(MARKHAM

MEMORANDUM
TO: Chair and Members of Development Services Committee
FROM: Jim Baird MCIP, RPP - Commissioner of Development Services

PREPARED BY: Geoff Day MCIP, RPP - Senior Planner — West Development
District ext. 3071

REVIEWED BY: Ron Blake, MCIP, RPP - Manager — West Development District,

ext. 2600
DATE: June 17, 2014
SUBJECT: Application by Turris Sites Inc. (carrier Wind Mobile) to permit a 40

metre high shrouded monopole style telecommunications tower
within a 100 m” fenced compound at 9400 Kennedy Road

FILE #: SC 12 126925 001

RECOMMENDATION:

1. That the Staff memorandum regarding an application by Turris Site Inc., to permit a
40 metre high shrouded monopole style telecommunications tower within a 100 m>
fenced compound at 9400 Kennedy Road, be received;

2. That the application for site plan approval be endorsed, subject to conditions of
Concurrence as identified in Appendix ‘3’ to this report;

3. That Industry Canada be advised in writing of this endorsement (concurrence), and
that this endorsement is with respect to this location only; and,

4. And that Staff be authorized and directed to do all things necessary to give effect to
this resolution.

BACKGROUND:

The purpose of this memorandum is to provide an update on the 40 metre high Turris
telecommunications tower and associated equipment compound proposed to be located at
9400 Kennedy Road. The November 5, 2013 Staff report attached to this memorandum
as Appendix ‘1” provides details with respect to the location, surrounding uses, tower
description, public consultation, jurisdiction and the municipality’s role. The previous
Staff report also recommended endorsement of the Site Plan application, subject to
conditions. Industry Canada has final approval authority on telecommunications tower
proposals. On May 21, 2014, the applicant requested that this proposal be brought back
to Development Services Committee for a decision (concurrence or non- concurrence).

Application has been the subject of a lengthy process

In September of 2011, the proponent submitted a pre-consultation request to the City for
a 40 metre high telecommunications tower within a 100 m? fenced compound at the rear
of the parking lot of St. Phillips on the Hill Anglican Church. A community open house
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was held on January 19, 2012. Several residents and the Ward Councillor were in
attendance at this meeting. The Unionville Montessori School was advised of the
meeting but did not attend and no correspondence was received at that time. The only
concern raised by attendees was that earlier design proposals for the tower were
considered visually unappealing. The design of the tower has now been modified to a
shrouded monopole design.

In December of 2012, a revised application was submitted by the proponent with a
proposal to locate the tower approximately 225 metres to the north to the site of an
existing Roger Tower on lands to be leased from York Downs Gold Club. A revised
design to a shrouded monopole design was also submitted in support of the revised
application.

On June 18, 2013, the application was endorsed by the Development Services
Committee, subject to conditions of Site Plan Approval.

In August of 2013, the proponent advised Staff that the proposed lease agreement with
the York Downs Golf and Country Club had been revoked and therefore, a location at St.
Philip’s on the Hill Anglican Church was again being pursued.

On October 10 2013, Staff received a letter from the Unionville Montessori School
requesting that the tower be located along the southwestern portion of the subject lands,
away from the entrance to the Montessori School. Should this be accommodated, the
Montessori would support the original location of the proposed tower (Appendix ‘B’ to
November 5, 2013 Staff Report). It is noted that the current tower proposal is located
further from the existing Montessori School than the original location.

On November 5, 2013, a Recommendation Report was before the Development Services
Committee for consideration of the proposed 40 metre high telecommunications tower at
9400 Kennedy Road (see Appendix ‘1°), As the local Ward Councillor was not in
attendance, the application was deferred until a later date. To date, five members of the

public have requested to be notified on any future meetings to be held by the City relating
to this application,

On November 19, 2013, Staff met with certain members of Council where it was
determined that an additional comntunity open house meeting should be held.

On December 12, 2013, a petition was received by the City from the parents/guardians of
the Montessori School (see Appendix ‘2°). Health concerns were the topic of the
petition. The petition was signed by 45 area residents. An online petition was also
created on the website change.org (see Appendix ‘2°). Similar concerns were cited in this
petition that was signed by 216 people.

On January 20, 2014, a second community open house was held. The meeting was well
attended by members of the public and three Council members. At the meeting the
proponent gave a presentation outlining the proposal, Industry Canada’s involvement in
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the process and information from Health Canada’s website concerning cellular towers
and emissions created from them. Numerous members of the public spoke at the meeting
with concerns over the proximity of the tower to the existing daycare facility, concerns
over health risks associated with cellular towers and the effect that the installation would
have on property values. At the conclusion of the meeting, the proponent was advised
among other things, that a Public Work Session with local members of parliament,
stakeholders and Staff had been authorized by the Development Services Committee and

that their application would not be considered further until the Public Work Session was
held.

March 2014, Proposed amendments to Industry Canada’s Client Procedures
Circular (CPC)

Key proposed amendments to the CPC include the requirement for increased municipal
and public consultation, clearly marked envelopes for public consultation notices and a 3
year time limit on concurrence (construction of antenna system must be complete within
3 years of issuance of concurrence). Industry Canada is currently reviewing comments
received on the proposed amendments prior to finalizing them.

