ATTACHMENT A

March 5, 2020

Dear Neighbouring Landowner:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

TELUS Communications Inc. is currently preparing a Development Permit Application for a
communication tower located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M, located near the Summer
Village of Gull Lake.
As part of this application process, it is required that we inform you of our development
proposal in order to address any questions or concerns you may have. Included in this package
is the Development Permit Application for your review.
If you have further questions or concerns after reviewing this information, please use the
attached comment sheet and forward it back to us by April 4, 2020. We have included a selfaddressed, stamped envelope for your convenience, or you may reply by email to
notify@scottland.ca.
Thank you for your time in this matter.
Yours truly,
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

Enclosures
- Copy of the Development Permit Application
- Notification Package
- Site Plan
- Tower Schematics
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SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS ATTACHED (IF APPLICABLE)

1O

DECLARATION

l■I Site Plan
D Copy of Private Sewage Disposal Permit
l■I Photographs
l■I AER Documentation
l■I Other (please specify) I Survey, Tower Elevation Drawings

I/We declare that the information given on this form and accompanying plan(s) and other documents are to
the best of our/my knowledge a true statement of facts concerning the proposed development.
I/We also give my/our consent to allow a person appointed by the County the right to enter upon the said
property with respect to this application only.
I/We hereby consent to the public release and disclosure of all information contained within this application
and supporting documentation as part of the development process.
I/We hereby authorize the Applicant(s) named in this application to act as Agent(s) on my/our behalf in the
matter of development of the above-referenced lands.
Registered Lan owner Signature

Date

Date

App icant Signature

Date

March 5, 2020
Applicant Signature

Landowner)

Date

Please note that all information that you provide will be treated as public information in the course of Lacombe
County's consideration of this development application pursuant to the Municipal Government Act, R.S.A. 2000
Chapter M 2- 6 and the County's Land Use Bylaw. By signing this application, you consent to the public release of any
information provided by you pursuant to this development. Information you provide will only be used for purposes
related to the evaluation and consideration of this development application. If you have questions about this, please
contact the FOIP Coordinator, Lacombe County, RR 3, Lacombe AB T4L 2N3 (403) 782-6601.

Lacombe County - Planning Services
January 2020
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ABANDONED WELL MAP

Site: AB003032_2
Name: SE 21-40-28 W4M

RADIUS MAP

Notification Radius: 180m

Site: AB003032_2
Name: SE 21-40-28 W4M

RADIUS MAP

Aerial View

Site: AB003032_2
Name: SE 21-40-28 W4M

March 5, 2020
To:

ISED

Re:

Proposed TELUS Telecommunications Installation
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M
TELUS File: AB003032

TELUS would like to notify area residents of a proposal to construct a new telecommunications installation
on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M, located approximately 5km east of Bentley and 2.7km west of the
Summer Village of Gull Lake. The proposed installation will be a 30m self-support tower with the
corresponding GPS coordinates of 52.45370, -113.968033.
TELUS’ Proposal
In conformance with Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada’s (ISEDC) (formerly Industry
Canada) policy for new telecommunications installations, TELUS has researched all existing antenna
systems and other infrastructure capable of entertaining telecommunications equipment. The targeted
search area is located near the southern shore of Gull Lake. This area was chosen by TELUS engineers to
provide coverage based on their network design. The new installation will provide improved coverage to
the summer village of Gull Lake. All the equipment necessary to operate this facility will reside within an
equipment shelter at the base of the tower. TELUS attests that the installation will respect good
engineering practices, including structural adequacy. One structure was located within a 4km radius of
the proposal, however, the structure is incapable of meeting the coverage objectives of this proposal.
Information on the existing structure is detailed below:
Latitude

Longitude

52.44833

-114.018

Height
(m)
90

Distance
(km)
3.54

Licensee
Name
CCI

Disqualification
Justification
Tower is too far away to
meet coverage objectives

Proposal Map

Site No.: AB003032_2

Health Canada
ISEDC requires all wireless carriers to operate in accordance with Health Canada’s safety standards. TELUS
attests that the installation described in this notification package will be installed and operated on an
ongoing basis to comply with Health Canada’s Safety Code 6.
Site Plan
The tower compound will be approximately 15m x 15m secured with a chain-link fence with barbed wire.
The compound space consists of a locked gate not accessible by the public. The proposal is located on a
portion of agricultural land. All of the equipment necessary to operate this facility will reside within an
approximate 8m x 10m equipment shelter. Access to the tower will be via an existing approach off Range
Road 283.

Canadian Environmental Assessment
Proponents are responsible for ensuring that antenna systems are installed and operated in a manner
that complies with other statutory requirements such as the Canadian Environmental Protection Act,
1999, the Migratory Birds Convention Act, 1994, and the Species at Risk Act, as applicable. The proposed
telecommunications facility described in this notification package is excluded from environmental
assessment under the Impact Assessment Act (IAA). The Impact Assessment Act creates the new Impact
Assessment Agency of Canada and repeals the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 2012.

Site No.: AB000167_2

Elevation Profile/Antenna Mounts
The elevation profile below indicates where the proposed antennas will be placed. The photo below on
the right is indicative of the mounted antenna(s) that will be located on this tower.

Transport Canada / NAV Canada Requirements
Applications will be submitted to Transport Canada and NAV Canada to determine requirements for
marking and lighting of the tower and whether the proposal would have an impact on the provision of the
national air navigation system. If the marking or lighting requirements differ from this expectation, TELUS
will forward Transport Canada’s determination to area landowners once they are available.
Rationale for a New Tower Site
As more Canadians rely on wireless phone services for personal security, convenience and business,
TELUS is required to respond to the demands of our customers by completing network expansion and
improvements.

Site No.: AB000167_2

Photo-simulation (Artist Rendering):
Below is a simulation depicting what the tower is expected to look like, post construction.
Type: Self-Support Height: 30m Compound Dimensions: 15m x 15m

Collocation
It is TELUS’ policy to first consider collocating (sharing) existing infrastructure, including other carrier’s
towers before proposing to build a new structure. Where a new structure is required to be built, TELUS
welcomes collocation applications by other carriers. In accordance with federal regulations, TELUS has
processes in place to facilitate the sharing of TELUS’s telecommunications tower infrastructure in a timely
manner. Future sharing may result in additional antennas being installed on the proposed tower.

Site No.: AB000167_2

Consultation Process and Procedures
•

Service providers are required to consult with the Local Land Use Authority and the public
regarding new telecommunications installations. The consultation process an procedures
applicable to this proposed development are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and
Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe
County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17
Section 6.20 Communication Towers.

Additional Information
General information regarding telecommunications systems is available on ISEDC’s Spectrum
Management and Telecommunications websites:
Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada: Facts about towers – http://ic.gc.ca/antenna
Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada: FAQ on Radiofrequency Energy and Health –
http://www.ic.gc.ca/eic/site/smt-gst.ns
f/eng/sf08792.html
Health Canada: Safety Code 6, Radiofrequency Exposure Guidelines – http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewhsemt/pubs/radiation/radio_guide-lignes_direct-eng.php
Health Canada: Cell Phone Towers – http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/ewh-semt/radiation/cons/stations/indexeng.php
Canadian Wireless Telecommunications Association (CWTA): Health and Safety – http://www.cwta.ca/forconsumers/health-safety/
Should you have any comments, questions or concerns regarding TELUS’ telecommunications proposal
described herein, please feel welcome to contact the undersigned prior to April 4, 2020. Comments may
be mailed to Scott Telecom Services, Suite 900, 202 – 6th Avenue SW, Calgary, Alberta T2P 2R9. Comments
may also be faxed to 403-263-5263 or emailed to notify@scottland.ca.
Regards,

