
 
January 4, 2008 

Mr. Joseph Kroboth 
Director of Public Works 
100 West Washington Street 
Hagerstown, MD 21740 
 
Cc: Kristin Aleshire, Terry Baker, John Barr, James Kercheval, and William Wivell 
 
Dear Mr. Kroboth, 
 
Thank you for responding to our letter. In your response, dated December 10, 2008, there 
were several statements which we would like clarification on. Any assistance you can 
give to us to clarify the situation is appreciated. 
 

 
From your December 10, 2008 letter: 

 
 
On October 23, 2008, a local resident took these photos of workmen at the site 
performing what appears to be some sort of testing. When the workmen were asked what 
they were doing, they responded that they were performing testing for AT&T. 



Obviously, there is currently a cell phone tower there. It is on the tax report 

 
and on site plan SP 04-028. 

 
At least at one time, Omnipoint Communications, Inc. was a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
T-Mobile USA, Inc (not AT&T, as the workman said). When we go to what we 
believe to be the Omnipoint web site, 

 
it appears that Omnipoint is having difficulties. 
 

1. Has the tower changed hands from T-Mobile to AT&T? 
 
2. Your letter states “The County has committed in writing to numerous agencies 

and publicly testified, that there will be no commercial cellular telephone 
communications equipment or antennas at this location.” Are we to 
understand that if the first-responder tower is built on this site, that the current 
cell tower will be removed? We assume that the current cell phone tower 
would remain standing if the first-responder tower is ultimately built on the 
proposed alternate site. 

 



  
 

From your December 10, 2008 letter: 

 
 
Several members of our group are on your email list of individuals who have submitted 
comments. Emails are a great mechanism for notifying anyone interested in the issue and 
appreciate the emails which we have received. We encourage more. 
 
In the November 7, 2008 Herald Mail article on the tower, it states “The county plans to 
conduct a balloon test from the alternative site in December and hopes to hold a public 
meeting in the area in January, Kroboth said.” We assume that, as of December 28, 2008, 
the balloon test has not happened. If the test needed to be re-scheduled, that is perfectly 
understandable. 
 

3. Are we to assume that, as soon as the new date for the balloon test is decided, 
the public will be notified? 

 
4. Will we be notified via your email list, or do we need to look else where for 

the notification? 
 

5. We would like to know about the test far enough ahead so that volunteers may 
get time off of work and help bear witness to the event. Is that not in 
everyone’s best interest? Does it not increase credibility of the results with the 
general public? 



 
From your December 10, 2008 letter: 

 
 
Under the PIA, (Public Information Act, the Maryland equivalent of the federal Freedom 
of Information Act), there are currently two citizens which have been requesting, and 
denied, information which seems reasonable to us. The next step in the process involves 
their getting a lawyer. This seems unfortunate and unnecessary to us. 
 

 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Eric Whitenton, President, 
Citizens for the Preservation of Pleasant Valley 
 
Group contact information: 
Email - cppv@upshotmd.org or comments@upshotmd.org 
Web site - upshotmd.org 


