬂf‘ctmr this preat
concemm or sttgma. '

.+, But some appraisers nrpue tha one

mercly has to nst, Ius common sense
o realife that, in some cases, towers
n allpet property: wvalues.

“Th¢_aquesti
yomsclf isz J I had two houses to buys

Tstuglied more |]h'm 50 ct‘Ilu['lr antenn:
“locations, appraiser M'tt"k Tinder said.

would | want to buy a lot where |

—

cent, 20 percent, 30 percent?”
ac
JLakewood, has worked both sulos‘ of
the issuc.

Te's represented 29 ob;cclors to
cellular tower construction. He also
“has acted as a representative or con-
- sultant-m 16 cases for comp‘mlcs
Jooking to build towers. . -

Dy Inzelbuch's estimate,. theré are
more than 100 pending applications
hefore local zoning boards in New Jer-
- sey for new cellular tower construc-
tion. He expects bundreds more be-
\cause ncwly licensed .wircless
commnmc:lhons comp'lmc': are ‘stast-
- ing to emerpe in the marketplace.

.“There are going to be hundreds
more of these things,” he said.

" know there 15 a cellulag tower, or do |

Inzeluch said Jus research on the

o "We have yct to' fi nd any market-

want 2 lot without a cell tower?” smd

..11)]0 impact,” he tated! -

Joe Haydu, an appraser, with Dench-

2 Mot 22 the case studies m.rolvcd

“thar k Apprawsal Inc. an Lakewood.

towers of 100 feet or more. Some
studies looked at 'mlcmm discreetly

l—l‘

=

% .. The answer1s obvious.”
Less dear, he said, is how ommch

issue has failed to tumn up conclusive

evidence that cell towers are hazard- -~

ous o detrimental to property values.,
He's commissioned four studics on
behall of tower ahiretnre lanlking o

nzetbuch, an allomey m

property values in Monmouth, Bergen

and Somerset counties. None of the
studies, he said, could find a lower-in-
duced defTation of values.:

One of the studies was started in

" 1988. It centered on propertics sur-

rounding 2 396-font antenna tower in
Warren  Township, in Somerset
County.

In an iitial study, and three.subse-
quent updates, including one in 109G,

no diverse cffects were seen on real

estate values, said appraiser Robert

© M. Vance, principal of © Robert

McNeely Vanee & Co.

. The study, he said, compared three
different properties: those in proxim-

ity of the tower, those in the samng :
" neighochood but a farther distance
from the tower, and compacative prop-

erties no where near any towers.

Homes looked at in all three areas
sold for about $L>0 per square foot, he
saicd.

_ The c_lcvclmmmcnt.ncar the towcr.
was Wedgewood Estates, an upscale

complex where homes cost $300,000

4./

ore, e said-The-study-Jooked-at
homes as close as 400 to 500 feet

_{rom the tower, he said.

For Haydu of Benchrmack Appeaisal,

_theissue 1s close to home.

" His parents own property in a rural
arca of Blairstown Township in War-
rén County that has been carmarked
for construction of a 180-foot cellular
tower. f ~

The issue Ins hccn controversial.

Residents and municipal officials have .

been fighting the proposal for years,
Bernice Haydu said.
The' undeveloped land, nbout 15

- acres, has been for sale for several
" years, she said. The controversy over

the cellular tower began in 1994. She

" Dlames the prospect of the tower for

her mability to sell the land.

“People don't want that eyesore,”
she said. “If you have small children,
you're also; vcry concerned  about

enlate '




BLL t e s g

cellular antenna ‘near  his Frechold
Township home, Donald Amareseu,
didn’t hesitate. He foupht i,

“We're near a state pak, so s a
pretty pice sen bere,” he smid. “Most
of the oljections were to the :‘.ighl of
the tower. It's an eycsore.”

Residents fought and won a batilg. to

vz s keep. acillalar., lower: out (Jf_..s »lc,Em-*r. L
‘o neigthbor bood I.!*[y{‘.n. o ‘

I's 2t seenaio that, has heen played,”
out with mixed resulls Gioughout the
rest of e state and countiy.

In the communtties of Plumsted -
Township, Little Silver, West Lonp
Branch, Old Bridge Township and Mid- -
dictown Township, proposals foc new,
tellular towers have created cnnlm-

. versies over the past fow yc'\r...

Im'[mp the wn[mnhlton are fast- -
prowing cellular comp: atm“;, mcludmy :
AT&T Wircless, Beil Atlantic Nynex .

Mobile and Comenst Cellular Coiminu-

‘nications — and the nced o cipand

ot ¥ T T
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Marlton
File No. 09325-1

Hard-Delivered

The Pinelands Commission
P. Q. Box 7
New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Attention: Chairman Daniel Kelleher

Director William Harrison
Members of the Pinelands Commission

RE: Eveshiam Township/Cellular Telephone Towers

Dear Chairman Kelleher, Director Harcison, and Commission Members:

Please accept this letter on behall of Mayor Augustus F. Tamburro and Township

Council, with regard to the above referenced matter, This firm is the Township Solicitor for
Evesham. This letter is sent to cmmphasize that the Township governing body agrees with the
position set forth in the July 9, 1998 letter of Jane Nogaki, an Evesham Township resident and
member of the Evesham Township Environmental Commission, In sum, it appears that there
_ are three existing suitable structures upon which the cellular providers can locate antennas, in
the immediate vicinity of proposed Tower No. 9. As the Comprehensive Plan for Wireless
Comniunications clearly is geared toward these existing structures, and the proposed tower is
immediately adjacent to a residential area in the Township, we would agree with Ms. Nogaki

that proposed Tower Noa. 9 should be eliminated or relocated in favor of the use of an existing
structure.

——

Please make this letter a part of the record for the public hearing, and give due
consideration to the position of Eveshiam Township, and Ms. Nogaki, in this regard.

Very truly yours,

e

RICHARD W. HUNT

RWH/rbr/lcr
Enclosure

cc:  Mayor and Members of Council, Evesham Township
- Florence N, Ricci, Evesham Township Manager
Charlene Grabowski, Planning Hoard Secretary
Ms, Jane Nogaki



223 Park Avenue
Mariton, NJ 08053
July 9, 1998

re: Cellular Telephone Towers in the Pinelands

Chairman Kelleher and Members of the Pinelands Commission.

Thank you for holding this public hearing about the proposed Cellular
Telephone Towers Comprehensive Plan for the Pinelands. The guidance
given by the Pinelands Commission to the cellular providers to ensure the
“least number” of facilities, and to use existing structures wherever
possible is a reasoned approach which [ support.

In examining the plan, [ have noted a seeming inconsistency with the
guidance regarding proposed tower #9, a new structure to be located in
southern Evesham Township. [t appears the proposal for this new
structure violates the guidance that existing structure be used when
feasible in the “height restrictéed region covering the Agricultural
Production Area, Rural Development Area, and Select villages (blue shaded
area). The Cellular Providers(CP's)s are required to verify that
no existing suitable structure exists within the immediate
vicinity of the proposed facility. '

As noted on the enclosed map, three existing_water_towers that are -
existing suitable structure are located within three miles of the proposed
yellow triangle site #9 (Group 1 facility).

These existing locations are:
1.Water Tower, Cooper and Taunton Road, Betlin Townshlp
2. Water Tower, Kings Grant Golf Links, Evesham Twp. .
3. Water Tower, Kings Grant, Connecting Way, Evesham Twp‘f' )

In fact, Berlin Township Ordinance [1997-12 specifically identifies: two
specific sites for the location ofcommercial antennas or towers, at Block
2401. Lot 1,in the | zone and the Berlin Borough Water Tower at Block
2103, Lot 8.02. :



In light of three existing suitable structures, | urge the
Pinelands Commission to require that proposed facility 9 be
reclassified from Group 1 to Group 2, cellular facilities which
may be located on existing structures.(green triangles), thus
fulfilling the goal of limiting the construction of new facilities
to the least number. '

This request takes on added urgency in the light of negotiations between
Cellular Providers and a property owner in a residential area on Chestnut
Avenue in southern Evesham Township. Neighbors within 500 feet of the
proposed facility are justifiably concerned for their health and safety. |

. see no reason for the siting of a tower facility in a residential
neighborhood when three water towers within three miles of the Chestnut
Avenue site provide reasonable alternative existing sites.

By requiring proposed facility #9 to locate on nearby structures, 1 of 16
proposed new structures can be eliminated. My comments today are
limited to review of facility #9, and do not constitute an endorsement of
the remaining 15 proposed structures.

Jane Nogaki
223 Park Avenue
Marlton, NJ 08053

. 609-767-1110

cc:Mayor Gus Tamburro, Evesham Township
Florence Ricci, Evesham Township Manager
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William Mc Laughlin
5 Qak Drive
Tabernacle, NJ 08088
Pinelands Comimission
New Lisbon, NJ

Re: testimony at 7/9/98 public hearing for proposal to install cellular phone towers
submitted by William Mc Laughlin

Dear Sir:

The proposal to locate towers to provide extensive phone coverage of the Pinelands area
raises concerns. The Pinelands is a National Reserve with wildlife habitat preservation as an
integral part of its comprehensive management plan. And, as a biosphere reserve with
international significance, review for authorization of anthropogenic disturbances must not lack
equal consideration for maintaining viable wildlife habitat. Although we appear to be forced into
accepting a political decision that electromagnetic fields will not adversely affect human welfare,
the potential impacts to wildlife caused by the introduction of extensive electromagnetic fields
should be weighed carefully. Many species of wildlife have a physiological makeup that makes
use of the Earth’s natural background magnetic field for navigation. Authorizing artificial
magnetic fields throughout a habitat preservation area such as the Pinelands National Reserve
raises the question of whether Earth’s ambient magnetic field will be allowed to remain
perceptible anywhere within the Great Atlantic Migratory Flyway. And, what does such a
determination hold for the future of the migratory species that utilize this flyway.

Additionally, without predetermining the effects that extended coverage of these
electromagnetic fields will have on wildlife movements, the plan should be implemented in
stages that will enable such an assessment prior to any commitment to extensive coverage.

As we encroach upon vestiges of undisturbed area within a fast-growing metropolitan area, it
would seem likely that new technology will quickly make this proposed ground-based
communication network obsolete. Because it can reasonably be expected that satellite

_ communication networks will replace this ground-based network as the carrier of choice,
restoration of the original landscape aesthetics should be ensured up-front as a permit
condition, and the towers should not be permitted to inherit other uses simply because they
persist beyond their originally intended use.

While some components are to be located on pre-existing towers at negotiated rental fees, new
towers are to be located in areas restricted to other land uses because of their costs to
Pineland resources and aesthetics. If the Pinelands Commission approves the construction of
a new tower within restricted land use areas of a particular township, how does such an
approval affect a township's prospect of renting space from pre-existing towers that were
located in an environmentally sensitive manner? It appears that a plan which provides added
wildlife protection from electromagnetic fields may also provide for a greater use of pre-existing
towers with more revenue potential for the owners who had located them in an environmentally
sensitive manner. | '

Sincerely,
William Mc Laughlin



For more information, please contact:

Nick Salvatore
Atlantic Electric
Real Estate Department
5100 Harding Highway
Mays Landing, NJ 08330

Phone: 609-625-5395
Fax.: 609-625-5804
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THE EFFECTS oF THE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996
'ONTHE INFRASTRUCTURE OF
ATLANTIC ELECTRIC

a conectiv company e

Nicholas K. Salvatore
Atlantic Electric
Real Estate Department
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Westampton Township Police Department

710 Rancocas Road » Westampton, NJ 08060-9612 .
Phone: (609) 267-3000 < Fax: (609) 261-7551

Bert H&rper - Chief of Police

State of New Jersey
The Pinelands Commission
15 Springfield Road

P. 0. Box 7
New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064 A S
.\3;1,., ‘):-k;

RE: Comprehensive Planwfor Hireless

ympunications Facilities
in the Pinelands- o

- L LN )
{
E A s E

. : _fﬁj@§gﬁ -
Burlington County,* %heﬂmgggkfpalltxes throughout
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emergency and pub;
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! advantage of this

Respectfully yours,

Bt B

“Bert Harper . ' : E o
. Chief of Police et
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Mount Holly Township Police Department
P.O. Box 411
23 Washington Street
Mount Holly, New Jersey 08060

POLICE EMERGENCIES
(609) 267-8300

POLICE ADMINISTRATION
671 {608) 267-0170
FAX: (609) 267-6627

JAMES F, HANSEN, Ghief of Police

July 14, 1998

State of New Jersey

The Pinelands Commission

15 Springfield Road

P.O. Box7

New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064

RE: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities in the Pinelands
Dear Chaiman Sullivan and Members of the Commission,

Burington County, in conjunction with the municipalities throughout the County, are currently
deploylng equipment to allow various emergency and public safety entlt[es to utilize a wireless
data service (CDPD) provided by Bell Atlantic Mobile,

This service will promote public safely throughout Budington County, including the Pinelands
Management area. We support the “Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities
in the Pinelands™ submitted by the ceflular camiers, which when implemented, will improve
coverage throughout Budington County and the Pinelands Management Area, thereby allowing
these agencies to take full advantage of this technology.

Mount Holly Township -
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OF COUNSEL July 13, 1998

The Pinelands Commission

Post Office Box 7

15 Springfield Road

New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064

Attention: Mr. John C. Stokes
Assistant Director

Re: Proposed Comprehensive Plan (Revised) for Cellular
Communications Facilities (hereinafter referred
to as the "Comprehensive Plan" )}

Dear Commission Members and Mr. Stokes:

In connection with the referenced matter, please be advised
that we have been asked to furnish this submittal to The Pinelands
Commission (the "Commission'")} on behalf of GPU Telcom Services,
Inc. ("GPU Telcom'") and Jersey Central Power & Light Company d/b/a
GPU Energy with respect to the cCarriers’ revised Comprehensive
-Plan.

. GPU Telcom has authorized us to confirm the following to the
Commission:

1. We submit a copy of the "Comprehensive Map of Cellular
Facilities in the Pinelands Area/March 1998" which was "downloaded
from the Pinelands internet Web site. In addition to the service
territory of GPU Energy and its infrastructure of transmission and
other towers noted on Exhibit B of our prior submittal, please note
the area highlighted in yellow in the Northeast sector of the
Pinelands Area which contains GPU infrastructure available to the
Carriers for co-location purposes.

2. We resubnit a copy of our letter to the Commission, dated
February 25, 1998 and request that the same be admitted as part of
the records and testimony for the Hearing on the revised Plan that
commenced on July 9, 1998.



GALLO GEFFNER FENSTER

The Pinelands Commission

Post Office Box 7

New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064
Attention: Mr. John C. Stokes
July 13, 1998

Page 2

3. We would request that the Commission receive clear and
concise testimony as to why the Carriers have indicated on the
Comprehensive Map, depicted by a yellow triangle, that there are
proposed cellular sites that "are unlikely to be located on
existing structures".

Please allow us to confirm that GPU Telcom remains committed
to the utilization of its facilities, equipment and other
infrastructure on a fair and reasonable basis, both as to access
and cost and, where feasible, on a co-location basis.

Respectfully submitted,

SMA: bus \\

encls.
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February 25, 1998

The Pinelands Commission

Post Office Box 7

New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064
Attention: William F. Harrison, Esq.

Re: Proposed Comprehensive Plan for Cellular
Communications Facilities (hereinafter
referred to as the "Comprehensive
Communicationg Facility Plan")

Dear Commission Members and Mr. Harrison:

In connectiqn with the referenced matter,-please be advised
that we have been asked to furnish this submittal to The Pinelands

Commission (the “Commission") on behalf of GPU Telcom Services,
Inc. (“GPU Telconm'}.