May 20, 2014 Public Work Session

The Public Work Session was held on May 20, 2014 with participation by MP Calandra,
MP McCallum, as well as representatives from Industry Canada, Public Health Ontario
and service providers Bell, Rogers, Telus and the proponent for this application (Turris).
The session included presentations to educate those present on key issues respecting the
establishment of telecommunication facilities, including but not limited to, jurisdiction,
the City’s existing telecommunications policy, service provider requirements and
challenges, and scientific data relating to health concerns associated with radiofrequency
exposure. Following the presentations there was an opportunity for members of the
public to provide feedback. The information and feedback received will be reviewed by
Staff and considered for possible amendments to the City’s existing Policy. A Staff
report, with proposed amendments to the City’s existing Policy, if required, is targeted
for the Fall of 2014, pending the approval of amendments to Industry Canada’s Client
Procedures Circular (CPC).

CONCLUSION:

Staff have reviewed the matters raised at the Public Work Session on May 20, 2014 as
well as the draft amendments to Industry Canada’s Client Procedures Circular (CPQ).
Staff have reviewed the matters raised at the Public Work Session on May 20, 2014 as
well as the draft amendments to Industry Canada’s Client Procedures Circular (CPC).
The proposed amendments to Industry Canada’s CPC have no direct impact on the
proposed tower. If the proposed amendments, as released in March 2014, are finalized by
industry Canada, additional public consuliation would not be required as public
consultation has already taken place in accordance with the City’s existing Policy. To
address the proposed Industry Canada amendment placing a time limit on concurrence,
Staff have included a condition of concurrence that requires the construction of the
proposed tower within 3 years of issuance of concurrence.
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Staff continue to recommend endorsement (concurrence) of the site plan application for
the 40 metre high telecommunications tower contained within a 10 x 10 metre (33” x 33%)
fenced compound at 9400 Kennedy Road, subject to conditions attached in Appendix ‘3’
to this report for the following reasons:

¢ the tower is located approximately 70 metres from the edge of the closest
residential property in the Upper Unionville community on the east side of
Kennedy Road (a Regional Arterial Road) which separates the tower from this
community;

* the tower is located on the subject site as far away as possible from the outdoor
play area of the Unionville Montessori School (approximately 65 metres away);

e the tower adheres to Council’s endorsed Telecommunications Policy.

It is noted that Staff are not intending to bring forward any Policy changes related to
sensitive land uses (the current policy is to give consideration to “maximizing the
distance from sensitive land uses such as residential, schools and daycares, where
possible, and minimizing any negative visual impacts™.)

Staff further recommend that Industry Canada be advised in writing of this endorsement
(concurrence), and that this approval is with respect to this location only.

ATTACHMENTS:

Appendix ‘1”  November 5, 2013 Recommendation Report

Appendix ‘2" Signed petition from parents/guardians of the Unionville Montessori
School and online petition from www.change.org

Appendix ‘3°  Conditions of Concurrence

File path: Amanda\File 12 126925 001\Documents\ Memorandum to Development Services Commitiee
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APPENDIX ‘1’ OF JUNE 17, 2014 STAFF REPORT

(MARKHAM

Report to: Development Services Committee Report Date: November 5, 2013

SUBJECT: RECOMMENDATION REPORT
Revised Site Plan Approval application by Turris Sites Inc. (carrier
Wind Mobile) to permit a 40 metre high shrouded monopole style
telecommunications tower within a 100 m’ fenced compound at
9400 Kennedy Road

FILE#: SC 12 126925 00!

PREPARED BY: Geoff Day MCIP, RPP ~ Senior Planner - West Development
District ext. 3071

REVIEWED BY: Ron Blake, MCIP, RPP — Manager — West Development District,
ext, 2600

RECOMMENDATION:

b That the report dated November 5, 2013, entitled “RECOMMENDATION
REPORT, Revised Site Plan Approval application by Turris Sites Inc. (carrier
Wind Mobile) to permit a 40 metre high shrouded monopole style
telecommunications tower within a 100 m” fenced compound at 9400 Kennedy
Road, File # SC 12 126925 001" be received;

2) That the presentation by David Hahn, Municipal Affairs Consultant, Turris Sites
Inc., regarding the proposed telecommunications tower, be received;

3) That the application for site plan approval be endorsed, subject to conditions of
Site Plan Approval as identified in Appendix “A” to this report;

4) That Industry Canada be advised in writing of this endorsement (concurrence),
and that this endorsement is with respect to this location only; and,

5) That staff be authorized and directed to do all things necessary to give effect to
this resolution.

PURPOSE:

This report presents an overview and evaluation of the site plan application submitted by
Turris Sites Inc. (carrier Wind Mobile). The report recommends endorsement of the site
plan application, subject to conditions. Industry Canada is the final approval authority for
telecommunication tower proposals,
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BACKGROUND:

Property and Area Context

The 1.6 hectare (4 acre) subject property is owned by the St. Phillip’s on the Hill
Anglican Church and located at 9400 Kennedy Road. The “North Camp” of the
Unionville Montessori School is also located on the property and operates out of the
basement of the church. Surrounding uses include York Downs Golf and Country Club to
the north and west, existing low density residential dwellings to the immediate north and
south, a cemetery associated with St. Phillips on the Hill Anglican Church to the
immediate north, the Bethesda Lutheran Cemetery immediately to the east across
Kennedy Road and the future Upper Unionville community also to the east across
Kennedy Road (Figure 2). An existing 15m high Rogers telecommunications tower is
located within the York Downs Golf and Country Club property, approximately +/- 340
metres (1115 feet) to the north of the proposed location of the new tower (also shown in
yellow on Figure 2).

