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October 20, 2022 
 

 
C Squared Systems, LLC (“C Squared”), a firm specializing in radio‐frequency engineering and 
wireless communication networks, submits this supplemental report in connection with the 
application made by Homeland Towers, LLC and New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a 
Verizon Wireless (“Verizon Wireless”) for the proposed public utility wireless 
telecommunication facility (“Facility”) at 52 Montrose Station Road, Cortlandt, New York 
(“Site”).  

As stated in C Squared’s previous report, it is important to note that the Site was strategically 
located to provide coverage to the existing significant gap in coverage, which includes areas from 
Valeria to the south to Chapel Hill Drive, Buttonwood Avenue and Greenlawn Road and the 
neighboring areas to the north, as well as a significant amount of area in between (including 
roads, homes, businesses and schools).  It will also provide coverage for hikers in the Blue 
Mountain Park.  None of the other possible alternative location detailed below provide the same 
significant amount of coverage as the proposed Site.  Due to the topography in the area, many 
locations are not suitable, as coverage to significant areas would be blocked by the terrain.   

In response to comments made at the 10/11/2022 hearing, we have plotted the potential 
coverage of the following locations: 
 

1. Spitzenberg Mountain 
2. Water Treatment Plant 
3. Croton Avenue 
4. Furnace Dock Road 
5. KP Lounge 
6. Ohr Hameir 
7. Sportsman Club 
8. Chapel Hill Drive 
9. Cook Pool 
10. Flanders Lane 

 
Coverage plots for each of these alternate sites listed above are shown on the following pages. 
As indicated in those coverage plots, none of these proposed alternate sites provide adequate 
coverage to the significant gap which the proposed Site is intended to address. 
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Figure 1 – Spitzenberg Mountain 
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Figure 2 – Water Treatment Plant 
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Figure 3 – Croton Solar 
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Figure 4 – 534 Furnace Dock 
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Figure 5 – KP Lounge 
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Figure 6 – Ohr Hameir 
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Figure 7 – Sportsman Club 
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Figure 8 - Chapel Hill 
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Figure 9 – Cook Pool 
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Figure 10 – Flanders Lane 
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As shown on the maps above, compared to the coverage from the facility at 52 Montrose Station 
Road, these alternatives provide significantly less coverage to the existing significant gap:  
 

1. Spitzenberg Mountain‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less 
coverage to the North, East and West of the Site. 

2. Water Treatment Plant ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less 
coverage to the North, East and West of the Site. 

3. Croton Avenue/ Cortlandt Croton Solar ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides 
significantly less coverage to the North, East, West and South of the Site.  It is also 
redundant of the coverage of the existing Verizon Wireless site at 260 Croton Avenue. 

4. Furnace Dock Road ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less 
coverage to the North, East, West and South of the Site.  It is also redundant of the 
coverage of the existing Verizon Wireless site at 260 Croton Avenue. 

5. KP Lounge ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less coverage to 
the North, East and West of the Site. 

6. Ohr Hameir ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less coverage 
to the North, West and South of the Site. 

7. Sportsman Club ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less 
coverage to the North, East and West of the Site. 

8. Chapel Hill Drive‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less 
coverage to the North, East, West and South of the Site. 

9. Cook Pool - Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less coverage to 
the North, East, West and South of the Site. 

10. Flanders Lane ‐ Due to elevation and topography, provides significantly less coverage 
to the North, East and West of the Site. 

 
As noted above, all of the alternates fall short of addressing the significant gap that the proposed 
Site is intended to and will address. 
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Maps From FCC Website 
 
With his latest submission, Attorney Campanelli submits maps from the FCC’s Broadband 

mapping website. Just as he did with the online marketing maps provided by Verizon, Attorney 

Campanelli misinterprets the information from the FCC’s Broadband website.   He mistakes a 

mapping system used by the FCC to prioritize federal broadband funding to the most acutely 

unserved areas for the analysis used to determine where a network operator needs to add sites 

to its existing network.  Discerning the difference between these two sets of data requires 

extensive experience in the Radio Frequency engineering of mobile wireless systems.  Attorney 

Campanelli is not an RF expert. Despite this, Attorney Campanelli repeatedly gives direct 

testimony on the subject of Radio Frequency engineering.  His testimony on this subject must not 

be relied upon by this Board in any manner.  

Specifically, the FCC’s mapping program is standardized by the FCC to serve the FCC’s 

administrative purposes, not to be used by wireless operators to design their networks.  Their 

goal is uniformity, not absolute accuracy. 

