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The following is public correspondence received by the City Clerk’s Office after the posting of the 
original agenda. Individual contact information has been redacted for privacy. This may not be a 
comprehensive collection of the public correspondence, but staff makes its best effort to include all 
correspondence received to date. 
 
To send correspondence to the City Council, on matters listed on the agenda please email 
PublicComment@losaltosca.gov   

mailto:PublicComment@losaltosca.gov


From: roger heyder
To: Public Comment; City Council
Subject: Los Altos Council meeting of 6/14, item 11 - public comment
Date: Friday, June 10, 2022 8:18:32 AM

Hello, 

This is public comment on item 11 - Wireless Telecommunications Facilities.  Please read out, and include
this public comment in the formal meeting minutes.

regards -- Roger Heyder
resident of Los Altos

Los Altos City Council is stepping far over the line by putting resident health and safety at risk with their
actions on adopting 5G against resident wishes.  Ignoring city laws and spending recklessly are things
which residents seem able to ignore, but doing things to harm residents is simply unacceptable and
inexcusable.

The 5G emergency ordinance was enacted after several large public meetings, where many hundreds of
residents supported the 5G ordinance, and only 1 or 2 residents opposed the ordinance.  Nothing has
changed, yet Council is considering altering the ordinance to the extent of basically eliminating it.
Misleadingly calling the initiative 'Wireless Telecommunications Facilities' rather than what it
really is, 5G, is just typical - maybe residents won’t notice.

The residents of Los Altos have made their opinion very clear on the 5G issue.  Council was elected to
represent the residents, and implement their wishes.  Sometimes that means fighting for what is right,
something Council seems very incapable and unwilling to do.

It seems Council supports many outside special interests over the interest of residents.  That is
unacceptable.  Council members that hold that posture should resign immediately, since you are failing in
your responsibility to serve the residents of Los Altos.

Council must also inform residents how much money the city will make if the ordinance is lifted - right of
way fees paid to the city by the 5G providers.  That way residents can see how much it takes to sell us
out.



From: Leo Torreano
To: City Council; Public Comment
Subject: Los Altos Council meeting of 6/14, item 11 - public comment
Date: Friday, June 10, 2022 9:43:28 AM

This is public comment on item 11 - Wireless Telecommunications Facilities.  
Please read out, and include this public comment in the formal meeting minutes.
 
Leo Torreano
Los Altos resident 

When is the Los Altos City Council going to respect the overwhelming majority of its residents who reject
the idea of having 5G antennas installed in our community and neighborhoods?

 These antennas will reduce the aesthetics of our community, and thus lower the desirability of our town
as a place to live. 

There are so-called "unknown" health effects, but they are only unknown because our corrupt system of
funding scientific research only incentivises research in areas that our governmental and corporate
masters deem appropriate. 

The State of New Hampshire Commission on the Health and Environmental Impacts of 5G and
Wireless Technology was convened through bipartisan legislation and the commission findings are as
follows:

  • Cellphone radiation, including 5G, poses a significant threat to human health and the 
environment 
• This is not a scientific issue, it is a political issue 
• The peer-reviewed science is quite clear about the risks about radiation exposure 
• Technology can be used to significantly lower radiation exposure, but that would come at a cost
to the industry   

Please join with other communities such as Portland, Oregon, Whitefish, Montana, and Mill Valley,
California in stopping the roll-out of 5G service in our community.

The fact that this is still being pushed by the City council raises concerns with me about who the City
Council is really trying to represent.







Community Health, School of Public Health, U. C. Berkeley; Presentation given on February 27, 2019.

https://uhs.berkeley.edu/sites/default/files/cellphonescelltowerswirelesssafety.pdf

•  5G AND THE FCC: 10 REASONS WHY YOU SHOULD CARE, Sharon Buccino. Attorney and Senior Director for
Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC),  Feb. 13, 2019.    

https://protectnepa.org/5g-fcc-wireless/

•   5G COMING TO YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD, Sharon Buccino, NRDC, June 10, 2020.

https://www nrdc.org/experts/sharon-buccino/5g-coming-your-neighborhood

•  https://www.actu-environnement.com/media/pdf/news-29640-appel-scientifiques-5g.pdf

•  https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/20-1025-
1910111.pdf

• CONGRESSWOMEN ESHOO AND SPEIER INTRODUCE HR 539 TO BLOCK FCC CELL TOWER PREEMPTION:
Physicians for Safe Technology, January 22, 2019.

https://mdsafetech.org/2019/01/22/congresswomen-eshoo-and-speier-introduce-hr-530-to-block-fcc-cell-tower-preemption/

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Respectfully,
Jane Osborn
Resident of Los Altos

E. Jane Osborn, Ph.D. Nationally Certified School Psychologist, NCSP 24709.  Licensed Educational Psychologist, LEP
1610. Cognitive and Developmental Psychology.           



From: Kathleen Richards
To: Publ c Comment; City Counc l
Subject: Los Al os Counc l meeting of 6/14  item 11 - public comment
Date: Monday  June 13  2022 10:38:01 AM

Please include in the public comment - telecommunication 5G

The FCC 5G safety guidelines were overturned by a DC District Court in August 2021. The court ruled that the FCC s decision in 2019, that its 1996 radio frequency emission guidelines
adequately protect the public was capricious, arbitrary and not evidence based, in violation of the Administrative Procedures Act. The court also found that the analysis provided by the
U.S. Federal Drug Administration, on which the FCC relied for its decision, was also not evidence based.  (https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://childrenshealthdefense.org/wp-
content/uploads/chd-v-fcc-we-won-
decision.pdf___.YXAzOmxvc2FsdG9zY2E6YTpvOmJjNzcwNjgwY2Q1YzU2YjljMTk4MzgyNzFkMzdmMzQ5OjY6ZWY1MTo4OTJiYzdlNmU0NjU1NDE4MTU5OTIzMWQ5NGY5MWVhZDJjMjFhZjNiN2FhYjQxN2EyMzdlYjQ3MGYxMmUwYzliOnQ6VA).

Since the FCC has NOT demonstrated that 5G is safe. this clearly eliminates any FCC argument that health concerns cannot be considered in determining 5G implementation. A large majority of the residents of Los Altos
oppose 5G implementation due to health and environmental concerns, so their position is valid and should be respected by retaining the 5G ban.

I can understand why the carrier lawyers did not raise this relevant and important court decision, as it is not in their favor.  I would like to know why Los Altos legal representation
was not aware of this important ruling, or did not make residents aware of this ruling.  This is not working in the best interest of their clients,the residents of Los Altos.Competent legal
representation should be found that can resolve this important issue in alignment with the wishes of the residents of Los Altos.

thanks - Kathleen Richards


