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David Dameron

From: Mark DeCourcey <mdecourcey@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 9:38 AM
To: Aimee Mann; David Ross; David Dameron
Subject: [EXTERNAL]: Tower

Dear neighbors, 
I would like to add my voice to those in favor of the proposed tower at Peace United Methodist Church. They 
are a great neighbor to our community and I trust that they have considered the pros and cons and landed on a 
good decision. I believe this is an opportunity for the church to leverage their resources and increase their 
positive impact in the community. 
As for those opposed to the tower, the arguments hold no water. The tower will be invisible to most and to those 
who can see it, it will be unoffensive. There is no scenic skyline that will be impacted. As for the health 
concerns, there is no basis in science. We are surrounded by radio waves and microwaves and the tower will not 
change that. There is nothing to indicate that quality of life and health will be negatively impacted. Tinfoil hats 
will continue to be optional. 
I like my cell service. I like my internet service. I have no experience with it, but I am certain I would like my 
911 service when I do need it. I am willing to sacrifice a tall, narrow piece of my neighborhood to enhance 
these. 
Please approve the application of Peace United Methodist Church to do with their land as they see fit. 
Sincerely, 
Mark DeCourcey 
Waverly Neighborhood 
 
--  
This email was Malware checked by UTM 9. http://www.sophos.com 



1

David Dameron

From: Comcast email <tc46@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, September 4, 2019 8:28 PM
To: Aimee Mann
Cc: David Dameron; David Ross
Subject: [EXTERNAL]: Cell Tower at Peace United Methodist church

To the Spotsylvania Board of Supervisors, Mr. Ross and Mr. Dameron, 
 
I am emailing to express my support for the cell phone tower that is proposed to be erected 
on the property of Peace United Methodist Church on Maple Grove Road.  I understand this 
petition is coming up for a final vote at the September 10th Board of Supervisors meeting. 
 
I can think of 2 instances where a close cell tower could have been a help.  
 
The first instance was when we had the earth quake that shook the area.  At the time I didn’t 
know what was going on.  I tried calling my husband who was working in D.C. and couldn’t get 
through. 
 
The 2nd incident was when a neighbor across the street from Peace United Methodist  
church had a medical issue. A family member was with the individual but clearly needed help 
with the situation. I was on my way home and called 911 for them. To my surprise, I was 
connected to Fredericksburg City’s 911 operator.  She connected me to Spotsylvania 911.  The 
point is, time was lost, by not getting through to Spotsylvania 911 right away. 
 
In both cases, having the cell tower on the church property might have made a difference, as 
far as me being able to get through to people I needed to talk to. 
 
I also live around the corner from the church and am not worried about my property values 
declining or the cell tower giving off anything to affect my health. 
 
Please approve the application for the cell tower. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Cline 
Maple Grove Subdivision 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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AII'&T * Peace United Methodist Church Proposed Cell Tower
suP 18-00u

To thc Board of Supervisors of Spotsylvania County:

My name is Stephen W. Kerr and I serve on the Board of l'rulstees for Pcacc t.lnited Methodist Church. You
will be taking action on our-joint application with Al'&T for a proposcd cell tower ad.jacent to the chr-rrch or.r

Septernberl0,20l9. IwoLrldliketoprovidevouwithadditional backgroundinformationaboLrtthisapplication
in light of the negativc testinrony presented by neighbors to the church at the BOS public hearing lrcld on
August 13, 201 9.

AT&T approached the church alr.nost five (5) years ago rvith a proposal to locate a cell towcr nert to the parkirrq
lot of thc church. At first. the congregatioh rvas skeptical of thc proposal for sonrc of thc rcasons erpressed at
the IIOS public hearing c.g. radiation conccnrs and visual concerns. Horvever. as representativcs olthc churclr
continucd to Ineel rvith A'l'&'l'. they'werc able to alleviate our concenrs with thc inforrnation presented by their
engineers and other techn ical expefis. 

-l'he 
congregation rvas asked to vote on whether to r,vork w,ith A I"&'l' on

the pro.iect or rvalk away from it. '['he nra.iority of the church congregation indicated that they rvould like the
church to proceed with the application.

As a result of this decision. the chr-rrch eutered into a lengthy series of,negotiations on a lease agreernent tlrat
r.vould meet the ncccis of A'f&'f but r'vould also protect the church fiorr unseen hazards such as the tolver bcing
leased to a sr.rbcontraclor. abandonmcrrt ol'the tower. darnage to tlrc towcr. ctc. These lcase nc'gotiations uerc
also revier.ved by an attonrey u,c retained, the Board of 'l'rustces. and several meurbers of the congrcgation with
experience in church negotiations with ccll tower corrpanies (lnvself includcd).

ln the nreantinre, a balloon test artd citizen information nreeting was held in Dccenrber 2016 by A-f&-f arrd thc
church to provide citizens living in tlre subdivision an opporlLrnity to review tlre proposal and provide fleedback.
A smallgroup of citizens turned out artd rnade sorre specific recornrrendations regarding thc location and
appearance of the tower"and sonrc came out to express thcir support fbr the application. Based on the f-ecdback
received. AT&l'rnoved the proposed cell tor.vcr fi'om the middlc of thc open land nert to thc church parking lot
fafihcr back torvard a tree line bordcring thc propertv and also asrced to disguise the tor.vcr. 'l'he A'l'&'l'
engitreers also cxplained that cell tor.vcr signal lrarrsnrissions arc not in a concerrtraled signal like they rvere in
the beginning of cellLrlar conrt.t.tunications (approx. 20 years ago) but are now in a rnuch more disbursed pattern
that does not callse anv radiation concents rvhatsoever.