Similar to the Verizon Wireless website map, Attorney Campanelli appears to have missed the 

informative statements on the website that indicate the maps he is referencing cannot and 

should not be used for the purpose that he is using them for. To quote from the website he cites 

(https://www.fcc.gov/BroadbandData/MobileMaps/mobile‐map See the homepage 

https://www.fcc.gov/BroadbandData  

“The FCC is in the process of updating its current broadband maps with more detailed and 

precise information on the availability of fixed and mobile broadband services. The 

Broadband Data Collection (BDC) program will give the FCC, industry, state, local and 

Tribal government entities, and consumers the tools they need to improve the accuracy of 

existing maps.” 

Therefore, it is readily admitted by the FCC that they are in the process of updating their current 

maps with more detailed and precise information, meaning that the maps currently provide are 

not detailed or precise.  Moreover, pursuant to the FCC’s language above, “[t]he Broadband Data 

https://www.fcc.gov/BroadbandData/MobileMaps/mobile-map
https://www.fcc.gov/BroadbandData
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Collection program will give… tools… to improve the accuracy of existing maps.”  The FCC is 

conceding that the maps and information provided by this program are not the final accurate 

maps that should be relied upon. In order to determine if a gap in coverage exists, more detailed 

and precise maps are needed than what is provided on the FCC website.  

This FCC mapping program serves a governmental administrative purpose, not a system design 

purpose.  Actual testimony at this Board’s last two meetings from numerous neighbors in the 

area of the significant gap in coverage at issue, confirmed that that the gap in coverage exists as 

indicated on the detailed maps prepared by C Squared and previously presented to this Board. 

Drive Test Data 
 
Attorney Campanelli also notes that Verizon Wireless’ drive test data is from 2017.  We have 

confirmed with Verizon Wireless that no facilities have been added in this area in that timeframe, 

therefore coverage is unchanged and there was no need to update the drive test data. 

Starlink 
 
This Board has received comments regarding the Starlink system.  At present, the Starlink system 

is similar in design to a stationary Wi‐Fi system. It does not provide the same functions or area of 

connectivity that the proposed wireless facility will provide.  The Starlink system only affords 

service within the very limited reach of a single Wi‐Fi signal and does not support any mobility.  

It is not a solution to provide coverage to the existing significant gap. 
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Qualifications and Statement of Certification 

 

I am a Radio Frequency Engineer for C Squared Systems, LLC, which has been retained by Verizon 
Wireless. I have extensive experience in the design and testing of Verizon Wireless’ communication 
facilities as part of its federally licensed network in New York. For example, I have participated in 
the design and performance of the Verizon Wireless’ network in New York, participated in 
engineering efforts to provide a quality system build‐out, evaluated zoning provisions applicable to 
wireless communication facilities in various communities, testified before local zoning boards in 
zoning hearings, prepared search areas for new installations, participated in drive tests and 
reviewed drive test results, participated in site visits, prepared RF designs for proposed installations, 
reviewed plans and prepared RF packages for zoning hearings, tested and evaluated new sites, and 
located and corrected system performance problem areas. 
 

I have been involved in Verizon Wireless’ design of the proposed wireless communication facility at 
the above site. I have personally visited the area, reviewed coverage data for the proposed 
installation, and reviewed RF coverage information for Verizon Wireless’ existing sites. I certify to 
the best of my knowledge that the statements in this report are true and accurate. 

 

 

 
 

Martin J. Lavin  

Senior RF Engineer  

Date: October 20, 2022 
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October 20, 2022 

Hon. Chairperson Loretta Taylor and 
Members of the Planning Board  
Town of Cortlandt  
1 Heady Street 
Cortlandt Manor, New York 10567 

RE: Alternative Site Analysis- 52 Montrose Station Road, Cortlandt NY079 

Honorable Chairperson Taylor and Members of the Town of Cortlandt Planning Board: 

At the Public Hearing on October 11, 2022 for the proposed wireless telecommunications facility 
(“Facility”) located at 52 Montrose Station Road, members of the Planning Board and members of the 
community asked questions concerning: (1) what other sites have been considered as part of the determination, 
specifically, sites of higher priority consistent with Section 277-7 (A) of the Town Code; and (2) if certain other 
properties would provide similar coverage. It is my goal to answer both of those questions with this report. 

