FRANKLIN COUNTY AREA PLAN COMMISSION
MEMORANDUM & MINUTES
July 8, 2015 7:00 pm
COMMISSIONERS/COUNCIL PUBLIC MEETING ROOM 203

Those Present:	 Area Plan Commission members: Rick McMillin, President, 
                             Ed Derickson, Vice-President, Curtis Ward, Joe Gillespie (Absent), Dennis Brown, Anna 			Morrow and Haroline Ison.  Also present were Tammy Davis (Absent), Cindy C. Orschell 			and Melissa K. Burkhart.

Mr. McMillin opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance.

MOTION TO APPROVE 6/10/15 MINUTES – Mrs. Ison moved to approve the Minutes.  Mr. Derickson 2nd.  3- In Favor.  Mr. Ward- Abstained. MC. 

CU-2-15-19835- MARK FIELDS/FIELDS OUTDOOR ADVENTURES, LLP- Ms. Orschell confirmed all documents/green cards are in order and all adjoining property owners were notified.  Mark Fields explained that he and his two sons have developed a partnership.  He and Ryan Fields live on the property.  The shooting preserve would be on the west side of the property.  Mr. Field’s owns 82.25 acres; however, the DNR requires 100 acres for a shooting preserve.  He is leasing the remaining acreage from Dale Beck and he is leasing this to satisfy the DNR requirements.  There will be about 30 acres for shooting and they will have a parking area for about 6-8 vehicles.  The DNR requires a 12”x18” sign every 500 ft. so they will be adding about 40 signs all around the property.  They will not be hunting on the leased property.  The hunting will be by appointment only and they will only be allowing 1 group of up to 4 in the morning or afternoon.  There will not be any Sunday hunting.  They will only be allowing 6-7 ½, 8 shot, low-brass shotgun for hunting.  A representative will be with the group during the hunt to make sure they will not breech property line.  The preserve will have quail, pheasants and chukar and they currently have about 850 birds.  Mrs. Morrow questioned who the regulating authority is and Mr. Fields confirmed the DNR has to issue the license.  Ryan Fields advised the DNR has given him a license to raise the birds.  Mrs. Ison asked how close the nearest home is.  Mr. Fields advised the nearest home other than his is 683 ft.  Mrs. Morrow asked about the buffer and Ryan Fields explained there is a 40 ft. buffer from the property line.  Mr. Brown questioned what would happen if Dale Beck no longer wanted to lease the property or ownership changed down the road.  Mr. Fields responded they are seeking a 10 yr. lease.  Ryan Fields added that if the Beck lease fell through he has a good relationship with the adjoining neighbor.  Mr. Derickson moved to send a favorable recommendation to the BZA with the condition that they maintain compliance with the DNR requirements, are limited to quail, pheasant, and chukar and there is no Sunday hunting.  Mr. Brown 2nd.  AIF. MC.                