BACKGROUND STATEMENT

. o GPU Telcom is wholly owned by GPU Advanced Rescurces, Inc, -

" which entity is, in turn, wholly owned by GPU, Inc. GPU, Inc.
wholly owns Jersey Central Power & Light Co. d/b/a GPU Energy
(herein referred to as "GPU Energy").

As a result of certain agreements between GPU Telcom and GPU
Energy, GPU Telcom has the power and authority to convey to._third
parties by license, including without limitation, cellular/wireless
providers, rights to use GPU Energy’s electric transmission and
distribution utility infrastructure located in State of New Jersey,
including the geographical region known as the "Pinelands -Area'.

In connection with the proposed Comprehensive Communications’
Facility Plan, please allow us to confirm that GPU Telcom has
recently become aware of the efforts by Comcast/Cellular One,. Bell
Atlantic NYNEX Mobile Systems, Inc. and Nextel Communications, Inc.
(collectively, the “cCarriers") to satisfy the provisions of
N.J.A.C. 7:50-5.4, in particular, subsection (¢)6 therein (herein
referred to as "Regulation Part 6") and to thereby obtain the




 GALLO GEFFNER FENSTER

The Pinelands Commission

Post Office Box 7

New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064
Attention: William F. Harrison, Esq.
February 25, 1998 -

Page 2

consent of the Commission to install up to twenty-five new radio
communications towers in the Pinelands Area. In that regard,
through the courtesies of others, we have been furnished with
copies of various submissions made to the Commission, but we have
by no means reviewed.all submissions (we understand that certain of
"the more recent submittals are not yet public). Indeed, neither
GPU Telcom nor the undersigned has attended any public meetings
held with respect to the referenced matter. To our knowledge, with
the exception of Atlantic Energy’s letter to Mr. Larry Leggett,
dated December 19, 1997, which generally mentioned the co-location
interest on the part of GPU Telcom, no written submissions by GPU
Telcom have been made by or on behalf of GPU Telcom.

FORMAYL, STATEMENT

GPU Telcom has authorized us to confirm the following to the
Commission:

1. Among other business activities and operational services,
GPU Telcom provides telecommunications services and facilities,
both for its own account .and for license by unrelated cellular,
wireless, fiber and other telecommunications providers;

2. GPU Telcom has successfully negotiated, executed and
delivered multi-site wireless antenna attachment agreements and
licenses with various members of the cellular/wireless community,
including Nextel Communications and Comcast, for the use of GPU
Telcom’s New Jersey and Pennsylvania facilities;

3. To the extent that members of the Commission may be under
the mistaken impression that GPU Telcom has been actively
negotiating a multi-site wireless antenna attachment agreemeﬁt with
Bell Atlantic Mobile, we respectfully confirm to the Commission
that while drafts of such an agreement were circulated and
information exchanged with Bell Atlantic Mobile during and after
February of 1995, no meaningful negotiations have ever commenced
with respect to the either the Plnelands Area or any other regions
in New Jersey; however, GPU Telcom remains interested in concludlng
such an agreement with Bell Atlantic Mobile;

4. In the Pinelands Area alone, GPU Telcom controls and has
license rights to, inter alia, approximately 27 miles of utility
facilities and infrastructure, including transmission towers
(please see Exhibit A and Exhibit B for additional details). In
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this regard, it should be noted that steel lattice and tubular
transmission towers that support electric transmission lines are
installed along the power line at approximately 600 foot intervals.
Thus, approximately 225 transmission towers are located in the
Pinelands Area alone and are available through -GPU Telcom for
- third-party <co-location needs under the  to-be-fashioned
Comprehensive Communications Facility Plan;

5.  Similar to those rights just described, GPU Telcom has
rights to utility infrastructure, facilities, transmission and
distribution 1lines that lay immediately adjacent to and Jjust
outside the Pinelands Area which are also available to third
parties under the to-be~fashioned Comprehensive Communications
Facility Plan;

6. Regulation Part 6 requires specific compliance with the
condition set forth in subsection 3 of Section 5.4(c) that the new
antenna installation ™utilizes an existing communications or other
suitable structure, to the extent practicable" [emphasis added].
We would respectfully suggest that all GPU Telcom’s facilities
located in and adjacent to the Pinelands Area constitute both
existing facilities and suitable structures (as the same are
contemplated under the Regulations), and as such, we believe that
it would be appropriate to have the same mapped and made a specific
part of the Comprehensive Communications Facility Plan;

7. Regulation Part 6 requires that where more than one
entity i1s providing the ‘"same type of service" that the
“Comprehensive Communications Facility Plan-"shall be agreed to and
submitted jointly by all such providers" and shall provide for the
"joint construction and use" by all such providers [emphasis
added]. Although not defined in.N.J.A.C. 7:50-5.4, we believe that
the term "provider'" includes GPU Telcom; thus, the Commission may
wish to determine if .GPU Telcom and others similarly situated
should be direct participants in this matter. In all events and as
contemplated by Reqgulation Part 6, it is essential that the agreed-
to Comprehensive Communications Facility Plan ensure that GPU
Telcom has Jjoint access to and Jjoint use of whatever new
communications towers the Commission may allow the Carriers. or any
others to install, and that GPU Telcom (and others similarly
situated) also be granted specific co-location rights with respect
to all ex1st1ng communications towers owned by the Carriers and any
others and which shall be part of any approved Comprehensive
Communlcations Fac111ty Plan; and
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8. We respectfully submit that although the Commission has
apparently concluded that broadband PCS cellular providers are not
proper parties to the Comprehensive Communications Facility Plan,
a decision seemingly based upon the Carriers’ and the PCS
providers’ differing operational radio frequency - (RF) ranges, we

_see no particular distinction made under N.J.A.C. 7:50-5.4 or the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 which would justify the classificat-
ion of PCS providers as other then operators of cellular tele-
communications systems for use in providing wireless (cellular)
services, the same business as the Carriers’ business. Please note
that we have generally compared the map of desired, sites prepared
by Sprint PCS to the map of the Carriers’ desired sites prepared by
the Commission (please see copies attached as Exhibit € and Exhibit
D) and we note a remarkably similar overlap. If Sprint PCS or any
other interested broadband PCS cellular provider is made part of
the Comprehensive Communications Facility Plan, and to the ‘extent
that they are allowed to construct any new antenna structures and
facilities in the Pinelands Area, we believe that under the
Regulations, the same should be made available to GPU Telcom

Services as a corlocator under the to-be~fashioned Comprehensive
Communications Facility Plan.

Please allow us to confirm that GPU Telcom remains committed
to the wutilization of its facilities, equipment and other
infrastructure on a fair and reasonable basis, both as to access
and cost and, where feasible, on a co-location basis. '

In 01051ng, we'would.ask.that the Comm1551on consider allowing
GPU Telcom to participate in this matter as a formal party under
the applicable Regulatlons. Pending that determination, we would
ask that the undersigned and GPU Telcom be placed on all
appropriate notice lists.

Respectfully submitted

GALLO /GEFFNER/FENSY

By: . ' -

, _ tfequn M. Asper

SMA : bms



. GALLO GEFFNER FENSTER

EXHIBIT A

Approximate GPU Telcom Facilities Coverage
Distances Between Towns in the Pinelands Area

1. Manitou to Whiting: 8 miles; 130’ tubular
' : support poles

2. Manitou to Oyster Creek: "9 miles; ‘Transmission
Towers

3. Glidden locale: 4 miles; ‘Iransmission
Towers

4, Van Hiseville locale: 5 miles; Transmission
Towers

5. Cookstown locale: =~ : 1 mile; Transmission

Towers
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" PROPOSED CELLULAR FACILITIES PLAN IN THE PINELANDS AREA

New Jersey Pinelands Commission
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"EXHIBIT D

PROPOSED CELL LAYOUT FOR SPRINT PCS
IN NEW JERSEY PINELANDS
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Pinelands Commission
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OCERTIFIED CIVIL
TRIAL ATTORNEY

4 CERTIFIED CRIMINAL
TRIAL ATTORMNEY

CLENT/MATTER Nd.
9164/006

Re:  Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communication Facilities in the Pinelands —
Response to Public Hearing Comments

Dear Mr. Moore:

On behalf of Bell Atlantic Mobile, Comcast Metrophone/CeI'luIar-One and Nextel
Communications, Inc., (the “Cellular Providers” or “CPs”) we herewith submit a response fo
several of the comments made at the July 9, 1998 public hearing, as follows:

1. There were substantial comments related to individual proposed sites. The CPs
fully recognize that notwithstanding the contents of the Comprehensive Plan, applications for
individual sites must be made to the Pinelands Commission and municipalities. During the
course of those applications, the CPs will carefully evaluate and reevaluate the location of each
facility to be certain that it meets the siting criteria of the Pinelands Commission Regulatiens to
the maximum extent practicable. If this means moving an originally proposed locatioh, this wili
be considered.

2. There was testimony questioning the need for new cellular facilities. Aside from
the anecdotal evidence presented at the hearing, more importantly the CPs formulated radio
plots, which were reviewed by Pinelands Commission staff and consultants. We believe that
these radio plots verify the need for the proposed facilitics. Although these radio plots are
proprietary for planning purposes, they are disclosed when individual site applications are made,
Additionally, the CPs maintain that the establishment of technical need for service lies within the
sole jurisdiction of the FCC.
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3. A statement was made that there are electrified fences around the facilities. We
would like to clarify the record and state categorically that there are no electrified fences around
-our facilities, either existing or proposed.

4, There was an allegation of potential groundwater contamination. There are over
17,000 cell sites nationwide and there has been no identified groundwater problem caused by
installation of foundations for towers. In addition, the CPs will follow all construction code
requirements. An issue was also raised that lightening might strike fuel sources stored at
facilities. There has never been a fire at any of our 4,000 facilities caused by lightening sfrikes
and the cemmenter did not reference any specific instances.

5. Issues concerning noise and hight impacts were raised. These are dealt w1th in the
site planning process and are governed by local ordmances

6. There was opposition expressed to towers in the Preservation & Forest Areas.
The Pinelands Commission regulations specifically contemplate towers in those areas,
Furthermore, cellular customers are entitled to service wherever they are, whether it be in the
Preservation Area or the Regional Growth Area.

7. There were some comments indicating that the proposed locations of these
facilities were not specific enough and were only approximate. The proposed approximate
locations comply with the Pinelands Commission regulations at N.J.A.C. 7:50-5.4(c)6, which
only requires the plan to provide approximate locations of all proposed facilities. This
recognizes the business realities of attempting to site cellular facilities as well as the fact that this
is a five to ten year master plan.

8. There were concerns raised that the removal of one facility from the plan would
impact all-other facilities, The CPs have taken info account-impact on adjacent facilities. The
removal of one facility or the relocation of one facility will not impact all other facilities.
Furthermore, the CPs are required by their FCC License and the Telecommunications Act of
1996 to service the entire Pinelands Area. -

9. There was a concern raised as (o the impact of cellular towers on military flights.
All proposed site locations must be filed with the Federal Aviation Administration for review
and approval.

10. Merely to clarify the record, the height of site 7 is proposed at 180 feet and is
designed to expand to 200 feet. We have no knowledge of the origin of the 318 or 368 feet
referenced at the public hearing.
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11.  There was a reference to satellite technology. This is responded to in the
Comprehensive Plan. This fechnology is not commercially available and the CPs cannot wait for
future technology since their FCC license requires adequate service at the present time.

12.  There was an inference that the CPs did not want to site their facilities on existing
Atlantic Electric towers. Not all CPs have fully negotiated leases or conifracts with Atlantic
Electric. We will consider Atlantic Electric structures for any proposed location, if they are
practicable, as defined in the Comprehensive Plan.

13.  There was a reference to a charge of $6,000-$7,000 per month to certain
emergency service providers for colocation on the CP’s towers. The CPs do not charge
emergency service personnel rental fees for use of the tower structures throughout the Pinelands.

14.  There was an allegation that the construction of these facilities causes a reduction
in property values, There is no case of which we are aware that holds that celiular facilities
cause a reduction in property values.

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to respond to some of the comments raised at the
public hearing and look forward to a favorable recommendation to the Commission. Thank you
for this opportunity to comment.

Respectfiily submitted,

L
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Borough of Woodbine

Municipal Bullding
809 Franklin Street
Woodbine, New Jersey 08270 IR -
(609) 861-2266
FAX: 861-2529

Williarnt Pikolycky Michael E. Benson Frances P, Pettit
Mayor Solicitor Clerk/Collector
Please reply to:
Michael E. Benson, Esquire
BUONADONNA, BENSON & PARENTI
July 15, 1998 1138 East Chestnut Avenue

Vineland, New Jersey 08360

The Pinelands Commission
P.O. Box 7
New Lisbon, NJ 08064

ATTENTION: TERRENCE MOORE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

RE: COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES IN
THE PINELANDS

Dear Mr. Moore: .-

As Solicitor for the Borough of Woodbine, I am submitting this
correspondence as follow up comment with regard to the Commission's
cellular communications hearing held on July 9.

As you know, the Borough of Woodbine has expressed substantial
concern over the originally planned location for a cellular tower
in Woodbine. The location was Block 99, Lot 1, on Hamilton Avenue,
in a region designated by Pinelands as Rural Development Area. The
site is referenced in the Comprehensive Plan as Facility 23. The
Borough of Woodbine considered the area inappropriate for such
development, not in conformance with the Commission's standards for

" development in such region, and, moreover, the Borough stressed
that there were existing structures available for siting a cellular
antenna.

The new Comprehensive Plan submitted by the industry reflects that
Bell Atlantic Mobile proposes relocating its facility from the
restricted Rural Development Area to the unrestricted Regional
Growth Area in Woodbine. The Plan does not yet specify a
particular site, but it is clear that the Plan contemplates the
construction of a new tower, since Facility 23 is described under
that portion of the Plan entitled "Proposed Cellular Communication
Facilities Which Are Unlikely To Be Located ..On Existing
Structures." (See page 3 of the proposed Plan.)

While the Borough encourages avoidance of development in the Rural
Development Area, it remains concerned that the Plan still ignores
existing structures for location of a cellular antenna., The most
obvious and relevant structures would appear to be the Borough's
water tower as well as a State Police communications tower. of
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July 15, 1998

particular interest is the reference in the Plan, or Facility 23,
to co-locating Comcast and Nextel with Bell Atlantic. HNextel has,
in fact, negotiated with the Woodbine Municipal Utilities ARuthority
(owner of the water tower) and agreed to locate its cellular
antenna on the water tower. Attached hereto is a copy of
correspondence dated July 8 from Cari Russo of Nextel addressed to
the Solicitor for the Woodbine MUA reflecting that the Lease
Agreement for the use of the water tower is being processed for
final execution. Also attached is a copy of correspondence dated
July 13 from Robin van Laer of Nextel reflecting that the Lease
Agreement for the use of the water tower has been fully executed.

We firmly believe, and it is particularly underscored by the Lease
Agreement with Nextel, that the Borough's existing water tower is
a more than adequate facility for cellular requlrements in the
Woodbine area. We are further informed that Nextel is negotlatlng
a location for a tower with the Township of Dennis. While it is
our understanding that the proposed site (at or near the existing
Township municipal complex) is outside the jurisdiction of the
Pinelands Commission, it is clear that such a site, if utilized by
Bell Atlantic, would more than sufficiently cover whatever concerns
Bell Atlantic may have for extension of service through the Dennis
Township area.

In light of the above, we would urge the Pinelands Commission to
require that the industry more comprehensively explore the use of
existing tower structures in the Borough, such as outlined above.
Thank you for ydur kind consideration.