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Phone: (403) 261-6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Additional Contact Information:
Lacome County
Attention: Cajun Paradis, Planner/Development Officer
RR3
Lacombe, Alberta T4L 2N3
Telephone: (403) 782-6601
Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada
Central and Northern Alberta District Office
Room 725, Canada Place
9700 Jasper Avenue NW
Edmonton, AB T5J 4C3
Telephone: 1-800-461-2646
Fax: (780) 495-6501
Email: ic.spectrumedmonton-edmontonspectre.ic@canada.ca
Attachments: Comment sheet
Site No.: AB000167_2

Comment Sheet (AB003032_2)
Bentley – Highway 12/Scott Street
1. Are you a cellular telephone or wireless device user?
 yes

 no

2. Do you currently own any of the following devices?
 Cellular Phone

 Smart Phone

 Tablet

 Laptop

 E-reader

3. Do you plan on purchasing any of the following devices in the next year?
 Cellular Phone

 Smart Phone

 Tablet

 Laptop

 E-reader

4. Do you feel this is the most appropriate location for the site in this area?
 yes

 no

_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
5. Are you satisfied with the appearance of the proposed facility?
If not, what changes would you suggest?
 yes

 no

_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
6. What comments do you have that could improve our consultation
process?
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________

Site No.: AB000167_2

Additional Comments:
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________

________________________________________________________
Please provide your name and full mailing address if you would like to be
informed of the further status of this proposal. This information will not be
used for marketing purposes, however, your comments will be forwarded to
the appropriate municipal officials.
(Please print clearly)
Name:

_______________________________________________________

Mailing Address:
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________
Postal Code ___________________________________________________
Email Address:
_______________________________________________________
We thank you for your input.
Comments may be faxed to 403-263-5263, emailed to notify@scottland.ca.

Site No.: AB000167_2

SCHEDULE 'C'
PLAN SHOWING SURVEY OF

TOWER SITE
AB003032_2 – BENTLEY – HWY 12/SCOTT ST
INCLUDING ACCESS AREA
WITHIN THE

S.E.1/4 SEC.21-40-28-W.4M.
LACOMBE COUNTY – ALBERTA

LICENCE INFORMATION:
THE PROPOSED SITE:

OWNER INFORMATION:
Yes

No

LOCATION: S.E.1/4 SEC.21-40-28-W.4M.

1. Is free of conflict with any encumbrances or

TITLE: 142 175 391 +19

interest of a surface physical nature.

OWNER(S): ROBERT HUTCHISON
HEATHER HUTCHISON

2. Is at least 1.6km from an unlightened aerodrome.
3. Is at least 1.6km from the corporate limits of
any Urban Centre.

LANDOWNER AGREEMENT:

4. Is at least 30m from any water body.
5. Is outside any Natural/Provincial Park or

I/We the landowner(s), agree to the premises as outlined on
these plans. I/We also agree that TELUS Communications Inc.
may substitute these plans for Schedule 'C' to that certain Site
Agreement dated ____________________, 2019, between
Robert Hutchison & Heather Hutchison, as Lessor and TELUS
Communications Inc.

other Protected Area.
6. Is outside any Historical Resource Area.

SITE INFORMATION:
BURIED FACILITY CROSSINGS:
APPROACH REQUIRED:
_____________________
(NAME)

ACCESS ROAD REQUIRED:

_________
(DATE)

TREE REMOVAL:

AREAS

LEGEND:
-Statutory Iron Posts found:

= 0.177 ha. 0.437 Ac.
Access R/W
Tower Site
= 0.023 ha. 0.057 Ac.
-------------------------------------------Total
= 0.200 ha. 0.494 Ac.

-Calculated positions:
-Iron Spikes placed:
-Existing Power Poles:

PROPOSED COORDINATES
(TOWER CENTER)

-Geodetic Spot Elevations:
-Portions referred to outlined thus:
-Existing O/H Power Line:

P

-Existing Buried Gas Line:

G

-Existing Buried Cable:

C

-Existing Buried Telus:

T

NAD83 (ORIGINAL)
Geographic Coordinates
(Degrees Minutes Seconds)

NOTES:

3TM (C.M. 114°W)
(Metres)

Latitude

Longitude

Northing

Easting

52°27'13.5"N

113°58'04.3"W

5813251.8

2184.7

GROUND ELEVATION (Tower Center) = 911.53 metres

-Bearings and Coordinates are based on the NAD83 3TM Grid projection
referred to the Central Meridian 114° W. and were derived by G.N.S.S.
-Elevations are referred to ASCM 181420, Elevation = 904.145m.
-Distances are at ground and are in metres.

CROSSING TABLE
X1

Buried Telus

(See Page 2)

X2

O/H Power (HOW 9.76)

(See Page 2)

DISCLAIMER:

X3

Buried Telus

(See Page 2)

-This plan represents the best information available at the time of the
survey. Absolute Surveys takes no responsibilty for the location of any
underground pipes, conduits or facilities, whether shown on or omitted
from this plan. Owner/contractor must confirm the location of buried
facilities prior to construction.

X4

Buried Telus

(See Page 2)

X5

Buried Gas

(See Page 2)

X6

O/H Power (HOW 7.58)

(See Page 2)

X7

Buried Cable

(See Page 2)

I, M. Kent Croucher, Alberta Land Surveyor, of the Town of Okotoks,
Alberta, certify that the survey represented by this plan is true and correct
to the best of my knowledge, has been carried out in accordance with the
Alberta Land Surveyors' Association Manual of Standard Practice, and
the field survey was performed on the 6th day of December, 2019.

ALBERTA ONE-CALL : 1-800-242-3447
www.albertaonecall.com
FOR:

TELUS COMMUNICATIONS INC.

P 300

M. Kent Croucher, A.L.S.

69 Elma Street West
Okotoks, Alberta T1S 1J8
Office: 587-757-0634
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Span
Direction
413

412

408

406

404

403

Structure 2

Mid Span (Sag)

410

405

R/W 2

407

409

20m Check

Structure 1
Pt#

East

401
411

C/L Crossing

Pt#

Direction

100.2

R/W 1

West

402

400

Tag Info.
Q4028454

Tag Info.
Not
Marked

Pole Type (Check One)
Type 'A"

Type 'B"

Type 'C"

Single Pole
Two Wire Vertical

Single Pole
Single Wire

Single Pole
Two Wire

Data Table

Neutral Wire

Type 'D"

Type 'E"

Type 'F"

Single Pole
Three Wire

Single Pole
Three Wire
Offset

Single Pole
Three Wire
Vertical Angle

Type 'G"

Type 'H"

Type 'I"

Double Pole
Single Circuit

Single Pole
Three Wire

(Please Sketch)

Chainage

Ground Elevation

Wire Elevation

Wire Height

0.000

910.35

920.36

10.01

Structure 1

54.700

910.46

919.77

9.31

Mid Span

92.100

910.77

920.62

9.85

R/W Bdy 1

95.300

910.79

920.55

9.76

Crossing C/L

98.500

910.73

921.10

10.37

R/W Bdy 2

100.200

910.51

920.92

10.41

Structure 2

18.300

910.16

919.86

9.70

20m Check

Extra

Comments:

Note on minimum distances to power poles:

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.

Transmission powerline requires a 10m buffer from the boundary
of a new R/W (including TWS) to the closest power pole and
30m buffer from the boundary to the tower footings.
Distribution powerline requires an 8m buffer from the boundary
of a new R/W (including TWS) to the closest power pole.

