ITEM 4

From: Danny P. Giometti

To: Martha Ochoa

Subject: Fwd: Opposition to Antenna Use Permit AUP24-0001
Date: Friday, July 5, 2024 1:49:18 PM

Attachments: Opposition to View Obstruction 7-5-2024.pdf
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From: JR Grofik <rgrofik@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, July 5, 2024 8:04:52 AM

To: Danny P. Giometti <DGIOMETTI@DanaPoint.org>
Subject: Opposition to Antenna Use Permit AUP24-0001

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good morning Mr. Giometti,
Attached and below you will find a letter in opposition to the antennas being
proposed. Unfortunately, I will be out of town on the date of the Planning Commission

hearing on this matter and will be unable to attend.

However, I did want to make sure our resident concerns were on record. Please let me know if
you need any additional information and thank you for your assistance.

Regards,
John Grofik
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Date: July 5, 2024

To: Mr. Danny Giometti
Senior Planner

Planning Division | City of Dana Point

Re: Opposition to Antenna Use Permit AUP24-0001

This letter is a follow up to our conversation regarding the antenna’s being
proposed for installation on the roof of the building located at 34085 Pacific
Coast Highway (PCH).

As you will recall, my concerns were regarding the ocean view obstructions.
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Date: July 5, 2024

To:  Mr. Danny Giometti
Senior Planner
Planning Division | City of Dana Point

Re:  Opposition to Antenna Use Permit AUP24-0001

This letter 1s a follow up to our conversation regarding the antenna’s being
proposed for installation on the roof of the building located at 34085 Pacific Coast
Highway (PCH).

As you will recall, my concerns were regarding the ocean view obstructions.
During our conversation I informed you that the trees I thought were planted by the
City of Dana Point in front of this property were already obstructing Regatta
resident ocean views. Specifically, the trees planted in front of The Point
Restaurant on the corner of PCH and Green lantern. (This obstruction can be seen
in the picture below.)

To provide some context, there were no trees in front of this business for several
years. Then, these trees were planted and were below the roofline. Now the trees
have grown past the roofline and negatively impact resident's ocean views.

You informed me that I should follow up with Al Jacobo with Dana Point General
Services regarding tree concerns. [ met with Mr. Jacobo to discuss this problem
and he informed me these trees were the responsibility of the property owners and
not the city. This clarification brings the responsibility for addressing this view
obstruction back to the property owners.

If these new antennas are approved, they will only add to the current problem.
Please let me know what you can do to address these concerns and protect our
property values.

Thank you,

John Grofik
Regattas Homeowner
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Meeting Date: July 8,2024
My name is Dr. Daniel Kimbley, I'm a Dana Point resident residing in Niguel Shores.

This letter serves as public comment on the Planning Commission Agenda ltem #4 addressing
the AUP24-0001, CDP24-0007, CUP24-0002(M) - 34085 Pacific Coast Highway project.

| own a family chiropractic practice, Nexus Family Chiropractic, which is located within in the
Blue Lantern Plaza. As a tenant of the building and because we see a high volume of whole-
families (from pregnant mommas to infants, to young kids, and adults} | have serious concerns
about the level of EMFs emitted from these antennae.

From a public health and safety perspective | strengly encourage you to reconsider the
approval of this project: not only for my clients, but for my family, my team, and even the
unsuspecting general public who will be placed at risk from this project.

My largest concern is the amount of radio frequency emitted from these antennae which is
8158.02%. This is 81.5 times higher than the MPE (Maximum Permissible Exposure), as stated
in Section 6 of the conclusions and recommendations. Last month on the agenda, this number
was 6000% which is a significant increase from sixty times the MPE to eighty-one times the
MPE.

Here are a few facts about the public effects of EMF exposure:

ih 2002, Santini found that 100 meters of distance from a cell antenna significantly increased
diagnoses of fatigue, sleep disturbance, headaches, difficulty concentrating and depression.!
The cutlined Section 2.1 of the planning commission proposal report cutlines multiple areas
with 8000+ percent increase in MPE and exposure levels that are NOT considered safe for the
public. Santini's work also shows that even at more than 300 meters, base stations can cause
profound, negative human physiological impacts.

The last time safety standards for RF radiation were updated was 1996 —which is clearly stated
in the project proposal that discusses the FCC regulations.? 1996 was twenty-eight (28) years
ago. To put this into perspective, 3G wireless service was not released until 2001.

In 2011 the International Agency for Research on Cancer classified EMFs emitted from cell
phones and their antennae as Group 2B “possible carcinogens” —finding that this form of
radiation can trigger abnormal cell growth and cancer.s N

In February of 2018, The National Toxicology Program published not one, but TWO
government funded studies that showed that male rats were more likely to develop heart
tumors and DNA damage from EMFs.* In March of 2018, the Ramazzini Institute showed a
clear link between EMF radiation and Schwann cell fumors, the same kind found by the
government funded studies. It's important to note here that the Ramazzini Institute studies
used power levels one-thousand times (1000) tower than those used in the National Toxicology
Program studies.®

Martin Pall Ph.d has done numerous studies to confirm the findings of the Ramazzini Institute.
In the process, he discovered that microwave radiation actually weakens our immune systems
and negatively affects our brains and nervous systems.&



One of the many reasons that my wife and | were drawn to Dana Point six years ago, and the
reason that we started our family here was because of the city’s mission statement, which at
the time was all about a healthy, happy community. Since, Dana Point’s mission statement has
been updated “fo set the standard for an exceptionally livable city”.

The research clearly shows cancer growth, abnormal cell growth, DNA damage, weaker brains
and weaker immunity.7.8910 Clearly these risk factors don't make for an exceptionally livable
city. High exposure to EMFs won't allow us to live exceptional lives.

How are we setting the standard if we allow the install of something that we know is not only
harming us, but our future generations as well?

Outside of the government reproduced studies that confirm the dangers of EMFs. I'd like to
ask that you take a few other things into consideration.

In our office, we take care of quite a few pregnant moms. Research from JAMA and NIH show
that:
« Maternal EMF exposure during pregnancy can decrease fertility later in life for a child®
- Maternal EMF exposure during pregnancy can cause a child to develop asthma later in
flifed11

In 2011, researchers found that a child’s head can absorb 10x the amount of EMFs as an adult
head.?

| don't think anyone reading this would willingly put pregnant mommas, children, families, or
contributing business owners 1o the city in danger if you had the choice. We value the health
and safety of every single one of our clients in our office—and this community. To approve the
instatlation of these antennae would directly put families at more risk.

| strongly urge you to consider that the public benefit of better wireless service does not
outweigh the dangers to the business owners and patrons who spend time each and every day
inside of the Blue Lantern Plaza.

In Good Health,

Dr. Daniel Kimbley
Owner, Nexus Family Chiropractic
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