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1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

2. Approval of the Agenda

Recommended:

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.

3. Adoption of the Minutes

Council Meeting Minutes of October 11, 2016
Special Council Meeting Minutes of October 11, 2016
Special Council Meeting Minutes of October 18, 2016

Council Closed Session Meeting Minutes of September 27, 2016

Special Council Closed Session Meeting Minutes of October 11, 2016
Special Council Closed Session Meeting Minutes of October 18, 2016
General Committee Closed Session Meeting Minutes of October 18, 2016
(Closed Session meeting minutes provided as confidential attachments.)

Recommended:

That the minutes of the Council meeting of October 11, 2016, the Special Council
meetings of October 11 and October 18, 2016, the Council Closed Session
meeting of September 27, 2016, the Special Council Closed Session meetings of
October 11 and October 18, 2016, and the General Committee Closed Session
meeting of October 18, 2016, be adopted as printed and circulated.
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4. Presentations

(&) Shelley Ware, Supervisor, Special Events
Re: Remembrance Day: Past Present and Future, Sesquicentennial
Legacy Project Update

(b) Stephen Kimmerer and Ron Weese, Sport Aurora
Re: Sport Aurora 2016 Update

5. Public Service Announcements

6. Determination of Items Requiring Separate Discussion
7. Adoption of ltems Not Requiring Separate Discussion
8. Delegations

9. Consideration of Items Requiring Separate Discussion

10. Notices of Motion/Motions for Which Notice Has Been Given
(i) Notices of Motion
(i) Motions For Which Notice Has Been Given

(@) Councillor Abel
Re: Construction of Planned Secondary School in Official Plan

11. Regional Report
12. New Business/General Information

13. Reading of By-laws
Recommended:

That the following by-laws be given first, second, and third readings and enacted:
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5911-16 Being a By-law to exempt Lots 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202
and 212 and Block 215 on Plan 65M-4462 from Part-Lot Control
(Paradise Homes Leslie Inc.)
(Report No. PBS16-069 — GC Item 7 — Oct. 4/16)

5912-16 Being a By-law to exempt Blocks 222, 224 and 225 on Plan 65M-4462
from Part-Lot Control (TACC Developments (Aurora) Inc.).
(Report No. PBS16-078 — GC Item 10 — Oct. 4/16)

Recommended:

That the following confirming by-law be given first, second, and third readings and
enacted:

5915-16 Being a By-law to Confirm Actions by Council Resulting from a Council
Meeting on October 25, 2016.

14. Closed Session

15. Adjournment
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Agenda Items

1. General Committee Meeting Report of October 18, 2016
Recommended:

1. That the General Committee meeting report of October 18, 2016, be received
and the recommendations carried by the Committee approved.

2. Public Report of the General Committee Closed Session Meeting of October
18, 2016

Recommended:

1. That the Public Report of the General Committee Closed Session meeting of
October 18, 2016, be received and the recommendations carried by the
Committee approved.

3. CS16-006 — Award of Request for Proposal CS-IT 2016-85 Upgrades to the
Audio Video System in the Council Chambers and the Holland
Room

Recommended:
1. That Report No. CS16-006 be received; and

2. That early approval of the 2017 Capital Project No. 72238 Council Chambers
A/V System Upgrades in the amount of $251,922 be provided from the
Facilities Repair & Replacement Reserve; and

3. That Request for Proposal CS-IT 2016-85 Upgrades to the Audio Video
System in the Council Chambers and the Holland Room be awarded to
Advanced Presentation Products Inc. in the amount of $539,919, excluding
taxes; and

4. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the Standard Form
of Agreement, including any and all documents and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.
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4. PBS16-090 — Additional Information

Proposed Bell Radiocommunication Antenna System
Gaetano DiBlasi

1360 Bloomington Road East

Part of Lot 11, Concession 2

File Number: SP(T)-2014-02

(Deferred from Council meeting of October 11, 2016)

Recommended:

1. That Report Nos. PBS16-090 and PBS16-080 (attachment) be received; and

2. That Industry Canada and the applicant be advised that the Town'’s
Radiocommunication & Broadcasting Antenna Systems Protocol has been
complied with in respect to the proposed 40 metre high telecommunication
tower; and

3. That Council provide direction respecting:
a) Concurrence; or
b) Non-Concurrence
regarding the proposed 40 metre high telecommunication tower at 1360
Bloomington Road East be forwarded to Industry Canada; and

4. That Industry Canada be advised of Council’s resolution on the subject

application.
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AURORA

Town of Aurora
Council Meeting Minutes

Council Chambers
Aurora Town Hall
Tuesday, October 11, 2016

Attendance

Council Members Mayor Dawe in the Chair; Councillors Abel, Kim, Mrakas, Pirri,
Thompson, and Mayor Dawe

Members Absent Councillors Gaertner and Humfryes

Other Attendees Doug Nadorozny, Chief Administrative Officer, Techa van
Leeuwen, Director of Corporate Services, llmar Simanovskis,
Director of Infrastructure and Environmental Services, Dan Elliott,
Director of Financial Services, Al Downey, Director of Parks,
Recreation and Cultural Services, Marco Ramunno, Director of
Planning and Building Services, Stephanie Mackenzie-Smith,
Manager of Corporate Communications, Patricia De Sario, Town
Solicitor, Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk, and Linda Bottos, Council/
Committee Secretary

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:01 p.m.

Mayor Dawe relinquished the Chair to Deputy Mayor Abel at 7:19 p.m. during the
discussion of Motion (a), and resumed the Chair at 7:22 p.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act.

2. Approval of the Agenda
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Moved by Councillor Mrakas
Seconded by Councillor Thom

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.

Carried

3. Adoption of the Minutes

Council Meeting Minutes of September 27, 2016
Special Council — Public Planning Meeting Minutes of September 28, 2016

Moved by Councillor Abel
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

That the minutes of the Council meeting of September 27, 2016, and the Special
Council — Public Planning meeting of September 28, 2016, be adopted as printed
and circulated.

Carried

4. Presentations

(@) Councillor Paul Pirri
Re: Item 1(16) Memorandum from Councillor Pirri, Re: Federation of
Canadian Municipalities (FCM) Report to Council, Meeting of the
Board of Directors, Oakville, ON, September 13-16, 2016

Councillor Pirri addressed this item under New Business.

5. Public Service Announcements

Councillor Thom, on behalf of his wife, announced the birth of their first baby two
weeks ago, and expressed sincere gratitude to the Midwives of York Region and
the nurses and doctors of Southlake Regional Health Centre.

Councillor Abel noted his attendance at King Township’s recent Soup Festival, and
advised that Mayor Pellegrini has extended a challenge to Aurora to submit a soup
entry at next year’s event.
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Councillor Mrakas advised that the provincial government has started its review of
the Ontario Municipal Board and will be holding town hall meetings. He noted that
the nearest meeting will be held in Newmarket at the Trinity United Church, 461
Park Avenue, on October 18, 2016, and residents are encouraged to RSVP online
at the Ministry of Municipal Affairs website. Councillor Mrakas requested that this
information be publicized on the Town’s website.

Mayor Dawe extended a reminder about the seasonal waste and recycling
procedures for disposal of pumpkins, and noted that information is available on the
Town’s website and Notice Board.

Mayor Dawe extended a reminder that the 2017 Budget review meetings will begin
at 9 a.m. on Saturday, October 15, 2016. He encouraged residents to provide
feedback at the meetings or by completing the Town’s online survey.

Mayor Dawe announced that the Town’s E-Waste and Clothing Recycling Event will
be held on Saturday, October 24, 2016, from 9 a.m. to 2 p.m. at the new Joint
Operations Centre located on Industrial Parkway North, where residents may drop
off obsolete electronics and gently-used clothing.

Mayor Dawe extended a reminder that Aurora’s Haunted Forest will be held on
Saturday, October 29, 2016, from 6 p.m. to 9 p.m. at Sheppard’'s Bush. He noted
that $5 wristbands must be purchased in advance through the Town Hall, Aurora
Family Leisure Complex, or Stronach Aurora Recreation Complex.

Mayor Dawe announced that the Aurora Public Library will be starting its Annual
Open House on Monday, October 17, 2016.

Mayor Dawe advised that the Town has planned activities available for children
during school PA Days, and the next one is public skating on Friday, October 28,
2016, from 1 p.m. to 3 p.m. at the Stronach Aurora Recreation Complex.

Mayor Dawe extended congratulations to Councillor Thom on the birth of his
daughter.
6. Determination of Items Requiring Separate Discussion

Items 1(3) and 1(11) were identified for discussion.
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7. Adoption of Items Not Requiring Separate Discussion

Items 1 (with the exception of sub-items 3 and 11) and 2 were identified as items not
requiring separate discussion.

Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Thom

That the following recommendations with respect to the matters listed as “Items Not
Requiring Separate Discussion” be adopted as submitted to Council and staff be
authorized to take all necessary action required to give effect to same:

1. General Committee Meeting Report of October 4, 2016

That the General Committee meeting report of October 4, 2016, be received and
the following recommendations carried by the Committee be approved:

(1) CS16-004 — Audio Visual Upgrades and Meeting Management Suite
1. That Report No. CS16-004 be received for information.

(2) FS16-030 — 2017 Fees and Charges Update
1. That Report No. FS16-030 be received; and

2. Thatthe 2017 Fees and Charges for applications, permits, use of Town
property, the sale of Town publications and for the prescribed service
charges for administrative matters as itemized on the attached
schedules be approved:

i. Schedule A — General Fees and Charges

ii. Schedule B — Planning and Building Services

iii. Schedule C — Corporate Services

iv. Schedule D — Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services
v. Schedule E - Infrastructure and Environmental Services
vi. Schedule F — Financial Services; and

3. That the necessary bylaw be enacted at November 8, 2016 Council
meeting in accordance with the Town’s Notice Provision Policy.
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(4) IES16-076 — Greater Toronto and Hamilton Area Regional

1.

Transportation Plan Review

That Report No. IES16-076 be received for information.

(5) IES16-077 — Award of Tender IES 2016-87 — Greenhouse Floor System

1.

2.

That Report No. IES16-077 be received; and

That Tender IES 2016-87 — The construction of one (1) slab-on-grade
floor system for the Aurora Joint Operations Centre Greenhouses be
awarded to Lombardi Construction Inc. in the amount of $157,695.00,
excluding taxes; and

That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the necessary
Agreement, including any and all document and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.

(6) PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses Construction

1.

That Item 6, Report No. PRCS16-044 — Leslie Street Underpasses
Construction, and previous reports and background, be referred to the
Trails and Active Transportation Committee for comment on the
usefulness of Underpass C and whether it is needed in the Trails
Master Plan, and that staff report back.

(7) PBS16-069 — Application for Exemption from Part Lot Control,

1.

2.

Paradise Homes Leslie Inc., Lots 195 to 202 and 212 and
Block 215 being 65R-36506, 65R-36524, 65R-36551 and
65R-36552, File Number: PLC-2016-09

That Report No. PBS16-069 be received; and

That the Application for Exemption from Part Lot Control submitted by
Paradise Homes Leslie Inc. to divide Lots 195 to 202 and 212 and Block
215 on Plan 65M-4462 into eighteen (18) separate lots for semi-
detached units and five (5) townhouse lots be approved; and
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3. That the implementing Part Lot Control Exemption By-law be presented
at a future Council meeting.

(8) PBS16-076 — Application for Exemption from Part Lot Control,
Casings Developments Inc., Blocks 5,7, 9, 11, 14 and 16
being 65R-36585, 65R-36584 and 65R-36593, File
Number: PLC-2016-10

1. That Report No. PBS16-076 be received; and

2. That Application for Exemption from Part Lot Control submitted by
Casings Developments Inc. to divide Blocks 5, 7, 9, 11, 14 and 16 on
Plan 65M-4478 into thirty-five (35) townhouse lots be approved; and

3. That the implementing Part Lot Control Exemption By-law be presented
at a future Council meeting.

(9) PBS16-077 — Request for Street Name Approval, Carpino Construction
Inc., 15278 Yonge Street, Related File Number: OPA-
2015-04, ZBA-2015-10, File Number: SP-2015-08

1. That Report No. PBS16-077 be received; and
2. That the following street name be approved for the proposed road within

the approved Site Plan application, File SP-2015-08:
Street “A” Alex Gardner Circle

(10) PBS16-078 — Application for Exemption from Part Lot Control, TACC
Developments (Aurora) Inc., Blocks 222, 224 and 225
being 65R-36534, 65R-36533 and 65R-36620, File
Number: PLC-2016-11

1. That Report No. PBS16-078 be received; and

2. That the Application for Exemption from Part Lot Control submitted by
TACC Developments (Aurora) Inc. to divide Blocks 222, 224 and 225
on Plan 65M-4462 into fifteen (15) townhouse lots be approved; and
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3. That the implementing Part Lot Control Exemption By-law be presented
at a future Council meeting.

(12) Economic Development Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of
September 8, 2016

1. That the Economic Development Advisory Committee meeting minutes
of September 8, 2016, be received for information.

(13) Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of
September 15, 2016

1. That the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee meeting minutes of
September 15, 2016, be received; and

2. Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Pet Waste in Public Parks and Open Space

1. That staff be directed to investigate a public education program
and public survey regarding pet waste in public parks and open
spaces.

New Business Motion No. 1

1. That staff be directed to provide a review of the ownership,
maintenance, and replacements of all existing feature walls in
the Town; and

2. That staff be directed to investigate the feasibility of replacing
the feature walls at the north-east and south-east corners
Batson Drive and Yonge Street.

(14) Trails and Active Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes of
September 16, 2016

1. That the Trails and Active Transportation Committee meeting minutes of
September 16, 2016, be received; and
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1. Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Atkinson Park Trail Extension to St. John’s Sideroad

1. That staff be directed to investigate the cost of the proposed
Atkinson Park trail extension, consult with Lake Simcoe Region
Conservation Authority and York Region, and report back to the
Trails and Active Transportation Committee for consideration.

2. Memorandum from Manager of Parks
Re: Lake to Lake Trail Update
1. That the draft plan of the proposed Lake to Lake Cycling Route
and Walking Trail be publicly communicated.

(15) Memorandum from Mayor Dawe
Re: Correspondence from Her Majesty The Queen

1. That the correspondence from Her Majesty The Queen be received for
information.

(16) Memorandum from Councillor Pirri
Re: Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) Report to Council,
Meeting of the Board of Directors, Oakville, ON, September 13-16,
2016

1. That the memorandum regarding Federation of Canadian Municipalities
(FCM) Report to Council, Meeting of the Board of Directors, Oakville,
ON, September 13-16, 2016, be received for information.

(17) PBS16-086 — Provincial Co-ordinated Land Use Planning Review
Comments

1. That Reports No. PBS16-086 and PBS16-073 (attachment) be
received; and

2. That Council endorse the staff recommendations with respect to the
Provincial Co-ordinated Land Use Planning Review, which will be
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provided to York Region for a consolidated submission to the Province,
as well as forwarded directly to the Ministry of Municipal Affairs:

I.  Request to reduce targets for Intensification targets & greenfield
densities, and/or provide implementation flexibility:
a) Redraw Built Boundary as of 2016;
b) Apply greenfield targets only to new or recent urban

expansion areas without secondary plans; and

ii. Reduce minimum density targets and radius around major transit
station areas to minimize impact in stable neighbourhoods;
a) Clarify applicability of bus rapid transit targets in Aurora; and

iii. Request continued flexibility to locate office in prime employment
areas; and

iv. Maintain definition for Major Retail that would allow for it to
continue being excluded as a permitted use on Employment
Lands; and

v. Amendments to bring Official Plans into conformity with revised
Provincial policies should be non-appealable.

(18) Canada 150 Ad Hoc Committee Meeting Minutes of October 3, 2016

1. That the Canada 150 Ad Hoc Committee meeting minutes of October 3,
2016, be received; and

2. That Item 2, Memorandum from Cash Flow & Investment Co-ordinator/
Financial Analyst, Re: Canada 150 Grant Requests, be referred to the
2017 Capital Budget discussions.

2. Memorandum from Mayor Dawe
Re: Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority Board Meeting
Highlights, September 23, 2016
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1. That the memorandum regarding Lake Simcoe Region Conservation
Authority Board Meeting Highlights, September 23, 2016, be received for
information.

Carried

8. Delegations

None

9. Consideration of Items Requiring Separate Discussion

1. General Committee Meeting Report of October 4, 2016
(3) IES16-075 — Metrolinx Temporary Parking Accommodations — Responses

Moved by Councillor Thompson
Seconded by Councillor Abel

1. That Report No. IES16-075 be received for information.
Carried

Item 1(11) was considered under section 6, Determination of ltems Requiring Separate
Discussion.

1. General Committee Meeting Report of October 4, 2016

(11) PBS16-080 — Proposed Bell Radiocommunication Antenna System,
Gaetano DiBlasi, 1360 Bloomington Road East, Part of Lot
11, Concession 2, File Number: SP(T)-2014-02

Motion to defer
Moved by Councillor Thompson
Seconded by Councillor Abel

1. That Iltem 1(11), Report No. PBS16-080 — Proposed Bell
Radiocommunication Antenna System, Gaetano DiBlasi, 1360
Bloomington Road East, Part of Lot 11, Concession 2, File Number:
SP(T)-2014-02, be deferred to the Council meeting of October 25, 2016.

Motion to defer
Carried
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10. Notices of Motion/Motions for Which Notice Has Been Given
(i) Notices of Motion
None
(i) Motions for Which Notice Has Been Given

(a) Mayor Dawe
Re: Implementation of Whistle Cessation for GO Train Crossings

Moved by Mayor Dawe
Seconded by Councillor Kim

Whereas Metrolinx is proceeding with the implementation of the Regional
Express Rail program; and

Whereas the expansion plans for service enhancement will result in all day
15 minute service occurring in Aurora; and

Whereas this increase in service is significant and will result in a drastic
increase in noise resulting from required train whistling; and

Whereas Transport Canada has a procedure for the cessation of train
whistling that is available to the Town; and

Whereas other municipalities have successfully implemented whistle
cessation; and

Whereas the Town of Aurora has previously investigated the
implementation of whistle cessation and has previously completed studies
required by the process;

1. Now Therefore Be It Hereby Resolved That staff be directed to bring
back a report on the process required by Transport Canada for
implementing whistle cessation and the status of any studies completed
by the Town in support of whistle cessation; and



Council Meeting Agenda Council Minutes
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 12 of 16

Council Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 Page 12 of 16

2. Be it Further Resolved That staff provide an implementation plan and
preliminary budget on proceeding with a whistle cessation program for
the Town of Aurora.

Carried

(b) Councillor Mrakas
Re: Vacant and Derelict Buildings By-law

Moved by Councillor Mrakas
Seconded by Councillor Kim

Whereas long-term vacant buildings may present liabilities to immediate
neighbours and the community in general; and

Whereas the Town, by intermittent and often repetitive enforcement
activities, has become the default property maintenance manager; and

Whereas there may be considerable potential health, safety, and other
issues arising from vacant buildings; and

Whereas a vacant and derelict buildings by-law is meant to regulate the
cleanup of empty and poorly-maintained buildings;

1. Now Therefore Be It Hereby Resolved That staff be directed to prepare
a vacant and derelict buildings by-law for the Town of Aurora and to
present said by-law to Council for consideration; and

2. Be It Further Resolved That staff present said by-law to Council for
consideration in the second quarter of 2017.
Carried

(c) Councillor Abel
Re: Parking Restrictions in Heritage Area

Moved by Councillor Abel
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

Whereas the Town of Aurora has recently implemented a three-hour
maximum parking restriction in the Heritage area of Town; and



Council Meeting Agenda Council Minutes
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 13 of 16

Council Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, October 11, 2016 Page 13 of 16

Whereas these restrictions were made because commuters using GO
Transit services were parking on the streets all day; and

Whereas limiting parking in this area may discourage commuters from
leaving their cars parked all day; and

Whereas the boundary for parking restrictions is quite wide, so as to
discourage commuter parking in adjacent streets; an

Whereas at one of the furthest points is the Kennedy Medical Centre at
Yonge Street and Kennedy Street East; and

Whereas the Kennedy Medical Centre has been in operation and serving
residents for more than 20 years; and

Whereas the Kennedy Medical Centre provides post-diagnostic health care
in the way of bloodwork, x-rays, imaging, and other technical services; and

Whereas many of the clients are elderly, and/or have mobility challenges; and

Whereas the Kennedy Medical Centre has 50 parking spaces that are often
full; and

Whereas staff and technicians are asked to park on Kennedy Street East
and Gurnett Street to allow clientele the parking spaces at the Kennedy
Medical Centre;

1. Now Therefore Be It Hereby Resolved That staff be directed to make
allowances for parking permits to be issued to Kennedy Medical Centre
staff and technicians, at no cost, so that we may best serve the parking
needs of the clients at the Kennedy Medical Centre.

Motion to refer
Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Thompson

1. That Motion (c), Councillor Abel, Re: Parking Restrictions in Heritage
Area, be referred to staff to investigate any bonusing provisions and
legal implications, and report back to Council.

Motion to refer
Carried
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11. Regional Report
York Regional Council Highlights — September 22, 2016

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

That the Regional Report of September 22, 2016, be received for information.
Carried

12. New Business/General Information

Councillor Pirri provided a brief overview of three highlights from the Federation of
Canadian Municipalities (FCM) Board of Directors meeting of September 13-16,
2016. He noted that: (1) the federal government would be bringing forward a new
national housing strategy; (2) a new funding agreement for water and wastewater
infrastructure in Ontario would see a 50/25/25 per cent split between the federal,
provincial, and municipal governments respectively; and (3) a new initiative, Diverse
Voices for Change, which will be funded at $500,000 over three years, is being put
forward to help increase the number of women participating in local government.

