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citizen requests about 
privacy, constitutional 
rights, and how 
information collected 
by the cameras is used.

The discussion 
began when Melody 
Shanaberger 
approached the court 
and immediately asked, 
“Have you turned off 
the Flock cameras yet?”

Hart County Judge/
Executive Joe Choate 
turned the question 
over to Hart County 
Sheriff Jeff Wilson, who 
confirmed the cameras 
remain in operation.

“The sheriff’s 
department researched 
Flock cameras prior to 
ever installing them or 
getting them,” Sheriff 
Wilson said. “The 
sheriff’s department is 
responsible for getting 
the Flock cameras. 
Currently, the Flock 
cameras are on.”

Sheriff Wilson said 
the department signed 
a three-year contract 
for the cameras and 
will evaluate their 
usefulness during that 
period.

“If they turn out to be 
beneficial, then we will 
look at something after 
that,” Sheriff Wilson 
said. “If not, at the 
end of that three-year 
contract, it’ll be done 
away with.”

Addressing how 
information collected 
by the cameras is 
handled, Sheriff 
Wilson said the data is 
currently retained for 
30 days, although that 
period could potentially 
be shortened.

“The information that 
is taken from the Flock 
cameras is not sold to 
a third party,” Sheriff 
Wilson added. “It’s 
not something which 
we can disseminate or 
sell.”

Sheriff Wilson also 
stated that access to the 
system requires officers 
to document why it is 
being used.

“Before we use that 
system at the sheriff’s 
department, or any of 
the other agencies that 
are participating, we 
have to type in a case 
number, a citation, 
or a reason that we’re 
using them,” Sheriff 
Wilson explained. “Any 
information that we get 
from that is basically 
an investigative tool. 
We have to further 
investigate before any 
of that information is 
used to continue that 
investigation.”

Sheriff Wilson also 
said the cameras do 
not single out a person, 
but rather identify a 
vehicle that may give 
investigators reason to 
look further.

Despite the sheriff’s 
explanation, 
Shanaberger’s position 
remained unchanged.

“I still want to get rid of 

them,” she said. “And 
I’m not the only one.”

Gordon Wright 
followed Shanaberger 
before the court, raising 
what he described 
as “a lot of Fourth 
Amendment problems 
with the Flock 
cameras.”

“I’d like to know what 
I’m being investigated 
for because I suppose 
I’ve gone by a Flock 
camera, and I’ve 
had my license plate 
photographed, and 
I’m not aware that I’m 
being investigated for 
anything,” Wright said.

Wright’s concerns 
centered not only on 
the initial collection 
of license plate 
information, but also 
on what could be 
done with previously 
collected information if 
someone later became 
the subject of an 
investigation.

“They’re able to hold 
onto this evidence, 
and then - and I’m not 
putting anybody down 
- but if they cook up 
in their mind that this 
person is a problem, 
then they can go back 
and find evidence on 
them, and that’s not 
the way our system’s 
supposed to work,” 
Wright said. “That’s 
a problem. I have a 
problem with that.”

Judge Choate said he 
believed Sheriff Wilson 
had explained the 
safeguards concerning 
case numbers before 
allowing the sheriff 
to further respond to 
Wright.

“It’s not that we’re just 
randomly looking at 
people or trying to see 
what random people 
are doing,” Sheriff 
Wilson said. “We have 
to have a reason to look 
into that. And then that 
reason is documented 
within the system.”

Sheriff Wilson 
acknowledged the 
possibility that 
technology could be 
misused, but said 
safeguards are in place 
within his department.

“Now, if you ask me, 
will there be somebody 
who misuses it 
somewhere? Possibly, 
sure,” Sheriff Wilson 
said. “That’s the 
case with any tool or 
information. But I can 
assure you that we have 
steps in place that we’re 
not going to misuse 
that.”

“I would love if you 
come talk to me, and 
I could sit down and 
show you anything 
that you want to know 
about the system, 
about anything that 
we’re doing, any of our 
policies, any of our 
procedures,” Sheriff 
Wilson continued in 
an acknowledgement 
to Wright. “If there’s 
anything that you 
would like to see, you 
just call me and come 

by, and we’ll sit down 
and show you.”

Wright said he would 
do so, but continued 
by raising concerns 
about the county’s 
contractual relationship 
with Flock and asking 
who installs the 
cameras and whether 
their installation 
is monitored for 
compliance with 
applicable laws. Sheriff 
Wilson responded that 
it is.

Donnie Troyer spoke 
next, continuing the 
public discussion by 
focusing his comments 
on government power, 
individual rights, the 
Constitution, and the 
Bill of Rights.

“We don’t all think the 
same, vote the same, or 
live the same,” Troyer 
said. “That’s the beauty 
of the United States 
of America. There’s 
one thing we should 
all stand on if we want 
to continue to live the 
American way of life: 
the Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights. Those 
rights belong to every 
American, especially 
when we don’t see eye 
to eye.”

Troyer said the limits 
placed on government 
by the nation’s founders 
were intended to 
protect ordinary 
citizens, while also 
maintaining the ability 
to provide for safe 
communities.

“Our founders put hard 
limits on government 
power, not to protect 
criminals, but to protect 
ordinary people,” 
Troyer said. “We can 
want safe communities 
and still expect 
government to follow 
the Constitution and 
Bill of Rights.”

Troyer, who identified 
himself as a member of 
the Amish community, 
questioned whether 
his community had 
been adequately 
included in discussions 
surrounding the 
technology.

“You all say you 
represent everyone in 
this community…If 
that were the case, you 
would think someone 
who was here would 
have made the effort to 
contact someone in the 
community to explain 

the system to us,” 
Troyer said.

Troyer said reaching 
out to members of the 
Amish community 
would not have 
required a complicated 
process.

“It’s not hard to 
drive out and knock 
on a door,” Troyer 
explained. “And while 
we are all neighbors 
in this, we have been 
left in the dark without 

much light on this 
topic. We have heard 
rumors of people saying 
things like, ‘Everything 
watches you, your 
phone, your TV, social 
media, so it’s no big 
deal that one more 
thing is watching you.’ 
What about the ones 
that don’t have these? 
Do we not matter? Do 
we not count when it 
comes to being part of 
the discussion of the 
community?”

Troyer said the phrase 
“Don’t tread on me” 
represents more to him 
than a bumper sticker 
on a vehicle.

“It means, by all means 
necessary, defend 
the people with the 
Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights,” 
Troyer said. “The 
Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights don’t 
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Harold Cottrell held up his cell phone as he 
addressed officials during last week’s Fiscal Court 
meeting. Cottrell used his cell phone to illustrate 
the role data centers play in storing and processing 
information, and encouraged officials to study the 
issue as the county prepares for future discussions 
on data centers and zoning.
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Melody Shanaberger spoke before Hart County 
Fiscal Court, where she opened her remarks by 
asking whether the Flock cameras had been turned 
off. After Sheriff Jeff Wilson confirmed the cameras 
remain in use and explained the department’s 
policies surrounding the system, Shanaberger 
maintained her opposition, telling the court, “I still 
want to get rid of them. And I’m not the only one.”
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