Proposal

The proposed 40 metre high tower is a shrouded monopole design that has the capability
of co-location with up to 4 additional carriers (5 in total) (Figure 4). If the proposed tower
is endorsed, Staff will require that prior to Site Plan Approval, the owner provide a
written undertaking to accommodate additional third party carriers to co-locate on the
subject tower.

The tower and accessory components are to be contained within a 100 m” fenced
compound area. The proponent has advised Staff that a combination of enhanced
landscaping and an upgraded design of the fenced area will be achieved through
consultation/input from City Staff, The tower and its components are proposed to be sited
approximately 340 metres (1115 feet) from an existing Rogers tower. Turris Sites and
Wind Mobile have advised Staff that if endorsed, the 15m high Rogers tower will be
decommissioned and co-location will occur between Wind Mobile and Rogers on the
new tower. However prior to Site Plan Approval, Staff will require a copy of the signed
lease document confirming Rogers commitment to co-locate on the new tower.

Official Plan and Zoning

The St. Philip’s Anglican Church property which is to contain the proposed tower is
designated Institutional in Markham’s Official Plan, Revised 1987, and zoned
Institutional by By-law 304-87, as amended.

DISCUSSION:

Jurisdiction

The Federal Government has exclusive jurisdiction over telecommunication facilities.
The Radiocommunication Act appoints Industry Canada as the approval authority for the
location and operation of telecommunication facilities in Canada. Industry Canada does
recognize the importance of municipal consultation as part of the approval process and as
such, encourages proponents to consult with the local municipality to obtain their input
and comments.
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City’s new Telecommunication Policy 2012

On January 24, 2012, Council adopted a new policy entitled “Policy for Establishing
Telecommunication Towers 20127, As per this policy, schools are considered ‘sensitive
land uses’ and therefore, Staff required that the Montessori school be notified of the
proposal.

Staff have reviewed the proposal against the adopted policy and confirm that the process
undertaken to establish the subject tower is consistent with this policy.

Pre-consultation, initial site plan submissions and public consultation

In September of 2011, the proponent submitted a pre-consultation request to the City for
a 40 metre high telecommunications tower within a 100 m? fenced compound at the rear
of the parking lot of St. Phillips on the Hill Anglican Church (9400 Kennedy Road)
(shown on Figure 2 and Figure 3).

Prior to the application being formally submitted to the City, a community open house
was held on January 19, 2012. This was done in order for the proponent to determine
what the issues may be prior to submitting the formal application. On January 5, 2012 a
notice informing area landowners of the January 19, 2012 meeting was mailed out to 8
landowners within a 120 metre radius of the initial tower location. This process is
consistent with the notification protocol as per the “Public Consultation” section of the
City’s Telecommunication policy. Several area residents and the Ward Councillor were
in attendance. In addition, the Unionville Montessori School was advised of the
application and date of the community open house. No one from the Montessori School
was present at the open house and no correspondence was received. Of those in
attendance, there were no significant concerns raised other than the visually unappealing
nature of the original tower design. On January 25, 2012 Turris Sites Inc. submitted a
formal application for site plan approval.

Tower was relocated from its initially proposed and design revised

In February 2012, City Staff were contacted by a representative of York Downs Golf and
Country Club on behalf of Angus Glen Development Lid., with concerns over the
proposed tower location. York Downs indicated that the pending sale of a portion of their
property to Angus Glen Development Ltd., adjacent to the tower, would be in jeopardy if
the proposed tower were erected in the proposed location. Private negotiations then
proceeded between the proponent, York Downs and a representative of St. Philip’s on the
Hill Anglican Church.

In December of 2012, a revised application was submitted by the proponent with a
proposal to locate the tower approximately 225 metres to the north to the site of the
existing Roger Tower (shown on Figure 2), on lands to be leased from York Downs. A
revised design to a shrouded monopole design was also submitted in support of the
revised application.

On June 18, 2013, the application was endorsed by the Development Services
Committee, subject to conditions of Site Plan Approval.
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Tower relocated back to the church property.

In August of 2013, the proponent advised Staff that the proposed lease agreement with
the York Downs Golf and Country Club has been revoked and therefore, a location at St.
Philip’s on the Hill Anglican Church was again being pursued (shown on Figure 2 and
Figure 3). The new location is closer to Kennedy Road approximately 80 meters from the
original location.

As the tower is back to the church property, Staff contacted Angus Glen Development
Ltd., (the new owner of the lands immediately to the west and south of the church
property) to advise then of the revision. Staff were advised by Angus Glen Developments
that the location shown as “Initial location of Turris Tower” on figure 2 was problematic
as it may negatively impact the saleability of many of their future residential units as
shown on the conceptual master plan (Figure 5).

On October 10, 2013, Staff received written confirmation from the Unionville Montessori
School that there were no concerns with the current proposed location of the tower
(Appendix ‘B’)

On October 135, 2013, Staff met with representatives from Turris Sites, St. Phillip’s and
Angus Glen Development Ltd. The meeting was held in order to determine whether there
was a compromise available that would satisfy all parties. Tt was at this meeting that the
“current location” as shown on figures 2 and 5 was discussed.

e In an email on October 15" Angus Glen Development Ltd. indicated their
support of the current proposed location.

e On October 28" City Staff received written confirmation from St. Phillip’s
Anglican Church to advise that their vestry has approved the current proposed
location.