Project No: 19-0462
Survey Date:

Crew Chief: Patrick Antle

December 6,
2019

Powerline Owner: TransAlta

POWERLINE CROSSING #2
SURVEY DATA SHEET
TOWER SITE
AB003032_2 – BENTLEY – HWY 12/SCOTT ST

Time of Day: 2:00 PM
Survey Method: Total Station

WITHIN THE
Weather Cond.: Overcast
R/W Crossing Type: A/R

°C -6
R/W Width: 5.0m

69 Elma Street West
Okotoks, Alberta T1S 1J8
Office: 587-757-0634
info@absolutesurveys.ca
www.absolutesurveys.ca
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68.4

501

R/W 1

Mid Span (Sag)

20m Check
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Pt#
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Tag Info.
Q4028454

Tag Info.
Not
Marked

Pole Type (Check One)
Type 'A"

Type 'B"

Type 'C"

Single Pole
Two Wire Vertical

Single Pole
Single Wire

Single Pole
Two Wire

Data Table

Neutral Wire

Type 'D"

Type 'E"

Type 'F"

Single Pole
Three Wire

Single Pole
Three Wire
Offset

Single Pole
Three Wire
Vertical Angle

Type 'G"

Type 'H"

Type 'I"

Double Pole
Single Circuit

Single Pole
Three Wire

(Please Sketch)

Chainage

Ground Elevation

Wire Elevation

Wire Height

0.0

910.30

917.92

7.62

Structure 1

37.9

911.52

918.30

6.78

Mid Span

49.0

912.00

919.35

7.35

R/W Bdy 1

53.5

912.28

919.86

7.58

Crossing C/L

57.3

912.49

920.32

7.83

R/W Bdy 2

68.4

913.17

922.15

8.98

Structure 2

Unable to Observe

20m Check

Extra

Comments:

Note on minimum distances to power poles:

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.

Transmission powerline requires a 10m buffer from the boundary
of a new R/W (including TWS) to the closest power pole and
30m buffer from the boundary to the tower footings.
Distribution powerline requires an 8m buffer from the boundary
of a new R/W (including TWS) to the closest power pole.

Project No: 19-0462
Survey Date:

Crew Chief: Patrick Antle

December 6,
2019

Powerline Owner: TransAlta

POWERLINE CROSSING #6
SURVEY DATA SHEET
TOWER SITE
AB003032_2 – BENTLEY – HWY 12/SCOTT ST

Time of Day: 1:30 PM
Survey Method: Total Station
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R/W Crossing Type: A/R

°C -6
R/W Width: 5.0m
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ATTACHMENT B

April 13, 2020
Lacombe County
RR3 Lacombe, AB
T4L 2N3
Attention: Cajun Paradis, Senior Planner
RE:

Proposed TELUS Telecommunications Installation
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M
Development Permit and Request for Concurrence
TELUS File: AB3032_2

According to the Radiocommunication Act, the Minister of Industry retains sole jurisdiction over approving
proposed radiocommunication antenna systems, including cell towers. Proponents must follow Innovation,
Science and Economic Development Canada’s antenna tower siting procedures, titled Radiocommunication
and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03).
Federal regulations require that TELUS follow the below process:
• Investigate sharing or using existing infrastructure before proposing new antenna-supporting
structures.
• Contact the land-use authority (LUA) to determine local requirements regarding antenna systems.
• Undertake public notification and address relevant concerns, whether by following local LUA
requirements or Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada’s default process, as is
required and appropriate.
• Satisfy Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada’s default process, as is required and
appropriate.
In accordance with these policies, public consultation is being completed pursuant to Innovation, Science and
Economic Default Public Consultation requirements and Lacombe County’s Notice & Pre-Circulation Process.
A notification package was prepared and mailed to one affected resident within three times the tower height
(90m) on March 5, 2020. A public notice was published on March 5, 2020 in the Lacombe Express. At the
time of this report we have received fourteen public comments regarding the proposal. Four of the
comments received were in support of the tower while 10 commented on why the tower was relocated,
health and safety concerns, aesthetics and proximity to the park. The following comments and responses
were provided:

1. Gerald Lacelle – Responded that it is a much needed tower in area as phone service is poor and
available data during summer months is weak. Responded by thanking her for her letter.

2. Shirlee O’Neill – Doesn’t like location and asked tower move out of site lines, aesthetics,
obtrusive lighting. Responded by responding to location logistics, aesthetics and how lighting is
determined.
3. Gayle Paterson – Concerns with tower move. Health and safety concerns. Responded with
outlining Safety Code 6 regulations and location logistics.
4. Cam and Sharon McTavish – Like proposal. Question on better cell phone coverage and internet.
Responded by acknowledging the improved services.
5. Jacquie and Greg Halpen – List of questions on location and proximity to the Provincial Park and
health impacts. Responded with location justification and Safety Code 6 guidelines.
6. Karla Wyld – List of questions on location, Huawei technology, Historical Resource Area and
health impacts. Responded with location justification, response to technology and Safety Code
6 guidelines.
7. Corrine and Gary Gordon – List of questions on location being close to a Provincial Park and
health impacts. Responded with location selection and Safety Code 6 guidelines.
8. Jim Heisler – In support of tower. Responded with thanking the resident.
9. Beverly Croft – List of questions on location, health impacts, lighting and distance to residential.
Responded with location logistics, Safety Code 6 information and lighting impacts.
10. Todd Shatford - In support of tower. Wanted to know construction timelines. Responded with
construction expectations.
11. M Yakuhin – Prefers first location. Responded as to why location was changed.
12. Todd Halpen – Doesn’t feel the consultation process was done in the right time due to COVID-19
and that residents are away. Responded with how consultation process was conducted.
13. Jean Jackson – Location and safety concerns. Addressed location selection and Safety Code 6.
14. Robert and Kelly Pride – Location and consultation concerns. Responded with location selection
and outlining the consultation process.
We respectfully request that Lacombe County review the following attachments. The attachments are
enclosed either as required by your guidelines, or in addition to your guidelines, in order to provide sufficient
information to make a decision regarding concurrence:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Letter of Authorization from Landowner
Development Permit Application
Design Drawings/ Survey
Notification Package
Notification Radius
Photo renderings of the Proposed Tower
Site Plan
Comments received from Public

TELUS makes every attempt to develop as sensitively as possible, while balancing the technical requirements
and customer demand for improving service in an area. The location for the proposed telecommunications
tower was identified by qualified radiofrequency engineers. TELUS attests that the installation will be
installed and operated on an ongoing basis to comply with Health Canada’s Safety Code 6.
TELUS has researched all existing antenna systems and other infrastructure capable of entertaining
telecommunications equipment within the targeted search area. One structure was located within a 4km

radius of the proposal, however, the structure is incapable of meeting the coverage objectives of this
proposal. Information on the existing structure is detailed below:
Latitude

Longitude

52.44833

-114.018

Height
(m)
90

Distance
(km)
3.54

Licensee
Name
CCI

Disqualification
Justification
Tower is too far away
to
meet
coverage
objectives

The proposal is central to an area that does not have TELUS Wireless High Speed Internet Access. The
proposed location is the best location for filling the existing gap in service and providing improved and new
coverage. The tower will also increase capacity for mobile users.

TELUS has determined that it requires a telecommunications tower in Lacombe County to the above
requirements. Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for potential candidates who are
interested in leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a telecommunications tower. In
selecting a location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord, current zoning is
appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the coverage requirements
of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the optimal location to
accommodate a telecommunications tower.
Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Thank you,

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
(403)261-6543
jskukan@scottland.ca

March 31, 2020
Dear Ms. Croft:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your comment sheet regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location. In the comment sheet you expressed several concerns that I would like to address in turn.
To address your concerns with the location being close to the Park, we have taken into consideration
the proximity to the Provincial Park when looking at all viable candidates for the area. The location was
chosen taking account network requirements, RF feasibility and line of site. TELUS has determined that
it requires a communication tower in the area due to coverage demands and to provide the community
with adequate coverage and capacity. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the
optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for potential candidates who are interested in
leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a telecommunications tower. In selecting a
location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord, current zoning is
appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the coverage
requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the
optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
Regarding proximity to residential, RF strength is greatest in close proximity to antennas, such as a direct
distance of several feet from the antenna. This diminishes quickly with distance, and, as a result, the level
of exposure to radio waves at ground level is very low. Public exposure to radio waves from towers is
slight for several reasons: the power levels are relatively low, the antennas are mounted high above
ground level, and the signals are transmitted intermittently, rather than constantly. There are thousands
of existing towers located immediately adjacent to residences or on residential rooftops such as
condominiums or apartment buildings in Canada. It is important to note that the RF levels are much lower
than those from radio and television broadcast stations, and at ground level the amount of RF energy is
thousands of times less than the limits for safe exposure set by Health Canada.

Second, to address your concerns regarding the aesthetics of the proposal, all reasonable efforts have
been made to decrease the size and visibility of the proposed tower, in order to minimize the visual
impact on the surrounding area. The base of the tower would be partially screened by adjacent
buildings and all associated equipment would be located within the existing TELUS building on site. The
mast of the tower is designed as a lattice-style structure, which is a less visually impactful style than a
solid monopole structure, as the surroundings and sky can be seen through the lattice. Lastly the
antennas would be grey so as to minimize visual contrast against the sky.
A submission with supporting documents was made to Transport Canada and NAV Canada. The
submission is under review by both federal agencies, and we have not received a response as of the
date of this letter. Based on similar structures with similar proximities to aerodromes, we do not
anticipate there will be lighting, however Transport Canada will make the final determination.
I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6
to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the
levels of exposure to radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to
protect both workers in the telecommunications field and the general population. The general public
exposure limit incorporates a wide safety margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including
infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far below the threshold for potentially adverse
health effects.
In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature
published up to August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal
Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that the results of emerging research related to the safety of
radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety Code 6. The RSC expert panel released
their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse health effects at
exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further
reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100-1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin
for all Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the
guideline provides protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are
consistent with the science-based standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the
European Union, Japan, Australia and New Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse
health effects from RF energy.
TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6.
Health Canada does not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and
Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for
regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer to the following
website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6
report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.

It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at
significantly lower levels than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully-loaded
communications tower would produce less than 2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in
ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your comments and for participating in
the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or concerns, please
respond by April 4, 2020.

Yours truly,
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

March 26, 2020
Scott Land and Lease Ltd
900, 202-6th Avenue SW
Calgary AB T2P 2R9
Attention: JoAnna Skukan
Re: Proposed Telus Communications Tower located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M
After reviewing your proposal, we respectfully oppose the location of the proposed Telus
Communications Tower or the “tower”. The proposed location is in close proximity to one of Alberta’s
largest and oldest provincial parks (Aspen Beach) and lakes (Gull Lake). Also, in close proximity to
the proposed location are two residential communities; Ebeling Subdivision and the Summer Village
of Gull Lake. The tower should be located on farmland where there is little to no immediate visual or
health impact to adjacent residents or provincial park visitors.
The location in question is too close to a provincial park, large body of water and residential homes
and/or cottages. Not only would the tower be unsightly to the local residents, park visitors, and
commuters, the short and longer-term health impacts of these communication towers due to exposure
are not fully known or understood.
The tower should not be visible from the park or the entrance to the park. As the province is closing
and/or re-designating land across the province, the goal should be to keep our provincial parks as
close to nature as possible. It is prudent to maintain the current natural park-like character of Aspen
Beach Provincial Park. A large visible and obtrusive tower near a provincial park does not achieve
this goal. The tower will also be visible to the property owners close by.
There are many crossings required for the construction of this location. On the licence information, it
states that it is outside a Natural/Provincial Park but it is barely outside the Park. The location is less
than 1 km to the actual body of water, Gull Lake, less than ½ km to the Summer Village of Gull Lake
and less than ½ km to the Ebling subdivision. Although the application meets the criteria in distances
on the check list, it is only by a very slight margin.
Given the negative overall impacts the tower would impose on the visitors and residents of Gull Lake,
we respectfully ask that a more suitable location be found. There are vast amounts of farmland
nearby that would be better suited for a telecommunications tower of this magnitude with less visual
impact and potential health consequences to residential homes and park visitors.
Yours truly,
Gary and Corrine Gordon
cc:

Alberta Minister of Parks and Environment, Jason Nixon
Rimbey.RockyMountainhouse.Sundre@assembly.ab.ca
MLA, Ron Orr
Lacombe.ponoka@assemby.ab.ca

March 30, 2020

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Gordon:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your comment sheet regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location. In the comment sheet you expressed several concerns that I would like to address in turn.
To address your concerns with the location being close to the Park, we have taken into consideration
the proximity to the Provincial Park when looking at all viable candidates for the area. The location was
chosen taking account network requirements, RF feasibility and line of site. TELUS has determined that
it requires a communication tower in the area due to coverage demands and to provide the community
with adequate coverage and capacity. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the
optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for potential candidates who are interested in
leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a telecommunications tower. In selecting a
location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord, current zoning is
appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the coverage
requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the
optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
Second, to address your concerns regarding the aesthetics of the proposal, all reasonable efforts have
been made to decrease the size and visibility of the proposed tower, in order to minimize the visual
impact on the surrounding area. The base of the tower would be partially screened by adjacent
buildings and all associated equipment would be located within the existing TELUS building on site. The
mast of the tower is designed as a lattice-style structure, which is a less visually impactful style than a
solid monopole structure, as the surroundings and sky can be seen through the lattice. Lastly the
antennas would be grey so as to minimize visual contrast against the sky.

I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6
to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the
levels of exposure to radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to
protect both workers in the telecommunications field and the general population. The general public
exposure limit incorporates a wide safety margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including
infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far below the threshold for potentially adverse
health effects.
In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature
published up to August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal
Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that the results of emerging research related to the safety of
radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety Code 6. The RSC expert panel released
their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse health effects at
exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further
reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100-1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin
for all Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the
guideline provides protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are
consistent with the science-based standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the
European Union, Japan, Australia and New Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse
health effects from RF energy.
TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6.
Health Canada does not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and
Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for
regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer to the following
website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6
report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.
It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at
significantly lower levels than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully-loaded
communications tower would produce less than 2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in
ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your comments and for participating in
the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or concerns, please
respond by April 4, 2020.

Yours truly,

JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd.
jskukan@scottland.ca

April 2, 2020
Scott Land and Lease Ltd
900, 202-6th Avenue SW
Calgary AB T2P 2R9
Attention: JoAnna Skukan
Re: Proposed Telus Communications Tower located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M
I received your response dated March 30, 2020. Frankly, your letter does not
adequately address the concerns raised about the potential health and visual impacts a
tower of this magnitude has on the adjacent residents, and park visitors. While you have
inserted a blanket response including a blurb on Health Canada and Safety Code 6,
there is evidence that suggests Radio Frequency Pollution (“RFP“) is a human health
threat. As we are in the middle of global pandemic due to coronavirus, we would ask
that the consultation process be extended as long as possible so that a complete
package can be sent out with a notice of a meeting for all stakeholders so that all of our
concerns can be adequately addressed. I would suggest that July or August could be
an acceptable timeline.
To my knowledge, there is no scientific research or studies that prove RFP is safe for
humans, wildlife such as large mammals, birds, bats, fish, aquatic species and/or
insects. Aspen Beach Provincial Park (or “the park”) has an abundance of wildlife
inhabitants year-round. These species are a vital part of the eco system and are worth
protecting. Approval of any telecommunications tower near residential areas and/or
provincial park land should require full disclosure including any scientific studies
suggesting RFP is safe, the long-term plans for the tower (such as 5G implementation)
as well as its potential health repercussions.
The consultation package contained a cover letter dated March 5, 2020 asking for
replies by April 4, 2020 giving stakeholders approximately four weeks to provide
comment on the proposal. I have spoken to numerous residents who either did not
receive the package or have no knowledge of the proposed tower. The timing in
general of this consultation is very poor considering the global pandemic and many
residents are away during the month of March as well as April and are unable to receive
a package in a timely manner, let alone reply within a meager one-month timeline.
The attachments included in the package were also very deceiving. If you refer to the
maps provided, not only are the roadways labeled incorrectly, there is no mention
whatsoever as to the location of Aspen Beach Provincial Park and/or its boundaries. As
part of your consultation process, the employees of the park should also be notified that
a tower emitting RFP is being proposed for the area.