Councillor Abel inquired about access to the Council and Committee meeting
agendas and minutes archived on the Town’s website. Staff advised that the
upcoming new meeting management software system will enable the transfer of
information, which will be fully keyword searchable and meet all accessibility
requirements, and the meeting archives should be updated by early 2017.

Councillor Mrakas referred to a recent report from the Association of Municipalities
of Ontario (AMO), which highlights matters discussed at the September 30, 2016
AMO Board of Directors meeting. He noted that the issue of Ontario Municipal
Board (OMB) reform was not mentioned and requested that staff contact AMO for a
written response as to why this issue was not on the agenda. Staff agreed to
contact the Executive Director of AMO and provide Council with a response.

Mayor Dawe extended appreciation to all supporters of Aurora’s 15" Annual
Mayor’s Golf Tournament held on October 6, 2016, which raised $80,000 for local
charities.
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13.

14.

15.

Reading of By-laws

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Councillor Thompson

That the following by-laws be given first, second, and third readings and enacted:

5904-16 Being a By-law to amend By-law Number 5402-12, as amended,
respecting construction, demolition, change of use and other building
permits (Building By-law).

5905-16 Being a By-law to designate a property to be of cultural heritage value or
interest (The Parteger House — 220 Old Yonge Street).

5909-16 Being a By-law to exempt Blocks 5, 7, 9, 11, 14 and 16 on Plan 65M-
4478 from Part-Lot Control (Casing Developments Inc.).
Carried

Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Kim

That the following confirming by-law be given first, second, and third readings and
enacted:

5907-16 Being a By-law to Confirm Actions by Council Resulting from a Council
Meeting on October 11, 2016.
Carried

Closed Session

None

Adjournment

Moved by Councillor Mrakas
Seconded by Councillor Abel

That the meeting be adjourned at 8:23 p.m.
Carried
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Geoffrey Dawe, Mayor Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

The minutes of the Council meeting of October 11, 2016, are subject to final approval by
Council on October 25, 2016.
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AURORA

Town of Aurora
Special Council Meeting Minutes
Leksand Room

Aurora Town Hall
Tuesday, October 11, 2016

Attendance

Council Members Mayor Dawe in the Chair; Councillors Abel, Kim, Mrakas, Pirri
(arrived 6:08 p.m.), Thom, and Thompson

Members Absent Councillors Gaertner and Humfryes

Other Attendees Doug Nadorozny, Chief Administrative Officer, Marco Ramunno,

Director of Planning and Building Services, Anthony lerullo,
Manager of Long Range and Strategic Planning, Patricia De Sario,
Town Solicitor, and Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

The Chair called the meeting to order at 6 p.m.

Council consented to recess at 6:01 p.m. to resolve into a Closed Session meeting, and
reconvened into open session at 6:52 p.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act.

2. Approval of the Agenda

Moved by Councillor Abel
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.
Carried
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3. Delegations

None

4. Consideration of Business for Which Notice Was Given

Moved by Councillor Abel
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

That Council resolve into Closed Session to consider the following matter:

1. A proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land by the Town or Local
Board (section 239(2)(c) of the Municipal Act, 2001); Re: Closed Session
Memorandum, Re: Land Acquisition Opportunity — 2C Employment Lands

Carried

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

That the Special Council meeting be reconvened into open session to rise and report
from Closed Session.
Carried

1. A proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land by the Town or
Local Board (section 239(2)(c) of the Municipal Act, 2001); Re: Closed
Session Memorandum, Re: Land Acquisition Opportunity — 2C
Employment Lands

Moved by Councillor Abel
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

That the confidential direction to staff in respect to Land Acquisition Opportunity —
2C Employment Lands be confirmed.
Carried
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5. By-laws

Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Mrakas

That the following confirming by-law be given first, second, and third readings and
enacted:

5908-16 Being a By-law to Confirm Actions by Council Resulting from a Special
Council Meeting on October 11, 2016.

Carried
6. Adjournment
Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Thompson
That the meeting be adjourned at 6:52 p.m.
Carried

Geoffrey Dawe, Mayor Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

The minutes of the Special Council meeting of October 11, 2016, are subject to final
approval by Council on October 25, 2016.
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AURORA

Town of Aurora
Special Council Meeting Minutes
Tannery Room

Aurora Town Hall
Tuesday, October 18, 2016

Attendance

Council Members Mayor Dawe in the Chair; Councillors Abel, Gaertner, Humfryes,
Kim, Mrakas, Pirri, Thom, and Thompson

Members Absent None

Other Attendees Doug Nadorozny, Chief Administrative Officer, Marco Ramunno,

Director of Planning and Building Services, Anthony lerullo,
Manager, Long Range and Strategic Planning, Patricia De Sario,
Town Solicitor, and Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

Deputy Mayor Abel called the meeting to order at 6 p.m.

Council consented to recess at 6:01 p.m. to resolve into a Closed Session meeting, and
reconvened into open session at 6:45 p.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act.

2. Approval of the Agenda

Moved by Councillor Thompson
Seconded by Councillor Thom

That the agenda as circulated by Legislative Services be approved.
Carried
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3. Delegations

None
4. Consideration of Business for Which Notice Was Given

5.

Moved by Councillor Thompson
Seconded by Councillor Thom

That Council resolve into Closed Session to consider the following matter:

1. A proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land by the Town or Local
Board (section 239(2)(c) of the Municipal Act, 2001); Re: Closed Session
Memorandum, Re: Proposed Training Facility

Carried

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

That the Special Council meeting be reconvened into open session to rise and report
from Closed Session.

Carried

1. A proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land by the Town or
Local Board (section 239(2)(c) of the Municipal Act, 2001); Re: Closed
Session Memorandum, Re: Proposed Training Facility

Moved by Councillor Thom
Seconded by Councillor Pirri

That the confidential direction to staff, regarding Closed Session Memorandum,
Re: Proposed Training Facility, be confirmed.
Carried

By-laws

Moved by Councillor Pirri
Seconded by Councillor Gaertner
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That the following confirming by-law be given first, second, and third readings and
enacted:

5913-16 Being a By-law to Confirm Actions by Council Resulting from a Special
Council Meeting on October 18, 2016.

Carried
6. Adjournment
Moved by Councillor Mrakas
Seconded by Councillor Thompson
That the meeting be adjourned at 6:46 p.m.
Carried

Geoffrey Dawe, Mayor Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

The minutes of the Special Council meeting of October 18, 2016, are subject to final
approval by Council on October 25, 2016.
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Legal and Legislative Services

- 905-727-3123
= CSecretariat@aurora.ca

A I@RA Town of Aurora
100 John West Way, Box 1000

yowW Aurora, ON L4G 6J1

PRESENTATION REQUEST

This Presentation form and any written submissions or background information for consideration by
either Council or Committees of Council must be submitted to the Clerk’s office by the following
deadline:

4:30 P.M. ON THE BUSINESS DAY PRIOR TO THE REQUESTED MEETING DATE

COUNCIL/COMMITTEE/ADVISORY COMMITTEE DATE: October 25", 2016

SUBJECT: Sport Aurora 2016 Update

NAME OF SPOKESPERSON: Ron Weese & Stephen Kimmerer

NAME OF GROUP OR PERSON(S) BEING REPRESENTED (if applicable): Sport Aurora

BRIEF SUMMARY OF ISSUE OR PURPOSE OF PRESENTATION: To present to Council the
Highlights and achievements of Sport Aurora in 2016 and updates of the Sport Plan
deliverables and progress to date.

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING:
Have you been in contact with a Town staff or Council member regarding your matter of

interest?

Yes X No IF YES, WITH WHOM? Mayor, & Doug N. DATE

X| I acknowledge that the Procedural By-law permits ten (10) minutes for Presentations.
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AURORA

Town of Aurora
General Committee
Meeting Report

Council Chambers
Aurora Town Hall
Tuesday, October 18, 2016

Attendance

Council Members Councillor Abel in the Chair; Councillors Gaertner, Kim, Mrakas,
Pirri, Thom, Thompson, and Mayor Dawe

Members Absent Councillor Humfryes

Other Attendees Doug Nadorozny, Chief Administrative Officer, Techa van
Leeuwen, Director of Corporate Services, llmar Simanovskis,
Director of Infrastructure and Environmental Services, Dan Elliott,
Director of Financial Services, Jim Tree, Acting Director of Parks,
Recreation and Cultural Services, Marco Ramunno, Director of
Planning and Building Services, Stephanie Mackenzie-Smith,
Manager of Corporate Communications, Anthony lerullo, Manager,
Long Range and Strategic Planning, Patricia De Sario, Town
Solicitor, Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk, and Samantha Yew, Council/
Committee Secretary

The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m.

General Committee consented to resolve into a Closed Session meeting at 9:17 p.m.,
and reconvened into open session at 10 p.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act.
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2. Approval of the Agenda

General Committee approved the agenda, as circulated by Legislative Services,
with the following additions:

Delegation (a) Ms. Lauren Capilongo, representing FGKW Retirement Living
Inc., Re: Item 1 — PBS16-082 — Application for Site Plan Approval, FGKW
Retirement Living Inc., 145 Murray Drive, Part Lot 77, Concession 1, WYS, File
Number: SP-2016-04

Item 1 — PBS16-082 — Application for Site Plan Approval, FGKW Retirement
Living Inc., 145 Murray Drive, Part Lot 77, Concession 1, WYS, File Number:
SP-2016-04

Withdrawn — Item 2 — PRCS16-045 — Award of Request for Proposal PRS
2016-60 Detailed Design and Contract Administration for Construction of
Mavrinac Park

Withdrawn — Item 5 — CS16-004 — Award of Request for Proposal CS-IT 2016-
85 Upgrades to the Audio Video System in the Council Chamber and the
Holland Room

Withdrawn from Item 13 — Joint Council Committee Meeting Minutes of October
4, 2016

Item 14 — Correspondence and Report from York Region, Re: Review of
Regional Council Governance

Item 15 — Accessibility Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of October 5, 2016

Notice of Motion (a) Councillor Abel; Re: Construction of Planned Secondary
School in Official Plan

Closed Session Item 1 — Personal matters about an identifiable individual,
including municipal or local board employees (section 239(2)(b) of the Municipal
Act, 2001); Re: Closed Session Report No. CS16-005, Re: Committee of
Adjustment Vacancy and Committee Membership Qualifications



Council Meeting Agenda item 1
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 3 of 10

General Committee Meeting Report
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 Page 3 of 10

3. Determination of Items Requiring Separate Discussion

ltems 1, 3, 4, 6, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 were identified for discussion. Items 2 and 5
were withdrawn upon Approval of the Agenda.

4. Adoption of ltems Not Requiring Separate Discussion
Items 7, 8, and 10 were identified as items not requiring separate discussion.
General Committee recommends:

That the following recommendations respecting the matters listed as “ltems Not
Requiring Separate Discussion” be adopted as submitted to the General Committee:

7. FS16-032 — Ontario Community Infrastructure Fund Renewed Grant
Agreement

1. That Report No. FS16-032 be received; and

2. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the standardized
grant agreements, subject to the satisfaction of the Town Solicitor, for the
Ontario Community Infrastructure Fund — Formula Component; and

3. That the Treasurer be authorized to execute on behalf of the Town any
progress reports or other submissions required in compliance with the terms
of the funding agreements during the course of the funding and approved
projects.

8. IES16-078 — Award of Tender No. IES 2016-81
1. That Report No. IES16-078 be received; and

2. That Tender No. IES 2016-81 — Redirection of the Existing Sanitary
Services for Houses on Mosley Street and Decommissioning of the Existing
Sanitary Sewer, Capital Project No. 41007, be awarded to Capital Sewer
Services Inc. in the amount of $219,811.18, excluding taxes; and
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3. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the necessary
Agreement, including any and all documents and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.

10. PRCS16-046 — Emerald Ash Borer Control Program Update
1. That Report No. PRCS16-046 be received; and
2. That the Emerald Ash Borer Treatment Program continue in 2017; and

3. That the Emerald Ash Borer Treatment Program continue in future years
pending treatment success rates and Council’s continued approval of the

Emerald Ash Borer Treatment Program.
Carried

5. Delegations

(@) Ms. Lauren Capilongo, representing FGKW Retirement Living Inc.

Re: Item 1 — PBS16-082 — Application for Site Plan Approval, FGKW
Retirement Living Inc., 145 Murray Drive, Part Lot 77, Concession 1,
WYS, File Number: SP-2016-04

Ms. Capilongo provided an overview of the changes that have been made to
the proposed Site Plan Application, including building height, truck traffic and
waste disposal, landscaping, and fencing.

General Committee received and referred the comments of the delegation to
ltem 1.

6. Presentations by the Advisory Committee Chair

None

7. Consideration of Items Requiring Separate Discussion

General Committee consented to discuss the items in the following order: 1, 3, 4, 6,
12,9, 11, 13, 14, and 15.
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1. PBS16-082 — Application for Site Plan Approval, FGKW Retirement Living
Inc.,145 Murray Drive, Part Lot 77, Concession 1, WYS, File
Number: SP-2016-04

General Committee recommends:
1. That Report No. PBS16-082 and PBS16-066 (attachment) be received; and

2. That the Site Plan application File No. SP-2016-04 (FGKW Retirement
Living Inc.) to permit the development of a four (4) storey, 78 unit addition
on the subject lands be approved; and

3. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the Site Plan
Agreement, including any and all documents and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.

Carried
3. IES16-080 — Suspension of Winter Overnight Parking Restrictions —
Introduction to the Program
General Committee recommends:
1. That Report No. IES16-080 be received for information.
Carried

4. FS16-033 —Interim Operating Budget Forecast — As at August 31, 2016

General Committee recommends:

1. That That Report No. FS16-033 be received for information.
Carried

6. FS16-031 —Procurement By-law Update for eProcurement

General Committee recommends:

1. That Report No. FS16-031 be received; and
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2. That Procurement By-law No. 5500-13 be repealed and replaced with an
updated bylaw to provide for eProcurement services and other minor
changes.

Carried

9. IES16-079 — Award of Contract for Consulting Services for the Restoration
of 9 Scanlon Court

General Committee recommends:
1. That Report No. IES16-079 be received; and

2. That the Contract for the provision of consulting services to complete site
remediation works, environmental site investigations and reporting for the
Town'’s property located at 9 Scanlon Court be awarded to Amec Foster
Wheeler Environment & Infrastructure a Division of Amec Foster Wheeler
Americas Limited for $164,498.16, excluding taxes; and

3. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the necessary
Agreement, including any and all documents and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.

Carried

11. PBS16-081 — Application for Site Plan Approval, Green Storage Inc., 27
Allaura Boulevard, Block B and Part of Block A and Part of
Lot 13, Registered Plan M-51, File Number: SP-2015-07
Related File Number: MV-2016-35A-C

General Committee recommends:
1. That Report No. PBS16-081 be received; and

2. That Site Plan Application File SP-2015-07 (Green Storage Inc.) to permit
the development of the subject lands for a self-storage facility be approved;
and



Council Meeting Agenda item 1
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 7 of 10

General Committee Meeting Report
Tuesday, October 18, 2016 Page 7 of 10

3. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the site plan
agreement, including any and all documents and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.

Carried

12. PBS16-085 — Town of Aurora Strategic Plan Update — What We Heard
General Committee recommends:

1. That Report No. PBS16-085 be received; and

2. That staff be directed to prepare the draft Strategic Plan update based on
the feedback received to date and that the draft Plan form the basis for the
remaining planned public consultation activities.

Carried

13. Joint Council Committee Meeting Minutes of September 6, 2016

General Committee recommends:

1. That the Joint Council Committee meeting minutes of September 6, 2016
be received.
Carried

14. Correspondence and Report from York Region
Re: Review of Regional Council Governance
General Committee recommends:

1. That the Correspondence and Report from York Region regarding Review of
Regional Council Governance be received; and

2. That the following comments from Council be submitted to York
Region for consideration:

a. That Council does not support the current Regional Council
Governance structure; and
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b. That Council supports increasing the size of Regional Council by
providing an additional member from the Town of Aurora; and

c. That Council supports the direct election of the Regional Chair.
Carried as amended

15. Accessibility Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of October 5, 2016
General Committee recommends:

1. That the Accessibility Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of October 5,
2016, be received for information.
Carried

8. Notices of Motion

(@) Councillor Abel
Re: Construction of Planned Secondary School in Official Plan

Whereas The Town of Aurora has an Official Plan, approved by York Region
and in conformity with the Province of Ontario; and

Whereas the Official Plan for the Town of Aurora complies with sound planning
principles, to guide development of major new neighbourhoods, known in
Aurora as the Bayview - Wellington Centre Planning Area, and the 2B and 2C
Planning Area; and

Whereas these neighbourhoods on either side of Bayview Avenue are complete
and home to 13,000 residents; and

Whereas the 2C community is nearing completion and will be home to another
9,000 residents for a total of 22,000 residents; and

Whereas there is a York Region District School Board (YRDSB) Secondary
School indicated in the Town’s Official Plan, on Bayview Avenue at Borealis
Avenue, to serve these residents, and the land is still undeveloped and vacant
for the past 15 years; and
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Whereas the residents of this catchment area have been told that they will have
their Secondary School enrollment needs met at Dr. G.W. Williams Secondary
School; and

Whereas this does not meet the needs of the residents, nor does it comply with
our Official Plan, nor does this type of commute conform with the orderly
function of the Town, that the students must commute an average of 6 km to
school, through the already congested GO Transit Station area; and

Whereas the residents of this catchment area are approaching 60% of the
student body at Dr. G.W. Williams Secondary School, and it will only increase
as this area grows and ages; and

Whereas there are further enrollment issues that reduce specialized programs,
extracurricular activities, and the number of specialized teachers and staff; and

Whereas 20% of a resident’s annual Property Tax, which is collected and then
paid by the Municipality to the treasury of the YRDSB; and

Whereas, if the YRDSB property was sold to development, this would further
add to the catchment area population and increase the YRDSB Treasury with
little to show for the residents’ needs; and

Whereas the residents could simply walk to the Secondary School as planned,;
and

Whereas, if the YRDSB has funding challenges, they could collaborate with the
Municipality, York Region, the Ministry of Education, and the Province, to
engage with expediency to arrive at a solution;

1. Now Therefore Let It Be Hereby Resolved That Council supports the Official
Plan and the construction of the planned YRDSB Secondary School, on the
property purchased by the YRDSB, to serve the needs of the catchment
area; and

2. Be It Further Resolved That a copy of the Council resolution be forwarded
to the Ministry of Education, MPP Chris Ballard, and York Region; and
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3. Be It Further Resolved That dialogue/collaboration take place beginning in
the last quarter of 2016, between the Town of Aurora and the YRDSB, and
that invitations be extended to MPP Chris Ballard, York Region, and other
interested partners to arrive at a solution.

9. New Business/General Information

Councillor Thompson inquired about the use of IMAJet to treat trees affected by the
Emerald Ash Borer. Staff advised that the treatment is still in use.

10. Closed Session

That General Committee consented to resolve into Closed Session to consider the
following matter:

1. Personal matters about an identifiable individual, including municipal or
local board employees (section 239(2)(b) of the Municipal Act, 2001); Re:
Closed Session Report No. CS16-005, Re: Committee of Adjustment
Vacancy and Committee Membership Qualifications

11. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned at 10 p.m.

John Abel, Councillor Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

The report of the General Committee meeting of October 18, 2016, is subject to final
approval by Council on October 25, 2016.
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AURORA

Town of Aurora
Public Report of the General Committee
Closed Session Meeting
Council Chambers

Aurora Town Hall
Tuesday, October 18, 2016

Attendance

Council Members Mayor Dawe in the Chair; Councillors Abel, Gaertner, Kim, Mrakas,
Pirri, Thom, and Thompson

Members Absent Councillor Humfryes

Other Attendees Doug Nadorozny, Chief Administrative Officer, and Lisa Lyons,
Town Clerk

The Chair called the meeting to order at 9:21 p.m.

1. Declaration of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest under the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act.

2. Approval of the Agenda

General Committee Closed Session approved the agenda as circulated by
Legislative Services.
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3. Item for Discussion

1. Personal matters about an identifiable individual, including municipal or
local board employees (section 239(2)(b) of the Municipal Act, 2001); Re:
Closed Session Report No. CS16-005, Re: Committee of Adjustment
Vacancy and Committee Membership Qualifications

General Committee Closed Session recommends:

1. That Closed Session Report No. CS16-005 be received; and

2. That staff be directed to advertise for the vacancy on the Committee of
Adjustment; and

3. That staff be directed to review and report back on a revised Policy for Ad

Hoc/Advisory Committees and Local Boards for consideration by Council.
Carried

4. Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned at 10:00 p.m.