Notwithstanding, please note that the original application for the proposed site by Verizon Wireless 
included two documents that confirmed that there are no sites of higher location pursuant to Section 277-7 (A) 
of the Town Code. The first document is an affidavit from John Pepe, a site acquisition consultant for Verizon 
Wireless dated February 6, 2019 (the “Pepe Affidavit”) and the second was an RF report by Martin Lavin of C-
Squared Systems dated February 20, 2019 (the “RF Report”). These documents have been reviewed by the both 
of the Town’s Consultant’s namely Richard Comi of the Center for Municipal Solutions and Michael Musso of 
HDR and will be referenced herein. These documents confirmed that there are no sites of higher location 
pursuant to Section 277-7 (A) of the Town Code. 

Site Selection 

It is important to understand how a site is selected. Once Verizon Wireless’ RF Engineers determine that 
a site is needed to fill an existing significant gap in coverage, a consultant is tasked with investigating the area 
and the Town Code to determine if any suitable properties or structures exist for the siting of Facility.  As shown 
on the existing coverage map attached as Exhibit B to C Squared’s report dated, August 19, 2022, the 
approximate middle of the significant gap is in the vicinity of the intersection of Montrose Station Road and 
Maple Avenue.  Based on the existing significant gap in coverage, the coverage goals including Maple Avenue, 
the residential areas to the South, North, and East, the schools to the South and the hiking trails at Blue 
Mountain. When reviewing potential locations, the consultant considers proximity to the gap, existing nearby 
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sites, surrounding terrain, ability to comply with zoning requirements, restrictions on land use, existing land 
uses and landlord cooperation to allow for the site on the property.   
 

Another way a site may be selected is when a firm such as Homeland Towers independently confirms 
that there is an area within a municipality that appears to be lacking reliable wireless service, finds a potential 
solution, and presents that to the carriers for consideration. As a resident of the Town of Cortlandt, I have 
personal experience with the service deficiencies within our Town and within the existing significant gap that 
the proposed site will provide coverage. Those experiences include: 1. attending a “Sport Squirts” program at 
the Blue Mountain Middle School where even outside on the fields I was unable to achieve a reliable wireless 
signal; 2. at the Cook Pool facility, where my children attended summer camp, I had similar experiences; and, 3. 
at Lincoln Titus Elementary School, where my children attend school, wireless service within the classrooms is 
nonexistent. The lack of wireless service I experienced was an unacceptable risk for the safety of my family. 

 
 Due to these experiences, I was determined to do what I could to resolve the unacceptable safety risk.  

As early as 2015, I began thoroughly investigating the extent of the coverage issues in our Town and researched 
if there were any potential solutions via collocation on existing structures or construction of new structures 
existed. I researched areas and locations in accordance with the priority list detailed in Section 277-7(A) of the 
Town Code.  I even met with the Town regarding possible location at the Charles Cook pool in 2015, which, after 
much effort on my part, the Town declined to move forward.  After being unable to find a suitable property that 
complied with the higher priorities in on the Priority List, Homeland Towers decided to become a co-applicant 
on this Site, which will provide coverage to the existing significant gap in coverage.  
 

As a result of my efforts and Verizon Wireless’ efforts, this application benefits from having both the 
consultant for Verizon Wireless and Homeland Towers independently investigating locating a FACILITY to 
provide coverage to the existing significant gap. We both have concluded that the proposed site at 52 Montrose 
Station Road is in the best interests of the health, safety and welfare of the Town and its inhabitants and that 
there are no non-residentially zoned properties that are suitable to provide the required coverage. 
 

Based on my knowledge of the area and my efforts since at least 2015 to locate a site in this area of 
Cortlandt, I will detail below why there are not any sites of high priority that can be used to locate a Facility to 
provide coverage to the existing significant gap in the vicinity of the proposed Facility.  

 
Other properties in the area that have been considered as potential site locations 
 

Please note the following information regarding why the property at 52 Montrose Station is the ideal 
and only feasible location for this Facility to be located to provide the necessary coverage to the existing 
significant gap that existing in this area of Cortlandt.  
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Section 277-7 (A) of the Town Code contains the priority of location in the own Code for wireless 
telecommunications facilities, which is as follows: 
 

§ 277-7(A) Priority of locations. 
(1) Applications for telecommunications towers shall locate, site and erect said telecommunications 
towers or other tall structures in accordance with the following priorities (outside of any residential 
district within the Town), (a) being the highest priority and (e) being the lowest priority: 
 
(a) On existing telecommunications towers or other tall structures. 
(b) Collocation on a site with existing telecommunications towers or structures. 
(c) In nonresidentially zoned areas of the Town, including on municipally-owned properties. 
(d) In nonresidentially zoned areas of the Town. 
(e) On other property in the Town. 

