TTFCG Meeting Minutes September 3, 2008

To: Distribution
From: Bob Hunnicutt, Tower Coordinator, Columbia Telecommunications

A meeting of the Transmission Facility Coordinating Group (TFCG) was held on September 3, 2008. The
following people were in attendance:

MEMBERS

Carlton Gilbert M-NCPPC (301) 495-4577

Mary Pat Wilson MCPS (240) 314-4707
Helen Mu (via telephone) DTS (240) 777-2804
Marjorie Williams OCCs (240) 777-3762

Martin Rookard WSSC

STAFE

Bob Hunnicutt CTC (301) 933-1488
Shivani Gandhi CTC (301) 933-1488
OTHER ATTENDEES

Charles Ryan Cricket (301) 526-7342
Amy Bird T-Mobile

Carmen Charalambous T-Mobile

Andrew Martin Verizon (410) 474-9081

Robert M. Neely Verizon (301) 793-5548

Sean Hughes Donohue and Blue

Elizabeth C Wilkes Resident

Ms. Galvin Resident

Jim Galvin Resident

Jay O'Neill Sprint/Nextel

Action Item — Meeting Minutes: Martin Rookard moved the minutes be approved as written. Carlton Gilbert
seconded the motion and the minutes were unanimously approved.

Action Item — Consent Agenda Applications:

1. Verizon application to install twelve antennas at the 115' level of existing 118" monopole-type power pole
#628N on PEPCO property at the intersection of Travilah and Dufief Rd in Gaithersburg (Application
#200809-12).

2. Verizon application to install twelve antennas at the 121' level of an existing 126' monopole-type power
pole #621S on PEPCO property at Falconbridge Drive in North Potomac (Application #200809-13).

3. Verizon application to install twelve antennas at the 160' level of an existing 227’ lattice tower on Issac
Walton League property at 18301 Waring Station Road in Germantown (Application #200809-14).

4. Verizon application to install twelve antennas at the 122' level of an existing 127' monopole-type power
pole #651S on PEPCO property at Farms Fall Road in Potomac (Application #200809-15).

5. Verizon application to install twelve antennas at the 123' level of an existing 128" monopole-type power
pole #646N on PEPCO property at Lloyd Road in Potomac (Application #200809-16).

6. T-Mobile application to mount nine antennas to the penthouse of a building at an antenna centerline of
155' on Brandywine Wisconsin Avenue LLC property at 7101 Wisconsin Avenue in Bethesda
(Application #200809-18).



Motion: Carlton Gilbert moved the Consent agenda be recommended. Mary Pat Wilson seconded the motion
and it was unanimously approved

Applications for By-Right Attachment:

7. Cricket application to attach three antennas at the 149' level of an existing 149’ lattice tower on
Ferguson Farm property located at 14825 Comus Road in Clarksburg (Application #200809-01).

8. Cricket application to attach three antennas at the 133’ level of an existing 133" monopole on Seneca
Ayr Farm property at 13100 West Old Baltimore Road in Boyds (Application #200809-06).

9. Cricket application to attach three antennas at the 117’ level of an existing 120’ monopole on Baptist
Home for Children property at 6301 A Greentree Rd in Bethesda (Application #200809-09).

10. Cricket application to attach three antennas at the 100’ level of an existing 100" monopole on Norbeck
Memorial Park property in Silver Spring (Application #200809-10).

Motion: Martin Rookard moved that items 7 and 8 be recommended conditioned on completion of the
modifications described in the structural analysis before the antennas and cabling are attached, and that items
9 and 10 be recommended conditioned on submission of a structural analysis that states that the addition of
new antennas and cabling may be safely attached. Gilbert Carlton seconded the motion and it was
unanimously approved.

Action Item: T-Mobile application to install six panel antennas inside a 64.5' steeple structure at an antenna
centerline of 47' on Faith Baptist Church property at 12907 Connecticut Avenue in Silver Spring (Application
#200809-19).

Bob Hunnicutt summarized the application noting that the church, which appears to be a former single family
home conwerted for that use, presently has a small steeple atop the roof. T-Mobile proposed to construct a
new taller steeple at the end of the house and place their antennas inside that structure. Mr. Hunnicutt noted
that since this proposal is not like other steeple installations where the antennas are placed inside an existing
steeple, he had checked with Dave Niblock to understand how DPS would regard this construction. Mr.
Niblock said that T-Mobile should first file for a permit to construct the steeple, and then once the steeple
construction was completed and inspected by the County, the antennas could be placed inside it as a
colocation to an existing structure. Mr. Hunnicutt reminded the group that there had been past applications
involving new construction that had been handled in a similar fashion.

Marjorie Williams suggested the group table the application until the steeple was constructed.

Sean Hughes remarked that the group could act on the application now by making the recommendation
conditioned on the steeple being permitted and constructed prior to attachment of the antennas.

Amy Bird, representing T-Mobile, stated that they planned to construct the steeple and install the antennas all
as part of the same construction work.

Martin Rookard mowved the application be recommended.

Ms. Wilkes asked if the neighbors had been notified of the proposed construction, and asked how high the
steeple would be compared to the existing steeple. Mr. Hunnicutt replied that the plans show that the new
steeple would be approximately 65' high and the roof of the building was 27' high. Marjorie Williams asked
about the height of the existing steeple. Upon review of the plans, (though not specifically noted), it was
determined that the existing steeple appeared to be approximately 35' high. Martin Rookard asked if the
nearby residents had been notified about the proposal for the new steeple. Ms. Bird replied that they had not
been notified.

Mr. Rookard withdrew his motion to recommend the application.

After discussion, it was agreed among the group that since this appeared to be new construction for a
telecommunications facility that would be quite noticeable in the community, albeit disguised as a steeple,
additional information about this proposal was required before action could be taken. Questions the group
would like to have answered included:






