SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS & COMMUNICATIONS II
Office of the City Clerk
City Council of the City of Napa
Regular Meeting
November 19, 2019
FOR THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NAPA:
AFTERNOON SESSION:
4. PUBLIC COMMENT:
 Written communication from Susan Blake.
6. ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS:
6.C. Potential Advisory Ballot Measure for March 3, 2020 Election.
 Written communication from Nancy McCoy-Blotzke.

City Council Meeting
11/19/19
Supplemental II - 4. Public Comment
From: Susan Blake
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My name is Nancy McCoy-Blotzke,

City Council Meeting
11/19/19
Supplemental II - 6.C.
From: Nancy McCoy-Blotzke

Thank you for this opportunity to speak.
First of all, I am asking that the City please not waste it's valuable resources—up
to $100,000-on a plebiscite. We know Verizon has the money to do a glossy
campaign to turn the vote in their favor. It would simply be another mandate for
them to install the cell towers.

Due to some earlier unfortunate decisions, the City of Napa has found itself in a
difficult position regarding safety of close proximity microwave radiating
antennas (CPMRAs) called cell towers—with the choice to either risk the health
of the community, or risk being sued by Verizon.
However there may be a way forward that does not involve those risks.

We are grateful that Mr. Potter has not yet signed the Verizon agreement. This
gives us the opportunity to deem Verizon applications incomplete until the
wireless industry or the FCC completes the NEPA environmental assessment. (This
review has been authorized in the 8/9/19 decision by the US Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia Circuit in court case #18-1129.) That environmental
review is likely to take more than a year.
This will give the City time to update it's municipal code to provide safer, faster
and more reliable resources by doing the following:
1) Restrict the power output of new CPMRAs to a safe power level that
will still be able to provide voice coverage all that is mandated by the
FCC, but far below the level that is now being used.
2) Develop a monitoring system that will cut power to the transmitter if
the output is exceeded.
3) Require a junction box at the base of the tower that can be used to
run fiber to nearby homes and businesses—thus providing much higher
transmission speeds than wireless.
The health consequences of wireless radiation—especially 5G-are already well
documented. We can prevent the disaster that other communities are already
experiencing.
The California Supreme Court on April 4, 2019 verified that California cities have
the authority to ensure that Wireless Telecommunications Facilities (WTFs) do not
incommode the quiet enjoyment of the streets—including health and safety
risks. The health effects already evident in 5G rollouts would prevent that
enjoyment.

We urge you to take this path that will give control to the City and safeguard
yourself, your family, and all Napa residents. It is easier to prevent the damage
than to fix it
Thank you so much in advance for your support!

