Public Correspondence and Agent Responses
File: DA.18.061
Applicant: Broadview Farms

Attachment 4

2 ROGERS
Public Consultation for Proposed Wireless Structure
Location: 12060 Bathurst Street, Vaughan
Part of Lot 34, Concession 2
Rogers Site: C2746 (Bathurst Street and Jefferson Side Road)

Please submit your comments by March 8, 2019 to:

e i L
Rogers Communications Inc.
ATTN: Omar Lababidi, Municipal Relations Specialist

8200 Dixie Road, Brampton, ON L8T 0C1
e-mail: omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com

COMMENTS
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Please provide your comments, suggestions or requests for additional information about the proposed
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From: [
Sent: February 7, 2019 4:17 PM

To: Omar Lababidi <Omar.Lababidi@rci.rogers.com>
Subject: public consultation cell tower

Please see attached completed comment form
Thanks

EvA

Sent from my iPhone



Omar Lababidi

RSN
From: Omar Lababidi
Sent: February 8, 2019 2:34 PM
To:
Subject: Response to Comments (C2746)
Attachments: new doc 2019-02-07 16.15.16_public consultation cell tower.pdf

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed wireless communications site located at 12060 Bathurst Street.

We live and work in the communities we operate in and the health and safety of residents is of the utmaost importance.
We take our obligation to safety very seriously. No matter where we construct a wireless facility, we have to demonstrate
to Innovation, Science and Economic Development (ISED) Canada that we meet all radiofrequency emission standards.

To demonstrate our compliance obligations, we have undertaken an analysis of the antenna system. The calculations of
emission levels conducted by Rogers Radio Engineers on our antenna system are below the allowahle Safety Code 6 (S5C6)

limit. The numbers provided are a maximum power density that is calculated using EMF Visual, the radiofrequency power
density calculations tool approved by ISED.

Health Canada, in its mandate to protect the health of Canadians, is responsible for research and investigation to
determine and recommend the health protection limits for exposure to radic frequency (RF) electromagnetic energy.
Health Canada’s guideline documents are not based on a single study; rather, they are based on the bulk of scientific
evidence contained in numerous peer reviewed studies evaluated over several decades in relation to effects of RF energy
on biological organisms.

As a condition of license, Rogers follows all Canadian government standards and requirements, including Health Canada’s

Safety Code 6. Rogers ensures that our sites are fully compliant with the requirements established by Health Canada and
other federal government agencies.

Additional information on the subject can also be obtained at https://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-

gst.nsf/eng/sf09583.html, or http: c.nsf/eng/07422 . html.

Furthermore, questions pertaining to this subject can also be addressed directly to your Public Health Ontario local office
at 647-260-7100, a provincial government entity that is not involved in the setting of the standards. You can also reach

out directly to Health Canada office at ccrpb-perpecc@hce-sc.ge.ca or 613-954-6699. Additional information on the subject
is available at http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/radiation/cons/stations/index-eng.php.

Thank you,

Omar Lababidi BES, MCIP, RPP
Senior Municipal Relations Specialist
Implementation Wireless GTA

Rogers Communication

8200 Dixie Road

Brampton, Ontario L6T 0C1
omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com | m 416-508-2826

O ROGERS




Omar Lababidi
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From: Omar Lababidi
Sent: February 20, 2019 11:59 AM
To: yuen chan
Cc: christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca
Subject: Response to Comments (C2746)
Hello Bryan,

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed wireless communications site located at 12060 Bathurst Street.

We live and work in the communities we operate in and the health and safety of residents is of the utmost importance.
We take our obligation to safety very seriously. No matter where we construct a wireless facility, we have to demonstrate
to Innovation, Science and Economic Development (ISED) Canada that we meet all radiofrequency emission standards.

To demonstrate our compliance obligations, we have undertaken an analysis of the antenna system. The calculations of
emission levels conducted by Rogers Radio Engineers on our antenna system are below the allowable Safety Code 6 (SC6)
limit. The numbers provided are a maximum power density that is calculated using EMF Visual, the radiofrequency power
density calculations tool approved by ISED.