As the location of the tower is now proposed to be located closer to Kennedy Road
(Figure 5), both TACC Developments (developer of the Upper Unionville community to
the east) and the Trustee of the Bethesda Lutheran Cemetery (immediately across
Kennedy Road to the east) were notified of both the location of the tower and the
November 5, 2013 DSC meeting date. On October 25", City Staff received a request
from TACC Developments to have the tower re-located as far west on the church
property as possible.

Co-location still proposed

Staff have been advised that Rogers have signed a lease amendment with St. Phillip’s on
the Hill Anglican Church. This amendment will result in Rogers co-location onto the
Turris tower if Site Plan Approval is granted by the City, and once their existing lease
with York Downs is concluded.
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Additional Public Open House was not required

As the proponent’s tower is back to the church property albeit an alternate location, Staff
revisited the initial notification circulation list from the January 2012 Public Open House
meeting. A 120 metre radius was drawn using the current proposed location. Staff
confirmed through this mapping exercise that there were no additional properties affected
by the current proposed location from the initial location. In addition, Staff have
consulted directly with Angus Glen Development Ltd., TACC Developments and ‘the
Bethesda Lutheran Cemetery, Staff have determined that an additional public open house
is not warranted and the comments received will be brought to the attention of the
Development Services Committee in this report.

Municipal Concurrence

As per City policy, Turris Sites Inc. has made a request for Municipal Concurrence. The
propornent is required to make a deputation to the Development Services Committee to
seek approval of the site plan application. If the application is endorsed by the
Development Services

Committee, a copy of the resolution and the endorsed plan will then be forwarded to
Industry Canada for their final approval.

CONCLUSION:

Staff have reviewed the current proposal against the City’s Telecommunications Policy
and have considered input from all the neighboring landowners. It is the opinion of Staff
that although siting the tower closer to Kennedy Road will bring the tower somewhat
closer to future residential development in the Upper Unionville community than the
initial location, the current proposed is a compromise solution having regard to all the
input and comments received. The current proposed location is separated from the Upper
Unionville community by a regional arterial road and landscaping in the area. Further,
siting the tower to the furthest extent possible from the outdoor play area of the
Unionville Montessori School is preferred by Staff and adheres to Council’s endorsed
Telecommunications Policy.

Staff recommend endorsement of the 40 metre high telecommunications tower contained
within a 10 x 10 metre (33" x 33") fenced compound at 9400 Kennedy Road, subject to
conditions attached in Appendix “A”. Staff also recommend that Industry Canada be
advised in writing of this endorsement (concurrence), and that this approval is with
respect to this location only.

EE7G"\T)NTEEN ED
fz' A et

Rino Mostacci, MCIP, RPP
Director, Planning and Urban Design

ATTACHMENTS:
Figure 1 Location and Area Context hitp://goo.gl/maps/g7Ksc
Figure 2 Aerial Photo Map

aird, MCIP, RPP
Commissioner, Development Services
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Figure 3 Initial and Current Proposals
Figure 4 Elevation
Figure 5 Conceptual Master Plan of surrounding area
Appendix “A” Conditions of Site Plan Approval
Appendix “B” Letter from Unionville Montessori School
Applicant Contact Information: David Hahn, P. Eng.

Municipal Affairs Consultant
Turris Sites Inc.
Direct: 416-937-3500

File path: Amanda\File 12 126925\Documents\Recommendation Report
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Figure 2
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Figure 3 - Initial and Current Proposals

iF

-
ot
-~
=
-
1
—
T
o
=

——

It

5
=
Ty}
e}
Ll
=z
<
)
0

of 40m high

,:

T

L Liit

Turris To Wer

A0n: high

_
-
\

\

1
—t

NOT TD SCAL

\__

N




Page 14

Figuse 4 - Elevation
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Master Concept Plan of Surrounding Area
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Appendix ‘A’
THAT the owner enter into a site plan agreement with the City;

NOTE: Site Plan Approval is issued only when the Director of Planning & Urban
Design or designate has signed the plans “approved” following the execution of a site
plan agreement;

THAT prior to execution of the site plan agreement, the owner submit final drawings,
and comply with all requirements of the City and authorized public agencies, to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Development Services;

THAT prior to Site Plan Approval, the owner submit copies of the signed lease
document confirming Rogers’ commitment 10 co-locate on the subject tower;

THAT prior to Site Plan Approval, the owner provide a written undertaking to
accommodate additional third party carriers to co-locate on the subject tower;

THAT the owner confirm responsibility for all matiers relating to grading, utility
location, external approvals, engineering, structural design, etc.; and,

THAT site plan endorsement shall lapse after a period of three years commencing
November 5, 2013, should the development not proceed in a timely manner.
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Appendix ‘B’

UNIONVILLE MONTESSORI PRIVATE SCHOOL
4486 16th Avenue, Unionville, Ontario L3R OM1  Tel: (905) 474-9888 Fax: (905) 474-5767

Qctober 10, 2013

5t. Philip’s an-the-hill Anglican Church
9400 Kennedy Rd.
Unionvitle, Ont.

