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Boulder
Counly

Jofferson County Planning Commission
c/o Susan A. Wood, (Casc Munsger

100 Jefferson County Farkway, Suite 3550
Golden, CO 80419-3550

Necember 31, 2001

RE: PI1s Propused Amendments to its Applivation for Property Locuted et 11534 Plainview
Road, Golden, GO - Case No. 0001 5485R 707

1)car Planning Commissioners:

“Lhis letter s to confirm the unequivocal opposition of the Boulder County Commissioners and
the City of Boulder to PTI’s revised application for 4 rezoning and exemption from platting for ¢
multi-use telecommunication site on Eldorado Mowntain. Your findings of November 7" on the
first application coneisely articulated muny of the points raised during four public hearings that
revealed the applicants’ failure to preve haw or why Eldorsdo Mountain was the mast appropriste
sitc Jor such a facility hased upon consideration of technology, land use impacts, alternatives
analyscs, and regulatory compatibility ar mandates, We submit that the revisions hetore you -
cuntain nothing that should change your carlier voie.

Conspicuously missing ftom Pinnacles’ most recent amendments is any discussion of the 1asues
regarding access o the site or fire havards and fire protection, this in spite of the fact that your
statements made it unmistakably clear the applicunts’ responses Lo these concerns were
unacoeptable, The resson for this is quite simple: P11 requostod that the County Commissioners
not remand theie revised application back to the Planning Commi ssion because P17 had no
intention of ultcrmpling to address these and other deficiencies identified by the Commission. We
Yelieve this position gets to the heart of the issue, namely that P11 made a real estaie acquisition
for a facility that is inapprapriate to the site they purchased, It was their choice; the site was
neither preapproved nor wag its scleetion dictated to them by any Jefferson County action,
regulation, zoning, policy or plan.

It takes only a cursory review of the amendments to reulize that the application has chunged very
litde. Whether the applicant construots one tower of thiee, offers noise mitigations and
broadcasier commitments, reduces onvsite Tuc) storsge volumes from 40,000 gallons to 25,0040, ar
continus 10 assert with bigs that no fecility prosently existe thet can sccomsmodate this multi-nge
telecommunication praposal, the Iacation stills fails to pass the regulatory and policy losts of
Jeffersan Coounty. Prior evidence presented in the heatings has established that brongdcast
technologics can overcume most if nof all geographic obstacles, and that every existing and
potential mauntain fransmission site has its own particular strengths and weaknessos in that
regard, Meaningful implications for the resolution of issues suirounding the existing facilities on
1 ookout Mountain sre not sdvaneed by thix application. Siting decisiony should be busett on the
idonti fication and analyscs of land usc, enviroumental, acsthetic, planning and citizen
concems...the standards you applied as the basis for your November 7th deeision.

Jana L Mandez Ronald K, Stewan Faul Dansh
Courty Commbsioner County Commissioner County Comimissione!
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10 our view neither the Kldorade Mountain sitc nar F51’s application can be amended, revised,
wanipulatcd or otherwise transformed in any way that would wanant an action by Planning
Comimission other than (0 one you have already taken, We respeetiully request that you veaffirin
your November 7th 200} vote for DENIAL of Case Number 000 15485R 711, Thaok you for your

consideration.

T
Sue Lllen Harrison, Assistant City Attorncy Peler 1.. Fogy, Long Range Planning Manager
Cily of Boulder Boulder County