Health Canada, in its mandate to protect the health of Canadians, is responsible for research and investigation to
determine and recommend the health protection limits for exposure to radio frequency (RF) electromagnetic energy.
Health Canada’s guideline documents are not based on a single study; rather, they are based on the bulk of scientific
evidence contained in numerous peer reviewed studies evaluated over several decades in relation to effects of RF energy
on hiological organisms.

As a condition of license, Rogers follows all Canadian government standards and requirements, including Health Canada’s
Safety Code 6. Rogers ensures that our sites are fully compliant with the requirements established by Health Canada and
other federal government agencies. Link to Health Canada SC6 is below:

https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/environmental-workplace-health/reports-
publications/radiation/safety-code-6-health-canada-radiofrequency-exposure-guidelines-environmental-workplace-
health-health-canada.html

Additional information on the subject can also be obtained at https://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-
gst.nsf/eng/sf09583.html, or http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/ic-gc.nsf/eng/07422.html.

Furthermore, questions pertaining to this subject can also be addressed directly to your Public Health Ontario local office
at 647-260-7100, a provincial government entity that is not involved in the setting of the standards. You can also reach
out directly to Health Canada office at ccrpb-perpecc@hc-sc.ge.ca or 613-954-6699. Additional information on the subject
is available at http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/radiation/cons/stations/index-eng.php.

To clarify, the proposed tower base/compound is in fact setback approximately 300 metres (985 feet) to Estrella
Crescent. The City of Vaughan telecommunication policy requires Rogers to notify area property owners within 250
metres measured from the property line of the subject property.

Please let me know if you have any further questions.
Thank you,

Omar Lababidi BES, MCIP, RPP



Senior Municipal Relations Specialist
Implementation Wireless GTA

Rogers Communication

8200 Dixie Road

Brampton, Ontario L6T 0C1
omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com | m 416-508-2826

{9 ROGERS.

From: yuen chan

Sent: February 18,2019 5:09 PM

To: Omar Lababidi <Omar.Lababidi@rci.rogers.com>
Cc: christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca

Subject: Proposed cell tower in 12060 Bathurst Street

Omar Lababidi,

| am aresident of Estrella Cres, | have just been made aware that Rogers is planning to build a 30 metre cell tower at
12060 Bathurst Street which is just around the corner of my house.

| have several severe concerns about the tower which emits radio frequency waves that affect the health of all the people

in my neighborhood. You have identified that there will be 43 households that are within 250 metres within the cell tower
that will be affected.

My questions are as follows:

1) How do you reassure us that the cell tower is absolutely safe and has no any negative impact on our health? As far as
| know, no one can prove that it is absolutely safe and the studies are always conflicting with each other. If you have solid
proof that it is safe, then there is no need for this consultation process.

2) To the west of the proposed site in Vaughan there is a vast expanse of land. Why has Rogers chosen the site that is
on Bathurst Street and so close to all the houses along the east side of Bathurst in the Richmond Hill area? You should
choose a location that have no residences within 250 metres of this structure.

The structure is in the city of Vaughan but does not impact them in any way. It instead only affects the residents in
Richmond Hill.

| strongly oppose this proposed site. | want the Richmond Hill area out of the 250 meters radius.
| understand this is the ideal site and Rogers has put their interest at the expense of the health of all the people in our
neighborhood.

Bryan Chan



Omar Lababidi

From: Omar Lababidi

Sent: February 26, 2019 3:05 PM

To: I officemayor@richmondhill.ca; maurizio.bevilacqua@vaughan.ca;
I orilyniafrate@vaughan.ca

Cc: Omar Lababidi; christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca

Subject: Response to Comments (C2746)

Dear Resident and elected Officials,

Thank you for your comments. | have provided responses based on the category of your comments/concerns.