As mentioned in my previous letter dated March 26, 2020 there are vast amounts of
farmland nearby suitable for a telecommunications tower that would have little to no
impact. There is an obvious cell corridor along Highway 12 West of Lacombe with
additional tower flexibility, required road access, and power lines. The corridors, like the
one mentioned, are predetermined designated areas away from residential
communities.
While there may be time restraints for your company to complete the consultation given
that the previous location was deemed not suitable, area residents deserve to know the
full impact of this tower. As we are in the middle of global pandemic due to coronavirus,
as well as the poor timing of the consultation proposal, we are hopeful to hold a meeting
with all stakeholders to address the negative impacts the tower will impose on our
everyday lives as well as the wildlife living near Gull Lake.
Yours truly,
Corrine Gordon
cc:

Alberta Minister of Parks and Environment, Jason Nixon
Rimbey.RockyMountainhouse.Sundre@assembly.ab.ca
MLA, Ron Orr
Lacombe.ponoka@assembly.ab.ca

April 6, 2020

Dear Ms. Gordon:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your 2nd letter regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location.
We have addressed the concerns with location and we have addressed the concerns with Safety Code
6.. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6 to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by
telecommunications facilities.
Innovation, Science and Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency
responsible for regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer
to the following website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Please refer to ISED for any further
information.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in
ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. We thank you for submitting your comments.

Yours truly,
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

JoAnna Skukan
March 16, 2020 9:48 AM
Gerald Lacelle
JoAnna Skukan
FW: (EXT) comment sheet (AB003030_2)
Scanned image from MX-3071_20200312_131323.pdf

Thank you kindly for your support for the tower. This will improve services to your community.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
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, Blackfalds, Alberta, T0M 0J0
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author and are not necessarily those of the Centurion Group.
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JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

April 2, 2020 2:41 PM
Notify
Rimbey.RockyMountainhouse.Sundre@assembly.ab.ca; lacombe.ponoka@assembly.ab.ca
(EXT) Proposed Telus Communication Tower, SE 21-40-28 W4M
J&G 2nd Scottland letter Gull Lk Tower.docx; Telus Tower Proposal Map with AB Parks.jpg; Telus
Tower Site Plan 2.jpg; ON Workers Health and Safety Ctr.jpg

Hello,
Please find attached our 2nd Comment letter (other attachments: Ontario Workers
Safety document; Site Plan 2 showing omission of property west and north of
proposed Tower; Aerial Proposal map with notations).
We request to be notified the outcome of the consultation process.
Please contact us with any questions.
Sincerely,
Jacquie and Greg Halpen

1

March 27, 2020

Dear Ms. Halpen:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your comment sheet regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location. In the comment sheet you expressed several concerns that I would like to address in turn.
To address your concerns with the location being close to the Park, we have taken into consideration
the proximity to the Provincial Park when looking at all viable candidates for the area. The location was
chosen taking account network requirements, RF feasibility and line of site. TELUS has determined that
it requires a communication tower in the area due to coverage demands and to provide the community
with adequate coverage and capacity. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the
optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6
to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the
levels of exposure to radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to
protect both workers in the telecommunications field and the general population. The general public
exposure limit incorporates a wide safety margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including
infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far below the threshold for potentially adverse
health effects.

In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature
published up to August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal
Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that the results of emerging research related to the safety of
radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety Code 6. The RSC expert panel released
their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse health effects at
exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further

reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100-1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin
for all Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the
guideline provides protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are
consistent with the science-based standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the
European Union, Japan, Australia and New Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse
health effects from RF energy.

TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6.
Health Canada does not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and
Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for
regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer to the following
website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6
report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.

It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at
significantly lower levels than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully-loaded
communications tower would produce less than 2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.

With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in
ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your comments and for participating in
the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or concerns, please
respond by April 4, 2020.

Yours truly,
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
April 13, 2020 7:11 AM
RE: (EXT) Proposed Telus Communication Tower, SE 21-40-28 W4M

Good Morning Mr. Halpen
The tower proposal is due to a need in the community for coverage and capacity. With regards to consultation, as
noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use Authority and the public. The
consultation process and procedures are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems
(CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe
County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your comments and for
participating in the public consultation for this proposed site.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: April 7, 2020 1:44 PM
To: planning@lacombecounty.ca
Cc: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>; Calgary.Acadia@assembly.ab.ca
Subject: (EXT) Proposed Telus Communication Tower, SE 21‐40‐28 W4M
Hello all,
I reside in the Ebeling subdivision, and curious how best to oppose the development of the cell tower stated in the
subject line.
I don’t think any of the commercial parties have done their due diligence in ensuring safety of the community of Ebeling
subdivision, Summer Village of Gull Lake, or in the community consultation process, as the residents are away in the
winter. Adding the stress of the COVID 19 situation, this development should at least be delayed 6 months.
Thank you and look forward to a reply.
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April 6, 2020

Dear Ms. Halpen:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your 2nd letter regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location.
We have addressed the concerns with location and we have addressed the concerns with Safety Code
6.. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6 to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by
telecommunications facilities.
Innovation, Science and Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency
responsible for regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer
to the following website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Please refer to ISED for any further
information.

With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in
ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. We thank you for submitting your comments.

Yours truly,
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
March 31, 2020 7:49 AM
Jim Heisler
JoAnna Skukan
RE: (EXT) Proposed Telus communication tower

Thank you for your inquiry on the proposed tower and how it would impact wireless services in The Summer Village of
Gull Lake. Wireless communications contribute to the quality of everyday life. Once constructed, TELUS will be able to
provide better cellular and internet services to current and future residents in the area.
The proposed tower will provide choice to residents in the area on their provider which increases competition,
benefiting consumers.
Regards,

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From:
Sent: March 30, 2020 5:05 PM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Subject: (EXT) Proposed Telus communication tower
I live in Ebeling Subdivision, site 216. I support this proposed development. We have always had minimal cell phone
service and would welcome the improved service this tower would provide
Thank you
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Jim Heisler
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JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
April 3, 2020 8:51 AM
Jean Jackson
RE: (EXT) Proposed Communication Tower - Gull Lake

Good Morning Mr. Jackson
To address your concerns with the location being close to the Park, we have taken into consideration the proximity to
the Provincial Park when looking at all viable candidates for the area. The location was chosen taking account network
requirements, RF feasibility and line of site. TELUS has determined that it requires a communication tower in the area
due to coverage demands and to provide the community with adequate coverage and capacity. The proposed site has
met all of the criteria required and is the optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6 to regulate the
exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the levels of exposure to
radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to protect both workers in the
telecommunications field and the general population. The general public exposure limit incorporates a wide safety
margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far
below the threshold for potentially adverse health effects.
In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature published up to
August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that
the results of emerging research related to the safety of radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety
Code 6. The RSC expert panel released their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse
health effects at exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further
reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100‐1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin for all
Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the guideline provides
protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are consistent with the science‐based
standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the European Union, Japan, Australia and New
Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse health effects from RF energy.
TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6. Health Canada does
not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and Economic Development (ISED –
formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for regulating wireless communications equipment and for
further information please refer to the following website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any
antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6 report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.
It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at significantly lower levels
than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully‐loaded communications tower would produce less than
2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use
Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and
Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications
protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your
comments and for participating in the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or
concerns, please respond by April 4, 2020.
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JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From:
Sent: April 2, 2020 9:17 AM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Subject: (EXT) Proposed Communication Tower ‐ Gull Lake
Please be advised that I do not approve of the current location, SE 21‐40‐28 W4M, as per a March 5 letter from you.
I am a cabin owner in Ebeling Sub Division.
I feel this tower is far to close to the Provincial Park and Gull Lake water source. At one time the tower was to be farther
away, closer to the village of Gull Lake and on a higher grade of land. You report it is on Highway 12, when it is actually
just off of 12A.
I have great concern of the associated health risks of such radio frequency radiation exposure limits, which are
exponentially increased with the possibility of 5G technology in the future. Scientists have agreed there is much impact
on human Heath from RFR.
Why can this tower not be placed much farther south on the same quarter of land. Or much farther away where there is
less population.
Respectively
Jean Jackson
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JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
March 23, 2020 9:02 AM
cam and sharon
JoAnna Skukan; Cajun Paradis; Spectrum Edmonton / Edmonton spectre (IC)
Proposed New TELUS Telecommunications Tower SE 21-40-28 W4M (AB003032_2 Telu-0486)

