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Turnagain Community Council  
c/o TCC President Cathy L. Gleason 

4211 Bridle Circle, Anchorage, AK 99517     

907-248-0442   tccpresident@yahoo.com 

 
 
February 26, 2013   Comments Submitted Via Email to: 
   Ms. Erika McConnell 
   McConnellEB@ci.anchorage,ak.us 

and Ms. Jillanne Inglis 
InglisJM@ci.anchorage.ak.us 

 
 
RE:  Municipality of Anchorage Administrative Site Plan Review for a  
Verizon Wireless 65’ Monopole Cellular Tower — Case Number 2013-021 
 
 
Dear Ms. McConnell and Ms. Inglis: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity for the Turnagain Community Council (TCC) to provide 
comments on the proposed Verizon Wireless 65-foot Monopole Cell Tower and 
associated facilities on Lutheran Church of Hope property at 1847 W. Northern Lights 
Blvd. This property is located within the boundaries of TCC. 
 
Verizon and Municipality of Anchorage (MOA) Planning Department representatives 
attended our TCC February 7, 2013, meeting to discuss the cell tower proposal. While 
no position was taken on whether to support or oppose the proposed project at this 
meeting, a motion, along with verbiage speaking to the motion, was passed (see 
Attachment on page 7). 
 
Essentially, TCC did not feel Verizon’s responses to some of the items in its “Application 
for Tower Site Plan Review” were adequately provided and/or feel the MOA Planning 
Department’s responses were complete. TCC’s motion requested that written 
responses/answers to comments/questions raised at the TCC meeting be provided to 
TCC before today’s comment period deadline, to allow for our organization to provide 
appropriate comments on this proposed project. Because the body as a whole does not 
meet again until after today’s comment deadline, the following comments are being 
submitted by me, TCC President Cathy Gleason, on behalf of the TCC Board of 
Directors.  
 
Please note: Due to unfortunate timing of a planned vacation on my part, and to a leave 
of absence on Ms. Jillanne Inglis’ part, the effort to comply with TCC’s motion request 
by today’s comment deadline has been less than ideal. However, Verizon 
representative Mr. Noah Grodzin has attempted to provide more information to TCC 
since February 7, 2013, and TCC appreciates his efforts.  
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Specific Questions/Comments/Concerns Raised at TCC’s February 7, 2013, 
Meeting: 
 

 Verizon’s application states on page 4 that this is a proposal for a 65-foot 
tower but also on page 4, it states that “The proposed tower will be built to be 
a collocatble structure.” According to Municipal Code 21.45.265.A.3.d., 
“Collocation shall grant an additional 15 feet above base height [65’ for 
residential district] for each qualifying antenna to a maximum 30 feet of 
additional height.”  
 
Did the public notice sent out by the MOA Planning Dept. for this site plan 
review include information that this proposal “will be built to be a collocatble 
structure,” as stated on page 4 of the project application, and that this means 
the monopole could ultimately be built to a maximum height of 95 feet? 
 

Response at TCC meeting: 
No, because the current project is for a 65-foot tower. These notices were sent out to 
property owners within a 500-foot radius of the proposed project.  
 
In addition, if there are future applications for added antennas that would increase the 
tower height, there would be an administrative site review, but no additional public 
notices are required to be sent out to property owners within the 500-foot radius or the 
applicable community council.  
 
The Planning Dept. has received “a lot” of phone calls and some written comments on 
this cell tower proposal; no one asked if the tower height could go as high as 95 feet, so 
that information was not provided at the time of these public inquiries/comments. 
 

 TCC requests that to ensure full maximum height disclosures on public notices for 
cell towers in residentially-zoned areas, the MOA Planning Dept. immediately 
commence work with West Anchorage Assembly representatives Ernie Hall and 
Cheryl Frasca, and TCC, to amend Municipal Code, so that all public notices for cell 
tower proposals on residentially-zoned property include THE POTENTIAL 
MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF PROPOSED CELL TOWERS; AND  
 

 That public notices be sent out when there are proposals to INCREASE THE 
HEIGHT on all EXISTING collocatble towers located on residentially-zoned property; 
AND 
 

 The MOA’s Application for Tower Site Plan Review document, which is sent to 
community councils, be revised to include a specific requirement for an applicant to 
indicate MAXIMUM HEIGHT information on the application; AND 

 

 Municipal Code should be amended to include public notices be sent to ALL 
RESIDENTS, regardless whether they are property owners, within the 500-foot 
radius of a proposed cell tower; AND 
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 Any proposal for a cell tower to be placed within a RESIDENTIALLY-ZONED 
PROPERTY REQUIRES A PUBLIC HEARING BY THE PLANNING AND ZONING 
COMMISSION FOR A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT. 

