To Whom it May Concern:
I	 am opposed to the cell tower currently under discussion in Rochester.
When a similar cell tower was under consideration years ago just off Bethel Mountain Road, there was substantial opposition to the proposal, particularly from abutters and neighbors close to the project, but also from townsfolk in general. A group hired an attorney to contact the provider and point out all the detriments and rule breaking that would occur if the project were to move forward. This included violation of the town plan in terms of sightings from a Scenic Byway. The project did not move forward.
        The current Martin project is in violation of the town plan, as well. It is visible from long stretches of the Route 100 Scenic Byway and also from the historic town center. It would violate wetland restrictions in the town plan. Many residents would have a loss of property value. Ben Falk's analysis of runoff issues was very well researched and damning to the project. For this last issue alone, this plan should be scrapped. 
        I have not heard an adequate reason that we need another cell antenna in Rochester. Every time a provider wants to extend their coverage, must we allow another cell tower? This is not a safety issue; rather, it is a business issue, punishing the town for one company's business gain and one resident's personal gain, all at the expense of the community. I am strongly opposed to this ill-conceived attempt and believe it is worthwhile to fight it with all means available. I believe a legal process, if necessary, would be successful.
        Lastly, I think it would be a good idea to establish at Town Meeting whether or not any additional cell tower is necessary or desired, before putting any area of town through the wrenching and divisive issues that will always go along with cell tower sightings.

Respectfully,
Brad Leathers