Véry

BENSON _
MEB:sjd -
Enclosures

cc: Mayor William Pikolycky
Chairman Steve Zenyuk, Woodbine Plannlng/Zonlng Board
William F. Harrison, Esq., Asst. Director, Project Review

G:\SHARQN\CELLCO\KCORE.LTR
{



Naxtel Communlcations
Thrae Greenwood Bquare
8329 Strasl Road

Bensalem, PA 16020

Nm‘EL 215 832-6300 FAX 215 633-6340

July 8, 1066

Richard H. Danlels, Esq.
211 Buck Street

P.O. Box 727

Miliville, NJ 08332

Re: Nextel/Woodblne Agreement
Dear Mr. Daniels:

Thank you for sending me the executed coples of the Agreement. Our properly
manager, Robin van Laer is processing those leases and will return two fully executed
copies to you, Also you will receive a {etter of introduction from her. She will be the
point of contact for the MUA once my duties are complete.

Enclosed please find a sol of drawings | believe address all the requlrements In your
letter of July 1. Please have your englneer review these as soon as possible. As goon
as we have a wiilten review and acceptance letter from your engineer, we will submit
our application to the Pinelands.

As you revlew the attached plans, please call me with your questions and cormments.
You can reach me on my desk line at 215,633.6597 or on my cellular iine at
216.416.3797. '

Sincarsly,

WMD

Carl Rusgso



Nextal:communlclliam

Threa Greenwood Square
2329 Strbet Road
Bensalaqy, PA 16020

NEﬂnE . ' 215 633-8300 FAX 215 633.6240
‘ . i

July 13, 1998

To Whom It May Concern;

Ilease find enclosed, a fully executed Lease Agreement and a Certificate of Insurance for
your records,

Please provide me with any keys and/or special access requirements pertaining to the
leased premises at yout earliest convenience (if any). Also, please provide me will an
alter howrs emergency contact and telephone nunber.

If you have any zoning or construclion telated questions, please refer them to your
leasing conlact, [am the Property Manager whom will be managing this site afler to
conslruction process is complete.

We look forward to a mutually beteficial relationship with you.

Sincerely,

IRobiti van Laer
Mid-Allantic Region Propeity Manager

inclosurcs
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July 16, 1998

Dear , Commissioners

Forould like to add the following comments to the testimony I gave at the hearing in Mays Landing on July 9
If you follow the regulation 7.50-5.4 as it is now written , the siting of tower 16,as proposed by Bell Atlantic,to site
¢ tower on the property of the Sweetwater Vol. Fire Company, would violate several of the provisions of this
regulation. Section ¢- subsection v states the tower must minimize visual impacts as viewed fom existing residential
dwellings located on contiguous parcels. Placing this tower between my dwelling and the fire house is hardly
minimizing visual impact This siting would also impact various other dwelling in the area, but since the plan had
not been approved, or the site submiited, I thought the existing regulations would prevail in preventing the siting of
this tower at this location. It seems I was probably mistaken, as I have observed soil testing and various other
preliminary steps that must be taken before building any structure. T am concernted that this tower will be placed
betwtien my septic system and the system for the Fire house. At the present time, the septic for the fire house is
experiencing problems and building a retention basin, as included in the plans, would only add to these problems and
possibly affect my system. I am also concerned if there is a fall zone connected with these towers. If so, my dwelling
would be within the 200 or even 150 feet of a tower at this site.

1 consider the area where 1 reside, one of the more scenic and fragile pieces of the Pines. T live within 400 yards
of the Mullica River, at the confluence with the Batsto river. In keeping with the provision in 7.50.5.4, the towers
must minimize the visual impact {0 specified river corridors and to areas of low intensive recreation , I feel this site
does not qualify in either regard.

I attended a plan review at the fire house where the representative from Bell Atfantic stated that this site would
not require them to construct any roads or run utilities, The cost to the providers of cellular service should not be a
consideration to the CMP, as they are the ones asking to construct these towers. I realize that they must be cost
effective,but not at the expense of the pinelands or to property owners affected by this construction.

There are other sttes within the radius of five miles, and many sites closer than five miles, that would comply
with the guidelines cited in 7.50.5.4. T would ask the Commission to keep these considerations in mind when
approving or disapproving the CMP, and if approved, the specific sitings.

The Mullica River is enjoyed by many people, both from N.J. and elsewhere, It deserves our protection and
does not need the intrusion of technology, in the form of towers, to its many wonderful and scenic views.

L.

Thank You
Thomas Glynn
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Jack J. Salemi
5 Bridlewood Ct.
Tabernacle, NJ 08088

Mr. Terrence Moore
Mr. John Stokes
Pineland Commission-
P.O.Box7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Dear Mr. Moore & Mr. Stokes,

Thank you for the opportunity to testify at the July 7, 1998 Mays Landing Cellular
Tower meeting. '

Can you please have the 'mdzlstly provide the exact enginéering data used to
determine each site location proposed in their new plan, especially site #7 at Ward Sand
and Gravel Co., located in Chatsworth, Woodland Twp. NJ.

I strongly feel that this site should be moved out of the Pristine Preservation
Forest area, as proposed now, and constructed at Rt, 206 and Rt. 70, at the Dept. of
Transportation We have existing comeast cellular service here now,

I am amazed at why the cellular industry plans do not unite with the Atlantic
Electric Co. existing structures or any other existing structures for co-habitation. Their
greed and ignorant direction concerning co-habitation and doing what is right for the
industry development will cause the public to constantly battle their direction,

Please keep me informed of all developments concerning this issue. I greatly
appreciate your strong stand on Preserving our Beautiful Pristine Pineland Forest-region.

Sincerely,

Guot e

Jack I. Salemi
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A letter to the Pinelands Commission concerning
Cell Site Designation PHI-EVE?2. Application # 980272.01

I am writing this letter to implore you to reject the Bell Atlantic Mabile proposal
to construct a cellular communications tower in the Little Mill Acres residential
development in southern Evesham township, The proposed 200 high tower would rise up
approximately 100’ feet away from the home of one neighbor, 200° from the home of
another neighbor, and about 300’ from my home. Our pristine Pinelands residential
community of about 50 upper-middle-class homes would suddenly have a skyline
dominated by this tower.,

After first hearing of this proposed tower 3 weeks ago, I was dlrected to the
Pinelands Commission web site where an excerpt from the ‘Comprehensive Plan for -
Wireless Communications Facilities in the Pinelands’ was published. This document
described the Cellular Providers plan to improve the quality and range of their ceflular
service throughout the Pinelands, and the Pinelands Commission’s regulations to ensure
minimum impact to the Pinelands area. Regulation 7 requires that the Celtular Providers
use existing structures wherever possible. Regulation 8 requires that when a new tower
must be built because there are no viable alternatives, that tower is to be sited to avoid
visual impacts to scenic areas and residential areas.

While not an expert in analog cellular technology, as Network Manager ofa
Fortune 100 company, I do have some familiarity with wireless communications. I decided
to survey the area surrounding the proposed tower site. The Cellular Providers
‘Comprehensive Plan’ notes that they perform a general survey for suitable existing
structures within a 5 mile radius before proposing a new tower. By venturing less than 2
miles from the proposed tower site, I encountered several existing structures that would
appear to be viable alternatives, The attached map pinpoints 2 water towers, a Sprint PCS
tower, and a whole string of electric power towers - all at a greater height than the stated
requirement, and all within 2 miles of the proposed new tower. By extending the search to
a 5 mile radius, there are literally dozens of apparently viable existing structures.

I next visited the county library where the ‘Comprehensive Plan’ in its entirety (not
just the excerpt I was using) is available for public review. Surely the Celtular Providers
must have found those same existing structures that I found, and reasons why thesé
existing structures were found unacceptable would surely be documented in the “Plan’.
There is one page in the ‘Plan’ that lists existing structures across the Pinelands. This list
identifies only one existing structure in towns neighboring this proposed site (an unnamed
tower in Berlin, identified by longitude and latitude, that I assume is the Berlin Water
Tower). For this structure, nor for all the other structures on that page, is there any
indication as to whether the structure would be used or could be used. In summary, there
was no useful information on existing structures in the ‘Comprehensive Plan’.

My wife and 1, along with some neighbors, attended the Pinelands Commission’s
session held to solicit public comment on the ‘Comprehensive Plan’. At that session, we



were made aware that while the Pinelands-wide ‘Comprehensive Plan’ was not yet
approved by the Commission, Bell Atlantic Mobile (BAM) has already submitted an
application o the Commission to erect their tower in our commuaity.

Along with the tower application is an Environmental Impact Report, provided by
Bell Atlantic Mobile, specific to the Little Mill Acres Tower (Cell Site Designation PHI-
EVE2). I was amazed to find that there is still no information provided on existing
structures investigated and reasons these alternatives were rejected. Equally amazing to
me is the way in which they describe our community and it’s surroundings in their report.

The BAM Environmental Impact Report Project Natrative section states that
‘adjacent to the site, in the Northern and Eastern direction is a residential type
development, in the Western direction is a densely populated deciduous tree region. More
specifically, about 100 feet to the north is the Little Mill Acres commumty, and
about 50 feet to the west is the Moore YMCA children’s camp.

The Planning Compliance Statement section states that the proposed site is
‘located on Chestnut Street in the Southern portion of the Township, north of the Marlfon
Lakes vicinity and between Hopewell and Kettle Run Road. That describes exactly the
location of the Little Mill Acres development, but as elsewhere in this submittal,
references to Little Mill Acres are conspicuous by their absence, This despite a big
wooden sign with some attractive landscaping at the entrance to our community
(provided voluntarily by some ncighbors).

The Planning Compliance Statement further states that the proposed facility will
meet the needs of Evesham Township, Medford, Waterford, Berlin, Voorhees Township,
and Berlin Boro. Several of these areas are not even in the Pinelands - in fact the
proposed tower siting is only about % mile inside the Pinelands border. Does this
represent ‘a demonstrated need to locate the facility in the Pinelands’ ?

The Planning Compliance Statement goes on to say the Comprehensive Plan
‘furtber demonstrates the need for this particular communications facility in this vicinity of
the Pinelands’. I quote from the Plan: ‘This facility is proposed by Bell Atlantic
Mobile and is located in Evesham within ¢he “height restricted” area. This facility is
required for coverage.’ That’s it! No other information provided! No other
references to this tower! Again, a clearly demonstrated need?

Continuing with the Planning Compliance Statement: *... there is no existing
structure with the necessary height or structural capacity to be expanded to.the necessary
height for multiple users, in the area where this service is proposed in order to provide the
required coverage.” As stated before there are at least 8 existing structures within 2
miles - all at a greater height than the stated requirement, and all apparently
structurally capable (water towers, electric towers). Since Bell Aflantic is currently
the only Cellular Provider that requires this tower, it would seem that just putting
their service on an existing structure would solve the problem,

Congerning recreation facilities and ¢ampgrounds at Marlton Lakes and the
YMCA children’s camp lakes: “The dense forest areas between the proposed tower site
and these recreation areas, as well as the distance, will eliminate or minimize visual
impacts and any direct line of sight of the tower. A visit to Marlton Lakes would make
one question that assertion. Many years ago, the Berlin Water Tower was erected to
the dismay of Marlton Lakes residents. Despite an abundance of trees around the



lake, the trees do little to block the view across the lake. This proposed cellular tower
would dominate the northern skyline much as the Berlin Water Tower does the
southern vista. The problem would be even greater for the YMCA camp lakes given
their much closer proximity (less than 1000 feef) to the proposed tower site.

Another dubious claim: ‘the nearly continuous and medium dense growth of trees
at the edge of the cartway of Chestnut Avenue and the other local roads in the vicinity will
minimize line of sight to the tower for travelers of these roads.” Chestnut Street has
dense foliage at one end near Hopewell and at the other end near Kettle Run. For
the Iong stretch in between, particularly on the tower side of the road and including
the property hosting the proposed site, the tree density is sparse. In addition, the
other local roads (specifically Deerficld Rd., Long Ave., Hampshire Ct., and
Yorkshire Ct. in Lit¢le Mill Acres) will have a clear line of sight to the tower for an
estimated 75% of their combined length, Most of the homes will also have a clear
line of sight to the tower.

Lastly, and possibly the most outrageous of all the statements, the Planning
Compliance Statement describes how the ‘combination of setback, proposed landscape
buffer and existing forest or tree stands will serve to minimize visual impacts from the
surrounding properties.’ I leave it to the reader to picture the scenc; my neighbors
sitting on their back deck... 100 feet away stands a 200 foot high lattice tower...
fortunately, the visual impact is minimized by a ring of 10 foot tall Vlrguna Pines
growing around the base of the tower.

Just one final thought, If indeed a tower must be built, is the optimal site one that
is in a Rural Development zone, within 100 feet of a residential neighborhood on one side
and 100 feet of a children’s camp on the other? Again, a quick survey of the surrounding
area would suggest three obviously better alternatives. To the north of Little Mill Acres is
the abandoned Aero Haven airport. This property is large enough that a site could be
found that minimizes visual impact to all. An even better location would be the abandoned
Marlton dump a little over 2 miles north of the proposed site, which again would result in
minimal visual impact,

However, the best and most obvious location, should a new tower truly be
required, can be found less than 2 miles to the west of the proposed site. This property is
oufside the Pinelands area. It is located on the border of Berlin and Voorhees (two of the
towns to be served by the proposed tower) at the intersection of Rt, 73 and Cooper Road,
2 major thoroughfares. It is located hundreds of feet from the electric power towers ~
mentioned previously, and just up the street from the Sprint PCS tower mentioned
previously. This would not be a case of spoiling a currently pristine area. The property is
zoned Economic Industrial Business (EIB) and would support the erection of a tower.
The friendly people at the Voorhees Municipal Building explained to me that a Dual Use
variance would be required, but other than that the erecting of a tower at that site seemed
appropriate. The 6 acre property hosts a building for service personnel, and a large
parking area for the service vehicles. Visible inspection of the property shows that about 5
of the 6 acres are paved as a parking lot, and at least 2-3 of those acres are vacant. The
property is block 303 lot 6 on the Voorhees tax map. The property owner is Bell Atlantic.



Thank you for your attention

74 ——

-~ Glenn Orr

3 Yorkshire Ct.

Little Mifl Acres
Marlton, N. J. 08053
610-591-7118 (work)
609-767-3689 (home)



PHI-EVE?2 Alternative Existing Sites
Kings Grant Links Water T

g T opm===ps00m i) : B e
4 / | Lt s T

i“érf% )thf o gyt % aslie]

" & % e e 3

- ) ) g»\

-;‘* Uppet®

Iy .
KH &

S

S S

A
f’—'i_/"-‘——d_—\_
g

‘\
b
.\\,
; : B ert s ntie
2 . ' 3 : iy o -,.“%' e gl
Bell L . . ' - ’ 0- 600
- o ; & anrr A e o

Atlantic

Property

Proposed
Bell
Atlantic
Mobile

Sprint / Tower
PCS _T,f
Tower S

oy &

g AL

1908 GeoSyste ms Globgl Corp.; © 1808 NavTee |
Berlin Water Tower 2 Mile Radius
Around Proposed Tower



BURLINGTON COUNTY ASSOCIATION = = ~7i7 .
OIF CHIEFKS OF POLICE B .
500 PEN[BERTON-BROWNS MILLS RD. - JuL 1 7 1998 !
PEMBERTON, N.J. 08068 a L
609-894-7955

July 16, 1998

State of New Jersey

The Pinelands Commission
15 Springfield Road
P.O.Box 7

New Lisbon, N.J. 08064

Re:  Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications -
Facilities in the Pinclands

Dear Chairman Sullivan & Members of f_he Commission:

Burlington County, in conjunction with the municipalities throughout the County, are
currently deploying equipment to allow various emergency and public safety entities to utilize a
wireless data service (CDPD) provided by Bell Atlantic Mobile.

This service will promote public safety throughout Burlington County, including the
Pinelands Management Area. We support the “Comprehensive Plan for Wireless
Communications Facilities in the Pinelands” submitted by the cellular carriers which, when
implemented, will improve coverage throughout Burlington County and the Pinelands
Management Area, thereby allowing these agencies to take full advantage of this technology.

Sincerely
Zoid ( Seilogine .

/ Paul J. uliano, Jr.
President
Burlington County Association
of Chiefs of Police
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Office of Data Processing OSQGO »
P.O. Box 6000 o 00R
49 Rancocas Road, 1st Floor bt Tet(:phonc No.
Mount Holly, NJ 08060 o 7 09426545125
July 17, 1998 . S
State of New Jersey

The Pinelands Commission

15 Springfield Road

P.0. Box 7

New Lisbon, New Jersey 03064

RE: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities in the Pinelands
Dear Chairman Sullivan and Members of the Commission,

Burlington County, in connection with the municipalities throughout the County, is currently
deploying equipment for the use of substantially all police, fire and emergency medical service
entities. This equipment requires the use of the cellular digital packet data (CDPD) method of
communication provided by Bell Atlantic Mobile.

CDPD will become an essential component for the public’s safety throughout Burlington
County, including the Pinelands Management Area. As the individual responsible for
supervising the general Data Processing function for the County of Burlington I support the
"Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities in the Pinelands" submitted by the
cellular carriers. Ibelieve that when this plan is implemented, it will greatly improve our police,
fire and EMS services ability to provide responsive coverage throughout Burlington County and
the Pinelands Management Area.

Respectfully yours,

in P. Butler, C.P.A.
Chief Accountant/Data Processing Coordinator




United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Chesapeake/Allegheny System Support Office
U, S. Custom House

' - 200 Chestnut Street
I REPLY REFER TO: . Philadelphia, PA 19106
L32(PHSO/S&P-C)

July 16, 1998

Terrence D. Moore, Executive Director
The Pinelands Commission
P. O.Box 7

- New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Dear Mr. Moore;

Thank you for the oppottunity to comment on the application submitted by Bell Atlantic Mobile,
Comcast Metrophone/Cellular-One, and Nextel Communications, Inc. for Pinelands Commission
certification .of a Comprehensive Plan for. Wireless Communication Facilities in the Pinelands.
As you are aware, both the Great Egg Harbor and Maurice Rivers are units of the National Park
System under the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. Two towers were identified for
placement within the % mile federal designated boundary of these rivers. The following
comments are related to the placement of these new towers, specifically Facilities #14 and #21.

- This Master Plan does not include particulars about specific sites, but rather sets forth
a framework, making it extremely difficult to evaluate the potential detrimental visual
and environmental effects of new towers in both federally designated river corridors.

We are concerned about the possible affect that Facility #21 may have on the scenic
viewshed of the Manumuskin River, described as a “pristine, completely undisturbed
natural river system” in the Pinelands Comprehensive Management Plan (page 36,

1980), and designated as “scenic” under the National Wild and Scenic River System
criteria.

In addition, Facility #14 lists a proposed facility in the “general vicinity of the Great
Egg Harbor River...but not so close in proximity that it is likely to visually intrude
upon the river.” Once again, not knowing the exact location, nor having the
opportunity to view any applications received, makes evaluating the potential impacts
of this proposed facility virtually impossible.

- Given the need to protect both the recreational and scenic resources of the Maurice
and Great Egg Harbor Rivers, it is difficult to understand how mitigation can be



[

achieved when the proposed towers will not comply with the “height restricted” areas -
and may possibly be visible from the river.

- Itis our understanding that Pinelands staff tried to ensure that the “least number”
criteria is met. Since there is no narrative assessment of how the companies arrived at
the final number listed in the Master Plan, it is difficult to conclude that the “least
number” is accurate. We recognize the companies’ desire fo provide seamless
coverage in New Jersey; however, once again there is no narrative explanation of
where coverage gaps exist or what possible co-located facilities were evaluated and
dismissed.

Based on the information contained in the Master Plan, we find it difficult to adequately assess
the potential impacts of the proposed towers as they relate to the Maurice and Great Egg Harbor
National Scenic and Recreational Rivers. It is our opinion that placement of a tower within the
Y mile federal boundary contradicts recommendations made in both the Great Egg Harbor River
“Final Guidelines for Local River Management Plans” and draft Great Egg Harbor River
“Comprehensive Management Plan” and may adversely affect significant resources. In addition,
any intrusions in the “pristine” Manumuskin River corridor should be avoided.

We would be pleased to review any additional details that you can provide about these two
towers that can alleviate our concerns. Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

Sincerely,

Uty Bassss |

Mike Gordon, Group Manager
Conservation Assistance

Cet Steve Kehs, Cumberland County

Julie Akers, Great Egg Harbor Watershed Assoc.
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Mariton Lakes Civic Association
222 Lakeshore Drive
Evesham Township, NJ 08053
July 24, 1998

re: Cellular Telephone Towers Comprehensive Plan in the Pinelands

Dear Mr. Moore:

The Marlton Lakes Civic Association of Evesham Township wishes to
comment on the proposed Cellular Telephone Towers Comprehensive Plan
for the Pinelands. The guidance given by the Pinelands Commission to the
cellular providers to ensure the “least number” of facilities, and to use
existing structures wherever possible is- a position we support. However,
because site specific proposals are not de!meated approval for the
conceptual plan is problematic.

In examining the plan, we have noted a seeming inconsistency with the
guidance regarding proposed tower #9, a new structure to be located in
southern Evesham Township. It appears the proposal for this new
structure violates the guidance that existing structure be used when
feasible in the “height restricted region covering the Agricultural
Production Area, Rural Development Area, and Select villages (blue shaded
area). The Cellular Providers(CP’s)s are required to verify that
no existing suitable structure exists. within the immediate
vicinity of the proposed facility.

As noted on the enclosed map, three existing water towers that are _
existing suitable structure are located within three mlles of the “proposed
yellow triangle site #9 (Group 1 facility).

These existing locations are:
1.Water Tower, Cooper and Taunton Road, Berlin Townshrp
2. Water Tower, Kings Grant Golf Links, Evesham Twp.
.3. Water Tower, Kings Grant, Connecting Way, Evesham Twp



In fact, Berlin Township Ordinance 1997-12 specifically identifies two
specific sites for the location ofcommercial antennas or towers, at Block
2401. Lot 1,in the | zone and the Berlin Borough Water Tower at Block
2103, Lot 8.02. .

In light of three existing suitable structures, we urge the
Pinelands Commission to require that proposed facility 9 be
reclassified from Group 1 to Group 2, cellular facilities which
may be located on existing structures.(green triangles), thus
fulfilling the goal of limiting the construction of new facilities
to the Ieast number.

This request takes on added urgency in the light of negotiations between
Cellular Providers and a property owner in a residential area on Chestnut
Avenue in southern Evesham Township. Neighbors within 100 feet of the
proposed facility are justifiably concerned for their health and safety. We
see no reason for the siting of a tower facility in a residential
neighborhood when three water towers within three miles of the Chestnut
Avenue site provide reasonable alternative existing sites. '

By requiring proposed facility #9 to locate on nearby structures, 1 of 16
proposed new structures can be eliminated. These comments are limited
to review of facility #9, and do not constitute an endorsement of the
remaining 15 proposed new structures. The Marlton Lakes Civic
Association questions the validity of the comprehensive proposal and
urges it be reconsidered.

Sincerely,

-

Secretary

cc:Mayor Gus Tamburro, Evesham Township
Florence Ricci, Evesham Township Manager




Marlton Lakes Civic Association
222 Lakeshore Drive
Evesham Township, NJ 08053

July 24, 1998

Terry Moore, Executive Director
Pinelands Commission
P.O.Box7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

re: Cellular Telephone Tower Application 98-0272-01

Dear Mr, Moore:

I am writing on behalf of the Marlton Lakes Civic Association, representing 350
familes in the southern portion of Evesham Township. We are neighbors of the
proposed cell phone tower mention above(Block 66, Lot 1.01 and 1.02), and live within
a range of 500 to 2000 feet of the applicant. We are concerned about the danger to
the safety and health of the residents and the environment from potentally
damaging effects of electromagnetic fields, damage to groundwater ( we are all on
domestic potable shallow wells), and damage to property values and aesthetic values

in the area. .

We are further concerned that the proposed cell phone tower is proposed in a
residential neighborhood, and borders a YMCA Camp on Kettlerun Road.

Residents are living within approximately 100 feet of the proposed structure, and
within the “fall zone” of the tower. Up to 100 chiidren a day utilize the YMCA Camp
on the adjacent property during the summer months,

Additionally, we don’t believe this application is consistent with
Evesham’s zoning code( 160.37) which does not permit tanks, towers, or
other structures for water, electricity, radio or telephone in residential
zones,

. Recently you held a public hearing about the proposed Cellular Telephone Towers
Comprehensive Plan for the Pinelands. The guidance given by the Pinelands
Commission to the cellular providers ( six criteria in N.J.A.C 7:50-5.4(c}4) to ensure
the “least number” of facilities, to use existing structures wherever possible, and to
locate facilities in non-residential zones is a reasoned approach which the-Mariton
Lakes Civic Association supports.

The application cited above seems inconsistent with the guidance regarding
proposed tower #9, a new structure to be located in southern Evesham Township. It
appears the proposal for this new structure violates the guidance that existing
structure be used when feasible in the “height restricted region covering the
Agricultural Production Area, Rural Development Area, and Select villages (blue
shaded area). Southern Evesham is in the Rural Development Area. The Cellular
Providers(CP’s)s are required to verify that no existing suitable
structure exists within the immediate vicinity of the proposed facility.




As noted on the enclosed map, three existing water towers that are existing suitable
structure are located within three miles of the proposed yellow triangle site #9
(Group 1 facility), currently under Pinelands Commission review as Application 98-
0272-01. .

These existing locations are:
1.Water Tower, Cooper and Taunton Road, Berlin Township
2. Water Tower, Kings Grant Golf Links, Evesham Twp.
3. Water Tower, Kings Grant, Connecting Way, Evesham Twp

In fact, Berlin Township Ordinance 1997-12 specifically identifies two specific sites
for the location ofcommercial antennas or towers, at Block 2401, Lot 1,in the I zone
and the Berlin Borough Water Tower at Block 2103, Lot 8,02.

In light of three existing suitable structures, the Pinelands Commission
should amend the plan to require that proposed facility 9 be reclassified
from Group 1 to Group 2, cellular facilities which may be located on
existing structures.(green triangles), thus fulfilling the goal of
limiting the construction of new facilities to the least number, and
avoiding residential areas. Such a reclassification would render the current
application moot, because it would not meet the above two criteria.

The need has not been demonstrated for the siting of a tower facility in a residential
neighborhood when three water towers within three miles of the Chestnut Avenue
- site provide reasonable alternative existing sites. Therefore the Mariton Lakes Civic -
Association requests that the Application 98-0272-01 be denied.

Sincerely,

iz by

Secretdry
Marlton Lakes Civic Association

. cc: Mayor Gus Tambyprro, Evesham Tpwnship
ﬂo_rence Ricel, Evesham Tqwnship Manager
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Board of Thosen I reeholders
Bf Ahe County of Burlington

P.O. BOX 6000
OFFICE OF THE
BURLINGTON COUNTY FREEHOLDERS MOUNT HOLLY , NEW JERSEY
Theresa D. Brown 08060 Frederick F. Galdo
Vincent R. Farias County Administrator/
Philip E. Haines f Board Clerk
William S. Haines, Ir. 609-265-5020
James K. Wujcik i [, _ Fax: 609-7(02-7000
e ¢4 1y
L=ﬂ37 ,w—?&}? 23, 1998
M‘H\""'Wm,ai:(- L\:;‘;L‘ 3
o
Terrence D. Moore
Executive Director
Pinelands Commission
P.C., Box 7
New Lisbon, NJ 08064
Re: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications

Facilities in the Pinelands

Dear Mr. Moare;

Reference is made to the public hearing convened on the above-

captioned subject July 9, 1998 in Hamilton Townsghip, Atlantic
County.

The revised cellular plan has been reviewed by Burlington
County staff, including our 9-1-1 Emergency Coordinator. The
Commission is to be commended for its efforts to encourage co-
location of equipment on existing structures and proposed new
towers.  From a public safety perspective, Burlington County
believes that the proposed cellular plan will have a positive
“impact upon the ability of citizens to contact our 9-1-1 emergency
gystem in times of need.

We are also in the process of planning upgrades and/or a
replacement of our county-wide public safety radio communications
system. This system is responsible for providing dispatch services
to all of the fire departments and emergency squads in Burlington
County, as well as, a majority of the police departments. Tower 16
in the proposed plan is a new site currently anticipated to be
situated adjacent to the Sweetwater Fire Station. Construction of
this tower by Bell Atlantic is strongly encouraged, since the site
will play an integral role in Burlington County’s new radio system,

The County does need to establish other tower locations within
the Pinelands area if we are to provide the level of emergency
communications that is required. We are evaluating other sites
identified in the plan, to determine 1} if they can meet the
county’s needs insofar as the coverage area is concerned; and 2) if
it is possible to co-locate county radio antennae on facilities
owned and/or constructed by other users,



- Page 2

- July 23, 1998

Comprehensive Plan for
Wireless Communication

Again, and on behalf of the freeholders, I must underscore
that our concern is public safety. Eliminating the communication
gaps in both the existing cellular coverage and in the county-wide
pubic safety communications network is paramount if we are to
provide our residents with the ability to be located and assisted
in times of emergency.

Very truly yours,

rederick F.LGaldo
County Administrator/Board Clerk
FFG/gw A

cc:  Board of Chosen Freeholders
Evan H. C. Crook, County Sclicitor
William. Connors, Director/Public Safety
Jeff Matheson, 9-1-1 Coordinator
'Harold L. DelaRoi, Management Specialist



. L"z

——

N = B LSS e e, T A 0PI o
gt JUL2 7 198 8 B CLAESLT FT IS

BRIE 7ot Bemert Mo

_________________ | N Ll 2N O Fe PS8l

DR | - S S - were A2 SR B Y
/(/w./ PR BBl . Lt Ao /§LJ P s

W A SR RIS Co B SSS e S _

T
— ~-4

L Ao BTN O~
LR TIC _.4/_4Ma/ R

.. Z//:'/Eé’c?«

e TN EB5EB

L ORRGALES g | S ST
T
NENT oAl 3T e T om./

Pl o S

CZ”?/??(.//J/C’%’-/./{/A/:)—-——-"

,C/a/ RS A,

Qmmmsgu/m

G SE

44«/@,@ >

:Z“A[Qafm}f LS OIS TS _ T,
P
Y% P;/G’/w;f PeASET el lS T

T DL DIEY

I_/\/

g~  AlErsT

ORoyes T IS G o TR

o oot

S

s

__.,___/

s
ot A
ARDp T STl

—

e e
Fo R &S e Tl ST G
ol 79N o, OERL = P llon
7o ST S,

: %7? FELE Pptan ST

—

P~

éf'./.cfvz/"-/é-/

oA I

P-IPVIEN /"'7? e & SPICET LA IETE ~

ST G~

—

e

e

.Y

s

s

—_——

S S AL , C S

T VE T~



2o LS TR L LRECTR, [ _2-_).

_ LS s P e 80 VS e, —
- LD S AL P .'7252@792&/\/? LTS
s s AEOSER LA ANSGTS SRR ET A
A TP (B2 IBC QU LlECE T S G
ot Lg—y o) T/ aurz.  (arian LasrTLES
FRLEDFSETT P Aol LT T
FINC2 D IO S— B Comer oLl I TER
lr T2 LA SUSH T L CERE = PSS
) N R e I L 2

AT tyerb AL 6’)/;\J¢-“2_'—'7¢/,«/ o J&?@?"