 
 

 Does the location of the proposed tower facility conflict with the West 
High/Romig Middle School Master Plan with regard to the location of a 
proposed access road from the school campus south to W. Northern Lights 
Blvd. in the Master Plan? 
 
Response at TCC meeting:  
Will look into it. TCC has not received further information on this item. 
 

 TCC requests the MOA Planning Dept. look into this inquiry and provide us a 
response BEFORE making a decision to approve/deny the project site plan.  
 
 

 What is footprint of developed site and will there be a treed buffer around the 
facility? 
 
Response at TCC meeting:  
The project will be 50’ x 50’ and survey markers are onsite. A treed buffer will be 
retained, but no specifics were provided. A flagged-off area will be requested by 
MOA Planning Dept. to ensure preservation of undisturbed, wooded areas. 
 

 TCC requests the MOA Planning Dept. require Verizon to submit a specific tree-
buffering plan BEFORE making a decision to approve/deny the project site plan. 
Specifically, it should include marking ALL INDIVIDUAL TREES that are not to be 
disturbed during clearing/construction of project; AND 
 

 Because the area surrounding the developed footprint of the proposed project is only 
moderately to sparsely wooded, ADDITIONAL EVERGREEN TREE BUFFER 
PLANTINGS should be required of Verizon on the outside of the chain link fence. 
TCC requests it be consulted on a specific planting design before final MOA 
approval; AND 

 

 As required at the Verizon cell tower project at Wisconsin St. & W. 32nd Ave. in 
Turnagain, Verizon should also be required to agree to a dark green or dark brown 
color for the fencing around the property to better blend in with the wooded 
surroundings. 

 

 TCC also notes that the Overall Site Plan on Sheet No. A-1.0 shows a “Power and 
Utility Run” along the eastern boundary of the church property that borders the 
Dempsey Anderson Ice Arena facility property. TCC requests that the MOA Planning 
Dept. require that, if the application is approved, a condition be required by Verizon 
that the placement of this utility run avoid any existing treed vegetation in this area 
and that it remain undisturbed.  
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 Verizon’s proposed cell tower Application for a Tower Site Plan Review 
indicated on page 5 that, “The proposed is to be located at an 
industrial/commercial location, the proposed is compatible with the existing 
conditions.” It was pointed out that the church property is zoned R1-A, Single-
Family Residential District, not industrial. In addition, the surrounding land 
uses are residential to the west, a school campus to the north, and an MOA 
recreational facility to the east. No industrial development is near the project 
area.  

  
Response at TCC meeting: 
Mr. Grodzin indicated that stating the proposed cell tower was to be located in an 
industrial/commercial area in the application was a mistake on his part and the 
application would be corrected. 
 

 Based on the application being corrected to accurately reflect the R1-A zoning of the 
church property, as well as taking into account the nonindustrial/commercial zoning 
of the surrounding properties, TCC requests the MOA Planning Dept. closely 
evaluate Verizon’s claim in the application that “the proposed is compatible with the 
existing conditions” and that it provides TCC with this evaluation BEFORE making a 
decision to approve/deny the project site plan. 
 

 

 On page 6 of Verizon’s cell tower application originally submitted to the MOA 
Planning Dept., the statement, “There are no existing tower [sic] within the 
geographic area” is given to seven separate application requirements. TCC 
asked what, specifically, is the “geographic area” referred to in the 
application. 
 

Response at TCC meeting: 
Ms. Inglis state that she will have to get back to TCC on that. TCC has not received 
further information on this item from her. 
 
Mr. Grodzin has subsequently sent the MOA Planning Dept. a revision of page 6 of its 
application. While this revision provides specific answers to each required box, the 
exact definition of “geographic area” is still not provided.  
 

 TCC requests that Verizon and/or the MOA Planning Dept. provide a specific 
definition of “geographic area,” as used in its cell tower application, BEFORE making 
a decision to approve/deny the project site plan and that this information be provided 
to TCC. 

 
 

 Page 3 of the MOA Application for a Tower Site Plan Review requires the 
applicant to “provide proof that no existing tower structures or structures 
located within the geographic area which will technically accommodate 



 5 

antenna needs and proof of acceptance/refusal from the tower owner and why 
petitioner rejects the letter of acceptance, if received.” Verizon was asked if 
this proof had been provided. 
 