1. Siting of the proposed Rogers facility

As more and more Canadians are using their wireless devices at home, we have experienced significant pressure on our wireless
network in residential areas. In response, we have had to increase our network capacity and speeds in these areas. Canadians
appreciate the convenience of keeping in touch by cell phones. We all depend on the many businesses, emergency services and
navigation systems that communicate using wireless communications. The reality is that these services and systems would not
function without the means of transmitting radio signals. Effective and efficient Radiocommunication requires that antenna
systems, including towers, are located in proximity to users. We understand the fine balance between preserving the environment
and landscape site-lines while providing reliable wireless telecommunications services to the public. We believe this facility is the
ideal site to address the needs of our customers for improved wireless services in the area while making the site as visibly
unobtrusive as possible.

2. Views

We make every effort to locate our structures in areas that minimize the impact on surrounding neighbourhoods while providing a
reliable wireless service to our customers. We always explore co-locating on existing towers and mounting our equipment on
existing structures such as rooftops before we propose to erect a stand-alone structure.

Conscious of the visual impact that a new tower can have in the landscape, we make every effort to select a site of least impact. In
this case, the proposed tower base and large part of the tower will be screened by the existing mature trees and the farm silo along
Bathurst Street.

3. Location

Installing a tower in your neighbourhood is necessary to offer next generation wireless services on our LTE network. As demand for
these new services continues to grow, we need to enhance our telecom network to ensure the delivery of fast and reliable services.

Your neighbourhood and the perimeter affected by this project are experiencing a gap in wireless coverage. This gap is due to
several factors:

e the distance between existing towers and wireless users;
e physical obstacles (walls of the buildings, trees, etc.) which hinder the strength of the signal emitted by the cellular antennas;
e the growing number of users that simultaneously use the wireless network; and

e inorder to offer a fast and reliable network, it is necessary to add towers near our users.

In addition, the improvements to our network for wireless coverage will enable better access to 911 emergency services provided
by the police, ambulance, fire department and other first responders.

When selecting a location for a new tower, the site must meet very specific technical requirements. The location selected must
integrate itself into the existing network in a way that avoids dropped calls and interference from other signals. Municipal
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boundaries have no bearing on where a tower is location, rather it is selected based on how it integrates within the cellular
network. Furthermore, we try to select a site that will have the least impact on the surrounding area.

4, Land Values

There is no documented evidence of loss of property value resulting from proximity to telecommunications facilities. Real estate
values are the product of many factors such as the neighbourhood, current market conditions, the year of construction, recent
renovations, etc. and proximity to a tower is unlikely to be the dominant one. The reasons why people buy or don't buy houses are
subjective and diverse, and it is impossible to identify one factor in that process.

5. Health Concerns

All of our facilities are fully compliant with the safety requirements established by Industry Canada and Health Canada and, in
particular, Health Canada’s Safety Code 6, which sets the limits for safe exposure to radiofrequency (RF) fields at home and at work.

All wireless telecom towers and equipment are required to meet the limits set out in Safety Code 6. This means that for each tower
or antenna we install, we must calculate and prove to Industry Canada that the cumulative power density of it and any adjacent

sites is within the allowable Safety Code 6 limits.

Strict adherence to Safety Code 6 is a condition of Innovation Science Economic Development (formerly Industry Canada) licence for
all wireless carriers in Canada. If a proposed tower site does not meet the Safety Code 6 limits, it cannot be constructed or placed
into service.

We attest that the proposed tower will comply with the Safety Code & limits, including when taking into account the combined
effects of other nearby towers and antennas.

We invite you to consult these websites for additional information relating to Safety Code 6 and emissions.

http://www.hc-sc.ge.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio_guide-lignes direct-eng.php

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/vwapj/Wireless-handbook-E.pdf/$FILE/Wireless-handbook-E.pdf

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/eng/sf08792.html

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/eng/sf08788.html

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs193/en/index.html

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/eng/sf11467.html

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.
Thank you,

Omar Lababidi BES, MCIP, RPP
Senior Municipal Relations Specialist
Implementation Wireless GTA

Rogers Communication

8200 Dixie Road

Brampton, Ontario L6T 0C1
omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com | m 416-508-2826

& ROGERS
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From: R W Smith I RS
Sent: February 19, 2019 10:395 AM