To  CHmnsT AP L PO DT

DT oSS o e

[ VU —— e g N
- - 1
7777 T T T T




Borough of Woodbine

Municipal Building
809 Franklin Street
Woodbine, New Jersey 08270
(609} 861-2266 L LECTT
FAX: 861-2329

- 2
- bl LT P L

William Pikolycky Michael E. Benson : Frances P, Pettit
Mayor Solicitor Clerk{Collector

Please reply lo:
Michael E. Benson, Esquire
July 24, 1998 BUONADONNA, BENSON & PARENTI
1138 East Chestnut Avenue
Vineland, New Jersey 08360

The Pinelands Commission
P.O. Box 7 -
New Lisbon, NJ 08064

ATTENTION: TERRENCE MCOORE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

RE: COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES IN
THE PINELANDS '

Dear Mr. Moore:

In connection with the Borough of Woodbine's position in the above
matter, I am enclosing a copy of correspondence of July 17 from
counsel for Cellco/Bell Atlantic addressed to Judge Callinan in the
context of pending litigation with the Borough of Woodbine. Of
interest to the Borough is the quotation in the correspondence that
if Bell Atlantic is unable to locate a site in the Regional Growth/
Town Center area, it would revert to the site referenced in their
first Comprehensive Plan (i.e. Hamilton Avenue), which is located
in the Restricted Rural Development area. _

The Borough would take exception to any reversion to the disputed
"Hamilton Avenue site and would urge that the Comprehensive Plan, if
approved, preclude the Rural Development area and, as noted in my
previous correspondence of July 15, 1998, require that the cellular

antenna be placed on an existing structure in the Borough of
Woodbine. ’

Thank you for your kind attention. -

e,

Very truly yours;

I, E- BENSON

MEB:sjd
Enclosures

cc: Mayor William Pikolycky
Chairman Steve Zenyuk, Woodbine Planning/Zoning Board
Warren 0. Stilwell, Esquire G:\SHEARON\CELLCO\MOORE2 ,LTR
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WARREN O. STILWELL
9615 VENTNOR AVENUE - THIRD RLOOR
P.O. DOX (3426
MARGATE, NEW JERSEY 08402

{co9} oeae-1118
WARREN O. STITI";?‘L rAX (609) 822°1105
MICHAEL C. LE

IVED 2 1098
July 17, 1998 RECE JUL

Honorable Joln F. Callinan, J.S.C.

Court House :

9 North Main Street |

Cape May Court House, New Jersey 08210

Re:  Cellco vs. Borough of Woodbine
Docket No. L-537-97 P.W,

Dear Judge Callinan:

I am writing this letter per my conversation with Rosemarie Smith regarding a status
update of the pending Pinelands Comprehensive Plan (the “Plan™) and its effect upon the appeal.

First, the most recently submitted Plan shows the “approximate location” of the site
being moved from an area classified rural development to a less sensitive, regional growth or town
center area. Second, even though the regulation requires “approximate” locations, the Plan provides
that when an approximate location encompasses more than one classification area, that the less
sensitive area would be used first, and more sensitive areas used only if a site could not be found in
a less sensitive area. Third, what this means is that the site under consideration in the appeal will only
be viable if we cannot locate a site in the regional growth/town center area. Fourth, the Plan has not
yet been approved by the Pinclands Commission. A public hearing was held on July 9, 1998,
According to N.J.A .C. 7:50-5.4(c), the Executive Director of the Pinelands Commission has 30 days
to issue a report recommending approval, approval with conditions or a dental. The Pinelands
Commission then has 30 days within which ihe recommendation should be approved or modified.

We have reason to believe that the Pinelands Commission will consider the matter at its September
meeting. ~

Because it is possible that we will not be able to find a site in the Regional Growth
area of Woodbine and because the Plan has not yet been approved, we are respectfully requesting that
the matter continue to be listed as inactive.




WARREN O. STILWELL

Page -2-
July 17, 1998

Under the circumstances, I think the next status update should be provided in
September. Ifyou have any questions, please call.

Respectfully,

e O G

WARREN O. STILWELL
WOS/nls

cc:  Claire Schultz
~ Michael E. Benson, Esq.



Anthony & Susan Melsi
101 Long Lane
Little Mill Acres
Marlton, NJ 08053

26 July 1998

Mr. John Stokes
Pinelands Commission
P.O.Box 7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Reguarding: Application 98-0272.01 Cell Tower at Little Mill Acres
Dear Mr. Stokes:

In October of 1984 we moved to a rural residential area in southern Evesham Twp., and have
enjoyed the beauty of the Pinelands since that time. - It recently came to our attention that Bell
Atlantic plans to erect a 200 ft. tower several lots away from our home in Little Mill Acres,

My understanding is that Bell Atlantic applied for this approval even before the Pinelands
Commission finalized its comprehensive plan. Regulation 7, under the Pinelands rules; requires
that all providers use existing structures wherever possible. There are several suitable
alternatives within our geographic area that Bell Atlantic fails to mention. These need to be
explored to a greater degree. There are water towers , a SprintPCS tower, a string of electric
towers, and other structures within two miles of the proposed new tower. Why must a structure
tower above a 40 foof treeline, destroying the unobstructed view.

A tower near a closed airport facility, which many private pilots still use as a flyby sight, may
create some safety issues right in the middle of a residential area.

i
I understand that Regulation 8, under the comprehensive plan, states that the tower needs to be
sited to avoid visual impacts on the scenic and residential areas. This tower not only affects
surrounding residents, but alsoYMCA Camp Moore, and the people that enjoy that facility. It is
interesting to note that Bell Atlantic recently made a presentation of cellular phones to the camp

- (see pg. 4 of The Central Record, July 23 1998).

There are better alternatives for the placement of this facility. There is also the possibility of using
space on existing structures. One of the many available sites to consider is Bell Atlantic’s existing
facility at Cooper Rd. And Rte, 73.

L.

An obstructed view not only destroys the purpose of the Pineland Commision’s charge to protect
these areas, but also hurts existing property values and marketablity. We appreciate your
sensitivity to these concerns. We hope you will vote against the placement of this tower next to
Little Mill Acres. Let’s preserve the beauty of the Pinelands and Evesham Twp-

Sincerely,

Anthony af1d Susan
cc: Gus [Famburro, Mayor of Evesham Twp.




July 24, 1998

The Pinelands Commission
P.O. Box 7
New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064

Attention: Terrance Moore, Executive Director
Re: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Commiunications in the Pinelands
Dear Mr. Moore:

I am a resident of Evesham Township, NJ Jocated at 5 Yorkshire Court
in Little Mill Acres Development. The site for proposed cellular tower #9
(application #98-0272.01) is located approximately 100 feet from my home.
The close proximity of a 200 foot tower to my family’s home, especially the
bedroom areas, is quite alarming. I would, therefore, like to voice my
concern and state reasons why I feel this site does not comply with the
guidelines set forth in the regulations governing the Comprehensive Plan for
Wireless Communications in the Pinelands.

According to the criteria for Rural Development areas in Regulation
- #8, new towers are to be located in non-residential zones. The site for
proposed cell tower #9 and the surrounding areas are zoned Rural
Development #2. Application #98-0272.01 describes the northern and
eastern areas adjacent to the site as “residential type development” under
Existing Site Conditions. Also, secion 4 part 2 refers to “numerous « -
residential lots™ are located in this area.

According to Regulation #7, utilization of existing structures must be .
demonstrated. Application #98-0272.01 section 3 states that “there is no
existing structure with the necessary height or structural capacity to be
expanded to the necessary height for multiple users.” I find this statement
difficult to comprehend. Numerous existing strucures are located within 2 or
3 miles of this proposed site. These include three water towers, two of which
are located in the Kings Grant section of Marlton and one in Berlin, a Sprint
PCS tower located in Voorhees, Kettle Run Fire Station located on the corner



of Chestnut and Hopewell Roads as well as numerous electrical towers
owned by Atlantic Electric. Bell Atlantic Mobile reportedly attempted to
lease the existing tower at the Kettle Run Fire Station but it was “too
expensive.” I would like to review their cost analysis of leasing an existing
structure versus building a new structure. Regardless of cost, this
demonstrates that alternative existing structures are available for placement of
a cell antenna. :

However, if Bell Atlantic Mobile is focused on constructing a new
structure in order to recoup costs through leasing to other companies, they did
not have to look farther than their own back yard. Bell Atlantic Mobile owns
a 6 acre parcel of land zoned business/industrial located approximately 2
miles from proposed cell tower #9 on Cooper Road near Route 73 in
Voorhees Township bordering Berlin and southern Evesham Township. This
site would service Evesham Township, Medford, Waterford, Berlin,
Voorhees Township and Berlin Boro as stated in section 1 of Application
#98-0272 .01.

Section 4 part 1 and 2 of the application have eluded to the fact thata
dense forest exists south and west of the site which “would completely
obscure any view of the tower from .. Kettle Run Road.” The trees which
comprise this “dense forest” are deciduous trees, 50 to 60 feet in height,
which lose their leaves from the end of October until the middle of May. As
my property runs parallel to the “dense forest™ situated west of the proposed
tower, I can attest to the fact that during late fall, winter and early spring there
is no “dense canopy” to obscure the view of the tower from travelers along
Kettle Run Road. '

Section 4 part v of application #98-0272.01 states the proposed site is
“set back 300 feet from Chestnit Avenue” thereby placing the structure -
approximately 100 feet from my property which is located is a residential
development. The proposed 20 feet wide landscape buffer and 7 foot high
chain link fence will not minimize the visual impact of a 200 foot tower
adjacent to a ranch style home. The tower will be approximately 140 feet
from my sons’ bedrooms, who are 9, 11, and 12 years old. There is
significant confroversy concerning potential health risks from living under
towers. Why place our children, as well as ourselves, in potential jeopardy if
there are safer alternatives?



Section 4 part ii states that the two “Y” camps west of the site are
“located between 750 to 1000 feet away.” Camp Moore is located in the
dense forest to the west of the proposed tower. My property runs
approximately 500 feet side by side with Camp Moore toward Kettle Run
Road. The children from Camp Moore play games and roam the woods
located 35 feet from the proposed site and have been seen wandering on the
open field designated for the proposed tower. The swimming area for the
YMCA camp is located approxnnately 750 and 1000 feet away from tle
proposed site.

Section 4 part vi denotes that Evesham’s zoning ordinance for Rural
Development #2 allows public service infrastructure as a conditional use.
However, Zoning Code #160-37 in the Master Plan for Evesham Township
states “tanks, towers or other structures to provide for water, electricity,
radio, telephone or similiar provisions shall not be permitted in
residenfial zones.” (See Attached Zoning Code)

Application #98-0272.01 also lacks information needed to address the
foundation for the tower, fall zone area and possible use of large air
conditioning units required to cool equipment. The foundation for the tower
is of concern as residents in the surrounding area including Little Mill Acres
Development obtain their water via wells ranging from 60 to 360 feet deep.
Our well is only 66 feet in depth.

.Our home and Camp Moore are clearly within the fall zone of the
proposed 200 foot tower. Despite all safety precautions when constructing a
tower, natural disasters do occur which can cause towers to fall as
demonstrated in Maine after a severe ice storm.

Our family resides in a quite, serene nei.ghborhood far away from busy
highways, airports and industry. If large air conditioning units are used on
this site, significant noise pollution will greatly impact upon this peaceful
country-like setting. My husband and I relocated from nothern New Jersey to
raise our family in this country-like environment. I grew up in the flight path
of Newark Airport and did not relocate to raise a family under a tower. I am
in disbelief that I am fighting against the construction of a 200 foot tower

proposed 100 feet from my property while residing in the protected area of
the Pinelands.



In summary, Application #98-0272,01 does not meet the regulations
governing the Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications in the
Pinelands as the proposed site is located in a residential area and numerous
- alternative existing structures for cell antenna placement have been
demonstrated. The visual impact as well as possible noise pollution and
health concerns on the residential area surrounding this proposed 200 foot
tower will be tremendous. As previously stated, the most suitable site which
is zoned for a tower of this magnitude is located just 2 miles from proposed
site #9, outside of the protected area of the Pinelands, in Bell Atlauntic
Mobile’s own back yard.

Respectfully submitted,
Lynda A. Medvec




July 24, 1998

The Pinelands Cominission
P.O.Box 7 |
New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064

Attention: Terrance Moore, Executive Director
Re: Cellular Telephone Tower Application #98-0272.01

Dear Mr. Moore:

I am a resident of Evesham Township, NJ located at 5 Yorkshire Court
in Little Mill Acres Development. The site for proposed cellular tower #9
(application #98-0272.01) is located approximately 100 feet from my home.
The close proximity of a 200 foot tower to my family’s home, especially the
bedroom areas, is quite alarming. I would, therefore, like to voice my
concern and state reasons why I feel this site does not comply with the
guidelines set forth in the regulations governing the Comprehensive Plan for
Wireless Communications in the Pinelands.

According to the criteria for Rural Development areas in Regulation
#8, new towers are to be located in non-residential zones. The site for
proposed cell tower #9 and the surrounding areas are zoned Rural
Development #2. Application #98-0272.01 describes the northern and
eastern areas adjacent to the site as “residential type development” under
Existing Site Conditions. Also, secion 4 part 2 refers to “numerous .. -
residential lots” are located in this area. )

According to Regulation #7, utilization of existing structures must be
demonstrated. Application #98-0272.01 section 3 states that “there is no
existing structure with the necessary height or structural capacity fo be
expanded to the necessary height for multiple users.” 1 find this statement
difficult to comprehend. Numerous existing strucures are located within 2 or
3 miles of this proposed site. These include three water towers, two of which
are located in the Kings Grant section of Marlton and one in Berlin, a Sprint
PCS tower located in Voorhees, Kettle Run Fire Station located on the corner




of Chestnut and Hopewell Roads as well as numerous electrical towers
owned by Atlantic Electric. Bell Atlantic Mobile reportedly attempted to
lease the existing tower at the Kettle Run Fire Station but it was “too
expensive.” I would like to review their cost analysis of leasing an existing
structure versus building a new structure. Regardless of cost, this
demonstrates that alternative existing structures are available for placement of
a cell anfenna.

However, if Bell Atlantic Mobile is focused on constructing a new
structure in order to recoup costs through leasing to other companies, they did
not have to look farther than their own back yard. Bell Atlantic Mobile owns
a 6 acre parcel of land zoned business/industrial located approximately 2
miles from proposed cell tower #9 on Cooper Road near Route 73 in
Voorhees Township bordering Berlin and southern Evesham Township. This
site would service Evesham Township, Medford, Waterford, Berlin,
Voorhees Township and Berlin Boro as stated in section 1 of Application
#98-0272.01.

Section 4 part 1 and 2 of the application have eluded to the fact that a
dense forest exists south and west of the site which “would completely
obscure any view of the tower from .. Kettle Run Road.” The trees which
comprise this “dense forest” are deciduous trees, 50 to 60 feet in height,
which lose their leaves from the end of October until the middle of May. As
my property runs parallel to the “dense forest” situated west of the proposed
tower, I can attest to the fact that during late fall, winter and early spring there
is no “dense canopy” to obscure the view of the tower from travelers along
Kettle Run Road.

Section 4 part v of application #98-0272.01 states the proposed site is
“set back 300 feet from Chestnut Avenue” thereby placing the structure -
approximately 100 fect from my property which is located is a residential
development. The proposed 20 feet wide landscape buffer and 7 foot high
chain link fence will not minimize the visual impact of a 200 foot tower
adjacent to a ranch style home. The tower will be approximately 140 feet
- from my sons’ bedrooms, who are 9, 11, and 12 years old. There is
significant controversy concerning potential health risks from living under
towers. Why place our children, as well as ourselves; in potential jeopardy if
there are safer alternatives?



Section 4 part ii states that the two “Y” camps west of the site are
“located between 750 to 1000 feet away.” Camp Moore is located in the
dense forest to the west of the proposed tower. My propetty runs
approximately 500 feet side by side with Camp Moore toward Kettle Run
Road. The children from Camp Moore play games and roam the woods
located 35 feet from the proposed site and have been seen wandering on the
open field designated for the proposed tower. The swimming area for the
YMCA camp is located approximately 750 and 1000 feet away from the
proposed site.