Geoffrey Dawe, Mayor Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk

The Public Report of the General Committee Closed Session meeting of October 18,
2016, is subject to final approval by Council on October 25, 2016.
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AURORA council Report No. CS16-006

Subject: Award of Request for Proposal CS-IT 2016-85 Upgrades to the
Audio Video System in the Council Chambers and the Holland
Room

Prepared by: Karen Bates-Denney, IT Manager
Department: Corporate Services

Date: October 25, 2016

Recommendation
1. That Report No. CS16-006 be received; and

2. That early approval of the 2017 Capital Project No. 72238 Council Chambers
A/V System Upgrades in the amount of $251,922 be provided from the
Facilities Repair & Replacement Reserve; and

3. That Request for Proposal CS-IT 2016-85 Upgrades to the Audio Video System
in the Council Chambers and the Holland Room be awarded to Advanced
Presentation Products Inc. in the amount of $539,919, excluding taxes; and

4. That the Mayor and Town Clerk be authorized to execute the Standard Form
of Agreement, including any and all documents and ancillary agreements
required to give effect to same.

Executive Summary

Council Authorization is required to award RFP CS-IT 2016-85 to Advanced
Presentation Products Inc. and to execute the agreement to commence the work
required within the Council Chambers and the Holland Room.

e Seek approval to leverage Capital Project and Facility Reserve funds for the
project variance,

e Obtain Council approval for the award of the RFP in accordance with the
Procurement By-law;

e Provide a synopsis of the Request for Proposal (RFP) Process that was followed
with the results;
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e Outline a schedule for completion of the Construction, Testing, Commissioning
and Training for the new Audio Video System Components;
e Provide a timeline for completion of the project.

Background

On October 4, 2016, Council received information report CS16-004 outlining the status
of the Council Chamber and Holland Room Audio Visual Upgrades project. This report
outlined the key drivers for change, the scope of the project, the engagement of the
Audio Video Consultant, the requirements for the new system, as well as an estimate of
the timeline for the project work.

Analysis

Council Approval Needed for the Award of the RFP in accordance with the
Procurement By-Law

The scope of this project involves the removal of the existing Audio Video System and
components and the installation, commissioning, testing and training for the new system
in both the Council Chamber and the Holland Room. The full scope of the work
exceeds the $100,000 threshold for Director approval and as a result, requires Council
approval.

Procurement multi phased approach to RFP evaluation ensures vendor
compliance

Town staff issued RFP CS-IT 2016-85 on September 16, 2016. A mandatory site
meeting was held at Town Hall on September 22, 2016 for prospective vendors. A total
of 13 vendors participated in the mandatory meeting. The RFP closed on October 4,
2016 with a total of 2 firms submitting proposals.

The evaluation process undertaken for submitted proposals is comprehensive.
Proposals must successfully pass multiple stages to be considered eligible for further
evaluation and potential award. For this proposal there are five main stages of
evaluation:

1. Stage 1 is the mandatory requirements and submission requirements
confirmation. This stage confirms that specific documents are submitted in the
proper form and is a pass/fail evaluation issued by Procurement staff.
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2. Stage 2 is the technical requirements evaluation stage. This stage involves
review of a written proposal by the evaluation committee, without regard for
financial information and is based on the submission requirements outlined in the
RFP documents. Compliance is based on the proponent achieving a minimum
point’s score of 70%.

3. Stage 3 is the financial component which is only considered if the technical
requirements are met.

4. Stage 4 is the cumulative score of the scores from Stage 2 and Stage 3 for a
Grand Total Score out of 100%.

5. Stage 5 optional interview/presentation — the top 2 vendors will be brought in for
an interview/presentation.

Of the 2 submitted proposals 1 proposal submitted by Advanced Presentation Products
Inc. passed to Stage 2. In Stage 2, a review of the Proposals was completed by the
Evaluation Committee. Each proposal was evaluated on the following criteria as
identified in the RFP:

e Qualifications and Experience of the Company and Team Staff (40%)
e Understanding of the Project, Approach and Methodology (30%)
e Fee Schedule/Cost (30%)

The Advanced Presentation Products Inc. submission, scored 55.40 out of 70 in Stage
2, thereby meeting the technical requirements to advance to Stage 3 of the process. In
Stage 3, the financial component was considered and scored. Stage 4 produced the
cumulative score for Advanced Presentation Products Inc. as 84.5 out of 100%. Stage
5 is not required as there are no competing proponents to interview.

Project requires additional funds to proceed

The financial results of the RFP process indicate that the required funds to proceed with
this project, exceed the current project budget.

Staff designed the RFP with options for separating the work and associated costs for
the Council Chambers and the Holland Room in case of a budget shortfall. The bulk of
the work and change is within the Council Chambers. Seventy thousand dollars or 13%
of the total project amounts to the additional work required in the Holland Room. There
are efficiency savings and fewer disruptions by doing the work in the two rooms at one
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time. As a result, staff recommend that the two work areas remain together under one
project.

Staff have further reviewed the equipment list as presented by the proponent and have
reduced items resulting in a 10% reduction of the overall project cost.

Further details are outlined in the Financial Implications section of this report.
Work schedule reflects time constraints for Council Chamber Recess

The majority of the project work is to commence during the Council Recess from
December 13, 2016 to January 13, 2017. Some of the work will be conducted during
November to facilitate a Council Chamber first use date of January 24, 2017. Permitting
the vendor to commence work in November on some of the components ensures that
the time sensitive timeline proposed can be met.

The vendor has proposed a high level work schedule to meet the time sensitivity. A
more detailed and complete schedule will be prepared following the project kick off with
the vendor. Council should expect to experience inconveniences during the equipment
procurement and system pre-build stages of the project. All stakeholders will be
apprised of such changes in advance of the work being started.

Advisory Committee Review

Staff report CS16-004 identified that the proposed audio/video upgrades were endorsed
by the Accessibility Advisory Committee. Staff will engage respresentation from the
Accessibility Advisory Committee during the testing phase of the project to ensure we
have adequately met the needs of the Committee.

Financial Implications

Funding for this project has been approved through three capital projects 72238, 12029
and 12002. The following table identifies the source and status to date:
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Table 2 — Financial Summary

Approved Budget

Capital Project No. 72238 — Council Chambers
A/V System Upgrades

$110,000

Capital Project No. 12029 — Streaming Sub-
Committees Live Via Internet

$25,000

Capital Project No. 12002 — Accessibility
Committee

$192,000

Total Approved Budget for Project

$327,000

Less previous A/V consulting commitment

$29,500

Funding available for subject contract

$297,500

Contract Award excluding HST

$539,919

Non-refundable taxes (1.76%)

$9,503

Sub-Total

$549,422

Total Funding Required

$549,422

Budget Variance

-$251,922

In order to proceed with this project additional funds are required. In consultation with
Financial staff the following funding sources and associated amounts are available to

leverage:

Funding Source Amount

Facilites R & R $251,922

On October 15, 2016 at the Capital Budget Meeting, staff presented a 2017 Capital
Project for additional funding. Council provided approval in principal. The Capital
Budget will be ratified on November 8, 2016. In order to meet the tight timelines for this

project, early approval is critical for the success of this project.
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Communications Considerations

A comprehensive communication plan will be developed and communicated to the
relevant stakeholders prior to any Council Chambers changes being made. Any service
disruptions expected prior to the Council recess will be communicated to the
stakeholders including the public.

Link to Strategic Plan
Invest in Sustainable Infrastructure

The Audio Video upgrades to the Council Chamber and the Holland Room will provide
staff with the necessary equipment, infrastructure and support to meet both current and
future meeting needs.

Alternative(s) to the Recommendation

Option 1: Cancel the project. Council could direct staff to cancel the project. We
continue to run the risk of failures in these rooms due to aged
equipment/technology. As well we fail to provide enhanced accessibility
features/requirements and do not future proof our Council and Committee
Meeting Rooms.

Option 2: Scale the project. Divide the work areas up and proceed with only the
Council Chambers work. This amounts to a savings of $70,000 — 13% of
the total project cost.

Conclusions

Staff recommends that Council award CS-IT 2016-85 for the Upgrades to the Audio
Video System in the Council Chamber and the Holland Room be awarded to Advanced
Presentation Products Inc. in the amount of $539,919.

Attachments

Attachment A — Council Chambers and Holland Room Project Milestones

Previous Reports

CS16-004 Audio Visual Upgrades and Meeting Management Suite
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Pre-submission Review

Agenda Management Meeting review on October 3, 2016.

Departmental Approval Approved for Agenda
s B‘M Nudinmy
; = v U
%ﬁ' Techa Van Leeuwen Doug Nadorozny

Director, Corporate Services Chief Administrative Officer
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/’% Town of Aurora

item 4
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No. PBS16-090

Subject: Additional Information

Proposed Bell Radiocommunication Antenna System
Gaetano DiBlasi

1360 Bloomington Road East

Part of Lot 11 Concession 2

File Number: SP(T)-2014-02

Prepared by: Marty Rokos, Planner

Department: Planning and Building Services
Date: October 25, 2016

Recommendations

1.

2.

That Report Nos. PBS16-090 and PBS16-080 (attachment) be received; and

That Industry Canada and the applicant be advised that the Town’s
Radiocommunication & Broadcasting Antenna Systems Protocol has been
complied with in respect to the proposed 40 metre high telecommunication
tower; and

That Council provide direction respecting:

a) Concurrence; or
b) Non-Concurrence

regarding the proposed 40 metre high telecommunication tower at 1360
Bloomington Road East be forwarded to Industry Canada; and

That Industry Canada be advised of Council’s resolution on the subject
application.

Executive Summary

This report responds to questions from Council at the General Committee Meeting on
October 4, 2016.

to this report;

include the Town’s logo;

A colour rendering of the proposed tower is has been submitted and is attached

Bell is willing to work with the Town to produce a tower design with a shroud to
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e The proposed tower is required in addition to small cell antenna systems; and

e Construction of the tower is regulated by Industry Canada, as such, municipal
building permits and fill permits are not required.

Background

On September 26, 2014 the applicant (Bell Mobility Inc.) submitted an application (file
SP(T)-2014-02) for municipal concurrence to construct a telecommunication tower at
1360 Bloomington Road East. The applicant proposes a 40 metre self-support
communications structure with exterior mounted radio equipment. The installation would
occupy a fenced ground compound area of 10.7 m by 10.7 m or 114 m?.

On October 4, 2016 Council provided direction regarding concurrence with the
proposed 40 metre telecommunications tower. Further information was also requested
about the following:

e Applicant to submit a clear colour rendering of the proposed tower;

e The possibility of a shroud design to allow for a Town of Aurora logo on the
tower;

e How the small cell technology project affects the need for this tower; and

e Whether any fill that was previously placed on the subject lands will be affected
by this application.

Analysis

Bell has provided further information in response to Council’'s questions. A colour
elevation of the proposed tower is attached to this report as Figure 2. The tower is a
self-support design with externally mounted antennas. However, Bell has indicated that
they can work with staff to change the tower design to a tri-pole type and include a
shroud with the Town’s logo (Figure 2).

On August 9, 2016, the Town authorized staff to enter into an agreement with Bell for a
pilot project to install small cell antenna systems on Town infrastructure such as utility
poles and streetlights. Bell has indicated that small cell antenna systems do not
alleviate the need for the proposed tower, which is still is required for the network needs
of Bell and Rogers. The small cell project is expected to reduce the need for new
traditional Bell telecommunications towers in the future. Rogers is not a participant in
the small cell project.
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The applicant is not proposing to remove any fill that was previously placed on the site.
The work proposed is limited to the telecommunications tower and associated site
works only.

Attachments

Figure 1 — Location Map — Subject Lands
Figure 2 — Rendering of the Proposed Tower
Figure 3 — Proposed Bell Tower and Former Proposed Rogers Tower

Appendix ‘A’ — General Committee Report PBS16-080

Previous Reports

General Committee Report Number PBS16-080, dated October 4, 2016; and
Council Report Number PDS16-049, dated August 9, 2016.

Pre-submission Review

Reviewed by the Chief Administrative Officer and Director of Planning and Building

Services.
Departmental Approval Approved for Agenda
Marco‘ﬁamunno, MCIP, RPP Doug Nadorozny .

Director, Planning and Building Services Chief Administrative Officer



‘AydeibojoydoyriQ GLOZ ““ouj suonnjos asegq isilH @ ‘GLoZ Bunds uaxe) sojoyd Jiyy “eioiny jo umoj ay} e uoibay 3ioA Aq pepinoid ejep aseqg ‘9.0z ‘9L 1oquieidas juswpedaq saoinias bulpjing  buluueld eioiny jo umo | ayj Aq pejeaio deyy

I RA—NOId

20-v102-(1)ds 83114
ViOaINy Y 00z 0Sb 00 SANV1 1D3rans ﬂ ISe|g1Q ouejees JINYIITddV
e N

T SANV 103rdns - dVIN NOILVOO1

Hrvdwiod pooh 2 a4maf EEREN]

¥ P & ‘ 2,
i SR i

e = 1seqipeoYNIuo)buILoD|g

©
1
(=)
N
Te}
N
-
o
2
o
-
(3]
o
>
1]
T
7]
o
=
=

Council Meeting Agenda




Council Meeting Agenda item 4
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 5 of 96

RENDERING OF THE PROPOSED TOWER e
APPLICANT: Gaetano DiBlasi A KORA

FILES: SP(T)-2014-02
You're in Good Company

Map created by the Town of Aurora Planning & Building Services Department, October 20, 2016. Photo provided by FONTUR INTERNATIONAL INC..

FIGURE 2
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sl Appendix ‘A’
Ve~ Town of Aurora
AURORA General Committee Report No. PBS16-080

Subject: Proposed Bell Radiocommunication Antenna System
Gaetano DiBlasi
1360 Bloomington Road East
Part of Lot 11 Concession 2
File Number: SP(T)-2014-02

Prepared by: Marty Rokos, Planner
Department: Planning and Buildihg Services

Date: October 4, 2016

Recommendations
1. That Report No. PBS16-080 be received; and

2. That Industry Canada and the applicant be advised that the Town’s
Radiocommunication & Broadcasting Antenna Systems Protocol has been
complied with in respect to the proposed 40 metre high telecommunication

tower; and
3. That Council provide direction respecting:

a) Concurrence; or
b) Non-Concurrence

regarding the proposed 40 metre high telecommunication tower at 1360
Bloomington Road East; and

4. That Industry Canada be advised of Council’s decision on the subject
application.

Executive Summary

This report seeks Council's concurrence to construct a proposed 40 m high
telecommunication tower at 1360 Bloomington Road East.

e The Public Information Session (PIS) was held on December 7, 2015.

e 7 comments from the public were received before the PIS, 6 comments were
received at the PIS, and 8 comments were received after the follow-up response
to residents.
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o Bell's response to resident comments are included in this report as Attachment
#1.

Background

On September 26, 2014 the applicant (Bell Mobility Inc.) submitted an application (file
SP(T)-2014-02) for municipal concurrence to construct a telecommunication tower at
1360 Bloomington Road East. The applicant proposes a 40 metre self-support
communications structure with exterior mounted radio equipment. The installation would
occupy a fenced ground compound area of 10.7 m by 10.7 m or 114 m?.

The Bell tower site is located 235 m east of the previously proposed 30 m Rogers
telecommunication tower at 1030 Bloomington Road East (file SP(T)-2014-01). On
August 21, 2014, Planning staff asked both carriers to explore the feasibility of
partnering on a single tower. After the Bell application was submitted, both carriers
proposed a joint venture between them on the Rogers site while the Bell application
would be put on hold. The Rogers application was subsequently revised to raise the
height to 35 m to accommodate Bell’'s equipment. That application was refused by
Council on June 2, 2015. Bell is now moving ahead with their application at 1360
Bloomington Road East, which is also proposed to be used by Rogers.

Location / Land Use

The subject lands, municipally known as 1360 Bloomington Road East, are located
between Bayview Avenue and Leslie Street (Figure 1). The property has a lot area of
approximately 18 hectares and a frontage of 930 m on Bloomington Road East and 105
m on Leslie Street. The amount of land leased to Bell is 1,102 m? including the access
driveway.

There is currently a residence and vehicle storage on the easterly portion of the subject
lands, with the rest of the property being vacant.

Surrounding Land Uses

The surrounding land uses are as follows:

North: rural lands;

South:  Bloomington Road East and employment lands in Richmond Hill;
East: Leslie Street and residential lands; and

West: commercial lands.
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Protocol for Establishing Telecommunication Towers

Under Section 5 of the Radiocommunications Act, the Minister of Industry is the
approval authority for all erection and modifications to all towers and other antenna-
supporting structures. Industry Canada has issued a procedural guideline for all
radiocommunication and broadcasting antenna system, “Radiocommunication and
Broadcasting Antenna Systems — Client Procedures Circular — CPC-2-0-03" which
outlines the process for proponents seeking to install or modify antenna systems.
Section 4.0 of the client procedures circular, the proponent must consult with the local
Land Use Authority and obtain a final concurrence for the proposal or a letter
acknowledging the relevant municipal process or other requirements have been
satisfied.

Pre-Consultation with the Municipality

In August 2014, the applicant pre-consulted with Planning staff to discuss the initial
proposal. Planning Staff outlined the municipal telecommunication protocol and its
requirements for public consultation to the applicant. As noted in the Background
section of this report, staff asked Bell and Rogers to explore the feasibility of partnering
on a single tower to meet the needs of both carriers. Planning Staff also requested that
the applicant provide a planning justification report to address the purpose of the
telecommunication tower, the benefits of having multiple carriers as well as the design
integration with the existing subject site.

Analysis

Planning & Development Services have received the application and Bell’s response to
the concerned residents.

Planning Staff recognize that the proposed Bell tower is located farther from the existing
residential dwellings located on Offord Cres and Babcock Blvd than the previously
proposed Rogers tower. It is located 235 m east of the Rogers proposal (Figure 3). The
Bell location is approximately 300 m from the closest residential property at 106 Offord
Cres. The base of the proposed tower will be screened by the existing auto recycling
and self storage facilities, reducing the overall visual aspect of the proposed tower
(Figure 3).

The subject application was also circulated to the Town’'s Development Engineer,
Building & By-law Services, Parks & Recreation Services and the Fire Services. The
Development Engineer has no objections subject to further technical information on
grading and drainage being provided. The applicant is working to provide these details.
No other departments had any concerns or comments.
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Link to Strategic Plan

The telecommunication tower supports the Strategic Plan goal of Supporting an
exceptional quality of life for all through its accomplishment in satisfying
requirements in the following key objective within this goal statement:

Strengthening the fabric of our community: Through the approval of the proposed
telecommunication tower, communications infrastructure is enhanced in accordance
with the Identify new format, methods and technologies to effectively and
regularly engage the community action item.

Financial Implications

No financial implications.

Communications Considerations

The applicant held a public consultation on December 7, 2015 to discuss the proposed
tower. Before the public consultation, Bell provided an information package and an
invitation to a Public Information Session to all property owners within a radius of 120 m
from the subject property. Concurrent to the mailing of the package, the applicant also
placed two (2) notice signs on the property, one each along the frontages of
Bloomington Road East and Leslie Street. Additionally, the newspaper notices were
published in the Aurora Banner and the Auroran on November 5, 2015.

The PIS was held at the Oak Ridges Community Centre at 12895 Bayview Avenue in
Richmond Hill from 6-7 pm. 13 residents attended the PIS on December 7, 2015 and six
(6) comment sheets where submitted. The following is a summary of the comments
received to date:

Concerns related to siting and site selection;
Other properties for potential structure placement;
Property values;

Health concerns;

Visual impact; and

Repeating the process of the Rogers proposal.

Subsequent to the public commenting period, Bell provided a detailed response to the
concerned property owners (Attachment #1).

Alternatives to the Recommendation

None.
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Conclusions

Planning and Development Services has reviewed the proposed telecommunication
tower in accordance with the Town’s Radiocommunication & Broadcasting Antenna
Systems Protocol and Industry Canada’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting
Antenna System procedures. Accordingly, Staff concludes that Bell has undertaken a
comprehensive public consultation process and completed the Town's
Radiocommunication & Broadcasting Antenna Systems Protocol for the proposed tower
on 1360 Bloomington Road East.

Attachments

Attachment #1 — Public Consultation Summary Report

Figure 1 — Location Map

Figure 2 — Survey of the Proposed Location

Figure 3 — Proposed Bell Tower and Former Proposed Rogers Tower

Previous Reports

None.

Pre-submission Review

Reviewed by the Chief Administrative Officer and Director of Planning and Building

Services.

Departmental Approval Approved for Agenda
o2 O Ty

Marco Rémﬂxnno, MCIP, RPP Doug Nadorozny

Director, Planning and Building Services Chief Administrative Officer
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Attachment #1

Public Consultation Summary Report

Prepared for the Town of Aurora

Bell Mobility's Proposed Steel Self-Support and Wireless
Telecommunications Facility

1361 Bloomington Road,
Aurorq, Ontario
W3661
August 18, 2016
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70 East Beaver Creek, Suite 22
( Richmond Hill, ON, L4B 3B2
Phone: [416) 701-4574 —_—
FONTUR Email:  shehryar.khan@loniurinternational.com L

August 18, 2016

Marty Rokos, MCIP, RFP

Planner, Planning & Development Services
Town of Aurora

Aurora, Ontario

L4G 6J1

Re: Public Consultation Summary for proposed telecommunication tower
W3661- 1361 Bloomington Road, Aurcra, Ontario

Dear Mr. Rokos,

Please he advised that the public commenting period for the proposed Bell telecommunication tower at
1361 Bloomington Road has concluded. Throughout the extended commenting period starting November
06, 2015 and ending June 07, 2016, a total of fourteen individual objections from the public were received.
All of the residents that voiced their opposition live more than 345 metres from the tower location. The
closest is the Bloomington Storage facility, approximately 86 metres from the tower location.