Thank you for your inquiry on the proposed tower and it how it would impact wireless services in The Summer Village of
Gull Lake. Wireless communications contribute to the quality of everyday life. Once constructed, TELUS will be able to
provide better cellular and internet services to current and future residents in the area.
The proposed tower will provide choice to residents in the area on their provider which increases competition,
benefiting consumers.
Regards,

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: cam and sharon
Sent: March 21, 2020 12:02 PM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Subject: (EXT) 2 Quick questions re: new tower Gull Lake
Hi!
We (a group of residents at Summer Village of Gull Lake) read your excellent proposal. We aren't sure that we figured
this out:
1. Is this a cell phone tower that will provide better cell coverage?
2. Will this tower allow us to derive internet connection? We now are with CCI ‐ some Explorenet.
1

Many thanks!
Cam McTavish
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March 23, 2020

Dear Ms. Paterson:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your comment sheet regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location. In the comment sheet you expressed several concerns that I would like to address in turn.
You expressed concern that the site was relocated from the original proposal. The original site was
disqualified as a viable location for the tower could not be agreed upon with the landowner. Public
consultation did not reach completion for the site, therefore we cannot comment on public consensus
for the site.
There will not be interference with other electronic devices due to the frequency on which the antennas
operate.
To address your concerns with location, please be aware that all viable candidates for the area were
investigated and disqualified based on RF feasibility, line of site, and lack of interest by landowner to
lease land for the tower. TELUS has determined that it requires a communication tower in the area due
to coverage demands. Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for potential candidates
who are interested in leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a telecommunications
tower. In selecting a location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord,
current zoning is appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the
coverage requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and
is the optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6
to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the
levels of exposure to radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to
protect both workers in the telecommunications field and the general population. The general public
exposure limit incorporates a wide safety margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including

infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far below the threshold for potentially adverse
health effects.

In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature
published up to August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal
Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that the results of emerging research related to the safety of
radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety Code 6. The RSC expert panel released
their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse health effects at
exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further
reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100-1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin
for all Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the
guideline provides protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are
consistent with the science-based standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the
European Union, Japan, Australia and New Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse
health effects from RF energy.

TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6.
Health Canada does not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and
Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for
regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer to the following
website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6
report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.

It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at
significantly lower levels than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully-loaded
communications tower would produce less than 2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.

With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in
ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your comments and for participating in
the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or concerns, please
respond by April 4, 2020.

Yours truly,

JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
April 6, 2020 12:53 PM
Rob Pryde
RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21-40-28-W4M

Thank you for submitting your 2nd email regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted location.
We have addressed the concerns with location, the location was chosen based on RF feasibility, line of site, and lack of
interest by landowner to lease land for the tower. Specific measures were taken to choose the location most suitable
for the tower.
Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs) are one of ten critical infrastructure sectors that have been
identified in Canada. Canadians’ access to telecommunications and ICT services during the COVID‐19 crises is key for
their health and safety and economic well‐being. Canadians need access to telecom networks not only to continue to
access 911 services, but also to obtain information about the COVID‐19 crisis and the evolving emergency and
containment measures that are being put in place. Access to telecom services is also required to obtain financial relief
being provided to citizens and businesses.
With regards to consultation we will not be hosting an information session or extension to the notification process, as
noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use Authority and the public. We are
following the consultation process and procedures as are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting
Antenna Systems (CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol
under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. We thank you for
submitting your comments.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
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From:
Sent: April 3, 2020 9:53 AM
To: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Cc:
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21‐40‐28‐W4M
JoAnn,
Thank you for your response to Telus’s version of “consultation”, however looking into your clients reasoning there are
flaws.
The entire HWY 12 transportation corridor is wide open, with access to power, transportation infrastructure, and better
suited elevation sites for “line of sight access” vs. the proposed tower location. Apparently line of sight is not a
prerequisite for cell tower efficiencies but rather the amount of other cell towers interference and frequency
availability. This tower is designed to carry other additional receivers and transmitters along the length of the tower,
thereby allowing Telus to lease tower space to other third parties
Using a map displaying all cell towers in the region, in fact any region in the country, it can be determined that there is a
gap in tower coverage in the region and hence the poor service provided by not only Telus but other providers as well
including Xplornet.
I think your use of the term “Consultation ” is strongly misconstrued.
I think it prudent to advise your client to establish a small town hall meeting regarding this matter in order to complete
the “Consultation” process, as there are issues your “Consultation” form did not address.
I would strongly recommend once the COVID 19 self‐isolation mandate has been lifted we (all parties having a vested
interest) meet with Telus representatives to discuss their site selection, and business plans for the area.
I look forward to your response in a timely and professional manner.
Regards,
Robert Pryde P.Geo

From: JoAnna Skukan [mailto:jskukan@scottland.ca]
Sent: April 3, 2020 9:03 AM
To: Rob Pryde
Cc: 'Kelly Pryde'
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21-40-28-W4M

Good Morning,
Please be aware that all viable candidates for the area were investigated and disqualified based on RF feasibility, line of
site, and lack of interest by landowner to lease land for the tower. TELUS has determined that it requires a
communication tower in the area due to coverage demands. Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for
potential candidates who are interested in leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a
telecommunications tower. In selecting a location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord,
current zoning is appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the coverage
requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the optimal location to
accommodate a telecommunications tower.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use
Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and
Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications
protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your
comments and for participating in the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or
concerns, please respond by April 4, 2020.
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JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: Rob Pryde
Sent: April 1, 2020 5:57 PM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Cc: 'Kelly Pryde'
Subject: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21‐40‐28‐W4M
Please find enclosed a written response to your survey questions concerning the above subject matter.
We are seeking a proper consultation regarding this matter with all interested parties having a valid interest in this
matter as proposed by your client.
Robert and Kelly Pryde
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JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

JoAnna Skukan
April 2, 2020 8:25 AM
Highway 12/Scott Street (AB003032_2)
doc28936120200401141805.pdf

Thank you for your inquiry on the proposed tower and it how it would impact wireless services in The Summer Village of
Gull Lake. Wireless communications contribute to the quality of everyday life. Once constructed, TELUS will be able to
provide better cellular and internet services to current and future residents in the area.
The proposed tower will provide choice to residents in the area on their provider which increases competition,
benefiting consumers. This will be constructed at approval of the project.
Regards,

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Postmaster <postmaster@scottland.ca>
Sent: April 1, 2020 2:18 PM
To: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Subject:
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
TASKalfa 6550ci
[00:c0:ee:a6:66:26]
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
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JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

SHIRLEE O'NEILL
March 30, 2020 1:38 PM
JoAnna Skukan
Re: (EXT)

Thank you Joanna
I feel there is still a risk.
The language used by Telus indicates as much.
Telus 'attests'.. is not a guarantee.
Furthermore, individual suseptibilities vary and persons may be at significant risks at lower emissions.
The proposed tower is still unacceptable in our family's opinion. At the very least it would be a unnecessary eyesore.
Regards,
Shirlee O'Neill
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Original message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Date: 2020‐03‐30 1:26 PM (GMT‐07:00)
To: SHIRLEE O'NEILL
Cc: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Subject: RE: (EXT)

Good Afternoon Ms. O’Neill,

I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6 to regulate the
exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the levels of exposure to
radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to protect both workers in the
telecommunications field and the general population. The general public exposure limit incorporates a wide safety
margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far
below the threshold for potentially adverse health effects.

