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November 30, 2004

Members of the Board of Supervisors
Albemarle County, Virginia

401 Mclntire Road

Charlottesville, VA 22902

Re: SDP 04-095 Wood, T.E. (Ntelos/Arrowhead)

Dear Members of the Board:

| am representing Ntelos, which proposed a personal wireless services facility on
property owned by T.E. Wood located on Route 29 south, near the intersection of
Arrowhead Valley Road. On November 9, the Planning Commission approved

SPD 04-095 as the first personal wireless services facility considered under the new
wireless ordinance the Board approved on October 13, 2004. While Ntelos was
pleased that the facility was approved, it was disappointed that the Commission denied
Ntelos’ request that the facility be approved at a height ten feet above the top of the
trees, as requested. Pursuant to the provisions of the new ordinance, Ntelos has
respectfully elected to appeal this denial to the Board of Supervisors for its
consideration on December 8.

Section 5.1.40(d)(6) of the new wireless ordinance states that the top of the monopole
may not be more than seven feet above the top of the tallest tree within twenty-five feet
of the monopole, but that the Commission can nevertheless approve a facility up to ten
feet above the tallest tree if the applicant demonstrates that there will be no material
difference in the visibility of the monopole at that height rather than at seven feet above
the tallest tree, and that there is not a material difference in adverse impacts to
resources identified in the county’s open space plan caused by the monopole at the
proposed height. The staff report had already concluded that the facility would not have
any adverse impacts to resources identified in the county’s open space plan, and the
Commission did not disagree with this conclusion. The issue is therefor whether there
is a material difference in the visibility of the pole at ten feet above the tallest tree rather
than seven feet above. Merriam Webster's Collegiate Dictionary (10™ Ed.) defines
material as “having real importance or great consequences.”

Prior to the Planning Commission hearing Ntelos submitted evidence in the form of
photosimulations demonstrating that there is no material difference in the visibility of the
facility at ten feet above versus seven feet above. The photosimulations demonstrate
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that given the existence of a wooded backdrop of trees behind the facility from all
vantage points, the difference in three feet of height between what was proposed and
what was approved does not create a difference in visibility that has “real importance or
great consequences.” Thus, there is no material difference in visibility. This conclusion
is strengthened by the fact that the facility is located over 1140 feet from the pavement
of Route 29 at its closest point. So when viewed with the naked eye, the difference in
visibility of the facility at the proposed height versus at seven feet above the tallest tree,
may barely even be noticeable, much less be material. The photosimulations were
made using balloon test photographs taken using a zoom lens. For your reference |
have included copies of the photosimulations that were provided to the Commission.

The proposed facility would entirely replace an existing Ntelos facility on the same
parcel that was approved and constructed in 1998, but that no longer functions
adequately. The facility was sited at too low of an elevation for the surrounding
topography and vegetation, and with the growth of the surrounding trees over the past
six years, now causes dropped calls along Route 29 in nearly every instance. Ntelos
has determined that relocating the facility to a higher elevation is the only feasible option
to ensure quality service for its customers, and wants to ensure that the new facility will
function well. The difference in the quality of service from a facility that is seven feet
above the tallest tree versus ten feet above the tallest tree is significant. With the “tree-
top” design facility, every extra foot of distance between the bottoms of the panel
antennas and the tops of the trees means less signal interference, and better coverage.
Given that the expected visibility between the facility at ten feet above versus seven feet
above will not be material, | am hopeful the Board will agree that Ntelos has met the
standard in Section 5.1.40(d)(6) that warrants the Board’s approval of the facility at the
proposed height of ten feet above the tallest tree.

| sincerely appreciate your thoughtful consideration of this request, and would be
pleased to address any questions or comments you may have regarding this matter. If |
can be of assistance in any way, please feel free to contact me at my office at 977-2545
or at home at 293-8407.

Sincerely,

Valcw W jfors™

Valerie W. Long

Enclosures
cc: Debbie Balser, Ntelos
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