We believe that Bell Mobility has demonstrated that the proposed wireless telecommunication facility
meets the language and intent of Industry Canada’s guideline document CPC 2-0-03, In terms of our
circulation to the Town, we feel that all technical concerns and requirements received through and after
the circulation have been addressed.

We feel that our proposal does not impede on the use and enjoyment of surrounding land uses. Bell
Mobility believes it has completed the consultation process in accordance with Innovation, Science and
Economic Development (formerly Industry Canada) standards, and respectfully asks that the Town of
Aurora issue a statement of concurrence.

if you have any questions or you require any further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

LT S

Shehryar Khan
FONTUR International Inc.
On Contract to Bell Mobility Inc.
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Introduction

The following report is a follow-up to the Site Selection/lustification Report submitted to the Township
of Aurora on September 18, 2014 regarding a proposed 40.0-metre self-support telecommunication
tower at 1360 Bloomington Road. Since this time, a public circulation and consultation has been
undertaken in accordance with Industry Canada’s guideline document CPC 2-0-03.

At the time Bell submitted the application, Rogers had a proposal and already completed public
consultation. They conducted two public meetings and received objections from the same community
members. Bell agreed to co-locate onto the tower, unfortunately, the Town provided a refusal. Bell's
proposal is well distanced from the residents and fits well within the context of the area. The fact that 3
carriers {Bell, Telus, Rogers) have an interest in servicing the surrounding community should be taken
seriously. It is understood that generally people do not want to live near these types of facilities.
However, telecommunications are necessary infrastructure. These structures around the GTA are
installed close to residential communities because it's where demand is coming from.

The following are reasons why this tower location is best suited:

o Tower is located more than 300 metres from the nearest residential dwelling
e Tower blends in with current hydro transmission lines which looks similar.
e Tower is abutting the following land uses
o South -Miller Aggregates Compost Yard
o North - Vacant agricultural lands
o East-outdoor crane storage
o West —Bloomington Storage
o Further West — Auto Recycling yard
e Tower location meets the current needs for Bell, Telus and Rogers

Public Notification

The public was notified of the proposed tower in accordance with the Town's Consultation Process and
Industry Canada’s CPC 2-0-03. Accordingly, residents and property owners within a radius of three times
the tower height {measured from the base of the proposed tower) were sent an information brochure
via regular mail (Appendix A) that arrived on or before November 06, 2015. A mailing list was provided
by the Town office and a total of eleven {11) property owners/agencies were contacted {Appendix B).

In addition, a public notice advertisement was placed in ‘Auroran and Aurora Banner’ advising the public
of the proposal at the beginning of the 30-day commenting period, November 06, 2015 {Appendix C).
The notice advised the public of the ending date to comment, December 11, 2015.

Fontur International on behalf of Bell Mobility also held a public meeting on December 07, 2015 at the
Oak Ridges Community Centre and answered gquestions from the public.
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Consultation

During the more than 30-day commenting period (November, 06 2015 — June 7, 2016), FONTUR
International on behalf of Bell Mobility received comments from the public, mainly in opposition
(Breakdown is shown below). Fontur International responded to the concerns and later provided a final
notice in additional 21 days to respond as per the CPC-2-0-03 and Town's recommendation. All of the
concerns were related to health & safety and concerns for property values. The full correspondence is
found in Appendix G.

Summary of Consultation

Consultation start Date: November 6, 2015

Public Information Session Date: December 7, 2015
Public Comment Deadline: December 11, 2015
Final Response to Residents: May 11, 2016

Final Comment Deadline: June 07, 2016

2 Newspaper Notices published (Aurora Banner and Auroran)

2 notice signs installed (2 frontages)

Public Information Session (Oak Ridges Community Centre)

Mail out to property owners within 120m radius. (Info package published on wehsite as well)

Number of comments received between start date and information session: 7
Response sent: 7 (all)

Public info session attendance: 13 residents/property owners (all residents living at least 350m away
from tower location).

® 4 representing the storage facility at 1082 8loomington Rd
» 3 from the same household of 15 Babcock Blvd for which 1 works at the storage facility)
¢ 2 from same household at 29 Urquhart Court

Number of comment sheets submitted: 6

e 4 comment sheets from same household between 2 people.
e 1 from same individual that commented during consultation period prior to info session
e 1 other living 1.5km from the proposed

Number of residents/owners that were sent final notice: 13 (all that attended meeting or commented)
Response from public received: 8

3 from same household at 48 Offord Crescent

2 from same household at 29 Urguhart Court

1 from Bloomington Storage at 1082 Bloomington Rd
1 from 15 Babcock Blivd

1 from 25 Urquhart Court
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Rogers and Telus
Tower on Hwy ramp
On 50m tower

Conclusion

As the public consultation has expired (as of June 07, 2016), Bell Mohility is formally requesting that the
Town of Aurora formally acknowledge this report as the conclusion of consultation procedures for this
telecommunication tower.

Should you have any further questions or concerns pertaining to the consultation process associated
with this proposal please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.

Sincerely,

&

Shehryar Khan
FONTUR International Inc.
On Contract to Bell Mobility Inc.
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Appendix A- Public Notification Brochure

Bell 2

FONTUR

Public Consultation Information

Proposal for a Self-Support Telecommunication Tower 40m (131 #)
1340 Boominglon rd (Bloomington =d and Leshe 51)

RE: Nolice for Residents of a New Proposed Radiccommunication and Broadcastng Antenna System. Your
property is within the 120 m nofification radivs of the proposal.

Deor 22tigent(s!

This iefermation package is ‘o rotify you nregards 1o a rew reecemmuncaton toraes propeia’ 1o tarve
yout commority or the oropary munic paly known ot 1340 3somr ng'en Poao Tre retacrk ong coverage
previder ler thit poricular preject is 327 Mebii'y rc. Irvitaticns have Deen sant to Rogers Comrmun.cators
ond Wra Moo e 1o place trer equipment on ths "ower f interas*za Please note tha! we ore in the public
consulfation phase and would be interested in receiving your commenh. Trit prooczal 1 ar oterngtive 1c
ire& deger tower iocation that was propesed on 1030 5 ocmingtor Rood. To lears mere obeu: tre
reguiorery cerraxd pleass see section cn your locol lond-Use Authority.

;
3

PLAN
SCHLE

PROPOSED COMPOUND LAYOUT PLAN
wxag 13

1087

® ®

Who We Are

Bell Mobility Inc. (Licensed Wireless Provider) i: o Conaodiarn icented camer werng towords ezvand v g
reir netaork ang Soverage in the Grealer Toronio Area for thelr existing ona futura customass,

FONTUR Intemdtional Inc. ({Consultant] 5 a site acq.itticn ora muricioal consuiration frm responsiple fer
ceatrg rfrastructura with.r the mun.cipaity’'s ana pukiic interest while meetng the oemarao: of owr
clents
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Be'” (@

FONTUR

Why iz a new tower recuired?

A rodic antenna and tower are the two mast important ports of o iodio commurication iystem. The antenna is
neaded {0 sand and recelve sgnals for the radio station. The fower rotes the ardenna above obstructions such
as frees and buldings so that it oon send and receive thase sgnals cleoty. Each rac’o station and its anterna
ystem (Incuding the tower) provids rodic coverage ‘o o tpeciic geogiophc ama, olen co'ed a cel. The
antenna syriem must be carefully lbcated to enzure that H provides a good sgnal over the whole cef area.
without irtederng with clher stations. In areas where there ore many cels, the antennas do not naed to be very
high. Where the cals ore lomger, *he criennas must be higher cbove the ground level in order fo provide good
rodio coverage for the whole area. As customer demand increases the cell dimirishes more and more.

Bel's Rodio Frequency Engineering depoartment has detenrired the need for voice and dota (LTE) upgrade
odaquately provice conliguous coverapge and service to our exstiing and fulure oustomer base in the orea of
Bioorrington Rood ond Lesie Street. Cumently. our network i burdened by a combinafion of pocr vcice and data
quality in these oreas. More impertantly, there s the sue of data woge on your motle phone ond wirelexs
devicei. Al more and more pecpis have opled to work remotaly and accets the iriemet for other purposes
there i an increased need for batier coverage.

Wi wijl the Tew. jae ?

The propcsed site of the tower s of 1340 Bloomington Road. The geographic coondinates for the she are: Lafitude
(NAD B3} N 43° 58° 18.§" Longitude (NAD 83} W79~ 25" 22.0°

Ball Mobiity sirongly supparls co-location on sxisting towes ond siruchres. Tha usa of exsting structuras minirizes
the number of new fowers required In @ gven orea and k generally o more cott effectve way of doing business.
Unferiunatey in this oate, there were no exsfing structures in the search area. As sthown on the map below in
figure 1, the neorest teleccrmmunicotion tower is oppradmately 1.5tm west oaned by Teks. Due to iz dilance
ond height at 17 mefres. coldocoation will not heip Ball meet their coveroge cblectives. There ove two Rogen
towers in the area east of ine sublect locotion, for wivch Bell and Telfus have co<ocated on.

Foure |: Secoch area map showing necrby towess.
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Bell .

FONTUR |

Where will the Tower be locgted? Confinued
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(¢

FONTUR

Health & Safety |

Heath ano sa’‘sty are paramc.nt *o Eell Mck -y (7o, Health Coraaa ha: etabizheo guidaine: to ensure
rra safe coercton of wireess grrernna irstaliations wricr 5 rnowr a: Safety Coae 6 EBell atres's tra tre
radie insta‘aticn gescreed ir tha notiication package will pe rsvallec ond cperated cr an cnge Ry boti
12 ot o comply witn Healtr Canada's Sofety Toda & for tha pectecton of the geners o.kicircluding ony
come'red afscts of rearcy nitallatons wihin the locolrad o envronmen:

Moracver Bel entures oll sructures are constructed pustuont 10 the Naticna Suiding Code which ircludes
oll applicable TiA Radla Commrunicaticns Regulations. 2el artests *rat tre irstalater wi retpect good
eng neering practices inclvding siructural goequacy.

Reg.lotcry ara conrulrative procedures for relecemmurpications artenras car ce foond 1= Industry
Canada's CFC 2503 ltue 5 Plecse see linkz undes 'For More inforraten regarding the ‘ofest
information cr Haaltr Carcoa s guidelnes

In geeergance witr tre Federa' Aeronactica ragulaticns cpplicaticn: were suomtied to NAV Corada
ord rorsport Caraca to ersure trat the 1ower ¢ asiesizd for 1ofety by the aooropriate parties, Transocrt

Canada has providea ¢ earance and has stated tra° po lighting ot pamtling on the tower will be regured.

Yhot abovi the environment?
Althcugh th.s project £ exempt under tne Canadiar Environmants! Asseusment Az, FONTUR aterraticral

Ire on pehal! Sell it cursnty working with tre Loke S mcoe Conservaton Authardty tre Mrory 28 Nasura
Fatourca: ona the Town of Aurora to ersure there ars ro adverze imoasts 1 tre 2nvirorman:

Your local Land Use Authority

I~ razcgriton of ine Fedeml Goverrnmant § exclusive jurisgictior and in an oterp’ "¢ premote taarce
led sy Canada reauires tnot properents of 12'ecemmunicaticn faciiner esnmrt witr land use guthenties
as part cof ther icensng preces. The reouviremert e cariult cagn be found in Ingusty Ca~aoa's
accument, Clert Procedure Cieulor CFC 20-03 lsue & Agcordng to tre C3C. tre purpose of
conzohaton is ro ensure nat land use acthontes ore aware of signifcont arlerra stuctures ancler
insta’aticns pregosed wihn treir bourgores so anierna systems are gepisyed in 3 marnsr which
conzder [beal suroundings, |

Consultaticn must respect the Federal Government's exciutive urita'cton o~o so=cfica'y cozs not give a
munic'oally the Aght 1c vers the propozal Tha pravisicns of the Ortang 2 a~ring AcT and ¢ het Munic o
Ey-lows ond reguiations oo not aoply o federal underakings. As a rezul of the Federal Government's
jurirdiction. tre proposea wireless {aciity doesn't require permitting analdgoys to thete ¢f other
aevelcpmen: prepasals. Similary, zoning by-laws ard/ar provircia: polic es in tre stardard sente are net
oppicac’s 1o tnese facilities,

Hotwitnttanding tha Fedaral Government's exciusive jurzd'ztion, 221 Mooty 3 comrmitted 1o contuiaton
wih tne Local Lang-uze Auvthority (Town of Auicro). Tris pukic notfication ra: beer gedigned ¢ provioe
tr& necessory information as requred by Inousiry Corooo and tre Towr of Avrora. It it moorar: *c rote
tnat the Town's 7ole it gz 0 commentng ogency cnly ana tnat any dector re'atng to the applicaticn wil
Ee moge by Induttry Canada.

For more information ¢n the Town's in-effec® glecommunication pelicy ceass requast a diada’ cooy at

wiés ] bell.info@fonturiniernotional. com cr from the murnicipat cortace
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Who Can | Conlact?

Bel Meoe 'ty lro 1 corrmitted to eflzctive public corsultaticn You arg irviea te provae whttar commrerss
*o Bel abcut this proposa’ Your support 1o re o er-ablith ard grow areiacie ne~work in A_rcro 't reaaed
Yoo may al:c attend a pupiic infermat’sn setticn/open reoze cr Mondoy December 7, 2015 from & O0pm-
7.00pm gt the Qak Ridges Community Cenire @ 12895 Bayview Ave, Richmond Hill, ON L4E 3G2 jNerir of
Stoultv & Rcoo we:st of Bayview Avel.

{r srd=r to ensure your raied, focs milea or &-malled comements are corsdereg the DEADLINE ¢ resoond
tyiscloze of cusre:s on Friday Dacember 11, 2018 to *r= atterticn cf

Shehryar Kran

FONTL? Irternatonalirc,

Fax. 565-334-7873

Email: w3ésl. bellintoontutintemational.com

SURJIECT: Towsr insus -1360 Sivominglon Rd Auvrora ON—W3464)

Your municipal contact

SLBJECT: Tower lisue — 1320 Slcomingten Ra,
Aurorg ON—V3241

Aurorg File Ne 5B (7})-2014-02 (D)} [EX]-G52-i2)

Marty ckes. MCIF, RPP
Flarner Flarning L Develepment Jarvices

Tewn ol Aursra
100 Johe 'Wes Way F.O. 8021020
Ayrsra, Crtaro LG £)1

Fhene 503-727-3123 ext, 4350

Fax. $35-724-473%
m”‘tﬁlc" Q'tﬂnlg An

For more information

Srase Fact sreet o1 Solew Coos ¢

nrs Fricon coioho g imeqafit-an sl aaatdodllaracen

Irm gty P AnaAa t Fasr irest AF i fre s ammy arprmy seem omfo e mAams 4
IO N S Siads retaiseneget m ol n i T 58

Industry Canada-Toronte District Cffice
keem 70%

335t Car Avenue Eag

Torarg Oh Ki4T ThA2

Teleonone 1-255-465-4327

Fax: 415-354-3553

Email jeechomotersii c ot ca

w

FONTUR
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Appendix B- Public Mailing List

SIFTON MICHAEL GREGORY REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF ARMADALE CO LIMITED

100-180 RENFREW DRIVE 17250 YONGE ST 1680 RENFREW DR SUITE 100
MARKHAM ON L3R 922 NEWMARKET ON L3Y 621 MARKHAM ON L3R 022
JOHN & MARIA ROMANO STRUCTURAL 350001 ONTARIO LIMITED
8633 JANE ST FLOOR FINISHING 1360BLOOMINGTON RD
VAUGHAN, ON L4K 2M6 1232 BLOOMINGTON RO AURORA, ON L4G 7C8

_AURORA, ON 4G 7C8

CONSERVATION AUTHORITY (AN 8 CLAUDETTE MCGOWAN  MARJIT SCHULLER

g%ﬁ%’;{% :Mﬂgg'ON 13779 LESLIE STREET 13831 LESLIE ST
,ON 4G 7C5 AURORA, ON L4G 7C5
NORTH YORK, ON M3N 154 o it g
MILLER PAVING MICHAEL & ANTHONY CARCONE
Attention: Property Office 2 FOXLAIR COURT
P.0. BOX 4080 NEWMARKET ON, L3Y 4W1
MARKHAM ON, L3R 9RB
tariy Rokos Clerk's Office
Planning and Development Services Town of Aurora
Town of Auvrora 100 John West Way, P.O. 2ox ICO0
100 Jonhn West Way, P.O. Box 1000 Avrora, Ontario L4G éJ1

Aurcra, Ontano L4G &1

Morco Eamunno

Direcior of Planring and Develcpment Services naustry Conado-Toronio Distnc? Office
Tewn of Aurcra Room 909
1C0 Jonn West Way, P.O. Box 1000 55 st. Cloir Avenue Eost
Avrora, Ontorio L4G )1 Toronto ON

MAT 1M2




item 4

Council Meeting Agenda
Page 23 of 96

Tuesday, October 25, 2016

Appendix C- Public Newspaper Notice
Published in ‘Aurora Banner’ and The Auroran’)

PUBLIC NOTICE
TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER

40 Metre Self-Support Tower
1360 Bloomington Road

Bell Mobifity Inc. in accordance with its obliga-
tions under the Radiocommunications Act and
Industry Canada procedure CPC-2-0-03 (2014),
hereby notifies the residents in the vicinity of
1360 Bleomington Road, Aurora, Ontario of its
intentions to develop a Telecommunications
Tower at the location shown below consisting of

° A 40 metre Telecommunication Tower
L] An equipment cabinet at the base,
L and perimeter fencing

On 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, Ontario

ANY PERSON may attend a public information session at the Oak ridges Community
Centre—12895 Bayview Ave. Richmond Hill. ON L4E 3G2 from 6:00—7:00 p.m. on Monday
December 7. 2015. Written submissions to the individual listed below must be made by

4:30 p.m. on Friday December 11, 2015 with respect to this matter.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the approval of telecommunication facilities and their design are under the
exclusive jurisdiction of the Government of Canada through Industry Canada. The Town of Aurora has
no junsdiction other than as a commenting body to Industry Canada and the applicant

Bell Mobility - contracted to: Town of Aurora contact:

Shehryar Khan
FONTUR Intemational Inc

70 East Beaver Creek Rd, Suite 22
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 1J2

Fax: 866G-234-7873
Email: w3661 bell.info@fonturinternational.com

Marty Rokos, MCIP, RPP
Planner, Flanning & Development Services

Town of Aurora
100 John West Way, P.O. Box 1000
Aurora, Ontano L4G 6J1

Phone: 805-727-3123 ext. 4350
Fax: 905-726-4736
mrok rora.
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#ggendix D- Public Notice Si_gg_

NOTICE OF PROPOSED COMMUNICATIONS ANTENNA SYSTEM

AN APPUCATION HAS BEEN SUBMITTED BY BELL MOSBILITY INC. TO ERECT A SELF-SUPPORT TELECOMMUNICATION
TOWER/ANTENNA FACILITY, BEING 40,0 METRES (131 FEET) IN HEIGHT, ON THIS PROPERTY {1340 BLOOIINGTON
ROAD),

A PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE KAS BEEN SCHEDULED FOR (MONDAY DECEMBER 7, 2015) & (4:00-7:00 P.M.) AT:

OAK RIDGES COMMUNITY CENTRE—12895 BAYVIEW AVE RICHMOND HILL, ON L4E 3G2}
THE PURPQSE OF THIS OPEN HOUSE BEING HELD BY BELL MOBILITY IS TO ALLOW THE PUBLIC TO DISCUSS THE
PROPOSED LOCATION OF THE ANTENMA SYSTEM.

THE CLOSING DATE FOR SUBRMSSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS IS 4:30PM ON FRIDAY DECEMBER 11, 2015
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION. CONTACT SHEHRYAR KHAN AT

W3641 BELLINFOEFONTURINTERNATIONAL.COM

FAX: 864-234-7873

ATIENTION: TOWER ISSUE-1340 BLOOMINGTON ROAD

TELECOMMUNICATION TOWER/ANTENNA FACILITIES ARE EXCLUSIVELY REGULATED BY FEDERAL LEGISLATION
UNDER THE RADIQCOMMUNICATIOMN ACT AND ADMINISTERED BY INDUSTRY CANADA, THEREFORE,
PROVINCIAL LEGISLATION SUCH AS THE PLANNING ACT, INCLUDING ZONING BY-LAWS,

DOES NOT APPLY TO THESE FACILITIES,

THZ TOWN QOF AURORA CAN OMLY PROVIDE COMMENTS TO INDUSTIRY CANADA AND DOES NOT HAVE THE
AUTHORITY 7O STOP THE CONSTRUCTION OF A TELECOMMUNICATION TOWER/ANTENNA FACILTY.