 
It is important to note that the proposed Facility at the Property complies with Subsection E of Section 

277-7 of the Town Code as it is allowed to be located on such property if, as provided in Section 277-7.A(2), “the 
proposed property site is not the highest priority listed above, then a detailed explanation must be provided as 
to why a site of a higher priority was not selected.” Below, I have detailed how there are no other locations of 
higher priority where the Facility can be located to provide coverage to the existing significant gap.  Even if I 
were unable to do so, please note that Section 277-7.A(4) provides that “notwithstanding” the priority list, “the 
Board may approve any site located within an area in the above list of priorities, provided that the Board finds 
that the proposed site is in the best interest of the health, safety and welfare of the Town and its inhabitants.” 
As I noted above, and as has been noted by neighbors at the public hearings before this Board on this matter, 
the lack of reliable wireless coverage in the area of the existing significant gap is a safety issue and as such, the 
Board should approve the proposed Facility to address same. 
 
Please note the following with regarding to alternative locations starting with Subsection A of the priority list: 

 
Location Priority Subsection A- Collocation on Existing Towers 
 
Based on my own knowledge of the area, there are no telecommunications towers or other tall structures in 
the area of need that will provide the necessary coverage.  
 
The C Squared report dated February 20, 2019 at Section 5 on page 14 documents a four mile wide search of 
the area and confirms that there are only seventeen “towers or other tall structures” in that area that Verizon 
Wireless does not already have a current or planned facility.  None of those seventeen locations will “remedy 
the significant gap in coverage in the vicinity of the Site due to their distance from the Proposed Facility and the 
intervening terrain and land use.” 
 
Concurring with the C Squared assessment, this Board’s consultant, HDR, stated in its tech memo dated 
September 23, 2022 that “[a]s noted by the applicant and reviewed by HDR via map / terrain assessment and 

https://ecode360.com/7695746#7695746
https://ecode360.com/7695748#7695748
https://ecode360.com/7695749#7695749
https://ecode360.com/7695750#7695750
https://ecode360.com/7695751#7695751
https://ecode360.com/7695752#7695752
https://ecode360.com/7695753#7695753
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site reconnaissance, existing nearby towers are not able to service the targeted gap area due to distance or 
terrain which prevents co-location on an existing structure or wireless facility.” 
 
Location Priority Subsection B- Collocation on Properties with Existing Towers 
 
As detailed above, with regard to subsection (a), there are no sites with existing telecommunications towers or 
structures upon which collocation is possible that will provide the necessary coverage. The nearest site with an 
existing telecommunications tower is located at the Lake Mohegan Fire District-Station 3 with an address of 260 
Croton Avenue (Verizon Wireless’ existing “Dickerson Mountain” site). Verizon Wireless is already located on 
that existing telecommunications tower, which does not provide the necessary coverage to the significant gap 
area due to distance and terrain blockage. 
 
As I stated above, the C Squared report dated February 20, 2019 at Section 5 on page 14 also documents that 
none of the existing seventeen locations with towers within a four mile radius will “remedy the significant gap 
in coverage in the vicinity of the Site due to their distance from the Proposed Facility and the intervening terrain 
and land use.” 
 
Again, concurring with the C Squared assessment, this Board’s consultant, HDR, stated in its tech memo dated 
September 23, 2022 that “[a]s noted by the applicant and reviewed by HDR via map / terrain assessment and 
site reconnaissance, existing nearby towers are not able to service the targeted gap area due to distance or 
terrain which prevents co-location on an existing structure or wireless facility.” 
 
Location Priority Subsection C- Town Owned Properties 
 
There are a very limited number of town owned properties that are in the vicinity of the existing significant gap 
in coverage that were large enough to meet setbacks, had road access, were not in wetlands or not in close 
proximity to existing sites. Based upon my previous review and locations raised by members of the Planning 
Board, I was able to confirm the following four locations warranted further review. 
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Property 1- Dickerson Mountain- 
  
The Town of Cortlandt took ownership of two parcels on Dickerson Mountain in 2017. Those parcels are shown 
on the GIS map below outlined yellow. A restriction was placed on the properties which states in part “There 
shall be no paving for any parking areas or roads, or structures, permitted on the premises; specifically, no 
cellular towers or water tanks or towers shall be permitted to be erected.” Based on this restriction, these 
properties are not feasible alternatives to the proposed site. 
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Property 2. Cook Pool 
 
As part of my review of Town properties in the area, I concluded that there were three sites that may be suitable 
to remedy some gaps in service in the Town and begin a conversation with the Town Board. I also met Town 
Attorney Tom Wood on December 10, 2015 to discuss the issue. The three Town properties we discussed were 
at Arlo Lane (to cover Lincoln Titus Elementary School), Memorial Drive (to enhance coverage at the MTA train 
Station) and at the Charles Cook Pool with the goal of covering the pool facility. Of the three sites, only the site 
at Cook Pool site is relevant to this application since it is the only site in the relative vicinity of the proposed site 
at 52 Montrose Station Road. After several meetings regarding the Cook Pool site, I was informed in July of 2018 
that the Town did not wish to move forward with a site at this location.  
 