LEC 1NB

fe.: Cell Tower Installation

Ta whom it may concern,

Please be advised that Unlonvilie Montessari School operates a pre-school program In the basemant of
St. Philip's on =~ the-hilf church, This pre-schoo! is attended by many young children under the age of 5
years. We understand that a cell tower Instalfation Is planned on the church's property. Further, it is our
understanding that the tower's Jocation was slated 1o be on the western portion of the property,
relatively close to the rear entrance of the church, This rear western entrance is also the entrance to our
pre-school chifdren's program.

Should it be possible to relocate the cell tower on an alternative area of the property, specifically the
southwest portion of theproperty. we would support and appreciate this site change,

-
e
o

Yours truly,

Ry

-~ s
o

TR Remtulla, Director of Education

S

END OF APPENDIX 8" OF JUNE I7, 2014 STAFF REPORT



Page 18

APPENDIX ‘2’ OF JUNE 17, 2014 STAFF REPORT
. Dité: Decernber 12, 2013

Addressed to:

City of Markham Counclil -

MP B

City of Markham Planning Department, Director

\.

To Whom it May Concern:
Re: Proposed Telecummunicfations Tower at 9400 Kennedy Road, Markham, Outarlo

We are the parents of children who attend pre-school at Unionville Montaessari School
located at 9400 Kennedy Road in Markham, Ontario, in the basement of St. Philips Church.

We recently becarne aware of a proposal made by Turris Sites Inc. regarding a cell phone
tower, to be installed at the St. Philips Church site. We have strong objections to the
location of the proposed telecommunications tower, as the pre-school houses more than 75
students all under the age of 3 at this location.

Scientists and the global medical community are becoming increasingly concerned about
the health risks related to the electromagnetic radiation emitted by cellular towers.
Exposure to non-lonizing radiation from cell towers can trigger or significantly accelerate
progression of numerous diseases and conditions (including cancers, neurclogical diseases
and electro-sensitivity). Children, pregnant women, elderly, and those with compromised
immune systems are at even greater risk.

After reviewing research into the biclogical effects of low intensity microwave radiatian, in
May 2011 the World Health Organization's (WHQ) International Agency for Research on
Cancer published a report that classified radiofrequency electromagnetic fields (EMR) as
‘possibly carcinogenic. The European Parliament and many countries around the world are
acceleratng actions to protect their citizens from this public health hazard,

Health Canada states that more research on the health effects of EMR is needed, Howaver,
the available research warrants taking action now, ‘Safety Code 6, the standard used by
Health Canada and Industry Canada to determine acceptable levels of cellular tower
emissions, s both inadequate and antiquated,

Safety Code 6 does not properly address concerns over the risk of cancer, chromosomal
damage, and other disease or adverse physical reactions related to EMR exposures. Nor
does it take into account the effects of EMR exposures on children, whose developing brains
and bodies are far more vulnerable, :

We would appreciate the opportunity to meet with you, at your earliest possible
convenience, to discuss this urgent Issue and its impacts on our children and the
surrounding residential community,

Sincerely,
Concerned Parents of Unionville Montessori School



Dats: December 12, 2013

Re: Proposed Telecommunications Tower at 9400 Kennedy Road, Markham, Ontario
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Re: Proposed Telacommunicaﬂons Tower at 9400 Kennedy Road, Markham, Ontario

Date: December 12, 2013
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Dats: Dacembaer 12, 2013

. Re: Proposed Telecommunications Tower at 9400 Kennedy Road, Markham, Ontarlo
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' Data: Decamber 12, 2013
Re: Proposad Telecommunications Tower at 8400 Kennedy Road, Markham, Ontario
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pegdarents of UMS

Hecipienl: Geoff Day and Jim Baird
Letter Greetings,

Express your concerns about the cellular tower installation at the Pre-Casa
Campus




Comments

Blams
Jamas Thursfisld

ZAHIDA MERALI

Gang Zhau

staven ou

K. Mohamad
Suzan Gafuzzo
Nicky Marsh
WENDY CHUNG
Veronica Chu
Sean Wang

Rosanna Tam

Biian Lal

Wilson Leng

Claudia Cunvas

Mary Laung
Anne Les
Mariptta B

Chrigting Kam

Barbarg Chang

Hoason Ching

Witkiarn Cheng

{ocation
Markham, Canada

RICHMOND HILL,
Canada

markham, Canada

Unionvitia, Canada

Blchrmond Hill, Cenada
an, Canada

Markham, Canada
MARKHAM, Canada
Markham, Canada
Markham, Canada

Markham, Canada

Toronle, Canade

Richkmond Hill, Canada

Toronto, Canada

Karkham, Canada
Markham, Canada
Richmond Hill, Canada
Richmond M, Canada

KMarkham, Canada

Markham, Cangda

Markdiam, Canada

Dale
20140117
2014117

2014-0117

20140117

2ma-h-17
2014-01-17
2014-01-17
2014-01-14
2014-01418
2014.01-18
2014-01418

2014-01-18

2014-01-18

2014-01-18

2014-01-19
2014-01-19
2014-01-20
2014-01-20

2014-01-20

2014--20

2014-01-20

Comment
it is itiotic to stick a geliular lower closa 1o 8 schoal.

My students study with UMS, § don't want to have this lowsr aflact theen in the
long run - | don't feel It to ba a safa use of spacs - especially when education ls
most imporant in this day and lifa.., technclogy bas 50 many othar sites - use
sotnewhars alza,

Sinee you know there s a school them, why do you make a pian io kil the
studerds?

io6 cliosa 10 the sludent al UMS and rasidential nelghbourhood, Sothe issue s
thal you guy cant install atl Willlam Barzcy elementary school and you declided
to plck on the privala sthool instead. with all the younger kids spending mora
than 8§ hes a day basida the lower Is nat goed {o thelr haalth.