Municipal Contact Infarmation Industry Canada Contact
tdarty Rokas, MCIP RPP 535 $t. Clair Avenue East
Town of Aurora Toronto, Ontarlo

100 John West Way, P.O. Box 1000 PAST TM2

Aurara, ON, 14G 6J1 416-973-8215

905-727-3123 ext. 4350 Spectrum.toronto@ic.gc.co

mrokos@aurora.ca
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Appendix D- Public Notice Sign = Continued
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Appendix E- Public Meeting Sign-In Sheet

FOMTUR interma fional ine,
(- 70 Eost Beover Creak, Sultn 22
Ri=hmond HN, O L4B 382

FO NTUR Infodoriudntemational com WIGE1

Sign-in Sheet

Public Information Sesslon - Propased Telecommunication Tower located af 1340
Bloomington Road, Aurcra, ON

07/12/2015

Name (Please Print) Address/Contacl Info Signature

- 4 ,'““ ~ g —-- - s .. - Pu

obeock Bl
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07/12/2015

Appendix E- Public Meeting Sign-In Sheet - Continued

FONTUR Internafioncl inc.
(( 70 Ecns) Secrver Croek. lufe 22
Richmand HL ON 148 382
FONTUR hfo@fontuintemaliona sxm
Sign-in Sheet

Bell

Public Information Session - Proposed Telecommunicalion Tower located at 1340 Bloomington Read, Aurcra, ON

B ETIE

{f iy
hili

Name (Please Print)

Address/Contact Info

il e
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Appendix F- Public Meeting Comment Sheets




Council Meeting Agenda item 4

Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 29 of 96
FONTUR Infernaolional Inc. |
( 70 Easl Beaver Creek, Sulle 22

Richmond Hill, ON 148 362

FONTUR W4483.bellinic@fontuinternational.com

Comment Sheet §

Y, T w0
NOTE: In order to be considered, this comment must be receW Y 4

RE: Proposed Telecommunicalion Tower located at W

Bp/pt/2015

NAME (Please Pilnt):

el Zabin G ey € o -

ADDRESS/CONTACT INFORMATION: i

24 Urﬂﬁuhurf Caurt, Aurord Dutarin

COMMENTS:

SIGNATURE:
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FONTUR Internciional Inc.
( 70 East Boaver Creek, Sulte 22
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 382
FO NTU R w4483 bell Info@lontuiinternational.com

Comment Sheet - ke
NOTE: In order to be considered, this comment must be recelved by JonE 22 2075 V"

RE: Proposed Telecommunication Tower located at IM

07002015

NAME (Please Print):

Nul Gaur

ADDRESS/CONTACT INFORMATION:

S 7 Bwar a1 ) Aworn, (nter

COMMENTS:

Ty Towsr Shool) be  moved Eadsnpfthmore Nofth) Lagt
$ by sueprahle, The Tomr Shoo|d allow (oleration with
ofher Providers ik the Svller or inJipandknt CLECS,

SIGNATURE:

Mﬂ(m&/
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FONTUR Internaflonal Inc.
( 70 Easl Beaver Craek, Suite 22
Richrmond Hill, ON L4B 3B2
FO NTU R W4483.bellinfo@fonturintemational.com
Comment Sheet

RE: Proposed Telecommunicatlon Tower located at 1

bypY 2015

NAME (Please Print):
ey Y Y VAR Y. AN

ADDRESS/CONTACT INFORMATION:
1S bh®locle BNV mnuloia 0N

COMMENTS:

BaL  WAS 00T Dl STATEY o LOCATION

SIGNATURE:

Ay o




Council Meeting Agenda item 4

Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 32 of 96
FONIUR Intemational Inc.
( 70 £ast Beaver Creek, Suile 22
Richmond Hil, ON L4B 382
FO NTU R w4483 bellInfo@fonturntemationol.com
Comment Sheet /gS“
NOTE: In order to be considered, this comment must be recelved byJune—22"2’UT5“
RE: Proposed Telecommunicailon Tower located amm@m
ap/pL/2015 (360 @Lawm ‘
NAME (Please Print):
Lice Ik Hrr |!

ADDRESS/CONTACT INFORMATION:

< Balcocd_Blval . |

COMMENTS:

WHEele F FBZ¢ v THRE &V—Zf\\j.
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FONTUR Internationa! Inc.
( 70 East Beaver Creek, Sullc 22
Richmoand Hill, ON L48 382
FONTUR W4483 bellinfo@fonturinternalional.com

Comment Sheet ( S
|

NOTE; In order to be consldered, this comment must be reCelved byJunE‘zz‘“m‘ls.__)

RE: Proposed Telecommunication Tower localed at I&Hw@w
[240 b(d‘pmﬁ"j véj\p.J

@9/p8/2015

NAME [Please Print):
LISA  KRA WV

ADDRESS/CONTACT INFORMATION:
5 Bahtock ELVD()

COMMENTS:

No _ong ng@(’g betttr Colf rgm_,a‘{-ﬁl_ﬂ I Uy
- aces |, gor relgpdon IS PUC‘(—C’f‘a

Only _wnakll_teceptly bhayve gfmre/'ﬁw denn
o/é;fﬁ(&o’( +° Cavse Cancer , 70“ CoHin ho? I
Lowvince  vs ot being clse o cell fopey
Lavt. av health mSks , HeaHh  Cana Ay i$
behind e fimes . Eoropr has very Jfredt— guidblineg.
) AR/

SIGNATURE:
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]

FONTUR Inlernational Inc.
( 70 East Beaver Creek, Sulte 22
Richmand Hill, ON 148 382
FONTUR w4483, bellinfo@fonturinternational.com

Comment Sheet

NOTE: In order to be considered, this comment must be resglved-by-June 22, 2015:

RE: Proposed Telecommunication Tower located at

0/p8/2015

NAME (Please Print):
AR e a

TPUmGE Senih ATTapn §ETecsl

ADDRESS/CONTACT INFORMATION:
|5 BaBeocie. BIVY. AUVRMA o LY6 0G

COMMENTS:
WILL BEOLL PemonNSTRTE  wWiET N
T&ze \S7  vorek 7 vETR7  CrPReTy ]
\E TR Fol colléendT NEEDS cam vou
Show  cuRrenl TowkilS A(LE AT mPﬁ‘*‘ﬁ_?

_\G "\“’T) Hovs cAn WE BE (NVO LV g5

SIGNATURE:

-

s
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Appendix G- Public Consultation Correspondence
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Shehl_'zar Khan

From: W3661

Sent: November-23-15 2:09 PM

To: kamal samuel; W3661

Subject: RE: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora ON - W3661
Attachments: W3661-Public Consultation Information.pdf

Hello Mr. Kamal,

Thank you for sending in your comments. However, | feel you are being very unreasonable with your demand without
even understanding the proposal. The proposed tower is almost 610 metres from your residence, which | am certain will
not be visible from your street. In fact, you are as equally closer to an existing Telus tower west of Bayview north of
Bloomington. This proposed location is an alternative to the tower proposed by Rogers last year, which was a lot closer
to your residence.

Notices were sent to all property owners within a distance of 120 metres radius as per the Town of Aurora’s protocol for
establishing telecommunication facilities. We have placed 2 notices signs along the property and newspaper notices in
the Aurora Banner and The Auroran. It is important to note that telecommunication infrastructure is a federal
jurisdiction through Industry Canada.

| have attached the public information package produced with links to further understand health and safety. It is
important to understand when you do your research that most studies in this field on health are on cell phone use and
not cell phone towers. | would really encourage you to ask me any guestions you have on this matter before
propagating false notions by way of protest. If the attached does not answer your questions, please make a list of
questions so that | may help clear things. We are currently in public consultation and we would like to have a
respectable dialogue.

Health Canada Fact Sheet on Safety Code 6

http:/www.he-sc.ec.ca/ahc-ase/media/tir-ati/ 2014/2014-02315-cne.php

Industry Canada’s Fact sheet on radio frequency energy and safety code &

htips://www.ic.ec.caleic/site/smi-est.ns Fengs/sf08792 hunl

Thank you,

Shehryar Khan

FONTUR INTERNATIONAL INC.
70 East Beaver Creek, Unit 22
Richmond Hill, ON  L4B 3B2

From: kamal samuel _

Sent: November-21-15 7:32 AM

To: W3661

Subject: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora ON - W3661

We come to know this project of yours through a third person,we as a neighboring residence should have been
informed and consulted,
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We are at 38 Offord crescent ,and strongly oppose for this tower to be erected at this location,we will do
anything in our ability to

protest against this and take any level of measure to stop this, as our health and welfare of our family and
neighbors are at risk.

Therefore we demand you to cancel this project immediately.

Thank you for your cooperation,

kamal
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Shehzar Khan

From: w3661

Sent: December-04-15 2:40 PM

To: susan; W3661; mrokos@aurora.ca

Cc: allcouncillors@aurora.ca; jabel@aurora.ca

Subject: RE: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Road

Attachments: Aerial Map-Proposed TowerJPG; W3661--Public Consultation Information.pdf
Hi Ms. George,

Thank you for sending in your comments. The proposed tower is almast 920 metres from your residence (more than %
mile), which | am certain will not be visible from your street. In fact, you are closer to an existing Telus tower west of
Bayview north of Bloomington (see attached map). This proposed location is an alternative to the tower proposed by
Rogers last year, which was a lot closer to the residential subdivision.

Notices were sent to all property owners within a distance of 120 metres radius as per the Town of Aurora’s protocol for
establishing telecommunication facilities. We have placed 2 notices signs along the property and newspaper notices in
the Aurora Banner and The Auroran. It is important to note that telecommunication infrastructure is a federal
jurisdiction through Industry Canada.

I have attached the public information package produced with links to further understand health and safety. It is
important to understand when you do your research that most studies in this field on health are on cell phone use and
not cell phone towers. | would really encourage you to ask me any questions you have on this matter. If the attached
does not answer your questions, please make a list of questions so that | may help clear things. We are currently in
public consultation and we would like to have a respectable dialogue. Please feel free to attend the open house on
Monday Dec 7 (details are in the public consultation package). As noted above, you can always contact me through
email with any questions you may have regarding this.

Health Canada Fact Sheet on Safety Code &

hitp: /s ww. he-se.oc.calewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio euide-ligies direct/safety code 6 fs-
code securite 6 {r-ene.php

hitp://wwa he-sc.ec.ca/ewh-semt/radiation’/cons/radiofreg/index-cne.php

Industry Canada’s Fact sheet on radio frequency energy and safety code 6

hitps:/www.ic.uc.caleic/site/smi-ost.nsf/eng/st08792 htm)

Thank you,

Shehryar Khan

FONTUR INTERNATIONAL INC.
70 East Beaver Creek. Unit 22
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 3B2
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From: susar

Sent: December-04-15 11:58 AM

To: W3661; mrokos@aurora.ca

Cc: allcouncillors@aurora.ca; jabel@aurora.ca
Subject: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Road

To
Shery Khan

Fontur International
70 East Beavercreek Road
Richmondhill, Ontatio
&
Marty Rokos MCIP, RPP
Planner, Planning and Department Services
Town of Aurora

Aurora, Ontario

Dear Shery and Marty ,

It is quite unfortunate that the residents on Bloomington road in Aurora has to fight
with big corporations every 6months with proposals to erect Cell Tower in our neighbourhood.

Two studies , one in Germany and the other in Israel reveal that living in the proximity
of a cell phone tower or antenna could put your health at significant risk. I am a concerned
resident living within 1/4 mile proximity of the proposed Bell Cell Tower.

As a very concerned and scared resident, I request you to put a stop to this menace
immediately. Corporations do not care about the health and well being of the residents of
Aurora, they care only about their bottom line. It is the duty of the elected law makers to protect
the residents from the corporation's abuse of power.

Does Bell want to be the next Philip Morris? Does it want to take care of a
community plagued with childhood leukemia, cancer, genetic mutations, heart problems etc. 10
or 20 years from now ?

Please Act Now.
Cancel the tower from our neighbourhood.
Bell can always find locations where there are no residents or schools. Why it has to
be in our neighbourhood where there are hundreds of residents within 1/2 mile proximity?
Proposing to build a tower in a residential area shows the irresponsible and inconsiderate

position of the corporation.
2
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Cell towers near residential areas can become another Tobacco or Asbestos fiasco.
So, I plead with Bell and authorities at the town of Aurora(and council members) to fulfill your
moral obligation of taking care of the community's well being by cancelling the proposed cell
tower in our neighbourhood.

Thanking you in advance,
Susan George

29 Urquhart Court
Aurora, Ontario
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Sheh:xar Khan

From: .

Sent: December-07-15 10:17 AM

To: zubin.george@ecobioplas.com; W3661; MRokos@aurora.ca
Cc: PMoyle@aurora.ca; GDawe@aurora.ca

Subject: RE: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Road

Mr. George,

Thank you for your email. While municipalities are encouraged to participate in the process and feedback is sought from
local residents Cell Towers are regulated by the Federal Government and they have the final say on whether or not a
tower will be erected. | encourage you to attend any public meetings assaciated with the proposed location as well as to
visit Industry Canada’s website and read the information that the Federal Government has posted about Cell Towers

http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/ic-ge.nsf/eng/07422.html|

Regards,

Michael Thompson
Councillor, Town of Aurora
C: 905-751-8351
0:905-727-3123 ext.4268
WWwWw.aurora.ca

From: Zubin George |

Sent: Saturday, December 05, 2015 2:47 PM

To: w3b61.bell.info@fonturinternational.com; Rokos, Marty
Cc: Mayor and Councillors

Subject: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Road

Dear Mr. Khan/Mr. Rokos,

it has been brought to the attention of the residents of Aurora of the construction of the Bell Cell tower which is to be
placed at 1360 Bloomington Road.

I am writing to express my disapproval of this move to support the big telecommunications companies to erect this
tower as it will be a dangerous health hazard to the residents in the area.

A study in Australia has shown that children in Sydney who are living near cell towers are twice as likely to develop
leukemia than children living 7 miles away. Also, according to a study by Mount Shasta Bioregional Ecology Center, even
at low levels of this radiation, there is evidence of damage to cell tissue and DNA, and it has been linked to brain
tumours, cancer, suppressed immune function, depression, miscarriage, Alzheimer’s disease, and numerous other
serious illnesses.

Short term profits will result in serious long term health implications.

| hope that you will take this into serious consideration.
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Zubin George

EcoBioPlas Inc.

29 Urguhart Court
Aurora, Ontario
Canada

L4G OKS
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Shehl_'zar Khan

From: W3661

Sent: December-07-15 10:40 AM

To: Dorothy O'Beirne; W3661; mrokos@aurora.ca; geoff@geoffdawe.com;
cballard.mnn.co@liberal.ola.org; lkuk@aurora.ca

Ce:

Subject: RE: Bell Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora ON - W3661: OPPOSING IT!

Attachments: W3661--Public Consultation Information.pdf

Hello Mr. and tirs. O’'Beirne,

Thank you for sending in your comments. In response to your opposition, | feel that it is important to fully understand
Bell’s proposal. | would really for you to read my response below and ask me any questions you may have.

First off, the tower is not proposed beside your house, it is located approximately more than 0.5 km from your house.
From a planning perspective the location chosen exceeds the requirements set out by the Town of Aurora’s
Telecommunication tower protocol and Industry Canada’s protocol CPC-2-0-003 Issue 5. In fact, you are closer to an
existing Telus tower west of Bayview north of Bloomingtan. This proposed location is an alternative to the tower
proposed by Rogers last year, which was a lot closer to the residential subdivision.

Second, you have stated that you feel it's unacceptable to have a tower located beside estate properties because it’s
unsightly. Infrastructure of any kind including power lines, railway tracks, roads and highways are often thought of as
unsightly but are no doubt a necessary part of modern life. Tower installations have similarly hecome a necessary part
of modern life. The fact is, more and mare people are using their wireless devices inside their homes. By locating
telecommunication towers very far away from where the demand is coming from doesn’t meet its purpose. A single
tower has the capacity to service thousands of households. A landline service to that many households would require
literally thousands of telephone poles. So in terms of visual impact a cell tower creates a much smaller visual impact
footprint than does a traditional landline distribution. It is also important to understand the land use context we are
working in. The current tower proposal is located across the Miller aggregates business. It's well distanced from a
residential area and a location that fits well within the context of the site. We feel the tower will blend well with the
existing transmission power lines.

In regards to property values, there is no factual evidence on your statement. The concern on the impact of property
values comes up frequently when a new tower is proposed in an area. Many things affect the value of a property
including external influences. There are other market factors that exert a strong influence on the price/value of real
property. These factors include: strength of market demand, interest rates, employment/unemployment levels, tax
levels, utility costs etc. As mentioned above, every year there are tens of thousands of new and amended tower
installations. Many are located near residential yet house prices have increased year after year.

Lastly, your concern regarding health. The tower will be located approximately 0.5km from your property. We feel it will
not affect your quality of life and enjoyment of your property. Given the context of the tower location (Aggregates
business), we feel that the tower is located in a suitable area.

With respect to the health concerns being expressed, Industry Canada requires that all radio stations be installed and
operated in a manner that complies with Health Canada’s “Limits to Exposure to Radiofrequency Electromagnetic
Energy in the Frequency Range from 3 kHz to 300 GHz - Safety Code 6 (2015)":http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-

semt/pubs/radiation/radio guide-lignes direct-eng.php .
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Bell's tower will be in compliance with Safety Code 6 and is generally less than 1% of it. Industry Canada requires all
radiocommunication and broadcasting installations to comply with its regulatory limits on an ongoing basis so that the
general public is not subjected to exposure levels above them. Antenna proponents are required to perform an
assessment of RF exposure on proposed antenna systems prior to installation to ensure compliance, and to keep
records of the assessment.

Every year there are tens of thousands of new and amended radiocommunication and broadcasting installations in
Canada. The vast majority of these installations comply with the regulatory limits by a very wide margin. Industry
Canada has confirmed this by conducting many RF field measurements. Experience has also shown that calculations
based on sound engineering practices ensure the protection of the general public. This is because Industry Canada has
compared the results of calculations with those from actual measurements and because certain safety factors are
included in the calculations. For example, the analysis assumes that all transmitters are operating at the same time,
which has a low probability of actually occurring for most radiccommunication installations. Severa!l other precautionary
assumptions serve to further ensure the protection of the public.

Industry Canada and Health Canada have also jointly produced Frequency Asked Questions (FAQ) available at:
http://www.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/smt-gst.nsffen/sf08792e.html.

The following links provide additional reference information from Industry Canada and Health Canada regarding health
concerns and radiofrequency energy.

Health Canada Fact Sheet on Safety Code 6

http:/fwww.he-sc.ge.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio guide-tignes direct/safety code 6 fs-code securite & fr-
eng.php

http://www.hc-sc.ge.ca/ewh-semt/radiation/cons/radiofreg/index-eng.php

Industry Canada’s Fact sheet on radio frequency energy and safety code 6

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

It is also important to understand that Bell Mobility Inc. does not create the regulations but ensures to follow them in
order to maintain their license. Any issues you have with Safety Code 6 should be addressed to Health Canada; you may
contact them at ccrpb-perpec@he-sc-ge.ca.

Thank you,

Shehryar Khan

FONTUR INTERNATIONAL INC.
70 East Beaver Creek., Unit 22
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 3B2

From: Dorothy O'Beime

Sent: December-06-15 1:37 PM

To: W3661; mrokos@aurora.ca; geoff@geoffdawe.com; cballard. mpp.co@liberal.ola.org; lkuk@aurora.ca
Cc: i

Subject: Bell Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora ON - W3661; OPPOSING IT!

Shehryar Kham/ Marty Rokos,

This is in regards to the proposed Bell tower {1360 Bloomington Road) which is proposed beside our house.
2
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We strongly oppose this tower because it's unacceptable to have it located beside estate properties.
It will decrease our property value, it's unsightly and a health risk!

CC: Mr. Chris Ballard, MPP Newmarket- Aurora
Mr. Geoff Dawe, Town of Aurora, Mayor
Mr. Lawrence Kuk, Town of Aurora, Planner
Marty Rokos, MCIP, RPP, Planner, Planning & Development Services

Regards,

Dorothy and Michael O'Beirne
48 Offord Crescent

Aurora, ON

L4G OK5



Council Meeting Agenda item 4
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 47 of 96

Mohan George
Zubin George
Susan George

29, Urquhart Court,
Aurora, Ontario.
CANADA L4G OKS

December 07, 2015

RE: Response to “Bell Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora ON - W3661: OPPOSING IT!”

Hello Mr. George,

Since your comments are the same as the comments received from your household members at 29
Urquhart Court, my response will be similar but | will elaborate a bit further. We are conducting a public
open house today and | would encourage you to come out, meet us and learn more about our proposal
{Check out the public information package for details). If you cannot attend you can always email me
with any questions you have. We are in public consultation and | feel this is a great opportunity to ask
any guestions you have about how telecommunication towers work. Often people are concerns about
property values, visual aesthetics and health. We feel that the location chosen to service the residential
area and passerby traffic is suitable and meets the Town of Aurora’s Telecommunication tower protocol
and industry Canada’s procedure CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5.

It is important to understand that Bell Mobility Inc. does not create the regulations on health but
ensures to follow them in order to maintain their license. Any issues you have with Health Canada’s
guideline for safe exposure from RF called “Safety Code 6” should be addressed to Health Canada; you
may contact them at ccrpb-perpcc@hc-sc-ge.ca. | will make an attempt to further explain.

Your main issue is of health and | see you have made references to the IARC and classifying RF radiation
as class 2b carcinogen. However, the IARC working group concluded: there is limited evidence in
humans for the carcinogenicity of RF-EMF based on positive associations between glioma and acoustic
neuroma and exposure to RF-EMF from wireless telephones. They've stated there is no solid data at this
point to for environmental exposure to RF-EMF.