Section 4 part vi denotes that Evesham’s zoning ordinance for Rural
Development #2 allows public service infrastructure as a conditional use.
However, Zoning Code #160-37 in the Master Plan for Evesham Township
states “tanks, towers or other structures to provide for water, electricity,
radio, telephone or similiar provisions shall not be permitted in
residential zones.” (See Attached Zoning Code)

Application #98-0272.01 also lacks information needed to address the
foundation for the tower, fall zone area and possible use of large air
conditioning units required to cool equipment. The foundation for the tower
is of concern as residents in the surrounding area including Little Mill Acres
Development obtain their water via wells ranging from 60 to 360 feet deep.
Our well is only 66 feet in depth.

Our home and Camp Moore are clearly within the fall zone of the
proposed 200 foot tower. Despite all safety precautions when constructing a
tower, natural disasters do occur which can cause towers to fall as
demonstrated in Maine after a severe ice storm.

Our family resides in a quite, serene neighborhood far away from busy
highways, airports and industry. Iflarge air conditioning units are used on
this site, significant noise poliution will greatly impact upon this peaceful
country-like setting. My husband and I relocated from nothern New Jersey to
raise our family in this country-like environment. I grew up in the flight path
of Newark Airport and did not relocate to raise a family under a tower. Iam
in disbelief that I am fighting against the construction of a 200 foot tower

proposed 100 feet from my property while residing in the protected area of
the Pinelands.



In summary, Application #98-0272,01 does not meet the regulations
governing the Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications in the
Pinelands as the proposed site is located in a residential area and numerous
alternative existing structures for cell antenna placement have been
demonstrated. The visual impact as well as possible noise pollution and
health concerns on the residential area surrounding this proposed 200 foot
tower will be tremendous. As previously stated, the most suitable site which
is zoned for a tower of this magnitude is located just 2 miles from proposed
. site #9, outside of the protected arca of the Pinelands, in Bell Atlantic
Mobile’s own back yard.

Respectfully submitted,
Lynda A. Medvec
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§ 160-37.

§ 160-38.

A,

a. Front yard: (fifty (50) feet.

b. Rear yard: fifty (50) feet.

¢. Side yard: fifwcen (15) feet, thirty-five (35) feet aggregate,

d. Frontage: one hundred (100) feet,

e. Impervious coverage limit: fiftcen percent (15%) of the paréei.

Tanks and towers.

‘Tanks, towers or other structures to provide for water, electricity, radio, telephone
ot similar provisions shall not be permitted in residential zones.

Transfers of density.

Forest Area. Residential dwelling units on 1.0 acre lots existing as of January
14, 1981 shall be permitted in the FA and FW Zones, provided that:

1.

The owner of the lot proposed for development acquires sufficient vacant .
contiguous or non-contiguous land which, when combined with the acreage
of the lot proposed for development, equals at lease 20 acres if development
is proposed in the FA Zone and at Jeast 12 acres if development is proposed
in the FW Zone.

. All lands acquired pursuant to subsection | above, which may or may not be

developable, are located within the same zoning district where development
is proposed;

All non-contiguous lands acquired pursuant to subsections 1 and 2 above are
permanently dedicated as open space through recordation of a deed to the
property with no further development permitted except agricultural, forestry
and low intensity recreational uses. Any such deed restriction shall be in a

160 - 109



July 27, 1998

Pinelands Commission
P.0.Box7
New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Dear Mr. Moore,

This letter is in reference to the Bell Atlantic Application #98-0272.01 submitted to the
Pinelands Commission for the construction of a 200 foot lattice cell tower, 345 square foot
modular building and other site additions.

| am writing to protest the-patential construction of this Bell Atlantic 200 foot lattice cell
tower, 345 square foot modular building and other related site additions on Block 66, Lots
1.01.and 1.02 in Evesham Township, Burlington County. This property is a private residence
on Chestnut Avenue, totally surrounded by private residences in Little Mill Acres and along
‘Chestnut Avenue and situated next to a YMCA Children's summer camp and family swim
club. There has been no formal notification of the application to build this tower comp{ex and
our commumty has discovered the plan by accident,

[ understand the Pinelands Commissmn is now reviewing the various Cellular Providers'
(Bell Atlantic, Comcast, Nextel) Comprehensive Plan for compliance with Pinelands
Commission regulations. These regulations were established to minimize impacts to the
Pinelands area. Regulation 7 requires that the cellular providers use existing structures
wherever possible. Regulation 8 requires that when a new tower must be built because there
are no viable alternatives, that tower be to be sited to avoid visual impacts to scenic areas
and residential areas.

The plan drafted by the Cellular Providers notes that they perform a general survey for
suitable existing structures within a five-mile radius before proposing a new tower. Less than
two miles from the proposed Little Mill Acres tower, there are several existing structures that

-would appear to be viable aiternatives. There are two water towers, a Sprint PCS tower and
numerous electrical power towers — all at a greater height than the stated requirement, and
all within two miles of the proposed new tower. Within a 3 to § mile radius of the proposed
tower, there are dozens of existing structures and/or available industriallcommercial {and that
would be much more suitable than the residential community of the proposed site.

The Pinelands Commission held a session on July 9, 1998 to solicit public comment on
the Comprehensive Plan. The Cellular providers presented their plans, but provided no
information on existing structures. In fact, the only information on existing structures was
presented by Atlantic Electric, trying to convince the Providers to use their electric towers
instead of the current plan to erect new towers. At this same session, it was learned that,
while the Comprehensive Plan was not yet approved by the Commission, Bell Atlantic had
already submitted an application to erect the Little Mill Acres Tower.

Along with the tower application, Bell Atlantic provided an Environmental Impact Report
specific to the Little Mill Acres Tower, My neighbors and | were amazed fo discover that
there is sfill no information provided on existing structures investigated and reasons these



alternatives were rejected. The propbsed location Is in the middle of residential hon;e; andris
100 feet south of Little Mill Acres home development and about 50 feet east of the YMCA
children's Camp Moore.

This Environmental Impact Report states that “adjacent to the site, in the northern and
eastern direction is a residential type development, in the western direction is a densely
populated deciduous tree region." More specifically, homes are situated on either side and
directly across the street of the proposed tower and also about 100 feet behind (fo the north)
is the Little Mill Acres community, and about 50 feet west is the YMCA camp.

The report states that the proposed facility will meet the needs of Evesham, Medford,
Waterford, Berlin, Voorhees Townships and Berlin Boro. Several of these areas are not even
in the Pinelands; in fact, the proposed tower siting is only about a mile inside the Pinelands
border. This does not represent “a demonstrated need to locate the facility in the Pinelands.”

Concerning recreation facilities and campgrounds at Marlton Lakes and YMCA Camp
Moore lakes, the report states “The dense forest areas between the proposed tower site and
these recreation areas, as well as the distance, will eliminate or minimize visual impacts and
any direct line of sight of the tower." A visit to Marlton Lakes would make one question that
assertion. Many years age, the Berlin Water Tower was erected to the dismay of Marlton
Lakes residents. Despite an abundance of trees around the lake, the trees do little to block
the view across the lake. The proposed fower is much closer to existing homes and woutd
dominate the skyline from all directions.

| question the?%\zé‘éﬁlty, feasibility, aesthetics and safety of placing a 200-foot laftice

~ tower plus an accompanying utility building complex in a Rural Development Zone in the
middle of a stable residential community and right next to a Children’s camp. A survey of the
surrounding area would suggest a better alternative. The most obvious location can be found
- less than two miles from the proposed site. This property is outside the Pinelands area. It is
located on the border of Berlin and Voorhees (two of the towns to be served by the proposed
tower) at the intersection of Rt. 73 and Cooper Rd, two major thoroughfares. It is located

. near some of the other towers mentioned above, so this would not spoil a currently pristine
area. The property is zoned Economic Industrial Business. Visible inspection of this property
shows that about five of the six acres are paved as a parking lot, and at least two to three of
those acres are vacant. The property owner is Bell Atlantic. -

Cc , Sincerely,

atricid J. Carr
1 Yorkshire Ct
Evesham, NJ 08053-7104




July 27, 1998

Pinelands Commission
P.O.Box 7
New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Dear Mr. Moore,

This letter is in reference to the Comprehensive Plan for Wreless Communications
Facilities in the Pinelands. :

[ am writing to protest the potential construction of a Bell Atlantic 200 foot lattice cell tower,
345 square foot modular building and other related site additions on Block 66, Lots 1.01.and
1.02 in Evesham Township, Burlington County. This property is a private residence on
Chestnut Avenue, totally surrounded by private residences in Little Mill Acres and along
Chestnut Avenue and situated next to a YMCA Children’s summer camp and family swim
club. There has been no formal notification of the application to build this tower complex and
our community has discovered the plan by accident.

| understand the Pinelands Commission is now reviewing the various Cellular Providers’
(Bell Atlantic, Comcast, Nextel) Comprehensive Plan for compliance with Pinelands
Commission regulations. These regulations were established to minimize impacts to the
Pinelands area. Regulation 7 requires that the cellular providers use existing structures
wherever possible. Regulation 8 requires that when a new tower must be built because there
are no viable alternatives, that tower be to be sited to avoid visual impacts to scenic areas
and residential areas.

The plan drafted by the Cellular Providers notes that they perform a general survey for
suitable existing structures within a five-mile radius before proposing a new tower. Less than
two miles from the proposed Little Mill Acres tower, there are several existing structures that
would appear to be viable alternatives. There are two water towers, a Sprint PCS tower and

- numerous electrical power towers —~ all at-a greater height than the stated requirement, and
all within two miles of the proposed new tower. Within a 3 to 5 mile radius of the proposed
tower, there are dozens of existing structures and/or available industrial/commercial land that
would be much more suitable than the residential community of the proposed site..”

The Pinelands Commission held a session on July 9, 1998 to solicit public comment on
the Comprehensive Plan. The Cellular providers presented their plans, but provided no
information on existing structures. in fact, the only information on existing structures was
presented by Atlantic Electric, trying to convince the Providers to use their electric towers
instead of the current plan to erect new towers. At this same session, it was learned that,
while the Comprehensive Plan was not yet approved by the Commission, Bell Atlantic had
already submitted an application to erect the Little Mill Acres Tower.

Along with the tower application, Bell Atlantic provided an Environmental Impact Report
specific to the Little Mill Acres Tower. My neighbors and | were amazed to discover that
there is still no information provided on existing structures investigated and reasons these
alternatives were tejected. The proposed location is in the middle of residential homes and is



100 feet south of Little Mill Acres home devetopment and about 50 feet east of the YMCA
children’s Camp Moore.

This Environmental Impact Report states that “adjacent to the site, in the northern and
eastern direction is a residential type development, in the western direction is a densely
populated deciduous tree region." More specifically, homes are situated on either side and
directly across the street of the proposed tower and also about 100 feet behind (to the north)
is the Little Mill Acres community, and about 50 feet west is the YMCA camp.

The report states that the proposed facility will meet the needs of Evesham, Medford,
Waterford, Berlin, Voorhees Townships and Berlin Boro. Several of these areas are not even
- in the Pinelands; in fact, the proposed tower siting is only about a mile inside the Pinelands
. border. This does not represent “a demonstrated need to locate the facility in the Pinelands.”

Concerning recreation facilities and campgrounds at Marlton Lakes and YMCA Camp
Moore lakes, the report states “The dense forest areas between the proposed tower site and
these recreation areas, as well as the distance, will eliminate or minimize visual impacts and
any direct line of sight of the tower.” A visit to Marlton Lakes would make one question that
assertion. Many years age, the Berlin Water Tower was erected fo the dismay of Marlton
Lakes residents. Despite an abundance of trees around the lake, the trees do littlé to block
the view across the lake. The proposed tower is much closer to existing homes and would
dominate the skyline from all directions.

[ question the legality, necessity, feasibility, aesthetics and safety of placing a 200-foot
fattice tower plus an accompanying utility building complex in a Rural Development Zone in
the middle of a stable residential community and right next to a Children’s camp. A survey of
the surrounding area would suggest a befter alternative. The most obvious location can be
found less than two miles from the proposed site. This property is outside the Pinelands
area. Itis located on the border of Beriin and Voorhees (two of the towns to be served by the
proposed tower) at the intersection of Rt. 73 and Cooper Rd, two major thoroughfares. Itis
located near some of the other towers mentioned above, so this would not spoil a currently
_ pristine area. The property is zoned Economic Industrial Business. Visible inspection of this
property shows that about five of the six acres are paved as a parking lot, and at least two to
three of those acres are vacant. The property owner is Bell Atlantic.

~—

Cc Sincerely,

Patricia J. Carr
1 Yorkshire Ct ]
Evesham, NJ 08053-7104
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Mr. Moore, Director
Pinelands Commission
P.O. Box 7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

re: Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communication

-Dear Mr. Moore:

In 1989 we purchased the property on which we bullt our family
home in Evesham Township. We had a clear understanding of zoning
restrictions and the character of this residential neighborhood. This property
is located twenty-two feet from the land parcél where a proposed cell tower
(facility #9) might now be erected. We strenuously object to this major changé
to the complexion of our immediate surroundings.

While perusing ther-application for facility #9, we found that it is
loaded with misrepresentations. We will attempt to clarify some of these overt

distortions.

* There are various existing structures in the local area which might
accommodate the necessary equipment.

» There are large stretches of land without residential development in the
local area.

* Camp Moore (YMCA Children’s Camp) is located within 100 feet ot 750 feet
as stated in the application.

* The forest canopy will do nothing to obscure the tower, which will be visible
for multiple miles. The proposed site is an open field and there is minimal

tree growth along the parcel of land on Chestnut Avenue.

+ The visual intrusion will be significant in this residential neighborhood.



Locating this tower in a residential neighborhood will place a
substantial hardship on area property‘ owﬁers as well as a visual intrusion to
thousands of people in the local area. There are existing sites with the proper
zoning for such structures.

While the company makes appeals for public health and safety,
one cannot escape the profit motive. No one wants Bell Atlantic Mobile profit

to dictate the qualily of lives in this local area.

Sincerely, - 2

Robert E. Mitchell
Rita Riebel Mitchell
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COALITION AGAINST TOXICS | ut 50 1o |
223 Park Avenue YT

Atco, New Jersey 08004 \}Iiﬁ@LﬁU

(609) 767-1110 cammmemmmrenee b ——————

WYNNE FALKOWSKI
CHAIRPERSON

DAVID C. COPELAND
July 29,1998 ' VICE-CHAIRMAN
JANE NOGAKI
Terry Moore, Executive Director SECRETARY-TREASURER
Pinelands Commission
P.O.Box7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Re: Pinelands Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communication Facilities within the Pinelands

Dear Mr. Moore:

The following comments relative to the above-referenced plan represent Coalition Against Toxics’
opposition to siting a cellular tower in a residential area of Evesham Township (98P) and our
opposition to siting a cellular tower (SBP-CP) in the “Pygmy Pine” area of the Pinelands.

The proposed Pinelands Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communications Facilities Within the
Pinelands indicates that towers should be located wherever possible on existing structures and
away from residential, recreational and environmentally sensitive areas. Towers 9 and 5 violate
the criteria, and should be eliminated from the plan.

Other proposed towers may also violate the standards; our comments are limited (o just these two
proposed structures which we have had the opportunity to personally review. However, we are
opposed to any new towers which don’t strictly meet to the standards set forth in the plan,

We recognize the need for adequate telephone communications, but feel the applicant should
adhere to the Pineland’s Comprehensive Plan and place their equipment on existing structures or
construct new towers in commercially zoned areas away from homes, recreational facilities, and
_environmentally sensitive areas.