Regardless, submitted herewith is a letter dated October 20, 2022 from C Squared, which contains a coverage 
map from Cook Pool. As detailed in the C Squared letter a site at this location would not have provided 
“adequate coverage to the significant gap which the proposed site is intended to address.” 
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Property 3. Sniffen Mountain Road and the Valeria Water Treatment facility 
 
As part of my previous analysis for the Cook Pool site, I also investigated the two parcels shown on the GIS image 
below. They include a vacant lot and a lot that is used as a water treatment facility. At the time of my initial 
search only the vacant lot was owned by the Town of Cortlandt but now both appear to be. The vacant lot has 
a deed restriction preserving the property as open space and was part of a large dedication to the Westchester 
Land Trust on or about 2008. 
 
The Water Treatment Plant site was further reviewed and submitted herewith is a letter dated October 20, 2022 
from C Squared, which contains a coverage map from the Water Treatment Plant. As detailed in the C Squared 
letter a site at this location would not have provided “adequate coverage to the significant gap which the 
proposed site is intended to address.” 
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Property 4.  Flanders Lane 
 
The Town of Cortlandt owns the lot adjacent to Flanders Lane which is shown highlighted yellow on the GIS 
image below. I had sent an inquiry about using this property to the Town during my investigation of the Cook 
Pool site but did not receive a decision as to whether the Town Board was willing to entertain a proposal at this 
location. 
 
Regardless, submitted herewith is a letter dated October 20, 2022 from C Squared, which contains a coverage 
map from Flanders Lane. As detailed in the C Squared letter a site at this location would not have provided 
“adequate coverage to the significant gap which the proposed site is intended to address.” 
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Location Priority D- Non-residentially Zoned Areas of Town.  
 
The area of need is almost completely composed of residentially zoned properties. In fact, the vast majority of 
the Southeastern portion of the Town of Cortlandt south of Route 202 and East of Route 9 is residentially zoned.  
There are only two areas within the relative vicinity of the significant gap that are non-residential. The CC 
District, located between Watch Hill Road and Sniffen Mountain Road, and the MD District, located at the 
intersection of Croton Avenue and Furnace Dock Road.  Based on location, elevation and terrain neither of these 
districts would provide the necessary coverage.    
 
MD-Designed Industrial Zone review 

 
The MD- Designed industrial Zone consists of two parcels. Those parcels are outlined yellow on the image on 
the following page. As you can see, this zone is incredibly close to the existing tower that Verizon Wireless has 
already located at 260 Croton Avenue (known to Verizon Wireless as its “Dickerson Mountain” site). For this 
reason, these two parcels can be dismissed as potential alternative sites due to the lack of new coverage and 
redundancy. In order to verify this information, submitted herewith is a letter dated October 20, 2022 from C 
Squared, which contains a coverage map from the 534 Furnace Dock Road. As detailed in the C Squared letter a 
site at this location would not have provided “adequate coverage to the significant gap which the proposed site 
is intended to address.” As you can see, a site at this location will not provide the necessary coverage including 
the residential area to the North, Maple Avenue and Blue Mountain and therefore is not a feasible alternative 
to the proposed site location. 
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CC District review- 

 
The CC-Community Commercial District is located immediately across from the Blue Mountain Middle School in 
a more densely residential area the proposed Site and consists of portions of or all of six different lots as shown 
on the map below. Due to the lower ground elevation and distance from the gap in coverage a site within this 
district will not provide the necessary coverage. In order to verify this information, submitted herewith is a letter 
dated October 20, 2022 from C Squared, which contains a coverage map from the KP Lounge. As detailed in the 
C Squared letter a site at this location would not have provided “adequate coverage to the significant gap which 
the proposed site is intended to address.” As you can see, a site at this location will not provide the necessary 
coverage including the residential area to the North, Maple Avenue and Blue Mountain and therefore is not a 
feasible alternative to the proposed site location. Additionally, due to the dense nature of the surrounding 
residential area this site is not less intrusive than the proposed site and would be closer to existing residences. 
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Location Priority E- Other property in the Town 
 

As part of my initial investigation into the area and based on questions from members of the Planning Board 
and community, we additionally looked into several other properties in the area that would fall into the category 
of “Other property in the Town” within the hierarchy of priorities established under section 277-7(A) of the 
town code. Those properties are listed below and shown on the map with white push pins. 
 