Please check out the links from Health Canada and Industry Canada that | have provided at the end of
this response. Also, there are many peer reviewed studies that have concluded there is limited or no
evidence to prove health effects associated from radiofrequency exposure. There are many references
on the internet that are the results of the opinions of a self-selected group of individuals who each have
a strong belief that does not accord with that of current scientific consensus. | am not saying what is
written by them is invalid, but it means Health Canada would not judge the merits of these conclusions
from an independent authoritative body. Please see the chart below outlining the conclusions by various
organizations from the global medical community on the conclusions on EMF in relation to health
effects.
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Review Completed By

Conclusions

International Agency for Research on Cancer
(IARC) 2013

Overall evaluation of RF fields as Group 2B
carcinogen. The Working Group concluded:
there is limited evidence in humans for the
carcinogenicity of RF-EMF based on positive
associations between glioma and acoustic
neuroma and exposure to RF-EMF from
wireless telephones. Environmental exposure
to RF-EMF: no solid data.

Norwegian Institute of Public Health (NIPH)
2012

The large total number of studies provides no
evidence that exposure to weak RF fields (i.e.,
exposure within ICNIRP* reference values)
causes adverse health effects. Some
measurable biological/ physiological effects
cannot be ruled out. There is no reason to
recommend reduced exposure to RF fields to
reduce general concerns about the hazardous
effects of electromagnetic fields.

UK Health Protection Agency's Independent
Advisory Group on Non-lonising Radiation
(AGNIR) 2012

Although a substantial amount of research
has been conducted in this area, there is no
convincing evidence that RF field exposure
below guideline levels causes health effects in
adults or children.

Swedish Council for Working Life and Social
Research (FAS) 2012

Extensive research for more than a decade
has not detected anything new regarding
interaction mechanisms between RF fields
and the human body and has found no
evidence for health risks below current
exposure guidelines.

While absolute certainty can never be
achieved, nothing has appeared to suggest
that the long established interaction
mechanism of heating would not suffice as
basis for health protection.

Health Council of the Netherlands. 2011.

More data are available, but not on effects in
young children; studies were conducted
almost exclusively in children over the age of
10 years. At this time, it can only be
concluded that the still relatively limited
available data do not indicate any effects on
the development of the brain or on health if
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children are exposed to RF electromagnetic
fields such as those generated by mobile
telephones, mobile telecommunications
antennas or Wi-Fi facilities.

Latin American Experts Committee on High
Frequency Electromagnetic Fields and Human
Health 2010

Current science-based evidence paints to
there being no adverse effects in humans
below thermal threshalds, no hazardous
influences on the well-being and heaith
status of users and non-users of cell phones
and people living near base stations, and that
no convincing evidence for adverse cognitive,
behavioral and neurophysiological and other
physiclogical effects exist.

European Commission Scientific Committee
on Emerging and Newly Identified Health
Risks (SCENIHR) 2009

Three independent lines of evidence
(epidemiological, animal and in vitro studies)
show that exposure to RF fields is unlikely to
lead to an increase in cancer in humans.
Further studies are required to identify
whether considerably longer-term (well
beyond ten years) human exposure to mobile
phones might pose some cancer risk.

International Commission on Non-lonizing
Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) 2009

The scientific literature published since the
1998 (ICNIRP) guidelines has provided no
evidence of any adverse effects below the
basic restrictions and does not necessitate an
immediate revision of the guidance on
limiting exposure to high frequency
electromagnetic fields.

Royal Society of Canada (RSC) 2014

No clear evidence of adverse health effects
associated with RF fields, although continued
research is recommended to address specific
areas of concern, including exposure to RF
fields among children using mobile phones.

Forschungszentrum Jilich GmbH Institute of
Neuroscience and Medicine (INM) 2009

The balance of evidence does not indicate an
evaluated risk of RF EMF exposure for
children’s health.

Table 1: List of world recognized institutions that have concluded no evidence of health risks

associated with low electromagnetic frequencies.
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It is significant to understand that under that same group classification of radiofrequency
electromagnetic fields {Group 2B) includes the following agents:

e Pickled Vegetables

e Talc-based body powder

e Aloe Vera, whole leaf extract

s Coconut oil diethanolamine condensate

o (Coffee

e Dry cleaning (occupational exposures in)

The agents above can be found in everyday households and are also labeled as “possibly carcinogenic”,
However, these are all based on observational data — information gathered en past behaviors, which
were not in a controlled scientific setting. More importantly, the association of EMF as a “possible
carcinogen” is with wireless phone use, not telecommunication facilities.

With respect to the health concerns being expressed, Industry Canada requires that all radio stations be
installed and operated in a manner that complies with Health Canada’s “Limits to Exposure to
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Energy in the Frequency Range from 3 kHz to 300 GHz - Safety Code 6
(2015)": f//www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio _puide-lignes direct-eng.

Bell's tower will be in compliance with Safety Code 6 and is generally less than 1% of it. Industry Canada
requires all radiocommunication and broadcasting installations to comply with its regulatory limits on an
ongoing basis so that the general public is not subjected to exposure levels above them. Antenna
proponents are required to perform an assessment of RF exposure on proposed antenna systems prior
to installation to ensure compliance, and to keep records of the assessment.

Every year there are tens of thousands of new and amended radiocommunication and broadcasting
installations in Canada. The vast majority of these installations comply with the regulatory limits by a
very wide margin. Industry Canada has confirmed this by conducting many RF field measurements.
Experience has also shown that calculations based on sound engineering practices ensure the protection
of the general public. This is because Industry Canada has compared the results of calculations with
those from actual measurements and because certain safety factors are included in the calculations. For
example, the analysis assumes that all transmitters are operating at the same time, which has a low
probability of actually occurring for most radiocommunication installations. Several other precautionary
assumptions serve to further ensure the protection of the public.

Industry Canada and Health Canada have also jointly produced Frequency Asked Questions (FAQ)
available at:

http://www.ic.gc.ca/epic/site/smt-gst.nsf/en/sf08792e.html.

The following links provide additional reference infarmation from Industry Canada and Health Canada
regarding health concerns and radiofrequency energy.

Health Canada Fact Sheet on Safety Code 6

http://www.hc-sc.gc.cafewh-semt/pubs/radiation/radio_guide-lignes direct/safety code & fs-
code securite 6 fr-eng.php
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Industry Canada’s Fact sheet on radio frequency energy and safety code 6

Sincerely,
L 5

Shehryar Khan
FONTUR International Inc.
On contract to Bell Mobility
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Shehryar Khan

From: W3661

Sent: December-07-15 11:38 AM

To: Mohan George; Zubin George; W3661; mrokos@aurora.ca

Cc: allcouncillors@aurcra.ca

Subject: RE: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomingtan Road

Attachments: Response to Mr. George - Bell Tower 1360 Bloomington Rd.pdf; W3661--Public

Consultation Information.pdf

Hello Mr. George,

Thank you very much for sending In your comments. Please see my response as the letter attached. I've also attached
the public consultation infurmation package for this site. Please note that we are conducting a public open house today

( details are found in the information package).

| would really encourage you to ask questions about anything in relation to telecommunication towers. | would also

encourage you to take a look at the links from Health Canada and Industry Canada provided below.

Health Canada Fact Sheet on safety Code 6

httn://www.hc-sc.gc.calewh-semtlnubs radiation/radio_guide-lignes direct/safety code 6 fs-code securite 6 fr-

eng.php

http://www.he-sc.gc.ca ewh-semt/radlation/cons radiofreq/index-eng.ph

Industry Canada's Fact sheet on radio frequency energy and safety code 6
httgs:[[www.lc.gc.ca[eic[site[smt-gst.nsf[eng[sf08792.html

Thank you,

Shehryar Khan

FONTUR INTERNATIONAL INC.
0 East Beaver Creck, Unit 22
Richmond Hill, ON LA4B 382

From: Mohan George

Sent: December-05-15 12:45 AM

To: W3661; mrokos@aurora.ca

Cc: allcouncillors@aurora.ca

Subject: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Road

To:

Shety Khan

Fontur International inc.
&

Marty Rokos

Planner
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Ali Councillors
Town of Aurora,
Ontario, Canada.

Dear Shery, Marty and Councillors,

It has been brought to the attention of the residents of Aurora that Bell is proposing to erect a Telecommunication
Tower at 1360 Bloamington Road.

We strongly oppose this move by the BIG Business to erect this tower as it will be a dangerous Health Hazard to the
residents in the area.

With due respect, we would urge you, if you have not already done due diligence, to read and comprehend the report

from the International Agency for the Research on Cancer {IARC)
Classified RF radiation as Group 2B-Possibly Carcinogenic together with Asbestos, Tobacco and Benzene.
The long term health cost will far supersede the short term gains the BIG businesses make.

If the planning and development services of the Town gives the permission to Bell to erect the Cell tower, then we do
not see any problem in approving Smoking and the use of Asbestos({ which again will help BIG companies to Profit 1)

We oppose this move and will request you at this time, to intervene on behalf of the residents and do the right thing
for the residents of Aurora.

We would expect our elected counciilors to carry aut their responsibility thinking of the long term effect on the health
and well being of thelr citizens.

Thank you for acting responsibly,

Mohan George
29, Urquhart Court,
Aurora, Ontario.
CANADA 14G 0OK5
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Sheh:zar Khan

From: w3661

Sent: December-14-15 2:50 PM

To: bloomington storage; W3661; Marty Rokos Town of Aurora
Subject: RE: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora, ON - W3661

Hi Ms. Romano,
Thank you very much for attending the open house. This is to confirm receipt of your comments.

You mentioned in your email about the possibility of increasing the height of an existing tower in the area and you have
mentioned concerns regarding health and that the negative aesthetic effects will result in a drop of property values.

We feel that due to the context of the area, the proposed location would work well for a telecommunication tower.
Nearby you have your storage facility, power lines and Miller aggregates facility. Bell has completed their due diligence
and have decided to install a tower in this area based off of customer complaints, demand, trend of data usage, traffic
and for co-location purposes. Bell would not invest their money and resources in an area if there were no need. In fact,
co-location of an existing tower would be optimal as the construction cost and application process would be eliminated.
People at the meeting seemed more open to increasing the height of the tower of the nearby area. That is something
that Bell can look further into but it's not completely up to us. There are many factors required, one major factor is if
the property owner would be willing to enter into an agreement to build something taller. Also, this limits the possibility
for other carriers to co-locate if the increase will only be for Bell. But my question is, is there no concern for property
values and health if the existing tower height is increased especially when the existing tower is closer to the residences?
How is that option better than building a new tower which will accommodate other carriers and limit the growth of
future towers.

The concern on the impact of property values comes up frequently when a new tower is proposed in an area. Many
things affect the value of a property including external influences. There are other market factors that exert a strong
influence on the price/value of real property. These factors include: strength of market demand, interest rates,
employment/unemployment levels, tax levels, utility costs etc. Every year there are tens of thousands of new and
amended tower installations. Many are located near residential yet house prices have increased year after year.

| understand many people at the meeting were concerned about health as you are. However, Bell Mobility Inc. does not
create the regulations but ensures to follow the regulations created by Health Canada in order to maintain their license.
The document Health Canada has produced is called Safety Code 6 which also governs the limits for devices like baby
monitors, garage door openers, frm/am radio etc.. Bell is typically less than 1% of Safety Code &'s maximum allowable
exposure limits.

Please see the links below produced by Health Canada and Industry Canada that speak more closely abogt Safety Code
6.

Health Canada Fact Sheet on Safety Code 6

hitp//www . he-sc.gc.calewh-semt/pubs/radiationradio vuide-liznes direct/safety code 6 fs-
code securite 6 fr-eno.php

hitp://www . he-sc.gc.calew h-semt/radiation/cons/radiofreq/index-ene.php

Industry Canada’s Fact sheet on radio frequency enerev and safety code 6
1
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Shehryar Khan

FONTUR INTERNATIONAL INC,
70 East Beaver Creck. Unit 22
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 3B2

From: bloomington storage

Sent: December-10-15 1:11 PM

To: W3661; Marty Rokos Town of Aurora

Subject: Tower Issue - 1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora, ON - W3661

Attention: Shehryar Khan
FONTUR International Inc.

We are a family owned and operated self storage facility located just west of the proposed site for the
wireless structure at 1360 Bloomington Road in Aurora, in fact it will border our property. We are strongly
opposed to the proposed erection of this tower as is the rest of the community. We were approached by Bell
a couple of years ago and rejected their offer to put one on our own property as we are very concerned about
the detrimental effects this source of electromagnetic radiation will have on the health and well being of our
customers and our neighbours. The presence of this structure will also have negative aesthetic effects and
will undoubtedly result in a drop of property value to those in close proximity.

We attended the public information session on Monday December 7, 2015, however most of our concerns
and questions were unanswered by the Bell representatives. The response was to send an email with these
questions and that they would be addressed at a later date. The representatives claimed that the purpose of
this tower was to service the community--of which the majority of the community is opposed. Also, the Bell
representative mentioned an alternative to building a new tower would be to increase the height of nearby
existing tower which should be considered as a viable option.

We are in complete disagreement with this project and we strongly suggest that it be cancelled. As we are
the owner of several small businesses in the community and have been Bell customers for decades, we hope
that you will consider our requests and that a more suitable location be considered.

Regards,
Nadia Romano
Bloomington Self Storage Inc.
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70 East Beaver Creek, unit 22
( Richmaond Hill, ON, L4B 382
Email:  w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com
FONTUR

May 11, 2016

RE: Bell Mobility Inc. 40 metre Telecommunication tower proposal at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora.

Dear Residents,
This information package is in response to the concerns/comments the public provided surrounding the
proposed 40m Bell tower at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON. The comments received were mainly

towards need and health/safety.

Map of owners that attended the public information session on December 11, 2015
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Demonstrated Need

The proposed location was carefully selected to address Bells' coverage requirements while meeting the
Town of Aurora’s requirements. The location of the tower maintains a fair distance from existing
residential dwellings. Furthermore, the lattice self-support tower, base and compound would be screened
and blend well with the existing powerlines. The distance to the closest residential dwelling is
approximately 370 metres from the tower location.
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Factors considered in the site selection criteria include:

¢ Land use planning considerations
o Sharing of existing telecommunication towers or facilities
o Analyzing existing rooftops or water towers
o Historic and environmental land use sensitivities
o Aesthetic and landscaping preferences
o Maximizing distance from residential and environmental protection
o Locate sites that would obscure public views

¢ |Interested and willing landlords

= Airport height restrictions

+ Site conditions

«  Soil type

« Availability of electrical power

e Ground space requirements

Bell's radio frequency team has done some further study on this area after the public open house in
December 2015. The primary need for this site is coverage improvement. There is an urban area of over
5 km? here that has poor coverage. It is one of the top 20 longstanding customer complaint areas for
Bell's network sharing partner Telus. The coverage is poor even at low frequencies which provide further
and deeper coverage than high frequencies. The radic frequency engineers have gone out to do signal
testing and found poor coverage in the subdivision southwest of Bloomington and Bayview. The coverage
might not be the worst for the residents by Babcock Blvd since they are on slighter higher ground and can
thus get coverage from the towers farther away. However, the subdivision southwest of Bloomington and
Bayview has a dip in terrain and the poor coverage becomes very noticeable as the farther sites cannot

reach there.

This area has quite low site density for an urban area. This worked fine for our older Second Generaticn
and early Third Generation networks. However, it is not possible to provide adequate Fourth Generation
(4GILTE) service to an urban area with the coverage levels and site density found here. See map below:
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70 East Beaver Creek, unit 22
( Richmond Hill, ON, L4B 3B2 3 -
Email:  w3661.bellinfo@foniurinternationa!.com et . ] [
FONTUR Operating as Bell Mobility

BLOOMINGTON & BAYVIEW URBAN COVERAGE GAP

POOR COVERAGE AT LOW FRECUENCY

Bell's radio frequency engineers have obtained the latest customer complaints map and have confirmed
documented customer complaints in the subdivision south west of Bloomington and Bayview. As you may
know, Bell and Telus are network sharing partners. This area is a Telus top custemer complaints area
that they have been unable to serve for a very long time which has Bell customer complaints as well.
Also, the complaints map area match the low frequency coverage gap. See map on next page.
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70 East Beaver Creek, unit 22
( Richmond Hill, ON, L4B 382

Email: w3661 bell.info@fonturintemational.com i_-,-_n ; ‘.. |
FO NTU R Operating as Bell Moblity

BELL CUSTOMER COMPLAINTS MAP - Bloomington & Bayview

An alternative site could not be found due to not meeting one or more of the factors listed previously.

Co-location

Bell, Telus and Rogers all have shown an interest in this area to improve their network for their
customers. When a carrier requests to co-locate onto an existing tower, Bell as part of their license is
required to let them add equipment. This is to limit the number of towers in an area. Safety Code 6
measurements are cumulative. If a carrier is to co-locate, then all equipment including the additional
equipment is calculated in the safety code 6 analyses and must be below the required limit. As the
community and Town of Aurora knows, Rogers Communications Inc. is interested in a joint-build with Bell
Mobility Inc.
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Property Values

Concerns have been received over the reduction in property values should the tower be installed, Bell does
not feel there is a correlation between the two. There are other market factors that exert a strong influence
on the price/value of real property. These factors include: strength of market demand, interest rates,
employment/unemployment levels, tax levels, utility costs etc. Every year there are tens of thousands of
new and amended tower installations. Many are located near residential yet house prices have increased

year after year.

Health and Safety

Bell understands the community has many questions/concerns regarding health and safety. It is important
to know that Bell does not hold the regulation itself and can only follow the guidelines produced by Health
Canada and Industry Canada. We are happy to share the information on health and safety using
reputable peer-reviewed sources. It is important to note that most studies in this field with concerns are
towards cell phone use and not cell towers. Any issues the public has with Safety Code 6 (Health Canada
guideline) should be addressed to the Consumer and Clinical Radiation Protection Bureau; you may
contact them at ccrpb-perpecc@hce-sc-ge.ca. Bell will provide on-gaing monitoring to assure we are
operating below the safety limits and provide a copy to anyone upon request. Industry Canada also

conducts audits to ensure compliance.

It is a condition of any broadcaster's licence that it must meet Safety Code 6. If Safety Code 6 changes
after the current review, then the service provider must be compliant the very day it is implemented. There
is not a grace period or grandfathering clause in the license document. If a broadcaster cannot meet the
safety code, then they must shut off the transmitter. In public areas towers are typically 100 times below
the limit of Safety Code 6.

Bell Mobility's radiofrequency engineers have conducted a safety code 6 analysis and have calculated that
the proposed antennas will be less than 1% of safety code 6 limits in a controlled and uncontrolled
environment. Health Canada has stated there will be no adverse health effects provided that the exposure

limits set in Safety Code 6 are respected.
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D |
70 East Beaver Creek, unit 22 &
(( Richmond Hill, ON, L48 382 {D"ﬂ'ﬂa b
Email: w3661 .bellinfo@fonlurinternaticnal com -"\L.,
FONTUR Operating as Bell Mobility
Conclusion

We believe that Bell Mobility has demonstrated that the proposed wireless telecommunication facility meets
the language and intent of Industry Canada's guideline document CPC 2-0-03. In terms of our circulation
to the Town, we feel that all technical concerns and requirements received through and after the circulation

have been addressed.

We feel that our proposal does not impede on the use and enjoyment of surrounding land uses. There are
existing similar structures and facilities in the area that make the location well suited, As mentioned
above, the distance of the tower location to the nearest residential dwelling is more than 350 metres and

will blend in well with the existing powerlines.

The Town of Aurora has requested Bell to provide the public with 21 days to respond to this notice before
sending a final summary report to the Town. Please send your comments by mail, fax, email to the

contact below by Monday June 6, 2016.

Shehryar Khan

FONTUR International Inc.

Mail: 70 East Beaver Creek Road, Unit 22
Richmond Hill, L4B 3B2

Fax: 866-234-7873

Email: w3661 .bell.info@fonturinternational.com

SUBJECT: Tower Issue -=1360 Bloomington Rd, Aurora, ON—W3661
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From: Zubin George
Sent: June-01-16 9:02 AM
To: mrokos@aurora.ca; W3661
Cc: 'Huss'
Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

Dear Mr. Rokos/Mr. Khan,

I am writing to express my DISAPPROVAL of the cell tower to be erected at 1360 Bloomington Road.
As a resident of Aurora, | am VERY CONCERNED about the health hazard that will be imposed on us.
The residents NEVER asked nor requested that this tower be placed into our vicinity.

| am most certain that the telecommunications companies can find another location where there are not many
residents and construct the cell tower.

Zubin George

29 Urquhart Court
Aurora, Ontario
L4G OKS

From: Huss

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 7:14 Ami
To: 'B&N Kraft'; 'Mohan George'

Ce:

Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read
To Mr. Khan:

My family and |, have lived at our current address for almost 20 years. We do not want or need this Tower. Please
review the last council meetings minutes on this subject. It seems your corporate organizations are still trying the same
old tactics. Most councilors and area residents were NOT in favor of a Tower near our community, for a number of
reasons, including since it was NOT required by our community, and was mainly to service other areas, specifically the
new subdivisions and residents of Northern Richmond Hill. Town Councilors and residents of our community suggested
you place the Tower in Richmond Hill. Please do so, and far away from our subdivision and community. Thank you.

Huss Akbar
57, Offord Crescent

From: B&N Kraft
Sent: Monday, May 30, 2016 8:26 PM
To: Mohan George



Council Meeting Agenda item 4
Tuesday, October 25, 2016 Page 63 of 96

Cc:

Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

To Shehryar Khan;

Our position has not changed since the last time this was attempted to be thrust upon our
neighbourhood. In addition to Mr. George's remarks, it is simply inappropriate to locate this tower
WITHIN our estate residential community, and abutting so close to the Bloomington Storage
business who have realistic and serious health concerns about spending 10-12 hours a day
underneath such a hazardous transmission device.

