FRANKLIN COUNTY AREA PLAN COMMISSION
MEMORANDUM & MINUTES
October 14, 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, Dennis Brown, Anna 				Morrow (absent) and Haroline Ison.  Also present were Tammy Davis, Cindy C. 				Orschell and Melissa K. Burkhart.

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

MOTION TO APPROVE 9/9/15 MINUTES – Mr. Ward moved to approve the minutes.  Mr. Derickson 2nd.  
There was a correction to pg. 1 Central States Tower where Debbie Blank was replaced with Nancy Siefert as addressing the board regarding the tower.  AIF-approving the amended minutes as discussed. MC.    

CENTRAL STATES TOWER/NORTON HEARING- This matter was continued from the September meeting.  Attorney Will Goodin, Elizabeth Williams, Tracy Preble and David Zidzik were present to address the board regarding the revised request for the cell tower.  Ms. Williams distributed a booklet with the revised plans for the cell tower.  Mr. Goodin advised that the site has moved based on the APC request, they have enhanced landscaping and added an anti-climbing device to the plans.  He stated that the site acquisition folks visited the area and, in order to achieve the best coverage and need, the cell tower can be moved to the northwest direction.  The new area has a ravine and is heavily wooded.  It is 80-100 ft. further away from the road and is even more buffered due to trees.  According to Verizon, this is the optimal location.  Mr. Goodin also stated that the wireless companies are bound by certain licensing requirements which state that they have to provide service equally so this is not just a customer driven need this is a mandate by the FCC.  Mr. Derickson questioned the devaluation of property due to the tower and proposed a 700 ft. utility easement.  He mentioned that there are “hot spots” in the area where the radio frequency (RF) is higher and some people show hypersensitivity to these higher RF’s and microwaves.  He cited research conducted by Dr. Samuel Milham, “Dirty Electricity”, which he stated indicates some of the public are hypersensitive to RF.  Mr. Zidzik responded by saying that he is not familiar with this research but the FCC has no specific guidelines for RF.  The FCC has adopted the IEEE which states the allowable measure is 1.6w per gram of tissue.  He stated that a max of 200w is allowable for cell phones.  After some discussion with regard to frequency standards, Mr. Derickson summarized by stating he is talking about the health and safety of the citizens that will be within a distance of a tower, how safe it is and wants to determine how to regulate this.  Mrs. Ison asked how dangerous a microwave tower can be.  Mr. Zidzik responded that they follow all federal guidelines.  Mrs. Ison mentioned that she does not want any microwave towers.  Mr. Goodin stated that typically they do not run into microwave use for co-locations.  Mr. McMillin asked how close the garage is to the center of the tower.  Mr. Goodin replied that it is approximately 300 ft. from the closest corner of the garage to the center and the height of the tower with the lightening rod is 270 ft.  Mr. Brown mentioned that he read that the American Cancer Society states there is no link between microwaves and cancer for the average person.  Mr. Ward asked Mr. Goodin if they explored additional sites and if it complies with state and federal requirements.  Mr. Goodin responded that the additional location was reviewed by not the best location for coverage and it does comply with all regulations.  He also stated that the law prohibits a legal standard based on health facts.  The hearing was then opened to public comment. 
	Mr. Dennis Siefert- He asked how far it is from the property line to the center of the tower.  Mr. Gooding referenced tab 2, pg. 2 of the booklet where it states the distance is 224.75 ft.  Mr. Siefert claims it is less feet from the garage and stated that Verizon has an alternate location on Tony Road that the Norton’s have agreed to.  Mr. Gerald Norton, in the audience, confirmed there is no second site.  Ms. Preble stated that she used a scale to determine the distance is approximately 300 ft.    
	Mrs. Nancy Siefert- She stated that they did not receive a letter about the alternate site is.  Mrs. Siefert read a letter from Mark Heckman addressing the board and disagreeing with putting up the cell tower.  She then distributed the letter along with letters from a realtor pertaining to a cell tower’s effect on property value and an attorney regarding research on impact.  Mr. Ward pointed out that the comps from the realtor were not attached to the letter.  He would like to see this documentation before reviewing this information on property value.  Mrs. Siefert summarized her perspective on why this cell tower is not needed and why she does not want the cell tower.  

Mr. Bob Braun, in audience, asked if there is a provision for a 4 co-location.  Mr. Goodin responded that yes and this includes Verizon plus 3 co-locators.  The repeater would be a “bonus” or in addition to the 4 however it would depend on specific design.  Mrs. Siefert asked if the tower has to be 265 ft. since it is at the highest point on the property already.  Mr. Goodin stated that it does in order to get the towers at a height where they can communicate with each other.  Mr. Zidzik provided an overview and specifics with regard to the reasoning for the tower height including discussion on capacity and data performance.  Mr. Ward asked the Siefert’s what they would consider a reasonable distance.  Mrs. Siefert responded that 700 ft. and a utility easement.  Mr. Ward stated that the comps provided are good and that there would be an 18% decrease in property value for those properties within 400 ft. from a cell tower.  There was discussion regarding the fact that Verizon considers this location to be the best possible spot for signal and service enhancements after the board’s request to review new areas.  Mr. Siefert asked that however the board decides she wants no microwaves.  Mr. Derickson added that there is a concern for health and safety.  He commented that he would like a condition added that states any property owners directly impacted and within 450 yards of non-ionizing radiation that exceeds .18 MW should be provided with an annual physical for hypersensitivity.  Mr. Gillespie added that, according to “Sec. 80.06.03 Conditional Use, D. Public Hearing, 3. May travel to the site to help determine the specifics of the application” in the zoning code, he would like to look at the site.  He then moved to continue the matter to the next meeting in order for the board members to travel to the site.  Mrs. Ison 2nd.  Mr. Brown asked if Verizon agrees with adding a condition of no microwaves added to the tower.  Mr. Goodin stated that he was able to confirm that Verizon agrees to no microwave transmissions on the tower.  AIF.  MC.  Mr. Goodin requested that a Verizon representative be at the visit and they would like it staked prior to the visit.  Mr. McMillin requested that when the property is staked Verizon is to call Ms. Orschell to begin the scheduling process.  Mrs. Siefert asked the board who monitors the frequency of these towers.  Mr. Zidzik responded that the FCC holds people in compliance but there is no specific monitoring by the FCC only reporting by the cell tower companies.   

-Mr. Dennis Kolb wanted clarification regarding building a 30x40 garage with storage for personal use in an area zoned R-3.  He explained that the property he would like to build a garage on had a mobile home there; however, it is now a vacant lot.  The area is in an R-3 zone.  He mentioned that the way he reads the code he should be able to put in a secondary before a primary.  Mr. Ward questioned how this is a personal use garage when it is owned by Re/Max and how the outside would look.  Mr. Kolb responded that he would purchase the property from Re/Max and that it would not look like a storage unit.  Mr. Gillespie added that there needs to be a dwelling on the property prior to an additional use.    Mr. McMillin stated that Mr. Kolb would need to file a variance to build a personal garage in a R-3 zone since it is not a permitted use.

[bookmark: _GoBack]-Ms. Orschell followed up on her recent email to the board and asked if they want to create an ordinance on unkempt properties.  Mr. McMillin responded that the commissioners create the ordinances.  They can send something for the APC review regarding this issue.                                                                             

ADJOURNMENT – MOTION- Mr. Ward moved to adjourn.  Mr. Gillespie 2nd.  AIF. MC.  Meeting adjourned at 8:52 p.m. 