In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature published up to
August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that
the results of emerging research related to the safety of radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety
Code 6. The RSC expert panel released their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse
health effects at exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further
reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100‐1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin for all
Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the guideline provides
protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are consistent with the science‐based
1

standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the European Union, Japan, Australia and New
Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse health effects from RF energy.

TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6. Health Canada does
not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and Economic Development (ISED –
formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for regulating wireless communications equipment and for
further information please refer to the following website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any
antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6 report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.

It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at significantly lower levels
than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully‐loaded communications tower would produce less than
2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.

Please let me know if you have any further questions or concerns. Thank you for providing your comments.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca

Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
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From: SHIRLEE O'NEILL
Sent: March 30, 2020 12:35 PM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Subject: (EXT)

Good morning,

I would like to add to my comments of March 11 which I mailed in.

I cannot iterate enough my feelings against the proposed site of the Telus tower at highway 12/Scott Street.

The esthetics alone are undesirable.
But the health and safety issues are paramount.
The possible negative effects of emmissions to those who reside in the Ebeling subdivision cannot be over stated. More
and more summer residents are becoming permanent residents. My family does not want to be subjected to ongoing
permanent potential health risks.

The proposed tower site should be moved away from all residential sub divisions to a totally rural area.

Please acknowledge your receipt of this email.

Shirlee O'Neill
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March 27, 2020
Bentley – Highway 12/Scott Street
I am a neighbouring landowner near the proposed Telus Communications Inc. communications tower on
a portion of SW 21-40-28 W4M near the Summer Village of Gull Lake. After reviewing the supplied
package containing a copy of the Development Permit Application there are some questions I would like
to have addressed:
•
•
•

•

•

•
•

In Drawing A01 “Old Hwy 12” should be labelled Hwy 12A as it is officially known.
What is the reason for the change in site location from the initial proposal in Fall 2019?
On the Schedule C, the proposed site: 6. Is outside any Historical Resource Area…No. What is the
Historical Resource Site located here? I am aware that the South end of Gull Lake was a known
Fur Trade route to and from Rocky Mountain House. What is the surveyor’s, planner’s, and
purveyor’s knowledge about this?
In the previous proposal from Fall 2019, Huawei antenna technology was included. Now, as per
C01 the proposed antenna are listed as ASI4516ROv06 and Generic 5G NR 3.5GHz. What is the
reason for this change and did it come about as a result of concerns raised by consumers or was
it a higher level Telus decision? What are Telus’ views on using Huawei technology?
The frequency emitted from the four immediate and the future six antennas is not readily
available in the provided documents. I understand that Telus attests that the proposed
technology will be installed and operated in compliance with Health Canada’s Safety Code 6.
What will the frequency be? Will it have variations in its duration and strength? Are there
concerns with frequency and proximity? What guarantees for safety are planned to ensure
these Health Canada requirements are met and adhered to in the future?
What is the range of the radio transmission? How far reaching are the wireless signals emitted
from this tower?
On the supplied Comment Sheet as part of the package, why are questions 1-3 included? They
read more like market research and their inclusion is questionable.

Thank you for the opportunity to ask these questions.
Sincerely,

Karla Wyld

March 30, 2020

Dear Ms. Wyld:

RE:

Proposed Communications Tower
TELUS Communications Inc.
Located on a portion of SE 21-40-28 W4M

Thank you for submitting your comment sheet regarding the proposed TELUS tower at the above noted
location. In the comment sheet you expressed several concerns that I would like to address in turn.
Thank you for your observation on Drawing A01 which was labelled as “Old Hwy 12”, which will be
corrected.
You expressed concern that the site was relocated from the original proposal. The original site was
disqualified as a viable location for the tower could not be agreed upon with the landowner. Public
consultation did not reach completion for the site, therefore we cannot comment on public consensus
for the site.
Telus is required and is in the process of obtaining a Historical Resource Clearance on this site.
To address your concerns with location, please be aware that all viable candidates for the area were
investigated and disqualified based on RF feasibility, line of site, and lack of interest by landowner to
lease land for the tower. TELUS has determined that it requires a communication tower in the area due
to coverage demands. Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for potential candidates
who are interested in leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a telecommunications
tower. In selecting a location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord,
current zoning is appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the
coverage requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and
is the optimal location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
Telus is currently in a rigorous vendor selection process for the imminent deployment of their 5G
network. TELUS places the security and privacy of its customers ahead of any other consideration.
TELUS’ choice of 5G vendors is not yet finalized and they will make their selection based on a large set of

criteria with the end purpose of providing all Canadians with world leading network solutions and value
in compliance with governmental regulations. Consistent with that Telus notes there is a
comprehensive security review being conducted by various agencies of the federal government and its
findings are expected in the near future. Despite media speculation no conclusions have been
made. TELUS has always and will always provide the most robust security in the network solutions
provided to its customers in full compliance with all applicable guidelines and regulations.
I would like to address your concerns regarding health impacts. Health Canada has issued Safety Code 6
to regulate the exposure to radiofrequency fields by telecommunications facilities. This code limits the
levels of exposure to radiofrequency fields emitted from telecommunications facilities, in order to
protect both workers in the telecommunications field and the general population. The general public
exposure limit incorporates a wide safety margin and is designed to protect all age groups, including
infants and children on a continuous basis; therefore, it is far below the threshold for potentially adverse
health effects.
In addition, Health Canada recently updated Safety Code 6 so that it reflects the scientific literature
published up to August 2014. This update was based on recommendations provided by the Royal
Society of Canada (RSC) to ensure that the results of emerging research related to the safety of
radiofrequency energy were reflected in the review of Safety Code 6. The RSC expert panel released
their review in March 2014 and concluded that there are no established adverse health effects at
exposure levels below the proposed limits. Recommendations made by the RSC included further
reductions to the Safety Code 6 exposure limits (100-1000 times lower) to ensure a larger safety margin
for all Canadians. Safety Code 6 is reviewed by Health Canada on a regular basis to verify that the
guideline provides protection against all known potentially harmful health effects. Canada's limits are
consistent with the science-based standards used in other parts of the world (e.g., the United States, the
European Union, Japan, Australia and New Zealand) and provide protection against all known adverse
health effects from RF energy.
TELUS attests that the proposed tower will conform to the standards as outlined in Safety Code 6.
Health Canada does not regulate or enforce compliance with Safety Code 6. Innovation, Science and
Economic Development (ISED – formerly Industry Canada) is the federal agency responsible for
regulating wireless communications equipment and for further information please refer to the following
website: http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/antenna. Upon installation of any antenna equipment, a Safety Code 6
report is submitted to ISED to ensure compliance.
It is important to note that the radiofrequency fields this tower will be operating at will be at
significantly lower levels than the limits established by Safety Code 6. Typically, a fully-loaded
communications tower would produce less than 2% of the Safety Code 6 limit.

With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with
Local Land Use Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in

ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC-2-0-03 Issue 5, effective July 15,
2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No.
1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. The first three questions are gaged to determine the
capacity and coverage usage in the area.
Thank you for your comments and for participating in the public consultation for this proposed site.
Should you have further questions or concerns, please respond by April 4, 2020.

