
Date: September 13, 2022

To: Connie Parent, Clerk, Township of North Kawartha

From: Neil Freeman, Resident and Property Owner, North Kawartha

Re. Proposed Rogers Tower and Lease Agreement Jack Lake South

Your Worship and Members of Council,

I think we all agree that we want to promote and support a healthy community with great quality
of life here in North Kawartha. In this regard, let me say that:

I am a Rogers cell phone customer
I would benefit from a Rogers cell tower at a Jack Lake South location, and
I appreciate Council and Staff efforts to enhance cell reception for all concerned.

I find, however, that council missed the opportunity to consider other nearby options for siting
this tower that are equally strong on technical grounds, but ones which would have a reduced
social and visual impact on the community. (The colour picture below is a map representation of
the current proposed tower location and what the alternatives might have been).

These other locations, however, now appear as a missed opportunity for a tower without a
detrimental impact to the neighbouring residents enjoyment of their properties and with a lower
visual impact from Jack Lake.

The following are my comments on what I believe was overlooked in your process for arriving at
the approval in principle decision for the Rogers Lease Agreement Jack Lake South.
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In his briefing to council during the council meeting on August 29, 2022, the Economic
Development Officer indicated the following:

 Rogers needs a tower within a two-kilometre radius
 Rogers needs a location with access to a road and electric power
 Rogers looked for other properties, but no private property owner agreed to a Jack Lake

South location
 Rogers could not find a suitable property other than the one owned by the Township

(Part Lot 6, Concession 15 Burleigh [Northern Division], Parts 1-3 45R3070)

What is evident from the picture above is that there is a vast area of undeveloped land, much of
it with signs marking private property, to the west of the proposed tower location (approved in
principle by Council).  This land, as shown, is adjacent to both Jack Lake Road and Hydro One
power lines. It appears, however, to have been overlooked as a more suitable location by
Rogers.

The problem with the current proposed tower location is the unnecessary
infringement on the neighbouring residents  enjoyment of their properties. Its height will be a
towering and imposing visual presence for those living nearby and the tree removal required for
the infrastructure will remove valuable screening, among other concerns.

This Jack Lake South location is not like similar cell towers in North Kawartha. In this case, the
closest dwelling is just 80 metres. By comparison, the closest dwelling to the cell tower behind
the North Kawartha Community Centre is 200 meters, or two-and-a-half times the distance. (NB:
Distances determined through Google Earth).

The proposed tower is also just 115 metres from Jack Lake, meaning its visual impact across
the area and across Sharpe Bay will be greater than if another location further up Jack Lake
Road were considered. The tower near Hwy. 620, by contrast, is sited well back from the
Chandos Lake.

If there were no other option for the Jack Lake South cell tower, the Township would be on solid
ground. It seems, however, that the Council should not be infringing on the enjoyment by
residents of their properties where there are alternative options.

CRINS Consultation Process

The Township, through the advice of Staff, has held out that Canadian Radio Communications
Information and Notification Service (CRINS) consultation process is the vehicle for comment
and accommodation on the location. This would be the case for both the location the Township
has agreed to in principle and any consideration of alternatives to this Township-owned location.

The consul does not appear to be what was suggested. It is,
in fact, only focused on the location approved in principle by the Township. The consultation is
not an opportunity to consider other locations.

In addition, under the CRINS consultation rules, the only residents eligible to be notified of the
consultation are those who within a radius of the greater of 120 metres or three times the
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height of the proposed radiocommunications facility for
example, only the residents within 180 metres will be consulted and are entitled to participate.

I am sure Council, in hindsight, sees that the consultation does not meet the expectations of
Council for public consultation. This would especially be the case where other alternatives are
possible and desirable.

Council Inquiries on Staff Report and Questioning of Staff During Council

there were a few key
take-aways:

 Opposition to the specific location of the tower was viewed as opposition to any tower.
 Most if not all residents of North Kawartha want better cell and internet service, so

Council is correct not to support any opposition to cell towers
 Large numbers of residents have contacted Council in support of improved cell and

internet coverage and only a very small number of residents opposed the approval of
this specific location for a tower

Since there was no consultation on tower locations and no advance notice of the choice of this
specific tower location, it is not surprising that there was only a limited amount of feedback prior
to the Council meeting on this choice. The fact is, residents in the affected area had no
knowledge that this site had been chosen by Rogers and North Kawartha.

North Kawartha Commitment to Sustainability and Siting Cell Towers

The Township is to be applauded for its commitment to sustainability principles. In this regard,
the Township looks for guidance from Sustainable Peterborough, of which it is a member.
Sustainable Peterborough follows the triple bottom-line approach  environmental, social and
economic

I bring this up because North Kawartha, in accepting in principle the proposed Jack Lake South
cell tower location, does not appear to have balanced all the environmental, social and
economic considerations. For instance, here are some considerations that appear to have been
overlooked:

 The tower does meet the social objective of improving cell phone and internet coverage

promote a healthy community when other locations would not have any such potential.
 The tower does meet the economic objective of more (but not substantial) revenue for

the Township since the tower site will be leased from the municipality, but the specific
tower location will unnecessarily diminish the property values (and the property taxes) of
the immediate neighbours when other locations would not have this effect.

 The tower location does not have any specific environmental benefit, but it will require
the unnecessary clear-cutting of a land area adjacent to residents and close to the lake.

 It seems the Township, if it had slowed down its approval in principle of the Jack Lake South
location, could have gained all the benefits of the tower without any of the detriments.
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Recommendation to Council

Given the case above, my recommendations to Council are to:

 Revisit whether, in fact, Rogers could not find another property owner further up Jack
Lake Rd. to host the proposed cell tower

 Satisfy itself that the CRINS process does, indeed, consider other sites than the
proposed (application) site in its consultant process

 Satisfy itself that the CRINS consultation allows for a broad range of meaningful input
from all residents, not just the direct neighbours of the cell tower

 Withdraw the Agreement in Principle in support for the existing tower if the review for the
above proves not to be what was suggested so that a new process can be initiated for a
more suitable site