The site just south of this is virtually vacant land - about 500 acres or more!t If this is the area that
needs to be served, then that is where you can put your tower, not on our front yards.. we are not in
need of this service. Locate the tower where the residents are complaining.

With respect to your studies, we have also done studies of our own, and refute every one of your
points: property values will be lowered, and the health risk is documented and profound! Do not try
to profess otherwise.

Once again, as a group, our residents will oppose this installation vigorously and with every available
resource. Spare yourselves the trouble and build elsewhere.

Norbert Kraft
105 Offord Cres.

On 30 May 2016 at 20:57, Mchan George » wrote:
Dear Mr.Shehryar Khan,

Re: Bell Mobility Inc. 40 meter Telecommunication tower Proposal at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora.

We appreciate you sending us the letter on the above Proposal and the concerns of the residents in the area.
[ am opposed to this PROPOSAL, in caps because this is just a proposal and we do not want it to go any further
than that.

Among the factors to be considered in the site selection criteria, there is a point as to Interested and willing
landlords, we as property owners are not interested in your proposal and will strive to stop it from being
implemented.

The very fact that Bell, Telus and Rogers who are competitors in the telecommunications business, are willing
to co-locate and share in this proposal, shows that they have no other recourse but to impose this plan on the
homeowners.

Regarding the Property Value issue, since when has Bell been in the real estate business to advise the property
owners about the market demand and other factors that will adversely effect the property value?

As to the Health and Safety issue, what assurance can be provided that there will not be any adverse effect
when 5G/LTE is introduced in the near future? I am sure then the Safety Code 6 will have to be amended.
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We also would like to know who owns the property at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora and if there are any
pre-existing violations on this property or owner and any due diligence has been done on the property or the
owner.

As a home owner | strongly oppose this proposal and will strongly oppose the implementation of this proposal.
Thanks,

Mohan George

29 Urquhart Court
Aurora, Ontario
L4G 0K5

On Mon, May 30, 2016 at 7:45 PM, bloomington storage wrote:
Hello Everyone,

Please read the attached letter that was received by us recently in the mail. Bell and Rogers are once again
attempting to erect a tower in our community.

You can send your comments by mail fax or email by MONDAY JUNE 6, 2016.

Send comments to:
Shehryar Khan, FONTUR Internaticnal Inc.

email: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternationai.com

fax: 866-234-7873
mail: 70 East Beaver Creek Road, Unit 22, Richmond Hill, ON L4B 382

SUBJECT: Tower Issue-1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON--3661

Please support us in our efforts to stop this, we need to all participate to make our voices heard!
Thank you so much for your time,

Nadia Romano
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Shehl_'!ar Khan

From: Danielle O'Beirne <dobeirn@gmail.com>

Sent: June-02-16 3:22 PM

To: W3661

Cc:

Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read
Mr Khan,

Thank you for your response however | am extremely disappointed in your firm’s ability to support
you arguments.

I live on Offord Crescent and | continue to be strongly opposed to the cell tower being placed at 1360
Bloomington road.

In regards to your response about to property values:

( 10 Enst Besver Creck, unt 22
( Ricrwond Hil, OR, L4B 382
Emst  wibB1 bel infokonkanismatonsl com
FONTUR
Eronedy Yales

Concems have been received over the roduction in property values should the tower be instalied Bedl does
not fee thera Is a conelation between the lwo. Thare are other marksl faciors that exer a strong influence
on the priceivalue of real property. These faclors inciude. strength of market demand, Interest rates,
omploymentiunemployment lavels, tax levels, utlity costs atc. Every year thero are lens of thousands of
naw and amanded lower instalialions. Many ara located near residential yet houss prices have increased
year afler yeor

Where is your research?
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Yes, the factors you listed do have a strong influence on property value but so do cell towers. Homes in the area
of a cell phone tower will obviously rise in value- this is just a reflection of the overall market. Homes close to
cell towers rise with the market but then will be devalued relative to the market due to the proximity of a cell
tower.

Research conducted by the National Institute for Science, Law and Public Policy’s (1,000 respondents) showed
that:

e "The overwhelming majority of respondents (94%) reported that cell towers and antennas in a
neighborhood or on a building would impact interest in a property and the price they would be willing
to pay for it.”

« “79% said under no circumstances would they ever purchase or rent a property within a few
blocks of a cell tower or antenna.”

An extensive case study on The Impact of Cell Phone Towers on House Prices in Residential Neighborhoods
found that:

« “Respondents would pay from 10%-19% less to over 20% less for a property if it were in close
proximity to a CPBS. “

These are just a few sources which show that if this tower is built, it will devalue our homes. There are many
more. | could not find any legitimate sources which show that cell phone towers don’t affect property value.

Regards,

Danielle O'Beirne

On Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 6:33 PM, < wrote:
Mr Khan,

We live at 19 Ing Court. We are completely opposed to any such development near our estate subdivision.
We find it absolutely ridiculous that any organization would try to force instalt a structure which would
clearly reduce the value of our properties and risk the health of those living near the structure.
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Less than 1/2 of a mile away on the south side of Blooming side road there is an industrial development with
plenty of land. | suggest that you study that location. If you need to make your tower another 10' taller no

one will care.
If this proposal persists we will take legal action to block the development.

i for some reason you would like to discuss this issue, | am sure our community would be happy to host a
discussion. | would offer my front yard for the meeting.

Paul LaCroix

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the TELUS network.

From: Zubin George

Sent: Wednesday, June 1, 2016 9:31 AM

To: mrokos@aurora.ca; wh61.bell infoffonturinternational.com
Cc:

‘bloomington storage’; 'Huss,

'B&N Kraft’; 'Mohan George'
Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

Dear Mr. Rokos/Mr. Khan,

| am writing to express my DISAPPROVAL of the cell tower to be erected at 1360 Bloomington Road.

As a resident of Aurora, | am VERY CONCERNED about the health hazard that will be imposed on us.

The residents NEVER asked nor requested that this tower be placed into cur vicinity.

I am most certain that the telecommunications companies can find another location where there are not many
residents and construct the cell tower.

Zubin George
29 Urquhart Court
Aurora, Ontario

L4G OKS
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From: Huss

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 7:14 AM
To: 'B&N Kraft’; 'Mohan George'

Cc::

'bloomlngt_on sToFage'
Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

To Mr. Khan:

My family and I, have lived at our current address for almost 20 years. We do not want or need this Tower. Please
review the last council meetings minutes on this subject. It seems your corporate organizations are still trying the
same old tactics. Most councilors and area residents were NOT in favor of a Tower near our community, for a number
of reasons, including since it was NOT required by our community, and was mainly to service other areas, specifically
the new subdivisions and residents of Northern Richmond Hill. Town Councilors and residents of our community
suggested you place the Tower in Richmond Hill. Please do so, and far away from our subdivision and community.
Thank you.

Huss Akbar

57, Offord Crescent

From: B&N Kraft

Sent: Monday, May 30, 2016 8:26 PM
To: Mohan Genrna

Ce:

bloomington stoiaye
Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

To Shehryar Khan;
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Our position has not changed since the last time this was attempted to be thrust upon our
neighbourhood. In addition to Mr. George's remarks, it is simply inappropriate to locate this tower
WITHIN our estate residential community, and abutting so close to the Bloomington Storage
business who have realistic and serious health concerns about spending 10-12 hours a day
underneath such a hazardous transmission device.

The site just south of this is virtually vacant land - about 500 acres or more!! If this is the area that
needs to be served, then that is where you can put your tower, not on our front yards.. we are not
in need of this service. Locate the tower where the residents are complaining.

With respect to your studies, we have alsc done studies of our own, and refute every one of your
points: property values will be lowered, and the health risk is documented and profound! Do not
try to profess otherwise.

Once again, as a group, our residents will oppose this installation vigorously and with every
available resource. Spare yourselves the trouble and build elsewhere.

Norbert Kraft

105 Offord Cres.

On 30 May 2016 at 20:57, Mohan George

Dear Mr.Shehryar Khan,

Re: Bell Mobility Inc. 40 meter Telecommunication tower Proposal at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora.
We appreciate you sending us the letter on the above Proposal and the concerns of the residents in the area.

I am opposed to this PROPOSAL, in caps because this is just a proposal and we do not want it to go any
further than that.

Among the factors to be considered in the site selection criteria, there is a point as to Interested and willing
landlords, we as property owners are not interested in your proposal and will strive to stop it from being
implemented.

The very fact that Bell, Telus and Rogers who are competitors in the telecommunications business, are willing
to co-locate and share in this proposal, shows that they have no other recourse but to impose this plan on the
homeowners.

Regarding the Property Value issue, since when has Bell been in the real estate business to advise the property
owners about the market demand and other factors that will adversely effect the property value?

As to the Health and Safety issue, what assurance can be provided that there will not be any adverse effect
when 5G/LTE is introduced in the near future? [ am sure then the Safety Code 6 will have to be amended.
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We also would like to know who owns the property at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurocra and if there are any
pre-existing violations on this property or owner and any due diligence has been done on the property or the
owner.

As a home owner [ strongly oppose this proposal and will strongly oppose the implementation of this proposal.
Thanks,

Mohan George

29 Urquhart Court

Aurora, Ontario

L4G 0K5

On Mon, May 30, 2016 at 7:45 PM, bloomington storage wrote:
Hello Everycne,

Please read the attached letter that was received by us recently in the mail. Bell and Rogers are once again
attempting to erect a tower in our community.

You can send your comments by mail fax or email by MONDAY JUNE 6, 2016.

Send comments to:
Shehryar Khan, FONTUR International Inc.

email: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com

fax: 866-234-7873
mail: 70 East Beaver Creek Road, Unit 22, Richmond Hill, ON L48 382

SUBJECT: Tower Issue-1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON--3661

Please support us in our efforts to stop this, we need to all participate to make our voices heard!

Thank you so much for your time,
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Nadia Romano

Mohan George

Danielle O'Beirne
HBA/BHSc 2014
Richard Ivey School of Business
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Sheh:!ar Khan

From:

Sent: June-03-16 12:19 PM

To: ‘Danielle O'Beirne’; W3661

Cc:

Subject: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read - STRONGLY OPPOSE!

Dear Mr. Rokos/Mr. Khan,

This is in regards to the proposed Bell tower (1360 Bloomington Road) which is proposed close to our house
(48 Offord Cresent).

We strongly oppose this tower because it’s unacceptable to have it located beside estate properties.

[t will decrease our property value, it’s unsightly and a health risk!

Regards,

Dorothy O’Beirne
48 Offord Cresent
Aurora

CC:  Mr. Chris Ballard, MPP Newmarket- Aurora
Mr. Geoff Dawe, Town of Aurora, Mayor
Mr. Lawrence Kuk, Town of Aurora, Planner
Marty Rokos, MCIP, RPP, Planner, Planning & Development Services

From: Danielle O'Beirne

Sent: June-02-16 3:22 PM

To: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com
Cc:

Subject: Re; CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

Mr Khan,
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Thank you for your response however | am extremely disappointed in your firm’s ability to support
you arguments.

} live on Offord Crescent and | continue to be strongly opposed to the cell tower being placed at 1360
Bloomington road.

In regards to your response about to property values:

TO East Basver Croes, uril 77
(( Roctraend Hal, ON, L48 383 B@]H
Empt  wi0O! bl rdoQiorturiermdongl com

FONTUR Opencing s Bl Mohlay
Bropeity Yokt
Concoms have beenr d over tho reduction in property values should tho towae be installed  Bed does

nolt feed there ks A conelation betwoen the two. Thery se other market [actors that oxert o strong nlluence
on the pricofvaiue of real property. These factors indude strength of marke! demand, intoros! tates,
omploymanliunemployment levels, lax kevels, utiily costs eic. Every year thern aro tons of thousands of
norw o0 amandad tower installations. Many are localed near residential yet housa prices have increased
your afier yoar

Where is your research?

Yes, the factors you listed do have a strong influence on property value but so do cell towers. Homes in the area
of a cell phone tower will obviously rise in value- this is just a reflection of the overall market. Homes close to
cell towers rise with the market but then will be devalued relative to the market due to the proximity of a cell
tower.

Research conducted by the National Institute for Science, Law and Public Policy’s (1,000 respondents) showed
that:

« "The overwhelming majority of respondents (94%) reported that cell towers and antennas in a
neighborhood or on a building would impact interest in a property and the price they would be willing
to pay for it.”

e “79% said under no circumstances would they ever purchase or rent a property within a few
blocks of a cell tower or antenna.”
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An extensive case study on The Impact of Cell Phone Towers on House Prices in Residential Neighborhoods
found that:

« “Respondents would pay from 10%—19% less to over 20% less for a property if it were in close
proximity to a CPBS. “

These are just a few sources which show that if this tower is built, it will devalue our homes. There are many
more. | could not find any legitimate sources which show that cell phone towers don’t affect property value.

Regards,

Danielie O'Beirne

On Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 6:33 PM, - - wrote:
Mr Khan,

We live at 19 Ing Court. We are completely opposed to any such development near our estate subdivision. We
find it absolutely ridiculous that any organization would try to force install a structure which would clearly
reduce the value of our properties and risk the health of those living near the structure.

Less than 1/2 of a mile away on the south side of Blooming side road there is an industrial development with
plenty of land. I suggest that you study that location. If you need to make your tower another 10' taller no one
will care.

If this proposal persists we will take legal action to block the development.

If for some reason you would like to discuss this issue, | am sure our community would be happy to host a
discussion. | would offer my front yard for the meeting.

Paul LaCroix

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the TELUS network.

From: Zubin George
Sent: Wednesday, June 1, 2016 9:31 AM

To: mrokos@aurora.ca; wb61.bell.info@fonturinternational.com
Ce: e g
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'bloomington storage'; 'Huss';

'‘B&N Kraft', muhan weorge
Subject: RE; CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

Dear Mr. Rokos/Mr. Khan,

f am writing to express my DISAPPROVAL of the cell tower to be erected at 1260 Bloomington Road.

As a resident of Aurora, | am VERY CONCERNED about the health hazard that will be imposed on us.

The residents NEVER asked nor requested that this tower be placed into our vicinity.

| am most certain that the telecommunications companies can find another location where there are not many
residents and construct the cell tower.

Zubin George
29 Urqubart Court
Aurora, Ontario

L4G OK5

From: Huss |

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 7:14 AM
To: 'B&N Kraft'; 'Mohan George'

Cc:

o , 'bloomington storage’
Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

To Mr. Khan:
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My family and |, have lived at our current address for almost 20 years. We do not want or need this Tower. Please
review the last council meetings minutes on this subject. It seems your corporate arganizations are still trying the same
old tactics. Most councilors and area residents were NOT in favor of a Tower near our community, for a number of
reasons, including since it was NOT required by our community, and was mainly to service other areas, specifically the
new subdivisions and residents of Northern Richmoend Hill. Town Councilors and residents of our community suggested
you place the Tower in Richmond Hill. Please do so, and far away from our subdivision and community. Thank you.

Huss Akbar

57, Offord Crescent

From: B&N Kraft

Sent: Monday, May 30, 2016 8:26 PM
To: Mchan George

Ce:

bloomington storage
Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

To Shehryar Khan;

Our position has not changed since the last time this was attempted to be thrust upon our
neighbourhood. In addition to Mr. George's remarks, it is simply inappropriate to locate this tower
WITHIN our estate residential community, and abutting so close to the Bloomington Storage
business who have realistic and serious health concerns about spending 10-12 hours a day
underneath such a hazardous transmission device.

The site just south of this is virtually vacant land - about 500 acres or more!! If this is the area that
needs to be served, then that is where you can put your tower, not on our front yards.. we are not in
need of this service. Locate the tower where the residents are complaining.

With respect to your studies, we have also done studies of our own, and refute every one of your
points: property values will be lowered, and the health risk is documented and profound! Do not try
to profess otherwise.

Once again, as a group, our residents will oppose this installation vigorously and with every available
resource. Spare yourselves the trouble and build elsewhere.

Norbert Kraft
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105 Offord Cres.

On 30 May 2016 at 20:57, Mohan George wrote:

Dear Mr.Shehryar Khan,

Re: Bell Mobility Inc. 40 meter Telecommunication tower Proposal at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora.
We appreciate you sending us the letter on the above Proposal and the concerns of the residents in the area.

I am opposed to this PROPOSAL, in caps because this is just a proposal and we do not want it to go any further
than that.

Among the factors to be considered in the site selection criteria, there is a point as to Inferested and willing
landlords, we as property owners are not interested in your proposal and will strive to stop it from being
implemented.

The very fact that Bell, Telus and Rogers who are competitors in the telecommunications business, are willing
to co-locate and share in this proposal, shows that they have no other recourse but to impose this plan on the
homeowners.

Regarding the Property Value issue, since when has Bell been in the real estate business to advise the property
owners about the market demand and other factors that will adversely effect the property value?

As to the Health and Safety issue, what assurance can be provided that there will not be any adverse effect

when 5G/LTE is introduced in the near future? 1 am sure then the Safety Code 6 will have to be amended.

We also would like to know who owns the property at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora and if there are any
pre-existing violations on this property or owner and any due diligence has been done on the property or the
owner.

As a home owner | strongly oppose this proposal and will strongly oppose the implementation of this proposal.
Thanks,

Mohan George

29 Urquhart Court

Aurora, Ontario

L4G 0K5
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On Mon, May 30, 2016 at 7:45 PM, bloomington storage - - wrote:
Hello Everyone,

Please read the attached letter that was received by us recently in the mail. Bell and Rogers are once again
attempting to erect a tower in our community.

You can send your comments by mail fax or email by MONDAY JUNE 6, 2016.

Send comments to:
Shehryar Khan, FONTUR International Inc.

email: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com

fax: 866-234-7873
mail: 70 East Beaver Creek Road, Unit 22, Richmond Hill, ON L4B 3B2

SUBJECT: Tower Issue-1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON--3661

Please support us in our efforts to stop this, we need to all participate to make our voices heard!
Thank you so much for your time,

Nadia Romano
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Danielle O'Beirne
HBA/BHSc 2014
Richard Ivey School of Business
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Shehgar Khan

From: susan <susanpgeorge@hotmail.com>

Sent: June-04-16 5:49 PM

To: w3661

Cc: Zubin George; mrokos@aurora.ca; wbbl.bell.info@fonturinternational.com;
Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read - STRONGLY OPPOSE!

Dear Mr. Khan,
This is the second time within a year that Bell is bothering our community with the proposal to build a
Telecommunication Tower in our neighbourhood.
None of the radio frequency studies so far conducted have conclusive evidence that it is 100% safe, so there is
no point in arguing about it.
If Bell has to provide service to the customers in Richmond Hill, build a tower in Richmond Hill two miles away
from our vicinity. Our community STRONGLY OPPOSE this proposal.
Don't impose this hazard on us which will affect our health and wealth.
Regards,
Susan George
29 Urquhart Court
Aurora.

From: 5
Sent: June 3, 2016 12:19 PM

To: 'Danielle O'Beirne'; w3be1l.bell.info@fonturinternational.com
Cc:' '

Subject: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read - S'I_'RONGLY OPPOSE!

Dear Mr. Rokos/Mr. Khan,

This is in regards to the proposed Bell tower (1360 Bloemington Road) which is proposed close to our house
(48 Offord Cresent).

We strongly oppose this tower because it’s unacceptable to have it located beside estate properties.

lt will decrease our property value, it’s unsightly and a health risk!

Regards,

Dorothy O’Beirne
48 Offord Cresent
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Aurora

CC:  Mr. Chris Ballard, MPP Newmarket- Aurora

Mr. Geoff Dawe, Town of Aurora, Mayor

Mr, Lawrence Kuk, Town of Aurora, Planner

Marty Rokos, MCIP, RPP, Planner, Planning & Development Services

From: Danielle O'Beime

Sent: June-02-16 3:22 PM

To: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com
Cc:

Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

Mr Khan,

Item 4
Page 82 of 96

Thank you for your response however [ am extremely disappointed in your firm’s ability to support

you arguments.

I live on Offord Crescent and I continue to be strongly opposed to the cell tower being placed at 1360

Bloomington road.

In regards to your response about to property values:

70 East Bogvar Croeh, vt 27
(( Rxtraond MO, On, L48 302 % ﬂ
Empk w01 ball nioQioniurrsemsiongl com.

FONTUR Opracmg aa Bl Madulay

Proporty Vet

Concorns hava been received over tha reduction in proparty values should tho tower be instaliod . Boil doos
net feel thoro 8 a correlation between the two. Thero aro cther markel factors thot gxerl a sirong influence
on tha pricofvaive of real property These factors include: strength of market demand, interos! rotes,
employmentiunempleymeont levels, tax levols, wility costs aic. Every yoar thens ara tens of thousands of
nrw pnd pmendod lower instalatons. Many arn locstad near residential yot house prices have increased

yoar after yedr

Where is your research?

Yes, the factors you listed do have a strong influence on property value but so do cell towers. Homes in the area
of a cell phone tower will obviously rise in value- this is just a reflection of the overall market. Homes close to
cell towers rise with the market but then will be devalued relative to the market due to the proximity of a cell

tower.
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Research conducted by the National Institute for Science, Law and Public Policy’s (1,000 respondents) showed
that:

» "The overwhelming majority of respondents (94%) reported that cell towers and antennas in a
neighborhood or on a building would impact interest in a property and the price they would be willing
to pay forit.”

¢  “79% said under no circumstances would they ever purchase or rent a property within a few
blocks of a cell tower or antenna.”