To: officemayor @richmondhill.ca; maurizio.bevilacqua@vaughan.ca;
marilyn.iafrate@vaughan.ca; Omar Lababidi <Omar.Lababidi@rci.rogers.com>; christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca
Subject: ROGERS CELL TOWER IN VAUGHAN IMPACTS RICHMOND HILL RESIDENTS

RE: ROGERS PROPOSED CELL TOWER AT VAUGHAN BOARDER IMPACTS RICHMOND HILL RESIDENTS

| am both disappointed and outraged because of the location proposed for a Rogers cell phone tower is at the
edge of the City of Vaughan boarder with Richmond Hill (Bathurst at Jefferson). There are no Vaughan
residents here, save a farm house, and thousands of Richmond Hill residents right across the street! How
discourteous of both Rogers and Vaughan to even consider this location impacting thousands of Richmond Hill
residents. This cell tower must be stopped! It needs to be relocated where there are no residents for
kilometers.

This tower will be an eye sore for the community, effect land values negatively, and most importantly have a
profound impact on the HEALTH of the the residents in the Oakridges community of Richmond Hill! For these
reasons, |implore you all to please agree on ending this misguided proposal without hesitation.

| am copying both Mayors, area Councillors, the Rogers representative, and City of Vaughan Planning
Representative listed.

Attachment: Rogers cell tower in Vaughan has impact on Richmond Hill Residents

copy to:
officemayor@richmondhill.ca
maurizio.bevilacqua@vaughan.ca

marilyn.iafrate@vaughan.ca

omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com
christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca




Omar Lababidi

From: Omar Lababidi

Sent: February 26, 2019 5:04 PM

To: James McCrindle; Kerry McCrindle

Cc: Omar Lababidi; christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca
Subject: Response to Comments (C2746)

Hello James and Kerry,
Thank you for your comments. | have provided responses based on the category of your comments/concerns.
1. Wireless Service

We do not undertake new site development lightly as it is very expensive and time-consuming to deploy a wireless site. Several
factors contribute to the location of a tower site, including demand for wireless service, radio-frequency engineering principles,
local topography and land use opportunities. In order to provide customers with the reliable wireless network they expect, carriers
must provide a seamless transmission signal to alleviate any gaps in coverage and keep up with the increased need for capacity as
customer use increases. This site in particular will help us fill coverage gaps in and around this community.

2. Land Values

There is no documented evidence of loss of property value resulting from proximity to telecommunications facilities, Real estate
values are the product of many factors such as the neighbourhood, current market conditions, the year of construction, recent
renovations, etc. and proximity to a tower is unlikely to be the dominant one. The reasons why people buy or don't buy houses are
subjective and diverse, and it is impossible to identify one factor in that process.

3. Safety Code 6

Strict adherence to Safety Code 6 is a condition of Innovation Science Economic Development {ISED) {formerly Industry Canada)
licence for all wireless carriers in Canada, If a proposed tower site does not meet the Safety Code 6 limits, it cannot be constructed
or placed into service.

Rogers will not take individual reading pre and post installation for individual property owners. Rather we attest that the proposed
tower will comply with the Safety Code & limits, including when taking into account the combined effects of other nearby towers
and antennas.

4. Health Concerns

All of our facilities are fully compliant with the safety requirements established by ISED Canada and Health Canada and, in particular,
Health Canada’s Safety Code 6, which sets the limits for safe exposure to radiofrequency (RF) fields for individuals and animals
(including livestock).

All wireless telecom towers and equipment are required to meet the limits set out in Safety Code 6. This means that for each tower
or antenna we install, we must calculate and prove to ISED Canada that the cumulative power density of it and any adjacent sites is
within the allowable Safety Code 6 limits.

All wireless service providers are bound by the rules and regulations imposed by ISED. ISED requires that all wireless towers and
equipment adhere to Health Canada’s Safety Code 6 guidelines, including the consideration of the combined effects of the
neighbouring towers on local radio operators.

We invite you to consult these websites for additional information relating to Safety Code 6 and emissions.

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio_guide-lignes direct-eng.php

“



http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/vwapi/Wireless-handbook-E.pdf/SFILE/Wireless-handbook-E.pdf

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/eng/sf08792.html

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/eng/sf08788.html

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs193/en/index.htm!