All of these properties were further evaluated and submitted herewith is a letter dated October 20, 2022 from 
C Squared, which contains a coverage map from these properties. As detailed in the C Squared letter a site at 
these locations would not have provided “adequate coverage to the significant gap which the proposed site is 
intended to address.” 

 
 
Property 1 Blue Mountain School 

Property 2 Ohr Hameir 

Property 3 Sportsmans club 

Property 4- Cortlandt Croton Solar 

Property 5- Chapel Hill 

Property 6- Spitzenberg Mountain 
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Conclusion 
 
As you can see from the above analysis, the search for a suitable location for a wireless communications facility 
in this area has been going on for many years and has involved collaboration with the Town of Cortlandt Town 
Board. Based on the analysis of Verizon Wireless’ consultant and myself we have documented that the proposed 
site at 52 Montrose Station Road is in the best interests of the health, safety and welfare of the Town and its 
inhabitants and that there are no Town owned or non-residentially zoned properties that are suitable to provide 
the required coverage. 
 
The Town’s consultant, Michael Musso of HDR also concluded that “In summary, HDR has reviewed the 
attestations made and technical information filed by the applicant with regard to site selection and the lack of 
available alternative sites and feels that the information presented is reasonable in justifying that potential 
alternative sites are not viable to provide the coverage needs as identified by Verizon. HDR also used its own 
site reconnaissance including desktop reviews and general knowledge of the area in its review of the applicant’s 
filed materials. As such, the location at 52 Montrose Station Road (as proposed) appears reasonable based on 
a lack of viable alternatives or higher priority sites in the area to meet the applicant’s current service needs.” 
 
As such, we respectfully ask that you grant the permit.  
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 

Vincent Xavier 

Regional Manager 

Cell: 914-879-9172 

VLX@homelandtowers.us 
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Federal Aviation Administration
Southwest Regional Office
Obstruction Evaluation Group
10101 Hillwood Parkway
Fort Worth, TX 76177

Aeronautical Study No.
2022-AEA-11741-OE

Page 1 of 5

Issued Date: 10/11/2022

Christine Vergati
Homeland Towers, LLC
9 Harmony Street
2nd Floor
Danbury, CT 06810

** DETERMINATION OF NO HAZARD TO AIR NAVIGATION **

The Federal Aviation Administration has conducted an aeronautical study under the provisions of 49 U.S.C.,
Section 44718 and if applicable Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 77, concerning:

Structure: Monopole NY079 Cortlandt 2
Location: Cortlandt, NY
Latitude: 41-16-11.15N NAD 83
Longitude: 73-53-48.26W
Heights: 410 feet site elevation (SE)

145 feet above ground level (AGL)
555 feet above mean sea level (AMSL)

This aeronautical study revealed that the structure does not exceed obstruction standards and would not be a
hazard to air navigation provided the following condition(s), if any, is(are) met:

Based on this evaluation, marking and lighting are not necessary for aviation safety. However, if marking/
lighting are accomplished on a voluntary basis, we recommend it be installed in accordance with FAA Advisory
circular 70/7460-1 M.

This determination expires on 04/11/2024 unless:

(a) the construction is started (not necessarily completed) and FAA Form 7460-2, Notice of Actual
Construction or Alteration, is received by this office.

(b) extended, revised, or terminated by the issuing office.
(c) the construction is subject to the licensing authority of the Federal Communications Commission

(FCC) and an application for a construction permit has been filed, as required by the FCC, within
6 months of the date of this determination. In such case, the determination expires on the date
prescribed by the FCC for completion of construction, or the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD OF THIS DETERMINATION MUST
BE E-FILED AT LEAST 15 DAYS PRIOR TO THE EXPIRATION DATE. AFTER RE-EVALUATION
OF CURRENT OPERATIONS IN THE AREA OF THE STRUCTURE TO DETERMINE THAT NO
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SIGNIFICANT AERONAUTICAL CHANGES HAVE OCCURRED, YOUR DETERMINATION MAY BE
ELIGIBLE FOR ONE EXTENSION OF THE EFFECTIVE PERIOD.

This determination does not constitute authority to transmit on the frequency(ies) identified in this study.
The proponent is required to obtain a formal frequency transmit license from the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) or National Telecommunications and Information Administration (NTIA), prior to on-air
operations of these frequency(ies).