Response at TCC meeting: 
Mr. Grodzin indicated Verizon’s goal is to collocate when possible. Verizon looked at  
locations for collocation, but for various reasons, none could be negotiated. 
Documentation was provided to the MOA. 
 
Mr. Grodzin also provided subsequent information to TCC that provided more detail on 
Verizon’s attempt to look at alternative cell tower/antenna locations in the general area 
of the Lutheran Church of Hope property.  
 

 TCC requests that all future cell tower application materials sent to community 
councils by the MOA Planning Dept. include this required documentation “proof,” to 
more fully provide information on proposed projects at the time of council 
notification. 

 
 

 Page 3 of the MOA Application for a Tower Site Plan Review requires the 
applicant to “Demonstrate that an alternative technology that does not require 
the use of tower structures…is unsuitable.” Verizon was asked if this proof 
had been provided. 
 

Response at TCC meeting: 
Mr. Grodzin stated that the city had not asked for Verizon to justify/provide alternative 
technology information. 
 
Mr. Grodzin has subsequently provided information to the MOA Planning Dept. and to 
TCC that addresses the lack of alternative technologies to implement a 4GLTE network. 
 

 TCC requests that the MOA Planning Dept. require Verizon to amend its cell tower 
application to include information that demonstrates alternative technology to the 
use of tower structures is not feasible and that the MOA provide its evaluation of this 
information to TCC BEFORE making a decision to approve/deny the project site 
plan; AND 

 

 TCC requests that the MOA Planning Dept. provide us with a detailed explanation 
why they did not require Verizon to demonstrate that an alternative technology was 
not feasible when an application for a cell tower at 1847 W. Northern Lights Blvd. 
was originally submitted and that this explanation be provided to us BEFORE 
making a decision to approve/deny the project site plan. 

 
 
Thank you, again, for consideration of our input on this proposed cell tower in the 
Turnagain neighborhood. TCC is concerned that Verizon’s cell tower applications are 
not being adequately scrutinized by the MOA Planning Dept. to ensure that these 
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applications are accurate, detailed and provide all required information/documentation. 
TCC is also concerned about the lack of public process to those who may be directly 
affected by a cell tower structure and operations near their homes. We would appreciate 
a response to all of our stated requests in a timely manner. Please don’t hesitate to 
contact me if you have any questions or need clarification on the above 
comments/requests. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Cathy L. Gleason 
Turnagain Community Council President 
 
Attachment 
 
CC: 
 
Noah Grodzin 
MOA Mayor Dan Sullivan 
MOA Assembly Chair Ernie Hall 
MOA Assembly Member Cheryl Frasca 
MOA Ombudsman Darrel Hess 
Bonnie Jack 
Ira Perman 
James Layne 
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Motion Passed at Turnagain Community Council February 7, 2013, 

Meeting  Yes: 7, No: 6 

 

Verizon Cell Tower Proposed at Hope Lutheran Church Motion 

It is moved that Turnagain Community Council be provided written answers 

to questions raised at the TCC February 7, 2013, meeting regarding Verizon’s 

application to construct a 65-foot monopole tower and other related 

infrastructure on Lutheran Church of Hope property, located at 1847 W. 

Northern Lights Blvd. and that this response be submitted to the TCC 

President before the February 26, 2013, Municipal Planning Department 

comment period deadline, to allow for TCC to provide appropriate comments 

on this proposed project. 

 

Speak to motion: 

 Because TCC was told in September of 2012, that the cell tower Verizon 
plans to build at 32nd Ave. & Wisconsin St. was the only location that a cell 
tower could be built in Turnagain to provide appropriate coverage — but 
now this is the second cell tower proposed by Verizon within the TCC 
boundaries — TCC has no assurances that there won’t be future requests 
for additional Administrative Site Plan Reviews for Verizon cell towers in 
our neighborhood. 
 

 Both Verizon cell tower project applications provided to the Municipality 
for projects in Turnagain have had errors and vague responses to specific 
questions (i.e., “There are no existing tower within the geographic area.”) It 
is appropriate for TCC to request that more detailed information be 
provided in this and all potential future Verizon Cell Tower Site Plan 
Review applications, so that Turnagain can provide appropriate comments 
to the Municipal Planning Dept.   

 

 