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.nsf/eng/sf11467.html

5. Siting of the Proposed Rogers facility

As more and more Canadians are using their wireless devices at home, we have experienced significant pressure on our wireless
network in residential areas. In response, we have had to increase our network capacity and speeds in these areas. Canadians
appreciate the convenience of keeping in touch by cell phones. We all depend on the many businesses, emergency services and
navigation systems that communicate using wireless communications. The reality is that these services and systems would not
function without the means of transmitting radio signals. Effective and efficient Radiocommunication requires that antenna
systems, including towers, are located in proximity to users. We understand the fine balance between preserving the environment
and landscape site-lines while providing reliable wireless telecommunications services to the public. We believe this facility is the
ideal site to address the needs of our customers for improved wireless services in the area while making the site as visibly
unobtrusive as possible.

6. Aesthetic / Visual Impacts of the facility

We make every effort to locate our structures in areas that minimize the impact on surrounding neighbourhoods while providing a
reliable wireless service to our customers. We always explore co-locating on existing towers and mounting our equipment on
existing structures such as rooftops before we propose to erect a stand-alone structure.

Conscious of the visual impact that a new tower can have in the landscape, we make every effort to select a site of least impact. In
this case, the proposed tower base and large part of the tower will be screened by the existing mature trees and the farm silo along
Bathurst Street.

7. Location

Installing a tower in your neighbourhood is necessary to offer next generation wireless services on our LTE network. As demand for
these new services continues to grow, we need to enhance our telecom network to ensure the delivery of fast and reliable services.

Your neighbourhood and the perimeter affected by this project are experiencing a gap in wireless coverage. This gap is due to
several factors:

e the distance between existing towers and wireless users;

e physical obstacles (walls of the buildings, trees, etc.) which hinder the strength of the signal emitted by the cellular antennas;
e the growing number of users that simultaneously use the wireless network; and

e in order to offer a fast and reliable network, it is necessary to add towers near our users.

In addition, the improvements to our network for wireless coverage will enable better access to 911 emergency services provided
by the police, ambulance, fire department and other first responders.

When selecting a location for a new tower, the site must meet very specific technical requirements. The location selected must
integrate itself into the existing network in a way that avoids dropped calls and interference from other signals. Municipal
boundaries have no bearing on where a tower is location, rather it is selected based on how it integrates within the cellular
network. Furthermore, we try to select a site that will have the least impact on the surrounding area.

8. Consultation with Area Residents

In accordance with the City of Vaughan protocol, a notification package was sent out to area residents located within a radius of 250
metres of the proposed property boundary. During the public consultation process, Rogers will take into consideration all comments
2



from the public and internal agencies. After this process, Vaughan Planning will make recommendations to the City of Vaughan on
whether to provide a letter of concurrence to Rogers. The final approval will be made by Innovation, Science and Economic
Development Canada.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.
Thank you,

Omar Lababidi BES, MCIP, RPP
Senior Municipal Relations Specialist
Implementation Wireless GTA

Rogers Communication

8200 Dixie Road

Brampton, Ontario L6T 0C1
omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com | m 416-508-2826

O ROGERS.

From: James McCrindle I NN
Sent: February 25, 2019 3:52 PM
To: Omar Lababidi <Omar.Lababidi@rci.rogers.com>; christopher.cosentino@vaughan.ca; Kerry McCrindle

Subject: We object to the building of a telecommunications tower near our home Rogers C2746

Dear Christopher and Omar,
We strongly object to the building of the telecommunications tower at Rogers site C2746.

I am currently a Rogers customer living at [l Tower Hill Rd. I have a perfectly strong cell signal at all times
and do not see the need for more signal strength.

We are concerned that the placement of a cellular tower will definitively lower the value of our property or at
the least discourage potential buyers for resale.

It appears that the regulations outlined in 'Safety Code 6' have not been altered in the past 5 years and may not
adequately reflect the current rise in Radio Frequency Emissions, and their effects on human health.

I am concerned about the long term health effects on my young, growing children and the children playing at
the nearby school.

I am concerned about the unsightliness of yet another tower.

