
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
Attention: Executive Director 
211 Sower Boulevard, P .0. Box 615 
Frankfort, KY 40602 

To Kentucky Public Service Commission-Executive Director, 

RECEIVED 
MAR 0 7 2018 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
Don M. and Deborah~~MJ~ION 

99 Pleasant Ridge Avenue 
Fort Mitchell, KY 41017 

We are submitting this Letter of Protest with reference to the proposed wireless 

communications facility tower on Fortner Ridge Road, docket# 2018-00031. We are formally 

and respectfully requesting that the Kentucky PSC deny the application for the wireless 

communications tower to be placed at the proposed location on property located at 410 

Fortner Ridge Road. 

This communications tower is being proposed for an unacceptable location and construction of 

the facility should be denied for the following reasons.: 

1) The location of the tower will create a hazard to our property located at 1265 Fortner 

Ridge Road which is immediately adjacent to the proposed location. Our property is 

directly located within the fall zone of the subject tower. The 355 foot tower is proposed 

at a location near one of the better wooded sites for a house and a planned campsite 

area. This portion of the woods has some of the oldest growth stand of oak trees. The 

tower would be located approximately 250 feet from our property line. Additionally, the 

tower is proposed to be located on a portion of the subject property which is higher in 

elevation than that of our adjacent wooded property. The proposed location will create 

a potential hazard to our property with a significant section in the direct fall zone of the 

tower. This location for a tower would make it unsafe to occupy that area of our 

property and preclude any permanent use of the area or structure being placed on that 
portion of our property. 

2) The location and appearance of the tower will serve to reduce the adjacent land values. 

There are currently 3 permanent residences located near the proposed tower and 2 

additional homes planned within the next few years, our property included. While 

locating a tower within relative close proximity to a residence may be a common 

practice in the city, it is not what the typical property owner in the country expects. The 

proposed tower location is immediately adjacent to several properties and in clear view 

of those properties and homes. The location of this tower will negatively impact the 

appeal and value of each property. 



3) The shear size and height of the tower will be an eyesore to the surrounding properties. 

Some of the best views for current and future houses would put the communications 

tower in a direct line of site. The tree lines will NOT obscure the view of the tower from 

nearby homes. With flashing warning lights on the tower, the night sky in the country 

setting will be impacted. The continuous flashing lights located so close to residences 

will negatively impact the health and well-being of all those property owners close to 

the tower. The site lines of the tower from the adjacent properties will make this 

obnoxious nighttime condition far more visible to nearby property owners and residents 

than it would be for the land owner of the proposed location. A tower of this size (355 

feet) located such a short distance from nearby homes, and equipped with highly visible 

warning lights, would create a negative visual impact 24 hours a day. This is an 

unacceptable condition . 

4) There are other locations within the immediate area which are more secluded and 

further from visible sight lines and adjacent property and homes. A review of the 

surrounding area affords other locations for a tower which would have less of a negative 

impact on property and homeowners. There are many other ridges in the area which are 

at an equal or higher elevation. There are potential locations which are further from 

existing and future home sites thereby reducing the visible impact to properties and 

people. The slight increase in initial costs that might be incurred by a more secluded 

location is far outweighed by the negative impact on people and property. Simply siting 

the tower close to a road and utility line without full consideration of the impact to 

neighboring properties is unacceptable. This is not the only site nor the best location 

within the area served by the tower for erecting a wireless communications facility. 

Considering all of the above negative impacts, we respectfully request that the Kentucky 

Public Service Commission deny the application to construct the wireless communications 

facility at 410 Fortner Ridge Road and direct the proposer to seek an alternative location. 

We would be pleased to discuss this issue further with the PSC at a convenient time. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 