- Sincerely, ) .
e\t

Wynne/Falkowski, Chairperson
Coalition Against Toxics . T

Affiliated with the NJ COALITION FOR ALTERNATIVES TO PESTICIDES, NJ CLEAN WATER ACTION,
NJ CITIZEN ACTION, and THE NATIONAL CAMPAIGN AGAINST TOXIC HAZARDS
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Pinelands
Preservation Alliance 114 Hanover Street Pemberton, New Jersey 08068 Phone 609.894-8000 facimile 6098949455

BOARD OF TRUSTEES July 30, 1998

Hon, Brendan T Byrne
Honorary Chair

Former Governor, State of New Jersey Terrence Moore
Howard P. Boyd

“ Trustec; Emeritus Executive Director
sulhor, Field Guide to {he Pine Barrens . . a
Pine Borrens Odyssey The Pinelands Commission
Micha%[h\:irHubcr PO BOX 7

Direclor, |.M. Huber Corp. . 1
President, American Littoral Sociely New Lisbon, NJ 08064
Viee President, Moxmouth
ConservalionFeundation

Leon M. Rosenson Re: Proposed Cellular Telephone Tower Plan for the Pinelands
Relired, Uposonie Company -
William H. Chast, CPA

Treasurer Dear MI'. MOOI‘G:
Skareholder, .
Withur, Smith & Brown, CPAS
A"S?ﬁfgefatﬁm This letter is to provide the Pinelands Commission with the views of the
Fi Pi Commissi R . . .
“::;:; “;;dl:::”" Pinelands Preservation Alliance (“PPA”) regarding the proposed plan (the “Plan”)
ol ggplgjggﬂmr submitted by three cellular telephone service providers (the “Providers™) for
Chartes M. Chapin . consideration by the Pinelands Commission under the Comprehensive Management
u . - B .
P itrsied Covtuon” Plan. As explained below, PPA submits that the Plan should not be approved in its
e i arhil current form, but that the Commission should require the Providers to provide
et E‘;‘:‘i‘i o Pl e o additional information, and to alter certain proposed locations for new towers,
piclends Autier - before giving the Plan final consideration.
Sally Dud
Ereculive ?)J'Ldot:'. Aigof. of NJ
Euianmental Conmissions PPA is an alliance of conservation-minded citizens and environmental
Michael Gallaway . )
Sterra Clu organizations that is devoted to preserving the natural and cultural resources of the
Thomas |. Gilmaore . . . d heti I f the Pineland
N Ao oty New Jersey Pinelands. The scenic and aesthetic values of the Pinelands are among
. . . R
Walt Guarino its most precious resources. PPA. is deeply concerned that the Provider’s proposed
.| Frosdent, SSD & W Plan may cause unjustified and unnecessary damage to the Pinelands, and that the
Meredith I. Hadacher 4 e e [P . e .
"’“*if"'- &:‘f"v Plan as currently proposed is likely to fail in achieving its own stated purposes and
David O, . . .
= Graphic Avis Consuton the objectives of the Comprehensive Management Plan (the “CMP”).
Alexander W. Keer
Retired, Educational Administralor ’ )
gl taon Because the Providers seek to build new facilities in areas other than
ague of Wemen Volers . R . ~ .
David £, Moore Regional Growth Areas and Pinelands Towns, the CMP requires that the Providers
R Consersation Foundation to submit “a comprehensive plan for the entire Pinelands Area” which
baul B. Mo, Ir. “demonstrate[s}” compliance with several specific requirements, including that
. M. Kirby Foundation, Inc. (a) facilities in the Preservation, Forest and other speciﬁed areas are “the least
Franklin E. Park
Advisar, Trustfor Publc Land number necessary to provide adequate service,”
Rt,i‘;‘;:‘g}f,’dﬁ,;{$,{::,;nt, (b) “[t]here is a demonstrated need for the facthty .as wcll asa demonstrated
la“f::"f"{f i:'"’"‘;sq need to locate the facility in the Pinelands ...,
. B, Teipp, .
G [ Counsel,
Bt e, cond (©) eaph antenna “utilizes an existing communications or other smtable
Serard Vilens, Ph.D. structure, to the extent practicable.”
fired Chemi i . " v ‘
N ot et The current Plan fails to satisfy these requirements because, while the Plan makes
Pine o ion numerous representations with respect to these requirements, it does not

Betty Wilson
Fornter Depuly Commissiencr,
N Depl. of Env. Prolection

Carleton K. Montgomery
Ex¢cutive Direclor

Printed on recyded paper



demonstrate compliance with these provisions.

The building of numerous new, very tall cellular telephone towers presents exactly the
kind of piecemeal, incremental degradation that most threatens the Pinelands today. In many
instances, the Providers can be expected to argue that it is appropriate to build a new tower in a
given place because there are already homes, buildings or other structures in the area. In many
instances, the Providers will propose to build a tower in places that today are still relatively
pristine. In either case, the presence of cellular telephone towers is sure to draw others who will
assert that now the damage is done, let there be a little more. This argument knows no bounds.

- The Commission and its staff have accomplished a great deal in bringing the
Providers to put forward the current Plan -- a significant improvement over the Providers’
original plans, Nevertheless, we believe the Plan is still deficient under
the CMP and must be further improved before it is ready for the Commission’s approval.

These comments are organized to provide separate substantive explanations of the
deficiencies we believe exist in the current Plan, and the reasons in each case that these
deficiencies cause the Plan, in its current form, to fail under the legal requirements of the CMP.

1. Towers In Preservation and Forest Areas

PPA is very concerned that the proposed Plan includes three new towers [2, 5, 7], plus
one possible new tower [6], in the Preservation Area, and one possible new tower [22] in the
Forest Area. PPA is opposed to having any new towers built in these areas if it is humanly
possible. Because the proposed Plan provides such a vague description of the proposed towers,
we cannot evaluate whether all or any of these towers are genuinely necessary to provide
adequate service, based on the current Plan document. For this reason, PPA submits that the
Plan should not be approved. At an absolute minimum, the Commission must scrutinize these
facilities very, very carefully -- because these facilities compromise the integrity of the places we
value most highly for preservation.

Moreover, one of these facilities, No. 5, is a new tower which the Providers propose to
build within a dwarf or pygmy pine forest along Route 72. PPA believes this tower-should not
be built. Clearly, the visual impact of such a tower is vastly exaggerated if placed in the pygmy
pine forest, and it is difficult to guess how the industry would mitigate that impact in any
sufficient manner. Because it appears to us that it will be impossible to meet the siting
requirements for this tower, this tower should be relocated outside the pygmy pine forest.

While the exact location of this tower is not stated in the Plan, the location of the symbol
on the Providers’ map and the comments of the Bell Atlantic Mobile representative in the
attached news story appear to demonstrate that the Providers seek the right to build the tower
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within the heart of the West Plains near the county line along Route 72. In addition, we are
highly skeptical that this site is necessary for any reason. We recently tested cellular service
along Route 72, during mid-day on a weekday, and found that existing service was just fine,
except for a very short stretch beginning at the junction with Route 539, where the road dips into
a depression. This location is about 4 miles east of the county line at which the Providers’ map
places tower No. 5.

The pygmy pine forests are so extraordinary -- and their scenic value is 5o easily damaged
-- that the Commission simply should not permit this tower, and should not approve the current
Plan so long as it includes this location for a new tower. There is no genuine public need for a
tower in this location. The purpose of this tower clearly is not to provide service to Pinelands
residents, but to upgrade the service available to people driving along Route 72 to and from the
beach. We believe that any safety requirements can be more than adequately satisfied with
multiple antennas placed on the existing telephone poles in the very small stretch that may
currently represent a “dead zone” in service (and can be augmented with call boxes for those
individuals who do not have a cell phone.)}

Similar concerns arise because the current Plan includes two towers {14, 21] which the
Plan itself states are to be located in or near Wild & Scenic Rivers, the Great Egg Harbor and
Maurice Rivers, and one [16] to be located on the Mullica River. The current Plan is'simply too
vague to evaluate these proposed facilities in any reliable way, For this reason, the Plan
unquestionably fails to demonstrate compliance with the CMP requirements.

The CMP requires that the Plan “shall . . . demonstrate,” for any tower to be located in
any area other than a Regional Growth Area or certain Pinelands Towns, that the tower is needed
to serve the local communications needs of the Pinelands and that the facilitiy cannot use
existing structures. See NJAS 7:50-5.4(c)1, 3 & 6 (emphasis added). The current Plan patently

. fails to demonstrate compliance with the need and use of existing structure requirements as to
facilities Nos. 2, 5, 6, 7, 14, 16, 21 and 22. Of these, our greatest concerns lie with facilities
Nos. 5, 14, 16 and 21.

2. Concerns Arising From Bifurcated Approval-l’rocess

b Fo .

The proposed Plan asks the Pinelands Commission to approve the number and very
approximate location for towers before the Providers give specific information about any of the
actual towers, including their actual location. The current Plan does not provide meaningful
information about the details of individual towers, or of how Providers will meet site-specifi¢
requirements, and the Providers have given only the most approximate locations for these towers
in the form of symbols on a map. The vagueness of the Plan in these respects creates a number
of concerns for us.




First, it must be made absolutely clear to the public and the industry that approval of this
or a similar Plan would be only the first step in the process of public review and Commission
evaluation of the actual cellular facilities and towers. Each individual tower must meet siting
requirements before it can be built. It may be that some towers cannot meet these requirements.

Second, the Plan does not give meaningful information on the sites proposed for scenic
river corridors -- and it does not address the requirements for Scenic Corridors in general. Scenic
Corridors under the regulations include not only the Mullica River, but also all roadways and
many other rivers and streams.

Third, we do not believe the map the industry has produced is sufficiently reliable,
because the Providers are unwilling even to specify the areq they believe the circles and triangles
on the map actually represent. The fact that the industry has not even given coordinates or other
descriptions of the areas represented by each symbol on the map calls the reliability of the map
itself into question. Indeed, there are rumors about Providers negotiating with land owners for
placement of towers in sites that appear to be quite distant from the corresponding symbol on the
Providers’ map, suggesting that the map may be significantly misleading in at least some
instances,

Fourth, the anecdotal evidence of PPA and of several of the individuals who testified at
the public hearing on this matter strongly suggest that existing service is already very good in the
vicinity of at least some of the proposed new towers. The current Plan provides no explanation
of this fact, and no meaningful data to support the placement of the facilities making up the
overall array. The anecdotal experiences, combined with the lack of hard data justifying the
pattern, call into question whether the Plan does in fact “demonstrate” a minimum number of
facilities and maximum use of existing structures as the CMP requires.

Fifth, PPA is currently attempting to obtain access to the so-called ANET data the
‘Providers have submitted to the Commission’s consultants, but the Providers appear to be
resisting public access to all or part of this data. Assuming the Providers continue to oppose
public access to all or some of the data, a lack of public access would profoundly undermine the
entire process leading to approval of the Plan. PPA believes that if the Commission relies, either
directly or indirectly through its consultants and staff, on information that is not availablg fo the
public, this element of secrecy would make a mockery of the public participation process which
the Commission’s procedures guarantee, and which the Commission so far has applied to this
particular issue. ‘

In light of these facts, the vagueness of the Plan creates the possibility that, even if the
Commission approved the Plan, the Plan may not succeed. As the Commission has recognized
in the past, the entire array of facilities depends on the location of each one of the other facilities.
If one tower is removed from the array, or has to be located sufficiently far from the place
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identified in the Plan, it is quite possible that the Providers will assert the entire Plan must be
changed -- and that additional towers must be build -- in order to provide complete coverage.
We are concerned that this approach could put undue pressure on the Commission in each site
application process -- or may lead Providers to demand additional new towers beyond those
many new towers proposed in this Plan. In that case, the Plan will have failed to achleve the
purpases and requirements of the CMP.

These concerns lead PPA to believe that the current Plan should not be approved until the
Providers:

a. give more meaningful, and substantially more specific, information on the
location of each tower for which they have not already submitted individual site
applications,

b. address what will happen in each case if a facility ultimately cannot be built where

it is currently proposed. That is, the Providers should provide a back-up plan for
each new facility,

c. give sufficient information demonstrating that the Plan can satisfy the Scenic
Corridors and Wild and Scenic Rivers requirements, and

d. require that any data the Providers seek to rely upon, or ask the Commission to
consider, in order to demonstrate compliance with the CMP requirements be made
available for public review and copying.

Without this information, we believe that the current Plan does not meet the requirements
of NJAS 7:50-5.4(c)1, 3 & 6, because it is too vague to. “demonstrate” the need for each
proposed facility or that the facilities will be located on existing structures to the maximum
extent possible. For the same reason, this plan does not satisfy 7:50-5.4(c)6, because it does not
demonstrate that the fewest possible facilities are proposed for the areas designated in the
regulations. Again, the Plan makes many representations as to compliance, but does not
demonstrate compliance with these requirements.

Ha

3. Use of ixisting Structures

PPA submits that the proposed Plan does not meet the regulatory requirement that it
demonstrate use of existing facilities wherever possible, because the Plan makes no reliable
commitment to place the seven facilities in its Group 2 list on existing structures.

The Plan proposes seven facilities that may be located on existing structures, but carefully
reserves the right to build new towers for these facilities if the Providers determine they are
unable to use existing structures. The Plan merely says that “Final decisions will be made when



the facility application is pursued.”

In light of the fact that the industry is not making any genuine or reliable commitment to
use existing structures for these seven facilities, PPA submits that the Commission (a) should
assume in evaluating the Plan that all these towers will actually be new towers, and (b) should -
not approve the Plan, because the Providers have not demonstrated compliance with NJAS 7:50-
5.4(c)3. Alternatively, the Commission should approve the Plan only upon the Providers
obtaining contractual commitments sufficient to ensure that all seven facilities will be placed on
existing structures.

In addition, some of the individuals. who testified at the public hearing on the Plan stated
as to specific towers that they were aware of existing structures nearby, but the Plan did not
contemplate using those structfures. Again, the combination of this anecdotal evidence and the
Providers’ unwillingness or inability to provide justifications for the choices they have made in
proposing certain facilities for new towers and certain for existing structures, make it impossible
to conclude that the current Plan meets the requirements the CMP places upon it.

We note, moreover, the efforts of Atlantic Energy, or Connectiv, to volunteer its existing
facilities as sites for cell phone antennas: Because the use of existing structures can virtually
eliminate most problems with the Plan, we would expect the Providers to embrace this offer and
tell the Commission and the public what it is doing to take advantage of these existing structures.
The Providers, however, have not done so. This fact again calls into question the reliability of
{he Plan as currently proposed.

4, Industry Participation

The current Plan is presented by only a segment of the cellular telephone industry, those
providing service in the 800 MHZ range. The CMP requires that all providers of “the same type
of service” present a joint plan. The Providers interpret “the same type of service” to include
only those using the 800 MHZ range, and to exclude other providers of telephone service, such
as the PCS providers.

PPA believes it is unfortunate that the Providers here are taking that approach, because it
means that this Plan is not truly comprehensive. From the consumer’s point of view, all
segments of the industry, the Providers here as well as the PCS industry, would provide the same
type of service, so the restrictive definition of the CMP appears not only unfortunate in
narrowing the scope and utility of this plan, but also rather artificial.

In light of these concerns, we believe that, at a minimum, the Providers and the
Commission staff should provide the Commission and the public more detailed information
abouf exactly how exclusion of other providers may limit the current Plan, how other providers
may require additional facilities beyond those set forth in the Plan, and whether the Commission
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can refuse to approve additional facilities in the Pinelands if other providers come forward later
on and claim the right to build new towers.

5. Co-location Provisions

The Plan contains relatively detailed commitments on co-location of different Providers’
anfennas on a given tower. However, the Plan leaves open the possibility that in some cases a
Provider may not be permitted to locate on one of the proposed facilities. Thus, it appears a
provider might in that case make a claim for the right to build a tower or install new facilities
beyond those contemplated in the Plan.

We believe that the Commission should make clear in approving any Plan that a
participating Provider will not be permitted to seek approval for additional facilities just because
it cannot reach agreement with another Provider on co-location. Only in this fashion can the
Plan satisfy the requirement that it provide for “the joint construction and use of the least number
of facilities™ as required by NJAS 7:50-5.4(c)6. In its current form, the Plan does not meet this
requirement.

In conclusion, PPA strongly objects to building new towers in our most sensitive and
extraordinary Pinelands habitats. We hope that the staff and the Commission will take the steps
necessary to protect these precious and irreplaceable landscapes. We also believe that the
vagueness of the current Plan makes it impossible for the Commission to determine that the Plan
meets the CMP requirements. While we applaud the efforts of the Commission and the
Commission staff to bring the Plan up to the standards of the CMP, we believe the Plan just is
not there yet.

Sincerely,

garieton K. Montz;%\f/(

Executive Director

e
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Attt Oty Hess

. ® The Finelands Preservaﬂon Alliance doesn'twantto
see the area’s unique pygmy pines overshadowed by
cell-phone towers. '

—partlcularly 2ny of the nearly two dozen cell-phone tow- R
ers that the communications {ndustry wants to erect in the R

pinelands,

Sitting i Bell Atlantic’s offices in Maryland is Held! .

Hemmer, network engineering director, Her company has

With aview of

7 the pygmy pine

forestinthe
background, ‘
Carieton Mont-

. received numerous gripes about poor coverage throughout gomery, exect
the pti_n:émds mimoln acll;e&ttzndedl I Pinel g tive director of
.. Infact, some people who a ast week’s ands land:
g?ﬂM‘CHAELS-YAE'LE Commjssion hearing — people like fire chiefs and even | mxaﬂtc‘msm-
Writor school teachers — sald they supported the plan to build flance, explalna

BARNEGAT TOWNSHIP — Carleton Montgomery stands

the cell-phone towers hot just for convenjence, but for §

" offof Route 72, overlooking a carpet of green pines streteh-  safety.

ing to the horizon in either direction.

“It's globally rare, almost unique in the United States,”
he said of the area where drivers can actually see over the
top of the forest.

As executive director of the Pinelands Preservation Al-
liance, Montgomery doesn't want to see New Jersey's

unique “pygmy pine" forestbe the site of new construction

plan — specifically

Township area of the pygmy pines.
“We understand the Presemtlon Alliance’s concerns,

[ See Forest, Page C4

-

But others like Momtiomery opposed atleastparts of the -
e towers proposed along scenic S
tivers and the one proposed In the watem Barnegut N

his organ

tion's gtand
against placing
cell-phons tow-
ersintheforest.
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Forest

(Centinued from PageCl1)

but we still need to provide ser-
vice and we will buiid in that
area,” sald Hemmer, “Not buiid-
ing in that area is not an option,”

She zaid the three phone com-
panles that proposed the cell-
E}lone tower plan — Bell Aflantic

ohile, Comcasi{Cellular One
and Nextel — will do what they
can to ensure the least “visual
impaet,” as engincers eallit,

But there seems to be little
that could be done to conceal a
tower as tall as 200 feet in a for-
estof 6-foot pines.

According the phone compa-

nies' 10-year plan, s many as23 b

cell-phone towers would stretch

as far south as Woedblae in Cape

May County uvorthward to

Barnegat and Manchester town-
- ships {a Qcean County.

The Pinelands Preservation
Alllance doean’t oppose the en-
tire plan, but it is against any-
thing in the pygmy pines or the
towers proposed along three
rivers; The Maurice River in
Cumberland County, Great Egg
Harbor River in Atlantle County
and ~ the Mullica. River on

B
DL o9 be possibl to mitigate
“It may ssible 4l
the visual Egpacu along ‘the
rivers, but it's not poasible to do

that here,” he aald of the dwarf b

County's southern.

.

pines.
There are only two other
places In the country with &
pyemy pine forest, according to
Andy Windisch, an ecologist for:
both 'The Nature Conservancy
and the New Jersey Natural Her-
{tage Program, Ope Iz Long Is-
land and the other is in the
Catskill hoth in New York,
+both gshout 1,000 acres,
“Ours 1= 10000 acres”

Windiseh aaid.

. ,“Itl's a”dli:tlnct{ gac? &lthh} the
speclel e gald of the pines,
whtchlbave cones that remalin
closed with resin for many years
untif a forest fire opens them for
reseeding. “It's really a good
adaptation to fire,” .

He also said other plant
species, such as the threatened
ly on the

ronment in the plne forest.

The communieations compa-
nies say thelr proposed towers
are part of a 10-year plan, and it
nmay {ndeed take many years to

build them by the time they get .

government approvals.

The Pinelands Commissiou is
taking people's writien testimo-
iy on their opinions shout the
cell-phone tower plan until Fri-
day. The commission is expected
to vote on the plan af a meetlug
within the next few months,

. Even if the commission ap
proves the plan, the communles--
tions compasies would stitl n
local-government: approval fto
uild each of the towers. .

room crowberry, re
sandy zoil and frequent fire envi- -
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QOCERTIFIED CIVIL
TRIAL ATTORNEY

A CERTIFIED CRIMINAL
TRIAL ATTORNEY

CLIENT/MATTER NO.

9164/006

Re:  Comprehensive Plan for Wireless Communication Facilities in the Pinelands
Response to Public Hearing Comments

- Dear Mr. Moore:

- We are in receipt of a notice that the comment period in the above-referenced matter has
been extended until July 31, 1998. We are also in receipt of a copy of a letter dated July 13,
1998 from Stephen M. Aspero Esq., submitted on behalf of GPU Telcom Services, Inc. and
Jersey Central Power & Light Co. d/b/a GPU Energy.

Our clients have reviewed the location of the GPU infrastructure in the northeast sector of
the Pinelands area and have determined that none of the infrastructure available is suitable, at
this time, to serve the needs of the CPs. In addition, Bell Atlantic Mobile and GPU have recently
revived negotiations on a master lease agreement. If such a master lease agreemeént is reached
and if collocation on the GPU towers will satisfy the service needs of the CPs, these towers may
be considered in the future, At this time, however, these (owers do not meet service needs as
identified in the proposed Comprehensive Plan. We appreciate GPU Telcom’s commitment to
allow use of its facilities on a fair and reasonable basis and where feasible, on a collocation basis.



GIORDANO, HALLERAN & CIESLA
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Terrance Moore, Executlve Director

July 30, 1998
Page 2

If appropriate, these CPs would take advantage of these towers, but cannot given the current
configuration of the towers and the needs analysis.

Respectfuily submitted, B

i (S "r'f“

MICHAEL J. GROSS
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Cc:  Heidi Hemmer
Warren Stillwell, Esq.
S. Thomas Gagliano, Esq.
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July 31, 1998

Mr, Terrance Moore
Pineland Commission
PO Box 7

New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Dear Mr. Mobre,

Jack J. Salemi
5 Bridlewood Ct.
Tabernacle, NJ 08088

AARORAARAABRRRA A RHmERRENE

Thank you for having Betsy Piner and John Stokes ask for, and receive the
consultants technical report regarding site #7 in Woodland Twp. 1 reviewed their report
yesterday, and not being an engmeer to understand the graphs, I did my own field test this

morning.
DATE:

TIME:
CONDITIONS:

DRIVE LOCATIONS:

RESULTS:

CONCLUSION:

7/31/98
08:15 AM
Raihy

From RT. 206, and RT. 70 (Red Lion Circle) East Bound
to Rt. 72 (4 Mile Circle), then to Pemberton.

No interference or loss of communication, while traveling
along this route,

I called my honte using my standard car phone, under

the Comcast service. At Rt. 206 and Rt. 70 (Red Lion
Circle), the reception was not as clear as traveling East
Bound on Rt. 70 and actually improved the closeri.drove to
RT. 72 (4 Mile Circle).

There is cell phone coverage here under the Comcast
network, using the 5 towers already constructed in the
general area. The consultants original recommendation

to move Site #7 in Woodland Twp. to Rt. 70 and Rt.206
(Red Lion Circle) should be carried out, and Site #7 in
Woodland Twp. should be eliminated,

THERE IS NO NEED FOR SITE 7 IN WOODLAND
TWP., DUE TO ALREADY EXISTING COVERAGE.



While at the Farm Fair in Lumberton, NJ on Friday, 7/24/98, my wife, Michele, iy
three children and myself, along with Carl Pulaski, a neighbor, stopped at the Comcast
Booth. We spoke to their representative Mr. Thomas J. Wolfe, He stated, “Comcast has
full State of New Jersey Coverage". He is the Sales Manager for Nationwide Roadside
Assistance, Celtular/Digital Phone Sales. He is located at the Heritage Bldg. 703 Stokes
Road in Medford, NJ 08055. Phone 1-800-IN TOWN-1. He gave me his card and wrote
the coverage area on the back. (Copies included)

I hope the Pineland Commission makes the correct decision concerning site #7,
and minimizing the tower construction in the entire Pineland Region,

PLEASE CONSIDER: * There is existing coverage concerning site #7,
' consequently, this location is not needed.

* Their will be visual impact at site #7. This 180 ft. tower
will far exceed the height of the trees, photo's submitted
in Mays Landing,

* Site #7 is part of the most pristine of the Pineland Region
and should be preserved, not visually polluted.

* Property value issues, under equal conditions, people
prefer a home without any questioriable problems and
towers are perceived as questionable health problems.
(Article submitted in Mays Landing).

* Bell Atlantic Rep., Harry Fisher, stated under oath, at's
Woodland Township's initial meeting, that if you took the
existing towers and overlap the areas of coverage, there
is coverage with some dead spots. Bell Atlantic should
Erect the Rt. 206 & Rt. 70 Location, or co-locate on
the existing Comcast towers,

¥ Utilize the Atlantic Electric already existing towers, as per
Michele Costello, Atlantic Electric Rep. (609) 625-5820.

* 911 Emergency Issue is not reliable service, do to the
fact that it is impossible to pin-point the exact location of
the call. It is simply a good back-up for the alréady
widely used 2-way radio system.

¥ Electric fences surrounding each tower site are a concern
for children and wildlife.

* Back-up fuel driven generators at each tower site in the
dry forest region is a forest fire concern,



People love the Pinelands Region for the beauty it offers to bike, nature hike, boat,
fish, camp and get away from reality. - The Pineland Preservation Alliance has stated that —

* Building an access road to serve site #7 would mean the
removal of many trees in this pristine area. Each
location must be fuminated 100% of the day and night,
Each location must run an air condition unit for cooling,

what 1s the level of noise emitted. NOISE POLLUTION,

* Foundation 40 ft. deep into drinking wells of people who
live in the area of each 180 fi tower. :

* Electro Magnetic Energy emitted off every tower is an
untested s¢ience. Steven Foster, the cell phone
spokesman for the cell industry, was quoted as saying
that, "It is beyond the ability of science to prove there 's
a hazard. People are asking questions that basically can't
be answered®. Asbury Pack Press 7/24/94,

¥ Senator Byron Baer, requesting a Senate hearing of the
safety of Driving and talking on a cell phone. The cell
phone future is uncertain.

¥ Dr. John Violanti, at the Rochester Institution of
Technology, conducted a 5 year study of driving/takling
on a cell phone, He concluded there is a 34% greater
chance of causing an accident while driving. Dr. Violanti
phone # 716-475-2393. '

70% of the Pinelands already has coverage. Let's keep it pristine and do what is right for

the area, not the industry.

Sincerely,

Jack J. Salemi
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Mr. & Mrs. iohn G. Takacs

& Hampshire Court

Evesham Twp., NJ 08053

Mr. Moore, Director
The Pinelands Commission
PO Box7
New Lisbon, New Jersey 08064
Re: Comprehensi:/e Plan
Application No.: 98-0272.01
Dear Mr. Moore: .

We are writing this letter to express our objectic;h to the above application by Bell Atlantic
Mobile to erect a 200 foot cellular tovéér. at 282 Chestnut Avenue, Evesham wans_i}ip, Ne_w
Jersey. Our property borders Chestnut Avenue and jt is. approxlmately two, blocks from the ‘
proposed site. Noththstandmg Bell Atlantics representations, this tower wo uld be vxmbie ftom
our house. . _ .

We have reviewed Urban Engineers, Inc. letter dated 5-19-98 and addressed to William

Harrison, Esquire. It is evident from this letter that the proposed site does not satisfy the
requirements of N.J.A.C. 7:50-5, et seq. The report is full of unsubstantiated statements and,
quite frankly, rmsleadmg facts.

In particular, the code at section 7:50-5.4(c)3 mandates that "the antenna utﬂme(s) all
existing communications on other suitable structure...The engineer's report claims t_hat there exists
no existing structure...for multiple users." However, the report does not set foﬂh why Belt
Atlantic needs an antenna for multiple users. Evidently, there exist pre-existing strictures to both
satisfy.the code requirements as well as Bell Atlantic's requirements. However, Bell Atlantic does
not want to simply meet their neéds. They clearly want to build a large, unsighﬁy, 200 foot tower

in the middle of a relatively urban suburban area in the pinelands, then subcontract this tower's



capabilities out to other cell phone providers. This 1s not acceptable and should be rejected solely
on this basis. ‘

To impose & cell phone tower next to a YMCA camp amongst numerous residential
properties will most certainly denigrate the aesthetics of our oomrﬁunﬁy, as well as the
surrounding pinelands. This proposal is in contravention of the N.J.A.C. aﬁd the very essence of
what the pinelands are meant to be.

Ostensibly, Bell Atlantic wishes to enhance their service in our vicinity, and therefore,
should be relegated to use pre-existing structures throughout the area, It is an insult to hide
behind this pretense and ask that a tower be placed in an area that is an enclave of tranquillity
within an ever increasing urbanized environment purely for economic reasons, The Pinelands
Commission was ot established to sanction this offensive corporate behavior and should deny
Bell Atlantic's proposed plan as too visually obtrusive upon the recreational facilities, major and
minor roadways, existing residences and the many trails and paths that exist throughout the
wooded area in the irnfhediate and proximate area. ‘

We trust this letter conveys our strong opposition to Bell Atlantic's proposal. Should this
tower be built, it will only serve as an exc@e for another entity to seek further devastat;ton ofa
fragile envﬁromnental area. The Pinelands Commission needs to preserve and enhance the

- aesthetics of our area and carefully adhere to its mandates.

Sincerely,

Mr, and Mrs. John G. Takacs
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August 3, 1998

THE PINELANDS COMMISSION
P.O.Box 7
New Lisbon, NJ 08064

Attn: Mr. Terrence D. Moore, Director

Re: PROPOSED CELL TOWER FACALITIES PLAN

Dear Mr. Moore;

il

I attended the meeting hosted by the Pinelands Commission held on July 9
concerning the revised cell tower plan.

It was encouraging to hear that the new plan proposed 16 new towers as opposed
to 26 in the previous request. However, as reflected by the many comments made at the
meeting, the recent plan still lacks clarity with regard to specific locations. It is very
difficult to assess the impact on local land use when a tower could be located within five
miles from where it is shown on the proposed siting map.

For instance, within five miles of the proposed site in the Beckerville area of
Manchester Township is our POR-LI (Pinelands Office Research-Light Industrial) zone.
Recently adopted ordinance 98-008 added regulations for the location and approval of
wireless telecommunications towers and antennas within the township. If locations were
more site specific, the proposed tower could be shown in that zone where it would be
deemed a permitted use, and could be designed and regulated by ordinance.- Further,
Manchester Township Ordinance 98-008 and the Master Plan for tower locations would
be in agreement.




We ask that the Pinelands Commission take our concerns into consideration
before final adoption of the plan.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
h

amer
Directorof Planning & Zoning