CU-3-15-19838- GERALD NORTON/CENTRAL STATES TOWER- Russell Brown, Esq., representing Central States Tower, explained that he is seeking permission to place a custom co-location lattice tower for Verizon on Tony Road off of St. Mary’s Road.  The tower will be 265 ft. with a 5 ft. lightning rod for a total of 270 ft.  There will be up to 3 additional co-locators but Verizon is the confirmed tenant.  There will be a 7 ft. fence and no guidewire.  There will be a low traffic generator requiring monthly maintenance visits.  Mrs. Ison asked if it will be a “hot tower” or microwave tower.  Mr. Brown responded that there will be wireless antennas and they will have the capability of receiving microwave transmissions.  Mrs. Ison explained she is concerned there will be kids climbing on the tower.  He stated that the location was chosen to improve capacity and coverage for the area.  Mrs. Ison asked how close the tower will be to a residential area.  Mr. Brown replied that the center line of the tower is 147 ft. from the nearest property line with 500 ft. setback from the nearest right of way.  Mrs. Ison voiced her concern that there isn’t any information about what will be installed down the road and if it will be a microwave tower.  Mr. Brown explained that microwave technology is used instead of running copper phone line from the right of way to the tower.  If they don’t have the ability to run the copper line, microwave telecommunications are transmitted from tower to tower using antennas.  He advised there may be microwave dishes on the tower but he is uncertain if that will be necessary.  He stated the FCC gives guidelines that anything over 30 ft. in the air is safe.  Mrs. Ison suggested that if the tower is not turned off it is a potential safety hazard.  Mr. Brown provided that in other counties there are anti-climbing devices required at the bottom of cell towers and this could be installed based on the board’s recommendation.  Mr. Ward asked if the tower could be moved over rather than be located in the area applied for.  Mr. Brown stated he doesn’t have landowner approval to do this and this area was chosen is to decrease disruption.  Mrs. Ison commented she would like more information from an engineer.  She understands need for certain towers but not in people’s back yards.  Mr. Dennis Brown asked if there is any evidence that microwave towers are harmful to an average person on the ground or not working on the tower.  He can’t see where it would affect the average person.    
	PUBLIC- Nancy Seifert- She agrees we need cell towers but not in this location.  She presented 3 letters from residents who couldn’t come to the meeting and a petition with 61 signatures of those who do not want this tower constructed.  She is concerned that this tower will decrease her property value because she will see it in her back yard.  She believes there are no other current towers sitting this close to a home.  Since she has a well, she is worried about chemicals in her water.  She brought some online research regarding cell tower transmissions being a carcinogen.  Mrs. Seifert also wanted information on how the tower is constructed.  Mr. Brown replied that the towers are constructed in pieces and raised by a crane.  There will be a 30 ft. easement.  He also clarified that there is 290 ft. from the center of the tower to the nearest home.  Mr. McMillin then read the 3 letters from the citizens who could not attend, which were the same letter that included additional notes from the citizen.  
	       Debbie Enneking- Her property line is about 150 ft. from the cell tower.  She stated that her property value will be decreased.  She presented her online research regarding the health effects of cell tower transmissions.  Mrs. Enneking stated she does not want the tower constructed.
	       Carey Jacobs- He is an adjoining property owner.  He explained he uses the Verizon network and never has a lapse in coverage.  He doesn’t understand why the cell tower is necessary.  He believes his property value will be impacted.  He asked if there was interest from other tenants or if Verizon the only contract for the tower.  Mr. Brown advised Verizon is the only contract right now.  Mr. Jacobs asked if there is a contingency location.  Mr. Brown advised there is not and the cost of getting to this point, while a cost of business, is substantial.  This compound is 60x80 with about a ½ mile north-south and ½ east-west of area to build on.  Mr. Jacobs stated he is opposed to the tower’s construction.  
	   Dennis Siebert- He advised that he received a letter from Verizon asking to put a cell tower on his property and he threw the letter away.  He does not want a cell tower across the street.  He has good service if not better with a different provider.  He doesn’t believe a tower is necessary.  
	   Dennis Siefert- He explained that the current location is the 3rd choice because others didn’t want it on their property.  He said if it falls it will fall on his garage.  
                   Robert Braun- He added that the last time a cell tower was presented the board added some restrictions.  
                  Tom Linkel- He spoke with Mr. Siefert about the tower construction.  He is concerned that it is so close to a home.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]-Mr. Ward asked if Mr. Norton opposed to moving the tower closer to the home on his property.  The public advised that the land slopes down so it probably couldn’t go further over.  He then asked about moving the tower over one parcel and if a compromise is acceptable or if they do not want a tower at all.  The concerned citizens responded they do not want a tower.  Mr. Ward added that if the board denies this it is saying we don’t want to improve service.  Mr. Brown addressed the questions presented to him regarding the tower construction.  The lease requires that the tower be removed within 60-90 days if the tower is no longer leased.  He responded that the towers are capable of withstanding 70 mph straight line winds with ½” ice.  The tower will fold on itself if it fails and it is grounded for lightning.  As far as property value, he stated a 2007 study suggests there may be a reduction of 2% in value of the homes within 700 ft. of the tower.  He advised there is no known causal connection between transmissions and cancer.  He went on to say that health and visual impacts are not a reason for the board to deny the application.  Mrs. Ison stated she doesn’t feel right putting it through.  Mr. Derickson added that he doesn’t believe there are enough restrictions.  He would like to see a 700 ft. utility easement and no microwaves.  He then moved to send a favorable recommendation to the BZA with conditions of adding an anti-climbing device, no microwaves transmitted or received and a utility easement of 700 ft.  The motion failed for lack of a second.  Mrs. Ison moved to send an unfavorable recommendation to the BZA.  Mr. Derickson 2nd.  2- In Favor.  2- Against.  Mrs. Morrow and Mr. Brown- Abstained.  Mr. Ward moved to send a favorable recommendation with a condition of adding an anti-climbing device, no microwaves and move the tower to the adjoining parcel.  Mrs. Lynn Edwards, in the audience, advised that this motion could not be completed because the application is for a specific parcel only not the adjoining parcel.  The motion did not continue.  Mr. Brown asked the board for a continuance to the next month’s meeting in order for him to investigate the possibility of moving the tower.  Mr. Ward moved to continue to explore any more suitable sites.  Mr. Derickson 2nd.  5 –In Favor.  Mrs. Ison- Abstained.  MC.  

SWIMMING POOL FENCING- Mr. Derickson moved to continue the discussion to the next meeting.  Mrs. Ison 2nd.  AIF. MC.  

BARRICKLOW- Ms. Orschell advised that there is about $150 left in the account and it will cover a portion of the recent bill. 

ADJOURNMENT – MOTION- Mr. Ward moved to adjourn the meeting.  Mrs. Ison 2nd AIF. MC. Meeting adjourned at 9:42 PM.