There is a farm at the base of the tower. What are the effects on Farm animals?

What are the limitations of adding additional equipment to the tower and it's compound effects?

Will we be sent the results of emmision tests after it has been built?

Are we elegible for some compensation?

Can this project be stopped or is this notification just walking through the motions and is not really up for

discussion?

L



We are greatly concerned about the effects of this project and would appreciate some answers.
Sincerely,

James & Kerry McCrindle
I Tovcr Hill Rd.



Omar Lababidi

o S
From: Omar Lababidi
Sent: March 13, 2019 2:49 PM
To: N R N T
Subject: Rogers response to comments (C2746)

Hi Ankaj,
Thank you for your comments. | have provided responses based on the category of your comments/concerns.

1. Location

Installing a tower in your neighbourhood is necessary to offer next generation wireless services on our LTE network. As demand for
these new services continues to grow, we need to enhance our telecom network to ensure the delivery of fast and reliable services.

Your neighbourhood and the perimeter affected by this project are experiencing a gap in wireless coverage. This gap is due to
several factors:

e the distance between existing towers and wireless users;
e physical obstacles (walls of the buildings, trees, etc.) which hinder the strength of the signal emitted by the cellular antennas;
e the growing number of users that simultaneously use the wireless network; and

e in order to offer a fast and reliable network, it is necessary to add towers near our users.

In addition, the improvements to our network for wireless coverage will enable better access to 911 emergency services provided
by the police, ambulance, fire department and other first responders.

When selecting a location for a new tower, the site must meet very specific technical requirements. The location selected must
integrate itself into the existing network in a way that avoids dropped calls and interference from other signals. Municipal
boundaries have no bearing on where a tower is location, rather it is selected based on how it integrates within the cellular
network. Furthermore, we try to select a site that will have the least impact on the surrounding area.

2. Health and Safety

All of our facilities are fully compliant with the safety requirements established by Innovation, Science and Economic Development
(ISED) Canada (formerly Industry Canada) and Health Canada and, in particular, Health Canada’s Safety Code 6, which sets the limits
for safe exposure to radiofrequency (RF) fields at home and at work.

All wireless telecom towers and equipment are reguired to meet the limits set out in Safety Code 6. This means that for each tower
or antenna we install, we must calculate and prove to ISED Canada that the cumulative power density of it and any adjacent sites is
within the allowable Safety Code 6 limits.

Strict adherence to Safety Code 6 is a condition of Innovation Science Economic Development licence for all wireless carriers in
Canada. If a proposed tower site does not meet the Safety Code 6 limits, it cannot be constructed or placed into service.

Rogers attest that the proposed tower will comply with the Safety Code 6 limits, including when taking into account the combined
effects of other nearby towers and antennas.

We invite you to consult these websites for additional information relating to Safety Code 6 and emissions.

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio _guide-lignes direct-eng.php

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs193/en/index.html




3. Existing towers / Co-location

We make every effort to locate our structures in areas that minimize the impact on surrounding neighbourhoods while providing a
reliable wireless service to our customers. We always explore co-locating on existing towers and mounting our equipment on
existing structures such as rooftops before we propose to erect a stand-alone structure. Rogers did explore the existing facilities in
the area. However, due to the locations of these facilities we are not able to use them to support our equipment.

4, Siting of the proposed Rogers facility

As more and more Canadians are using their wireless devices at home, we have experienced significant pressure on our wireless
network in residential areas. In response, we have had to increase our network capacity and speeds in these areas. Canadians
appreciate the convenience of keeping in touch by cell phones. We all depend on the many businesses, emergency services and
navigation systems that communicate using wireless communications. The reality is that these services and systems would not
function without the means of transmitting radio signals. Effective and efficient Radiocommunication requires that antenna
systems, including towers, are located in proximity to users. We understand the fine balance between preserving the environment
and landscape site-lines while providing reliable wireless telecommunications services to the public. We believe this facility is the
ideal site to address the needs of our customers for improved wireless services in the area while making the site as visibly
unobtrusive as possible.