My children have atiended this schooi end this Is & danger to kids.
My son attends the school § will pull him oul i 1 goas up thera.
For the heallh and salety ol my ehiid and her futura.

My 2 kids attend Undonvilla Montessori school.

My 3 kids all attend Iy UMS. Please move away from childran,

My hids In ums.

For tha salely of the young chiidren, ploasa donY approva I The towar is just
too class to school and residents

My grandson is etierding UMS. Pul the callular entenna scmawhere elsa that
don't alfect tha public espacially childran,

Any caliutar tower should never be close fo school,

My daughler is al UMS in Sth grads and wont be altanding UMS In Saptambar
2014 becauss wa ara moving bu! | do can abous 1he heakth and salaly of alt
childran. This towar should not be sat up su clase Lo the any schoal,

The cellular tower's location is too closa 1o a schoal,
Do not cell lowaer close 1o my daughiar’s school,
For chlid safely.

Tha Instsliation of a cellutar lower thal closa to the school will definitaly affect
tha children whe atlend the school.

My son is attending UMS and we definltaly do not want (o cae a collilar towar
instatied closed io his schaol or tha nelghborhood. Flaasa concam mora on
the public health ralhar than accapting the propasal from the
talecommunization corporation as they have navar thought about what we
parants care of our kids end thalr futura. Tha Clty of Markham should nol be
iust business-minded and naglect the residonts’ hoalth long mn,

The tower should not be sat up too close to any school, it should not even
baing put in a proposal. Ploase consider the kid's attending the schood thare
and the people who work in the faciiity.

Bath of my grandchildran attend UMS, and | am very concermed about tha
nggalive Impact of building & isfacommunication tower at thslr schoof loeation,
This is not good for thal health,
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Name

Rachal Baldacching

Xinyua Li
Michael Wo
Victor Baldacching

danny yeoh

Locetion

Aurora, Canada

Karkham, Canada
Richmond Hill, Canada

Aurora, Canada

markham, Canada

Dinte
2014-21-20

2014-01-20
20140120
28140120

2014-01-20

Commant

itis uncanscionabia that Industry Canada and Geoff Day (Cliy of Markham)
would consider bullding a lelscommunications towar on tha curment site of a
stheol, not enly upheaving the kids cumanlly atignding the schoa!, bul
nagativaly lmpacling the health of our children atisnding the adjacent school
buitdings and tha thousands of rasidents thel resida in that smoa. Scientists may
say that there are "no conclusive” haatih Issuas, bul the fact that there Is no
conclusive evidance should BE VERY conceming In Esell. We do not want o
fisk the haatth of the hundreds of childran whose Immune systems have nol yet
matured, Perhaps Jal Day, Jim Baird, tha councilors and mayor can ralals o
this Instead (if you hava no care or concem for our chiidran's health) « think
about tha thousands of voles the rasidants accaunt far in this next glection)
And think of the ol the Town Hall meatings and all of the Jalters to the aditors
and wabsHes which will be doveloped on this [ssue alone.  Haalth Canada is
encouraging parsnis to raduce children’s AF exposuna right on thaic wehsits,
how can you In good consclanca avon consider eracting & lower whera
hundrads of kids go to school7 Health Canada aiso says thet health concams
ara semetimas axprassed by paople who liva or work nsar cell phons tower
antannas; an acknawladgemant that there are Issees. The casual uss of cell
phone is one thing, but o fowar amitting RF ALL DAY LONG Is an entirsly
differant issuet Sureiy Wara is ancther plot of and thet can be consldarad I
Markharn, Thers should be a law that states that these fowers cant ba areclsd
within a cariain radius of scheots and rasidanlial areas,

childran's salaly
Wiralass radiation. | work near 1o the lower,

Salaty concems, seizute of propery used tor annthar purpose Le. educationsi
lack of govemmental lransparency

Thara Is a lot of resparch showling that the emisslion of slactiica! davices does
affect peapls, not anly children. If you msaarch and google “cali phone damaga
lo ehiidran® you can sea such links as <a

hral="hiipsivww internationalparantingassociation.arg/BrainDavelopment/calip
honas himi®

rel="nololiow">htip /e internationalparentingassaciation. org/BrainDevelopm
antfceliphones.himi</a> that there is damage, | have been studying this for
yaars and there Is even proof on the youlube of brain seans of peogle with
wiraless damage and non wirsless damege 1o tha braln, A calf phene Jower
with the amount of snergy needed fo power communications Is a very bad idea
tor thase kids, Mine altended there siso. Parhaps if the people who are doing
this would like o pul & lower next to (hair schools and nddrasses thay might
change their minds. Thare Is o1 of research. Ths call phone Industry is vary
rich and powerful 3o this Is going ta bs a hard fight, laform averyone you krow
10 sign this pelition and aiso at <
hret="hitps/openmadia.caiconnaciedeanadaTutm_source=140115ablastdamp
wtm medium=omalilamp;ulm_campaign=ConnectadCanads”
sat="nofullow">hitps:/openmedia. calconnaciadeanada?ulm_souma=140115eh
fast&uim_medium=emaitfulm_campaign=ConneciadCanada</a> as they can
acsist | am sure. if somaone says that wireless iransmisslons do sot alect the
brain azk thaen to hold a celt ghona to thelr head for 15 minwlas of talidng -
doas thalr haad hurl? You san also measure tha cell phones strangth uslng a
micrawava laster bought at Clreult Clty or the old Radio Shack stores for 15 8.
There are dafinite places whare these should be pul.