An extensive case study on The Impact of Cell Phone Towers on House Prices in Residential Neighborhoods
found that:
»  “Respondents would pay from 10%-19% less to over 20% less for a property if it were in close
proximity to a CPBS. “

These are just a few sources which show that if this tower is built, it will devalue our homes. There are many
more. | could not find any legitimate sources which show that cell phone towers don’t affect property value.

Regards,

Danielle O'Beirne

On Wed, Jun 1, 2016 at 6:33 PM, wrote:
Mr Khan,

We live at 19 Ing Court. We are completely opposed to any such development near our estate subdivision. We
find it absolutely ridiculous that any organization would try to force install a structure which would clearly
reduce the value of our properties and risk the health of those living near the structure.

Less than 1/2 of a mile away on the south side of Blooming side road there is an industrial development with
ptenty of land. | suggest that you study that location. If you need to make your tower another 10' taller no one
will care.

If this proposal persists we will take legal action to block the development.

If for some reason you would like to discuss this issue, | am sure our community would be happy to host a
discussion. | would offer my front yard for the meeting.

Paul LaCroix

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the TELUS network.

From: Zubin George
Sent: Wednesday, June 1, 2016 9:31 AM

To: mrokos@aurora.ca; whel. bellinfo@fonturinternational.com
Ce: T

‘B&N Kraft'; 'Mohan George'
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Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

Dear Mr. Rokos/Mr. Khan,

| am writing to express my DISAPPROVAL of the cell tower to be erected at 1360 Bloomington Road.
As a resident of Aurora, | am VERY CONCERNED about the health hazard that will be imposed on us.
The residents NEVER asked nor requested that this tower be placed into our vicinity.

I am most certain that the telecommunications companies can find another location where there are not many
residents and construct the cell tower.

Zubin George

29 Urquhart Court
Aurora, Ontario
L4G OKS

From: Huss [mailto:

Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 7:14 AM
To: 'B&N Kraft'; 'Mohan George'

Cc:

Subject: RE: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read
To Mr. Khan:

My family and I, have lived at our current address for almost 20 years. We do not want or need this Tower. Please
review the last council meetings minutes on this subject. It seems your corporate organizations are still trying the same
old tactics. Most councilors and area residents were NOT in favor of a Tower near our community, for a number of
reasons, including since it was NOT required by our community, and was mainly to service other areas, specifically the
new subdivisions and residents of Northern Richmond Hill. Town Councilors and residents of our community suggested
you place the Tower in Richmond Hill. Please do so, and far away from our subdivision and community. Thank you.

Huss Akbar
57, Offord Crescent

From: B&N Kraft

Sent: Monday, May 30, 2016 8:26 PM
To: Mohan George

Cc:

Subject: Re: CELL TOWER - BLOOMINGTON ROAD, Please Read

To Shehryar Khan;
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Our position has not changed since the last time this was attempted to be thrust upon our
neighbourhood. In addition to Mr. George's remarks, it is simply inappropriate to locate this tower
WITHIN our estatfe residential community, and abutting so close to the Bloomington Storage
business who have realistic and serious health concerns about spending 10-12 hours a day
underneath such a hazardous transmission device.

The site just south of this is virtually vacant land - about 500 acres or more!! If this is the area that
needs to be served, then that is where you can put your tower, not on our front yards.. we are not in
need of this service. Locate the tower where the residents are complaining.

With respect to your studies, we have also done studies of our own, and refute every one of your
points: property values will be lowered, and the health risk is documented and profound! Do not try
to profess otherwise,

Once again, as a group, our residents will oppose this installation vigorously and with every available
resource. Spare yourselves the trouble and build elsewhere.

Norbert Kraft

105 Offord Cres.

On 30 May 2016 at 20:57, Mohan George wrote:
Dear Mr.Shehryar Khan,

Re: Bell Mobility Inc. 40 meter Telecommunication tower Proposal at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora.

We appreciate you sending us the letter on the above Proposal and the concerns of the residents in the area.

[ am opposed to this PROPOSAL, in caps because this is just a proposal and we do not want it to go any further
than that.

Among the factors to be considered in the site selection criteria, there is a point as to Inferested and willing
landlords, we as property owners are not interested in your proposal and will strive to stop it from being
implemented.

The very fact that Bell, Telus and Rogers who are competitors in the telecommunications business, are willing
to co-locate and share in this proposal, shows that they have no other recourse but to impose this plan on the
homeowners.

Regarding the Property Value issue, since when has Bell been in the real estate business to advise the property
owners about the market demand and other factors that will adversely effect the property value?

As to the Health and Safety issue, what assurance can be provided that there will not be any adverse effect
when 5G/LTE is introduced in the near future? 1 am sure then the Safety Code 6 will have to be amended.

We also would like to know who owns the property at 1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora and if there are any
pre-existing violations on this property or owner and any due diligence has been done on the property or the
owner,

As a home owner | strongly oppose this proposal and will strongly oppose the implementation of this proposal.
Thanks,

Mohan George

29 Urquhart Court

Aurora, Ontario

L4G 0K5

On Mon, May 30, 2016 at 7:45 PM, bloomington storage - wrote:

Hello Everyone,

Please read the attached letter that was received by us recently in the mail. Bell and Rogers are once again
attempting to erect a tower in our community.

You can send your comments by mail fax or email by MONDAY JUNE 6, 2016.

5
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Send comments to:

Shehryar Khan, FONTUR International Inc.

email: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com

fax: 866-234-7873

mail: 70 East Beaver Creek Road, Unit 22, Richmond Hill, ON L4B 3B2
SUBIJECT: Tower Issue-1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON--3661

Please support us in our efforts to stop this, we need to all participate to make our voices heard!
Thank you so much for your time,
Nadia Romano

Mohan George

Danielle O'Beirne
HBA/BHSc 2014
Richard lvey School of Business
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Sheh:!ar Khan
L |
From: Michael O'Beirne
Sent: June-05-16 6:07 PM
To: w3661
Cc: mayor@aurora.ca
Subject: Tower Issue-1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON--3661

Shehryar Khan, FONTUR International Inc.

email: w3661.bell.info@fonturinternational.com

fax: 866-234-7873

Dear Shehryra Khan,

No doubt you always hear that people don’t want a cell tower in close proximity to their property. | won't repeat all
the health and property value concerns that have been previously voiced. | simply ask the question as to why the tower
proposal is to site the tower in Aurora when your documents show that the tower is required due to the population
growth in Richmond Hill South of Bloomington Road.

Previously the town council of Aurora asked Rogers to find a site in Richmond Hill when it became obvious that this is to
service residents in Richmond hill. Richmond Hill has opted for fairly high density housing south of Bloomington so of
course this will require new service infrastructure. Asking Aurora residents in an estate subdivision to pay for the
required Richmond Hill infrastructure is patently unfair. (payment in terms of property value, health, encumbrance of
our neighbourhood site lines)

Rogers would have hosted Bell on their tower. Now Bell is proposing the same tower that was previously rejected when
proposed by Rogers. (actually, it's worse as the Rogers tower was a monopole) I'm sure the intent of sharing towers
was not so every cell company could take turns proposing the same rejected site.

Please find a site in Richmond Hill to service your Richmond Hill users,

Regards,

Michael O'Beirne

48 Offord Cr
Aurora, ON
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From: bloomington storage

Sent: June-06-16 10:30 AM

To: W3661

Subject: Tower Issue-1360 Bloomington Road, Aurora, ON--3661

Mr. Khan,

We are a family owned and operated self storage facility located just west of the proposed site for the
wireless structure at 1360 Bloomington Road in Aurora, in fact it will border our property. We have operated
our business for the last 30 years in Aurora and spend hundreds of thousands of dollars in taxes every year so
we expect the town’s support in this matter once again. We are strongly opposed to the proposed erection
of this tower as is the rest of the community.

We are very concerned about the detrimental effects this will have on the health and well being of our
customers and our neighbours. Given the close proximity to our rental office, this puts are employees and
customers at ground zero being exposed to high levels of electromagnetic radiation. Furthermore, the
presence of this structure will undoubtedly result in a drop of property value to those in close proximity.

We attended the Bell public information session on Monday December 7, 2015, however most of our
concerns and questions were unanswered by the Bell representatives. The response was to send an email
with these questions and that they would be addressed at a later date. The representatives claimed that the
purpose of this tower was to service the community--of which the majority of the community is strongly
opposed.

The community was strongly opposed to having a tower in our vicinity just a few months ago and the Town of
Aurora supported us, There is no need to go through the whole process all over again.

Regards,
Nadia Romano Lewis
Bloomington Self Storage Inc.
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Shehl_'!ar Khan

From: Azam Khan

Sent: June-07-16 12:05 AM

To: w3661

Cc:

Subject: CELL TOWER - OF;POSED DUE TO LACK OF CO-LOCATION / PROXIMITY TO ALTERNATE LOCATIONS
Attachments: Image0001.PDF

Dear Shehryar Khan,

With regard to your attached proposal, you have not met the requirements of the FCM Section 6.1 requiring CO-
LOCATION, nor have you proposed ANY potential alternative locations as stated in Section 5.2. Furthermore, | feel you
have made three misleading indications in your diagrams provided in the proposal.

1) In circling the “Complaint Area” you placed the centroid of the region entirely outside the area of any complaints. The
only purpose in doing so is to mislead the reader to believe there is a need for coverage in half of the circled region
which is completely uninhabited. See my corrected diagram below which more accurately places the center of the
complaint area, enclosing the 6 complaint locations.

2) You omitted the significant cell antennae site at Yonge and Regatta (on the Oak Ridges Medical Center). Why was this
omitted? In fact, this “potential alternative location” is a full 640m closer to the complaint area than the location you
have proposed!

3} You omitted the Coons Road water tower as a potential alternate location. Why was this omitted? This location is at
least 100m closer even than W2769,
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CO-LOCATION ON
EXISTING TOWER
REQUIRED
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As you can see in the figure provided, there are at least 2 locations in Richmond Hill to support the 6 complaining
customers in Richmond Hill. Including the Coons Road water tower, there are 3 viable locations in Richmond Hill that are
ALL closer to the issue than the Aurora locations. Both the Aurora locations (the W2769 water tower location and the
proposed location) are hundreds of meters {500m and 640m) further away from the complaint area. Furthermore, as
another new Richmond Hill development will fill in the current vacant land in the south east corner of Yonge and
Bloomington, the centroid of any complaint region will only move further away from the proposed location AND closer
to the existing towers.

In summary, to meet the FCM requirements of pre-consultation with the community, we would like to see full
transparency from you in disclosing the exact reason why these more beneficial sites are not being considered by you.
Furthermore, there seems to be NO reason at all not to CO-LOCATE with W0577, W2769 or the Yonge/Regatta location
{or the other omission: the Coons road water tower located between W2769 and the Yonge/Regatta location).

Thanks,
Azam

Azam Khan, Ph.D.

Director, Complex Systems Research
www.aut Kr rch.com/azam
Autodesk Research
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Founder, Parametric Human Project
www.parametrichuman.org
210 King Street East, Suite 500

Toronto, Ontaric M5A 1J7
Canada

Direct 416-874-8231
Maobile 416-706-6538
Fax  416-369-6150

AUTODESK.
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From:
Sent: June-07-16 12:49 AM
To: w3661
Cc: mrokos@aurora.ca; allcounsellors@aurora.ca
Subject: RE: Bell Mobility Inc. 40 metre Telecommunication Tower Proposal at 1360 Bloomington Rd., Aurora

By this email, my wife and | wish to respond to the above-noted proposal being made by Bell Mobility and
Fontur International.

We are the homeowners of 25 Urquhart Court in Aurora, and we are therefore residents of the Babcock
community, We are writing to respond to the latest request, this time by Bell Mobility, to erect a Tower
nearby, at 1360 Bloomington Road., and to express our opposition and concern with such proposal,

Our neighbourhood of homes are situated closest to where Bell Mobility proposes to erect its Tower. In fact,
with the eastern-most homes off of Babcock only a few hundred metres away from the proposed site, no
other residential neighbourhood is even comparatively close.

We are an estate-home community, and many of our homes are relatively new. Like my wife and I, many of
the properties have been custom-built by its owners who continue to own and reside here. As can be seen
from a dive through our neighbourhood, we along with our neighbours have invested a great amount of our
time and resources/savings for the construction and upgrade of our homes. We have chosen to invest in this
neighborhood over others as it is one of Aurora's estate communities and we wanted a higher standard of
home. As such, | am sure | speak for all the neighbours when | say that upholding the value of our homes is of
utmost importance to us.

Bell/Fontur's proposal is particularly concerning because of the very apparent impact and effect its erection
will no doubt have on the market value of our homes and surrounding area, as well as its negative aesthetic
effects of a residential community. What is just as bothersome is how us residents have had to now
repeatedly lobby against this and prior tower proposals at this very same location, before the Town of Aurora.
Why are the homeowners made to repeatedly have to confront such proposals when time and time again we
have fought before counsel to deny them??

My wife and | have recently consulted with more than one local area real estate agent and we submit that
contrary to the vague and one-sided comments included in Fontur's proposal, regarding market value effects,
no doubt the erection of such tower will have a negative impact on our property values. The property values
of our homes are particularly sensitive to surrounding area factors because of the type of market they fall

in, and the category of purchasers who purchase our type of homes. For these reasons, we submit that the
erection of such a tower near our neighbourhood stands a stronger chance of negatively impacting market
values than the erection of such a tower near a regular subdivision.

The Towns of Aurora and Richmond Hill have already permitted such negatively impacting properties as the
Miller Waste site, Carconi's auto wreckers, waste disposal and other properties of the like to encircle our very
nicely developed homes. The erection of such tower would be yet another permitted impediment to our
community development, which would surely negatively impact us, and frankly, continuing to permit such
development around our homes rather than athers is quite unfair.

1
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As Bell/Fantur's proposal itself states, the primary beneficiaries of such tower would be the homeowners on
the south side of Bloomington Road, on the Richmond Hill side, and with respect, | cannot understand how it
would be equitable that this target audience will stand to enjoy all of the benefits of such a tower, while our
small concentration of estate residences would have to alone bear the potential negative drawbacks.

The negative impact to our neighbourhood would also be caused by the aesthetically displeasing effect of the
tower, not to mention its potential health hazards to the community, which we as the adjacent community
should deserve to review and properly examine before such a major structure is erected next to us.

For the foregoing reasons, we strongly urge Bell/Fontur to withdraw this proposal, and for the Town of Aurora
{(and other relevant public authorities) to reject same, for the future benefit of our residential community.

We furthermore ask to be notified of any future developments and discussions on this matter.,
Respectively submitted,

Corrado and Lucia Artale

Owners,

25 Urquhart Court
Aurora ON L4G OK5
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-
AURORA

Motion for Which Notice Has
Been Given (October 18, 2016)
Date: October 25, 2016

Councillor John Abel

To: Mayor and Members of Council
From: Councillor Abel

Re: Construction of Planned Secondary School in Official Plan

Whereas The Town of Aurora has an Official Plan, approved by York Region and in
conformity with the Province of Ontario; and

Whereas the Official Plan for the Town of Aurora complies with sound planning
principles, to guide development of major new neighbourhoods, known in Aurora as the
Bayview - Wellington Centre Planning Area, and the 2B and 2C Planning Area; and

Whereas these neighbourhoods on either side of Bayview Avenue are complete and
home to 13,000 residents; and

Whereas the 2C community is nearing completion and will be home to another 9,000
residents for a total of 22,000 residents; and

Whereas there is a York Region District School Board (YRDSB) Secondary School
indicated in the Town’s Official Plan, on Bayview Avenue at Borealis Avenue, to serve
these residents, and the land is still undeveloped and vacant for the past 15 years; and

Whereas the residents of this catchment area have been told that they will have their
Secondary School enroliment needs met at Dr. G. W. Williams Secondary School; and

Whereas this does not meet the needs of the residents, nor does it comply with our
Official Plan, nor does this type of commute conform with the orderly function of the
Town, that the students must commute an average of 6 km to school, through the
already congested GO Transit Station area; and
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Motion for Which Notice Has Been Given
Re: Construction of Planned Secondary School in Official Plan
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Whereas the residents of this catchment area are approaching 60% of the student body
at Dr. G. W. Williams Secondary School, and it will only increase as this area grows and
ages; and

Whereas there are further enroliment issues that reduce specialized programs,
extracurricular activities, and the number of specialized teachers and staff; and

Whereas 20% of a resident’s annual Property Tax, which is collected and then paid by
the Municipality to the treasury of the YRDSB; and

Whereas, if the YRDSB property was sold to development, this would further add to the
catchment area population and increase the YRDSB Treasury with little to show for the
residents’ needs; and

Whereas the residents could simply walk to the Secondary School as planned; and

Whereas, if the YRDSB has funding challenges, they could collaborate with the
Municipality, York Region, the Ministry of Education, and the Province, to engage with
expediency to arrive at a solution;

1. Now Therefore Let It Be Hereby Resolved That Council supports the Official Plan
and the construction of the planned YRDSB Secondary School, on the property
purchased by the YRDSB, to serve the needs of the catchment area; and

2. Be It Further Resolved That a copy of the Council resolution be forwarded to the
Ministry of Education, MPP Chris Ballard, and York Region; and

3. Be It Further Resolved That dialogue/collaboration take place beginning in the last
quarter of 2016, between the Town of Aurora and the YRDSB, and that invitations
be extended to MPP Chris Ballard, York Region, and other interested partners to
arrive at a solution.
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF AURORA

By-law Number 5911-16

BEING A BY-LAW to exempt Lots 195, 196,
197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202 and 212 and
Block 215 on Plan 65M-4462 from Part-Lot
Control (Paradise Homes Leslie Inc.)

WHEREAS subsection 50(7) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P.13, as amended
(the “Act”), provides that the council of a local municipality may by by-law provide that
the part-lot control provisions in subsection 50(5) of the Act, does not apply to the land
that is within a registered plan of subdivision as is designated in the by-law;

AND WHEREAS the Council of The Corporation of the Town of Aurora deems it
necessary and expedient to enact a by-law to exempt Lots 195, 196, 197, 198, 199,
200, 201, 202 and 212 and Block 215 on Plan 65M-4462 from those provisions of the
Act dealing with part-lot control;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF
AURORA ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. THAT subsection 50(5) of the Act shall not apply to the following lands, all
situated in the Town of Aurora, Regional Municipality of York:

Lots 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202 and 212 and Block 215 on Plan
65M-4462.

2. THAT a copy of this By-law shall be registered in the appropriate Land Registry
Office on title to the lands set out herein.

3. THAT this By-law shall come into full force and effect upon final passage hereof,
shall remain in force and effect for a period of two (2) years from the date of its
passing, and shall expire on the 25" day of October, 2018.

READ A FIRST AND SECOND TIME THIS 25" DAY OF OCTOBER, 2016.

READ A THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 25" DAY OF OCTOBER, 2016.

GEOFFREY DAWE, MAYOR

O 2o/l

LISA LYONS, TOWN CLERK

By-law No. 5911-16
Page 1 of 1

|
|
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF AURORA
| - By-law Number 5912-16 ‘
l

| | BEING A BY-LAW to exempt Blocks 222, 224 H
‘ and 225 on Plan 65M-4462 from Part-Lot |
Control (TACC Developments (Aurora) Inc.). l

|

WHEREAS subsection 50(7) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P.13, as amended
(the “Act”), provides that the council of a local municipality may by by-law provide that
the part-lot control provisions in subsection 50(5) of the Act, does not apply to the land
that is within a registered plan of subdivision as is designated in the by-law;

AND WHEREAS the Council of The Corporation of the Town of Aurora deems it
necessary and expedient to enact a by-law to exempt Blocks 222, 224 and 225 on Plan
65M-4462 from those provisions of the Act dealing with part-lot control;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF |
AURORA ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: |

1. THAT subsection 50(5) of the Act shall not apply to the following lands, all
situated in the Town of Aurora, Regional Municipality of York:

Blocks 222, 224 and 225 on Plan 65M-4462.

2. THAT a copy of this By-law shall be registered in the appropriate Land Registry
Office on title to the lands set out herein.

3. THAT this By-law shall come into full force and effect upon final passage hereof,
shall remain in force and effect for a period of two (2) years from the date of its
passing, and shall expire on the 25" day of October, 2018.

READ A FIRST AND SECOND TIME THIS 25" DAY OF OCTOBER, 2016.

READ A THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 25" DAY OF OCTOBER, 2016.

| GEOFFREY DAWE, MAYOR

LISA LYONS, TOWN CLERK
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The Corporation of The Town of Aurora
By-law Number 5915-16

Being a By-law to Confirm Actions by Council
Resulting from a Council Meeting
on October 25, 2016.

The Council of the Corporation of The Town of Aurora hereby enacts as
follows:

il That the actions by Council at its Council meeting held on October 25,
2016, in respect of each motion, resolution and other action passed and
taken by the Council at the said meeting is, except where prior approval of
the Ontario Municipal Board is required, hereby adopted ratified and
confirmed.

2. That the Mayor and the proper officers of the Town are hereby authorized
and directed to do all things necessary to give effect to the said action or to
obtain approvals where required and to execute all documents as may be
necessary in that behalf and the Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to
affix the corporate seal to all such documents.

Read a first and second time this 25™ day of October, 2016.

Read a third time and finally passed this 25" day of October, 2016.

Geoffrey Dawe, Mayor

Lisa Lyons, Town Clerk
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