QOur proposed facility will be located approximately 185 metres (or 600 feet) to the nearest residential dwellings. Again to reiterate,
the proposed Rogers installation will far exceed Health Canada’s regulations for radiofrequency emissions. Our radiofrequency
engineers have completed the power density analysis for the proposed installation and have determined that the highest power
density on the ground near the tower facility will be 0.8% (or 125 times) below the allowable SC6 limits.

I trust the above answers your questions. Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.
Thank you,

Omar Lababidi BES, MCIP, RPP
Senior Municipal Relations Specialist
Implementation Wireless GTA

Rogers Communication

8200 Dixie Road

Brampton, Ontario L6T 0C1
omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com | m 416-508-2826

3 ROGERS.

From: Ankaj Badola

Sent: March 8, 2019 4:04 PM

To: Omar Lababidi <Omar.Lababidi@rci.rogers.com>

Subject: Rogers Site - C2746 Bathurst St and Jefferson Side Rd

Hello Mr Omar,

I understand that Rogers it planning to put up a cell tower within 250metres of my house. I strongly oppose the installation of tower
near residential areas.

Can you please advise

1. Why this site was chosen and were there any alternative sites which are little further away from residential area where this tower
can be installed

2. Does Rogers monitor what kind of health issues can arise for people living near towers ? Have they done any follow up studies
after installation or Rogers main concern is how much they profit they can make.



3. Did you make public or you can make public why an existing antenna system was not chosen,

4. 1 request you move the location of installation further away from residential area as there is plenty of open areas

Please send acknowledgement that you have received this email.
Thanks,

Ankaj,



Omar Lababidi

From: Omar Lababidi

Sent: March 13,2019 1:50 PM

To: Rl = WO

Subject: Rogers response to comments (C2746)
Hello Petro,

Thank you for your comments. | have provided responses based on the category of your comments/concerns.

1. Health Canada and Safety Code 6
All of our facilities are fully compliant with the safety requirements established by Innovation, Science and Economic Development
(ISED) Canada (formerly Industry Canada) and Health Canada and, in particular, Health Canada’s Safety Code 6, which sets the limits
for safe exposure to radiofrequency (RF) fields at home and at work.
All wireless telecom towers and equipment are required to meet the limits set out in Safety Code 6. This means that for each tower
or antenna we install, we must calculate and prove to ISED Canada that the cumulative power density of it and any adjacent sites is

within the allowable Safety Code 6 limits.

Strict adherence to Safety Code 6 is a condition of Innovation Science Economic Development licence for all wireless carriers in
Canada. If a proposed tower site does not meet the Safety Code 6 limits, it cannot be constructed or placed into service.

Rogers attest that the proposed tower will comply with the Safety Code 6 limits, including when taking into account the combined
effects of other nearby towers and antennas.

We invite you to consult these websites for additional information relating to Safety Code 6 and emissions.

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio_guide-lignes direct-eng.php

hitp://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs193/en/index.html

2. Location

Installing a tower in your neighbourhood is necessary to offer next generation wireless services on our LTE network. As demand for
these new services continues to grow, we need to enhance our telecom network to ensure the delivery of fast and reliable services.

Your neighbourhood and the perimeter affected by this project are experiencing a gap in wireless coverage. This gap is due to
several factors:

e the distance between existing towers and wireless users;
e physical obstacles (walls of the buildings, trees, etc.) which hinder the strength of the signal emitted by the cellular antennas;
e the growing number of users that simultaneously use the wireless network; and

e in order to offer a fast and reliable network, it is necessary to add towers near our users.

In addition, the improvements to our network for wireless coverage will enable better access to 911 emergency services provided
by the police, ambulance, fire department and other first responders.

When selecting a location for a new tower, the site must meet very specific technical requirements, The location selected must
integrate itself into the existing network in a way that avoids dropped calls and interference from other signals. Municipal
boundaries have no bearing on where a tower is location, rather it is selected based on how it integrates within the cellular
network. Furthermore, we try to select a site that will have the least impact on the surrounding area.