This determination is based, in part, on the foregoing description which includes specific coordinates, heights,
frequency(ies) and power. Any changes in coordinates, heights, and frequencies or use of greater power, except
those frequencies specified in the Colo Void Clause Coalition; Antenna System Co-Location; Voluntary Best
Practices, effective 21 Nov 2007, will void this determination. Any future construction or alteration, including
increase to heights, power, or the addition of other transmitters, requires separate notice to the FAA.This
determination includes all previously filed frequencies and power for this structure.

If construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed, you must submit notice to the FAA within 5 days after
the construction or alteration is dismantled or destroyed.

This determination does include temporary construction equipment such as cranes, derricks, etc., which may be
used during actual construction of the structure. However, this equipment shall not exceed the overall heights as
indicated above. Equipment which has a height greater than the studied structure requires separate notice to the
FAA.

This determination concerns the effect of this structure on the safe and efficient use of navigable airspace
by aircraft and does not relieve the sponsor of compliance responsibilities relating to any law, ordinance, or
regulation of any Federal, State, or local government body.

A copy of this determination will be forwarded to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) because the
structure is subject to their licensing authority.

If we can be of further assistance, please contact our office at (202) 267-4525, or david.maddox@faa.gov.
On any future correspondence concerning this matter, please refer to Aeronautical Study Number 2022-
AEA-11741-OE.

Signature Control No: 539771002-557079026 ( DNE )
David Maddox
Specialist

Attachment(s)
Case Description
Frequency Data
Map(s)

cc: FCC
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Case Description for ASN 2022-AEA-11741-OE

Proposed 145 ft AGL Monopole for communication purposes, no C-Band Frequencies
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Frequency Data for ASN 2022-AEA-11741-OE

LOW
FREQUENCY

HIGH
FREQUENCY

FREQUENCY
UNIT ERP

ERP
UNIT

6 7 GHz 55 dBW
6 7 GHz 42 dBW
10 11.7 GHz 55 dBW
10 11.7 GHz 42 dBW

17.7 19.7 GHz 55 dBW
17.7 19.7 GHz 42 dBW
21.2 23.6 GHz 55 dBW
21.2 23.6 GHz 42 dBW
614 698 MHz 1000 W
614 698 MHz 2000 W
698 806 MHz 1000 W
806 901 MHz 500 W
806 824 MHz 500 W
824 849 MHz 500 W
851 866 MHz 500 W
869 894 MHz 500 W
896 901 MHz 500 W
901 902 MHz 7 W
929 932 MHz 3500 W
930 931 MHz 3500 W
931 932 MHz 3500 W
932 932.5 MHz 17 dBW
935 940 MHz 1000 W
940 941 MHz 3500 W
1670 1675 MHz 500 W
1710 1755 MHz 500 W
1850 1910 MHz 1640 W
1850 1990 MHz 1640 W
1930 1990 MHz 1640 W
1990 2025 MHz 500 W
2110 2200 MHz 500 W
2305 2360 MHz 2000 W
2305 2310 MHz 2000 W
2345 2360 MHz 2000 W
2496 2690 MHz 500 W
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Sectional Map for ASN 2022-AEA-11741-OE





21 B Street 
Burlington, MA 01803 

Tel: (781) 273-2500 
www.ebiconsulting.com 

 
 
 
October 19, 2022 
 
Hon. Chairperson Loretta Taylor and  
Members of the Planning Board  
Town of Cortlandt  
1 Heady Street 
Cortlandt NY 10567 
 
 
Subject: NY079/Cortlandt 

52 Montrose Station Road, Cortlandt, Westchester County, NY 10567 
EBI Project #: 6118001698 / 6122008511 
E106 #: 0008181303 

 
Honorable Chairperson Taylor and Members of the Town of Cortlandt Planning Board:: 
 
EBI Consulting (EBI) completed an environmental review on behalf of the applicants for the property noted above 
as part of its regulatory review by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The review is focused on 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance and includes an evaluation of whether historic 
properties or archaeological sites may be affected by the proposed telecommunications facility at the address 
noted above under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). 
 
On April 20, 2018, EBI submitted a request for comments to the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) regarding our “No Historic Properties” determination for the above-referenced telecommunications 
installation project. The New York SHPO concurred with this finding on May 8, 2018. 
 
