
April 19, 2017 

Hon. Mayor Sack and City Council 
CityofRye 
1051 Boston Post Road 
Rye, NY 10580 

verizon" 
4 Centerock Road 

West Nyack, NY 10994 

RE: Crown's Expansion of its Existing DAS System in the City of Rye 

Dear Hon. Mayor Sack and Members of the City Council: 

As you recall, New York SMSA Limited Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless ("Verizon 

Wireless") submitted on April 7, 2017 additional information ("April Submission") to document 

its need for the 64 nodes being proposed for the City of Rye ("City"). The April Submission 

included the maps you requested to depict its existing coverage in the City using its 700 MHz and 

2100 MHz frequency bands, as licensed to Verizon Wireless by the Federal Communications 

Commission ("FCC"). We have been forwarded a list of questions from the City in response to 

the April Submission and such list is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

Please note the following responses with respect to such questions: 

1. Detail on Sites. It should be noted that it is irrelevant to the City which technology Verizon 

Wireless uses at its sites. It is not within a municipality's purview to dictate to federally 

licensed carriers, such as Verizon Wireless, the technology they must utilize. In any event, 

Verizon Wireless is deploying L TE at its sites pursuant to its licenses from the FCC. As 

to the additional information requested for the existing sites serving Rye, a chart is attached 

as Exhibit 2 providing the applicable information and such sites with their orientation are 

shown on the maps included in the April Submission. 



2. Capacity. 

a. As demonstrated in the April Submission, Verizon Wireless has only one cell site in 

the City at 66 Milton Road and other cell sites surrounding the City provide some 

coverage into the City but they are reaching capacity. We provided a capacity analysis 

using 700 MHz since at that signal level, the most coverage to the City is provided. 

There is no reason to see capacity data for 2100 MHz since even if there was not a 

capacity issue with respect to that frequency, there is a clear coverage issue utilizing 

such frequency as detailed in the April Submission and the other documentation that 

Crown has submitted, including drive test data. In addition, as noted in the April 

Submission, there is no need for capacity data at 1900 MHz since neither Verizon 

Wireless' site in the City nor any surrounding sites are currently providing coverage to 

the area utilizing such frequency. 

b. Capacity levels certainly change from sector to sector at a given site because each sector 

covers different areas. In connection with the traffic and population densities in these 

different areas, actual usage varies. The highest level each sector could support is 

shown by the red line on the capacity exhaustion charts provided in the April 

Submission. 

c. The April Submission did not include a capacity analysis for Verizon Wireless' existing 

sites located on Harrison & Gleason A venues or 99 Biltmore A venue since these sites 

are not at capacity with respect to the coverage they provide to the City. 

d. The April Submission did not omit important information regarding the capacity 

analysis since the items critical to the analysis are capacity, actual usage and trend line 

and all of these items were provided. The other items that have apparently been 

submitted with respect to upstate applications to which you refer are not relevant here. 

e. As to the placement of an antenna in a stealth placement on the Golf Course, we concur 

with Crown's April 13, 2017 analysis as to the many issues making utilizing same 

infeasible, including without limitation, access issues for construction and 

maintenance. The suggestion of a monopole at Milton Harbor House, seems to be 

inappropriate for the City to recommend since it is private property and we have no 

communication from the owner indicating any interest. 

2 



In connection with the foregoing, Verizon Wireless hereby reiterates that it has a 

significant gap in coverage in the City as well as the need for capacity relief. Crown's proposed 

DAS nodes will remedy Verizon Wireless' significant coverage gap as well as its capacity needs, 

thereby enabling residents, businesses and emergency service personnel to have reliable service 

on Verizon Wireless' network without having to construct new cell towers or other large 

structures in the City. The DAS nodes are the le~ intrusive means for Verizon Wireless to 

provide its critical service to the City and therefore, the requested approval should be granted 

forthwith. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~4?2«-
Ral.ph M. Alfano 
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Exhibit 1 

QUESTIONS REGARDING VERIZON SUBMISSION 

We are having some problems analyzing the information that you provided us on coverage. 
Could you provide the following information to us as quickly as possible? 

1. Detail on Sites. For the first table, a "Y" or a "N" works for the proposed and existing 
sites. If different proposed sites would have different technologies, just add additional lines. 

SITES 1900 MHz (PCS) 2100 MHz (A WS) 700MHz 
Proposed CDMA UMTS LTE UMTS LTE LTE 

Existing CDMA UMTS LTE UMTS LTE LTE 
Sites (By 
Site 
Name) 

EXISTING SITES 

SITES SERVING RYE 
SITE NAME Antenna Longitude Latitude Sector Orientation 

Centerline 
(Feet) 

2. We were not sure we could follow the capacity showing. 



a. It looks as though it only include capacity for 700 MHz. Could you provide the 
capacity data for all the frequency bands? 

b. It looked as though the capacity levels changed from sector to sector - could you 
explain why? What is the highest level each sector could support? 

c. It also looked as though you did not include all the sites in the capacity analysis. 
Could you provide the analysis for the other existing sites? 

d. Finally, what you provided looked like it omitted some of the important 
information Verizon provides as part of a capacity analysis, as shown in this example: 

XXXXXX sector:. 
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If you could provide the analysis in that format, with clearly contrasting color coding, that would 
be helpful. 

3. We discussed the possibility of placement of an antenna in a stealth placement as part one 
way to eliminate nodes. Could you do a quick propagation map for a location at either that site, 
or on top of Milton Harbor House? 

Thanks. We should set up a tentative time where we can discuss what you've presented once 
you've provided that information. 



Exhibit2 

Site Address 
Antenna Centerline 

Longitude Latitude 
Sector 

(Feet) Orientation 

330-340 S. Regent Street, Port Chester, NY 80 40.995656 -73.674711 3 sectors 

244 Halstead Avenue, Harrison, NY 66 40.968028 -73.714694 3 sectors 

275 North Street, Harrison, NY 63 40.989058 -73.709469 3 sectors 

99 Biltmore, Harrison, NY 123 40.997875 -73.698463 3 sectors 

66 Milton Road, Rye, NY 87 40.977875 -73.684850 3 sectors 

Harrison and Gleason Avenues, Harrison, 101 40.960098 -73.716242 3 sectors 
NY 

Fox Island Road, Port Chester, NY 116 40.991694 -73.659533 3 sectors 