3. Siting of the proposed Rogers facility

As more and more Canadians are using their wireless devices at home, we have experienced significant pressure on our wireless
network in residential areas. In response, we have had to increase our network capacity and speeds in these areas. Canadians
appreciate the convenience of keeping in touch by cell phones. We all depend on the many businesses, emergency services and
navigation systems that communicate using wireless communications. The reality is that these services and systems would not
function without the means of transmitting radio signals. Effective and efficient Radiocommunication requires that antenna
systems, including towers, are located in proximity to users. We understand the fine balance between preserving the environment
and landscape site-lines while providing reliable wireless telecommunications services to the public. We believe this facility is the
ideal site to address the needs of our customers for improved wireless services in the area while making the site as visibly
unobtrusive as possible.

Our proposed tower is located approximately 430 metres (or 1400 feet) to the Beynon Public School. Again to reiterate, the
proposed Rogers installation will far exceed Health Canada’s regulations for radiofrequency emissions. Our radiofrequency
engineers have completed the power density analysis for the proposed installation and have determined that the highest power
density on the ground near the tower facility will be 0.8% {or 125 times) below the allowable SC6 limits.

4. Existing towers [ Co-location

We make every effort to locate our structures in areas that minimize the impact on surrounding neighbourhoods while providing a
reliable wireless service to our customers. We always explore co-locating on existing towers and mounting our equipment on
existing structures such as rooftops before we propose to erect a stand-alone structure. Rogers did explore the existing facility at
Bathurst Street and Milos Road, however, due to the height and structural stability of this tower we are not able to use this facility
for our equipment.

Conscious of the visual impact that a new tower can have in the landscape, we make every effort to select a site of least impact. In
this case, the proposed tower base and large part of the tower will be screened by the existing mature trees and the farm silo along
Bathurst Street.

I trust the above answers your questions. Please feel free to contact me if you have any further questions.
Thank you,

Omar Lababidi BES, MCIP, RPP
Senior Municipal Relations Specialist
Implementation Wireless GTA

Rogers Communication

8200 Dixie Road

Brampton, Ontario L6T 0C1
omar.lababidi@rci.rogers.com | m 416-508-2826

0 ROGERS

From: Petro Fedorov [ NN
Sent: March 8, 2019 4:47 PM

To: Omar Lababidi <Omar.Lababidi@rci.rogers.com>
Subject: C2746 Wireless Tower

Dear Omar,

I did send you a written concerns but just in case would like to get some answers via e-mail.



1. SC6 requirements are based mainly on the fact that there is no evidence of harmful effects on the human
body. But there is no proof that 5 (10, 15, 20... etc.) years of uninterrupted exposure of RF EME from Cell
Towers is safe either. The World Health Organization ignored numerous reports about cancer clusters around
towers and said they "occurred simply by chance". A different study which was carried out in Germany within
a decade argued that people living within 400 meters of a tower are three times more likely to develop cancer.,
Just type “cell tower and health” in Google. We and our children don't want to be the guinea pigs to see
whether it is harmful or not. One thing is for sure ~ continuous radiation from any cell tower, isn’t entirely safe,

2. The tower is to be located on Vaughan territory but right at the Richmond Hill border, directly affecting only
Richmond Hill residencies. Which area the Tower is intended to serve? It seems like Rogers is intentionally

getting an approval from the city of Vaughan so that it would be impossible for residents of Richmond Hill to
take actions.

3. Beynon Fields Public School is located just 300 meters from the proposed site, meaning kids from all over
the community will be exposed to continues RF from the tower for at least 7 hrs per day. And if, say in 30 years
those kids will start suffering from cancer, leukemia or other related diseases — who would be held responsible?
History is known for a lot of "safe" practices which after 20-30 years were finally proved to be dangerous.
Remember asbestos? Or baby talk powder which after 30 years proved to cause cancer?

4. Why is the tower projected right next to a densely populated area? Why not put it further out towards
Dufferin, where there are only fields and no residencies? Why not prioritize the safety of the residents, rather
than prioritize wireless services (e.g.money)?

5. On top of everything, we already have an ugly tower on Bathurst/Milos rd., and another structure right next
to it will make our area look even worse.

Looking forward to reading from you,

Thank you,
Petro.