Subsequently, the applicants revised the project plans.  EBI submitted an addendum to the SHPO via the FCC 
e106 system on September 9, 2022.  The e106 filing was updated, sending the submission to the New York 
SHPO, per their standard FCC review process.  The filing had a determination of “No Historic Properties 
Present.”  According to the Nationwide Programmatic Agreement For The Review of Effect on Historic 
Properties For Certain Undertakings Approved By The FCC, Appendix B, VII.B.2., if there is no response from 
the SHPO within 30 days of receipt of the submission and there are no historic properties affected, it is deemed 
that no historic properties effected and we can proceed with the project. 
 
(2004 NPA Appendix B. VII.B.2.) If the SHPO/THPO does not provide written notice to the Applicant that it agrees or 
disagrees with the Applicant’s determination of no Historic Properties affected within 30 days following receipt of a 
complete Submission Packet, it is deemed that no Historic Properties exist within the APE or the Undertaking will have no 
effect on Historic Properties. The Section 106 process is then complete and the Applicant may proceed with the project, 
unless further processing for reasons other than Section 106 is required. 
 
Given the above regulatory review framework for non responses from the SHPO, this project can proceed as 
planned. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Alexis Green 
Assistant Technical Director – Cultural Resources 
P: 585.815.3290 I F: 781.425.5167 
agreen@ebiconsulting.com 
 
Attachments:  e106 Notification that the SHPO review time period has expired 
  e106 confirmation of submittal to the SHPO 
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Alexis Green

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov
Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2022 5:18 AM
To: Alexis Green
Subject: Section 106 Notification of Expiration of SHPO/THPO Review Period- Email ID #7576848

This is to notify you that the SHPO/THPO review period has expired for the following filing:  
Date of Action: 10/12/2022  
 
File Number: 0008181303  
TCNS Number: 254849 
Purpose: Update 
Original Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet 
 
Notification Date: 7AM EST 09/09/2022 
 
Applicant: Verizon Wireless 
Consultant: EnviroBusiness, Inc. d/b/a EBI Consulting (EBI 6118001698/6122008511) 
Positive Train Control Filing Subject to Expedited Treatment Under Program Comment: No 
Site Name: Cortlandt / NY079 
Site Address: 52 Montrose Station Road 
Detailed Description of Project: Proposed construction of a new telecommunications monopole tower and compound 
resulting in ground disturbance. Please see the SHPO Addendum for project design details. (6122008511) 
Site Coordinates: 41‐16‐11.2 N, 73‐53‐48.3 W 
City: Cortlandt  
County: WESTCHESTER  
State:NY 
Lead SHPO/THPO: New York State Historic Preservation Office  
 
NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND RELATED MISUSE  
Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential, privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure 
under applicable laws. Any person having access to Section 106 information shall use it only for its intended purpose. 
Appropriate action will be taken with respect to any misuse of the system.  
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Alexis Green

From: towernotifyinfo@fcc.gov
Sent: Thursday, September 8, 2022 4:15 PM
To: Alexis Green
Subject: Section 106 Filing Update- Email ID #7443317

The following Section 106 filing has been updated:  
 
File Number: 0008181303  
TCNS Number: 254849 
Purpose: Update 
Original Purpose: New Tower Submission Packet 
 
Notification Date: 7AM EST 09/09/2022 
 
Applicant: Verizon Wireless 
Consultant: EnviroBusiness, Inc. d/b/a EBI Consulting (EBI 6118001698/6122008511) 
Positive Train Control Filing Subject to Expedited Treatment Under Program Comment: No 
Site Name: Cortlandt / NY079 
Site Address: 52 Montrose Station Road 
Detailed Description of Project: Proposed construction of a new telecommunications monopole tower and compound 
resulting in ground disturbance. Please see the SHPO Addendum for project design details. (6122008511) 
Site Coordinates: 41‐16‐11.2 N, 73‐53‐48.3 W 
City: Cortlandt  
County: WESTCHESTER  
State:NY 
Lead SHPO/THPO: New York State Historic Preservation Office  
 
Consultant Contact Information: 
Name: EnviroBusiness, Inc. d/b/a EBI Consulting (EBI 6118001698/6122008511) 
Title: Architectural Historian 
PO Box:  
Address: 21 B Street 
City: Burlington 
State: MA 
Zip: 01803  
Phone: 914‐434‐2173 
Fax:  
Email: agreen@ebiconsulting.com  
 
NOTICE OF FRAUDULENT USE OF SYSTEM, ABUSE OF PASSWORD AND RELATED MISUSE  
Use of the Section 106 system is intended to facilitate consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and may contain information that is confidential, privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure 
under applicable laws. Any person having access to Section 106 information shall use it only for its intended purpose. 
Appropriate action will be taken with respect to any misuse of the system.  
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