A{ter the citizen nreeting, lcasc agreement negotiatiorrs continued fbr sonre tirre with the finalized lease
agreerrentbeingexecutedbctweenthechurchandA'l'&-f inMarch20l8.'fheJQl pageleaseagreentcntis
cxtrernely detailed and covers all envisioncd scenarios of issues that could occur with cell towcrs. Included in
tlre lease agrccment is an enhanccd landscaping plan that the church requested Al'&l- to agree to ensllre that the
cell tower equiprncnt bLrilding on the property would be more than sLrfficiently screened from the rcsidences
across the street. I believe that this lease agreernent goes far above and bevond the average ccll tower proposal
artd is a significant plus for tltc cor"rnty since it protccts the church and the county frorn a wide range ol'legal ancl
technical issues.

Once the lease agreetnent was conrpleted, Al'&T proceedecl with tiling thc special perrrit application. The
county application revier.v meetittg was held on Octobcr ll.20l8 and no significant issues rverc raised by thc
statf. Attherneeting.n-f&'f wasaskedtoprovideinforrrationonhor,vthetorverr.vouldnrcct"FirstNet"
erncrgcttcy cotrtrttnicatiorts rcquiretnents (which they did) and to provide sorr-re additional graphics regarding
what thc tnature vegetation rvould look like around the ccll tower equipment buildiltg and hor.v the torver lvould
be disguised (which they did).

Dtte to the lack of issues rcgarding the application and the fact that AT&-f had addresscd all o{'thc county
concerlls. thc Cable Telcvision & Telecomtrunications Cornrrissir'rn rncctirrg rlas cancelled. I lowever, the
cotlttty requested A'l&'f to hold a sccond citizen infbrmation nreeting since it had bcen sorne tirne since the last
meetingrvasheld. ThesecondnrcetingwashcldinFcbruary20lgandapproximatel;,20pcopleshowedgp.



-Ihere 
lvere no petitions against the tower and no one expressed anv concern about radiation. AT&-f set up

information tables and peoplc could walk around and learn the dctails aboLrt all aspects of the tor,ver dcsign.
location, and operation. Sotne people also expressed thcir desire to get the pro.iect approved so their cell signal
strength would improve.

The staffreview and subsequcnt report on thc spccial use permit application rvas positive. The staff lound the
application in confbnrance rvith the cornpreltcnsive plan and all applicable plovisions of the zoning ordinance
and recotlmended approvalof the application. The Planning Commission held their public hcaring on tlre
special perrnitapplicationJLrly 17,2019. Four(4)speakersshorvedupandspokeagainsttheapplioationciting
radiation and visual concenls. Prior to rnaking his motion, the Courtland District Plarrnirrg Cornnrissioner
advised the citizens that health concenrs and location are not perrrissible reasons for the Planning Corrrrission
to recorrmend denial of the application as they are controlled by lrederal lau,and thc FCC. 'l'he Planning
Commissiorr rvent on to recorrmcnd the approval olStJP-00l l by the BOS T-0.

As yor"r are aware. at thc BOS pLrblic hearirrg held on August 13. 2019. six (6) speakers spokc against the
application. again citing radiation and visLral conccnrs.lactors that cannot be considered b1,the BOS in actingon
an application. One of the speakers rnentiorrcd they' had a petition with over 100 names on it opposing thc cell
torvcr application. 'l'he vast nrajority of thcse people never attcnded either citizen inforrnation rneeting as thev
would havc leartted that radiation is a non-factor in this application and there was never any pctition presented at
the citizen information meetings like thc one subnritted at the BOS meeting. Whatvou had were sonte
r-utinfortned citizens that uever learned anytlring about the application and started a fear nrongcring process by
posting signs in the Ireighbor opposing the cell towcr. Where were they when all of the review and discr-rssion
was going on two (2) ycars prior to this pLrblic hcaring?

So. where do we stand now? I-et rne surnlrarize the fhcts as I know them:

I . AT&T and Peace United Methodist ChLrrch have an ainight comprclrensive lease agreemcnt that
protects thc church and the collnty

2. AT&T and Peace Unitcd Methodist Clrr-rrch held not one. but trvo citizen rrrcctings to give arr

opportunity to provide input and Inake chanscs to the application irr responsc to the citizen input
received

3. AT&l'has agrccd to providc "First Net'' enrcrgcncv cr-rlrrnunications technologv on the toll,er to assist
thc cor.rnty

4. SUP l8-0011 was detcnrined by the stafl'to be consistent with the cornprehensive plan and it nreets all
applicable provisions of the zoning ordinarrce

5. Staff recomrnendcd approval of St-lP I 8-001 I

6. Thc Planning Comrnission recommended approval to tlrc BOS by a 7-0 vote
7. [Jnder federal law and FCC regulations, Iocal govenrnrer]ts cannot deny a telecommunication facility

based on health concertrs or thc location of the telecolnmunications facility

-l'he 
Spotsylvania County l3oard of Supervisors is rrot going to get a better cell tower application than this one.

It goes far beyond the norntal requirements and I urge yolr to approve this application.

Sincerely,

'*...--k,-)?-.-
Stephen W. Kerr, Trustee.
Peace United Methodist ClrLrrch

P.S. lservedasAssistant[)irectorofZoninglivalLrationforFairfaxCountyDept.ol'Planning&Zoningfronr
1985 - 2000. Durirtg this titnc we proccssed tltousands olzoning applications, inclLrding a nLrnrbcr ol'cell
towers. I ernpathize with yor-rr dilenrma rvhen dcaling rvith citizen conccrns - I hcard about every citizen
cornplaint yort carl think of. However. there are tinres rvhen yoLr.just havc to say "l'nt sorry" to the citizcns
because you do not have anv real legal rcason to deny the application.
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