Hame

HMalanle Catar

Sandy Ho

Vernon Carler

Caml ip
Slman Sit
christine gomes

Anthony Wang

Councitlor Don Harmiditen

Jog Lut

Location

tarkham, Ontario,
Canada

Markham, Canada

starkham, Canada

Markham, Canada

Markham, Canada

. Teronto, Canada

Markham, Canada

Markham, Ontasdo,
Canada

farkham, Canade

fOnla
20140120

Z014-01-20

2014-01-20

2014-01-20
2014-01-20
2014-01-20

2014-01-20

20140120

2014-01-20

Comment

My child currently allend school st UMS localed in the St Philiips on the i
church whare the naw propoased tawar is to ralocate 1o, He will be there naxt
year as wall and | do not support having a lower so close o whare children
spend & minlmum of B hrs par day 5 days & week under concenirals waves
being emitled by tha towar. My child's education naxt year should not be
sacrificed i Iha interasls of cetiphone coneraga. ST Philips on tha Hill In my
opinion did not disclose tha full range of sarvices offerad in thelr facility
incheding tha daedicaled fssse of their space to UNMS,

My danghtar goes (o UMS (Pre-Casa) campus. | ballave Installing a cellular
tower will definflely be bad for these young kids and should not be Insiell close
i any schoof zone area al ali.

My son is a student in Pra Casa 2 iccaled @ St Phillips on tha hill church
whare the naw lower has heen propused. This lowsr would not ba considorad
on any ol cur pubicly lunded school sites end should also not be considersd
for a privalsly fundad localion. My son will ba a reluming studant to this
tocation next year and | do not Suppon the proposed site given the lack of
information ar canclusive information that thers am ng Imminant or fong tem
risks or effacis.

For the health and salsly of my childran,
Fm fivng &l thet area, it i 100 danger lor our neighbourhocall

EMF have bean sclenlifically linked to many healih conditions and childran
should not ba axposed 1o them,

My kid Is attanding UMS pre-casa, This is not a right location and have
potenial harmlul for kids ’

i wantod you all to know that | too am sancemad, Tha Cily of Markham Is Lying
to amange & maeting of the e decision makers in the Celt Tower approval
process. Those ara Health Cannda, indusiry Cenada {dacision authority), your
local MP Joha McCalium, sclentists and athers who may be able to anze and
for all clarily whather these call towers should ba localed close 1o schaois and
what effect they can have on cur chiidrern, When 1 haar mors about this
maating | wilt inform you if you send me an small requast marked "celf fower
info meating"”. Masnwhite 1 will not support any csfl towsrs being Incated sa
closa to schools, dayeares alg,

Building a tawar dght busida a Montessor Is just not right



Name

Carrie Lau
shagufta meghji
Jamas Thursfield
Evelyn Chung
ZAHIDA MERALI
xuejuan Zhang
Sophia Sza
JOSEPH LEE
Elizabeth Quioc
Mimj Park
Albert Yen
Catherine Wang
Tina Chu
Andrew Choi
Arda McGarry
Gang Zhou
Warren Peng
Melody Ko
xiaochi chen
Annie Hsu
steven g
Khatija Mohamed
Suzan Galluzzo
ataur rahman
tvan Lok

lessie Yip
Margaret Ting
Anna Yue

Tuen Lui

Nicky Marsh
Huiping Luo
carlos kam
Agalya Dhanasekaran
Steven Lai

Judy Man Ying Lai
WENDY CHUNG
vy Llang

Yun Zi Zheng
Veronica Chu
Tony Wong
Howard yang
ling Li

Sean Wang
Rowena Slu
Plera LI
muneegrah shiraz

City
Markham
markham
Markham
Markham
RICHMOND HILL
mmarkham
Markham
MARKHAM
markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
markham
Markham
Markham
markham
Markham
Linionville
Richmond Hill
on
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Richmond Hill
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
MARKHAM
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
MARKHAM
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
dMarkham

Province 2ip Code
LGcOEL
13r0g2
LEEOMS
L&C 0AD
L4S2N4
LEC2ZMS
LBE QLY
L6E ON2
16c0b8
L6e0k1
L6C2G2
LeC 123
Lec Op7
LGEOK1
L.6E 1A7
L3R 7L2
LeCOK:
L6C OK1
f6c 2e7
LeC 0B2
L3R 6)2
L4C BR1
LEB1AS
fGeive
L6C OR1
LECOKL
LIP7V7
LBCOK1
L4B36G9
L3R2B4
LBc lws
i6c0j8
LBELIG1
L3S 4KS
L35 4K5
L6C 274
LBe 2w
Loc 2xB
L3r7:9
LBE GK9
L3R 729
LeC OES
L6c0es
LeCOCT
LEC 2A8
6ele2

Country Signed On

{Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Conada

1/17/2014
1/17/2004
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
11772014
/1742014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/:2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
1/17/2014
171772014
171712014
1/17/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/1872014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
i/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014



@

Krista Roddis
frances man
Felix fo

Shirtey V

Tyler Bacon

Elisa Chang
Rosanna Tam
Jenn Lal

Brian Lai

Wilson Long
franco choi
Claudia Cusvas
Daniel Chan
Anita Hansen
Kirk Hansen
irene Chen
James Chlang
Antolpette Brandes
Mary Leung
Sarah Afshani
Anng Lee

Richard Wong

Jo Ann Yau

Wen hua Shen
Christapher Chen
sherry jizheng cai
Nima Afshani

T aslam

Marletta S
Christina Kam
chien chen
Barbara Chang
Lisa Chen

Hilda Lee
Honson Ching
William Cheng
iohnny wong
Rachel Baldacchino
Anjali johar
Xinyue LI

Sarah }

Mary S

Mandy Cheung
Stanley Tong
Michaal Wu

Tara Choy

Victor Baldacchino

Unionville
Markham
Markham
Markham
West kelowna
Markham
Markham
Markham
Toronto
Richmond Hill
Markham
Toronto
BEhn
Richmand hill
Richmond hill
Markham
Markham

Whitchurch-Stouffville

Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
T
Markham
richmaond hill
Richmond hill
Markham
Richmaond Hill
Richmaond Hili
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Aurora
Markham
Markham

Richmondhill ON

Markham
Markham
Markham
Richmond Hill
Markham
Aurora

L6 122 Canada
16c0p6 Canada
13r6n6 Canada
L3p7h6  Canada
VAT 1AB (Canada
L3r3y5 Canada
LEC ZX7  Canada
LBC2W3 (anada
MI1T 3W4 Canada
[452R3 Canada
L6COK1 Canada
MBEI2VS  Canada
LSN7E3 Canada
{4e2w2  Canada
Mc2w2  Canada
L3R 1E2  Canada
L3R 1E2 Canada
14a0s6 Canada
L3R6J2 Canada
L6c V5  Canada
16C0B2 Canada
L6COB2  Canada
L6COE3  Canada
L6c0j9  Canada
L3R3PB  Canada
14b3j4 Canada
L4b 0A2 Canada
L6cIvs  Canada
4c2yl Canada
t48 4MB Canada
L3IR3P8  Canada
L3P 743  Canada
L3R 3PB Canada
L6C 2A1  (anada
Leelw8 Canada
L3P 7X3  Canada
{6c0a8 Canada
L4G 6MB  Canada
L6E1IG2Z  Canada
L3R 459 Canada
LAEOPE  Canada
LBELE4  Canada
L6bOj6 Canada
lsblje Canada
145 2K2  Canada
LeBOT6 Canada
4G 6MB Canada

1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
171842014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/18/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/15/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/19/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1720/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014



Jeff Fung

Prem Appaiji
Alice Too

Batty Au Yeung
Mieni Chu

Josie Palmisano
danny yeoh
Melanie Carter
Daisy LI

bonnie yung
Andrea Ho-Fatt Wang
Sandy Ho
Christine Capranps
Hadiseh Rezael
Vincent Kwan
Kanny Chan
Cindy Wong
Vernon Carter
Josephine Lam
Cecilia Chow
Maithili Mavinkurve
Carallp

WILLIE MA
Slmon Skt

Gary Kwok

Amy Tang

Kit Shen
Christine Gomes
Anthony Wong
Carman Jin
Vanessa Llizano
Rami Mansourati

Councilior Don Hamilton

Ema Lyons
Andrew Leung
Chi-Ho Cheung
Maggie Pang
Carie Chen

Joe Lui

Frances Huehel
Win Wan

Grace Lam

fudy Bartolome
A AU

Daniel Galessiere

Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Whitchurch-Stouffyilie
Stouffvilie
markham
Markham, Ontario
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
scarborough
Richmond Hill
tMarkham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markharm
Markham
Markham
Markham
MARKHAM
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Toronto
Markham
Markham
Vaughan
Markham
Markham, Ontario
Markham
taronto
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Toronto
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham
Markham

L8C 2X1
LBE2H2
L3P 4N2
L3R 728
L4a0y3
L4A OHY
alb2c3
L6C 2wa
L&C 2E7
i6c 01
L3R1Y7
L6G 0Cs
M1p0Ob2
L4C 1N2
LeGOCh
LBE 128
L3R BAG
L6C 2W8
L6E OC8
L6E OE4
L3P 7r9
L6EINSG
L3R779
L6eC283
LeC2w4
LeCOKS
LBE OKB
M3IA2W4
LBE OE4
16c0h7
L4H 3K3
168 0wl
138 9w3
L&EB 1L6
mSs 1v8
L6C 2A8
LeC2L9
LeC 218
L&c O0r3
M3ALHS
L6c0r3
LGB 0CS
LGE1MS
LECALS
L3P 3YB

Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
{anada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
(Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada
Canada

1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
172012014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
172072014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/204
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
i/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
1/20/2014
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APPENDIX ‘3’ OF JUNE 17, 2014 STAFF REPORT

THAT the owner enter into a development agreement with the City;

THAT prior to execution of the development agreement, the owner submit final
drawings, and comply with all requirements of the City and authorized public
agencies, to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Development Services;

THAT the owner confirm responsibility for all matters relating to grading, utility
location, external approvals, engineering, structural design, etc.;

AND FURTHER THAT construction of the Telecommunication Tower and
installment of associated equipment on the property shall be completed within a
period of three years commencing June 17, 2014,