Yours truly,
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
jskukan@scottland.ca

JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
April 6, 2020 8:16 AM
MYakunin
JoAnna Skukan
RE: (EXT) RE: Proposed Communications Tower,TELUS Communications Inc.,Located on a portion of
SE 21-40-28 W4M

Good Morning Marilee Yakunin,
You expressed concern that the site was relocated from the original proposal. The original site was disqualified as a
viable location for the tower could not be agreed upon with the landowner. Public consultation did not reach
completion for the site, therefore we cannot comment on public consensus for the site.
To address your concerns with location, please be aware that all viable candidates for the area were investigated and
disqualified based on RF feasibility, line of site, and lack of interest by landowner to lease land for the tower. TELUS has
determined that it requires a communication tower in the area due to coverage demands. Given this search ring, a field
agent searches the area for potential candidates who are interested in leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the
purpose of a telecommunications tower. In selecting a location, several factors were taken into account: there was a
willing landlord, current zoning is appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the
coverage requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the optimal
location to accommodate a telecommunications tower.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use
Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and
Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications
protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your
comments and for participating in the public consultation for this proposed site.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca
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This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: MYakunin
Sent: April 2, 2020 3:01 PM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Subject: (EXT) RE: Proposed Communications Tower,TELUS Communications Inc.,Located on a portion of SE 21‐40‐28
W4M
JoAnna Skukan
Scott Telecom Services Ltd
Good day,
I am stranded outside of the country until at least the end of May and just found out about this mail out. I had LA
County email me a copy so I can contribute as this proposal directly impacts me.
As I am in self isolation, I have no access to a printer or scanner I have copied and pasted your questionnaire into this
email.
Note that I am on a founders program with cci wireless that I can hardly afford. I doubt this new tower will allow me to
improve my service without paying much much more and loose the founders discount.

1. Are you a cellular telephone or wireless device user?
 Laptop  E‐reader
yes wireless only

2. Do you currently own any of the following devices?
 Laptop

 E-reader

3. Do you plan on purchasing any of the following devices in the next year?
NO

4. Do you feel this is the most appropriate location for the site in this area?
NO! Absolutely NOT
I thought this tower issue had been solved last year and am shocked that moving the location CLOSER to
residential properties is extremely inappropriate.
The location on the east side of 283 was very acceptable, with the large buffer area between the homes to
the south (Summer Village of Gull Lake) and the proposed location.
Now, the thing will be in my line of sight and definately impeed my desire to star gaze. I have a $3k+
window in the roof of the south side of my roof for that purpose.
I have faught against street lights and any other sight pollution.
I have lived here for 58 years and cannot wrap my brain around this idiotic location.
Have you considered between Aspen Beach and Lakeview campgrounds? I understand there is a Bentley
tower but it would not have to be in line with that. I am not knowledgeable how they may interact.
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I also am aware that water bodies can cause problems but keep it south of the beach.
I personally feel that it would be more useful and less annoying back in the east of 283 location. PLEASE
reconsider this site!

5. Are you satisfied with the appearance of the proposed facility?
If not, what changes would you suggest?
Not sure how to answer this. I can't imagine that there would be any significant difference. The site is the
big issue!

6. What comments do you have that could improve our consultation
process?
The process seems appropriate however logic would say that this location seems like someone influenced this
change as it is NOT appropriate!
Thank you for the opportunity to comment, however I am extremely concerned that something had to happen
(influenced) that this proposed location is anything by wrong.
Site 1 worked for all, without much affect.
Regards,

I would appreciate being contacted by email or phone.
Temporary contact phone number (until May 30th)

To help protect y our priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic
download of this picture from the Internet.

Virus-free.
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JoAnna Skukan
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

JoAnna Skukan
April 14, 2020 8:06 AM
JoAnna Skukan
2 Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21-40-28-W4M

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Sent: April 14, 2020 8:01 AM
To:
JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>; cparadis@lacombecounty.com
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21‐40‐28‐W4M
Good Morning Kelly
The search ring for this area was small and we contacted and pulled titles for all parcels within the search area. There
were only 3 eligible parcels within the search area determined by TELUS radio frequency engineers. The first interested
candidate ended up deciding against moving forward with the site. Unfortunately I cannot disclose which candidates
were approached due to FOIP. There are no other sites in the search area.
The location was chosen taking account network requirements, RF feasibility and line of site. TELUS has determined
that it requires a communication tower in the area due to coverage demands and to provide the community with
adequate coverage and capacity. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the optimal location to
accommodate a telecommunications tower.
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The tower is a 30m tall self support with a compound space of 15m by 15m.
We thank you for your questions.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: Kelly Pryde <
Sent: April 6, 2020 5:16 PM
To: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Cc: 'Rob Pryde'
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21‐40‐28‐W4M
Hi JoAnna,
So, what I’m receiving is the pat and pending safety card – due to Covid 19 (which is a very recent situation) and the
protocol you defer to under a Land Use Bylaw. These comments are addressing the apparent need for a tower. It is my
understanding that myself and those in the Ebeling community are not trying to stop a tower from being erected, we
are merely questioning its placement. You have not addressed the question as to why a tower cannot be erected along
the highway corridor. Who was contacted? What about the property between the provincial park buildings and along
the highway? It is also my understanding that homeowners in the Village of Gull Lake were able to stop placement of a
tower in their village in the Fall of 2019. How was that possible? Also, how tall and wide could this tower get and do
you have other sites in mind? It appears that you have secured a farmer willing to make money having a tower erected
and no longer wish to consider the other occupants wishes in the area. Why do you bother calling your process a
consultation process when it is totally one sided? Please answers our questions without another brush off answer. We
deserve that consideration.
Still looking for answers,
Kelly
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From: JoAnna Skukan [mailto:jskukan@scottland.ca]
Sent: April-06-20 12:42 PM
To: Kelly Pryde
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21-40-28-W4M

Good Afternoon Kelly,
Please note that information and Communication Technologies (ICTs) are one of ten critical infrastructure sectors that
have been identified in Canada. Canadians’ access to telecommunications and ICT services during the COVID‐19 crises is
key for their health and safety and economic well‐being. Canadians need access to telecom networks not only to
continue to access 911 services, but also to obtain information about the COVID‐19 crisis and the evolving emergency
and containment measures that are being put in place. Access to telecom services is also required to obtain financial
relief being provided to citizens and businesses.
With regards to consultation we will not be hosting an information session or extension to the consultation process, as
noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use Authority and the public. We are
following the consultation process and procedures as are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and Broadcasting
Antenna Systems (CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications protocol
under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. We are responding to
community concerns upon receipt under the aforementioned policies.
We thank you for your comments and questions.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: Kelly Pryde <
>
Sent: April 3, 2020 3:24 PM
To: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Cc: JoAnna Skukan <jskukan@scottland.ca>
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21‐40‐28‐W4M
3

JoAnna,
According to your title, you are the Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator for Scott Telecom Services Ltd. And,
according to the package our community received from you dated March 5, 2020, our community was informed by you
that Telus was preparing a Development Permit Application for a communication tower and “As part of this application
process, it is required that we inform you of our development PROPOSAL in order to address any questions or
concerns.” IT IS MY UNDERSTANDING THAT THERE ARE CONSIDERABLE QUESTIONS AND CONCERNS THAT HAVE GONE
UNANSWERED. Furthermore, our COMMUNITY is asking for you to coordinate a town hall meeting post pandemic, in
order to address our questions. You write that “all viable candidates for the area were investigated” and site some
County protocol Bylaw. I am sorry, but neither response adequately comes close to addressing our community
concerns. And, you do not address our request for an extension in the consultation process. Can you hear our
frustration? We only ask that you treat us as you would like to be treated if you were in the same situation. If you truly
are the Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator, then we ask that you truly represent our community’s concerns
to your client.
Tomorrow is the deadline you proposed. What will you do about an extension?
Sincerely,
Kelly Pryde

From: JoAnna Skukan [mailto:jskukan@scottland.ca]
Sent: April-03-20 9:03 AM
To: Rob Pryde
Cc: 'Kelly Pryde'
Subject: RE: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21-40-28-W4M

Good Morning,
Please be aware that all viable candidates for the area were investigated and disqualified based on RF feasibility, line of
site, and lack of interest by landowner to lease land for the tower. TELUS has determined that it requires a
communication tower in the area due to coverage demands. Given this search ring, a field agent searches the area for
potential candidates who are interested in leasing a portion of their land to TELUS for the purpose of a
telecommunications tower. In selecting a location, several factors were taken into account: there was a willing landlord,
current zoning is appropriate for the required use, access and power is accessible to the site, and the coverage
requirements of TELUS are sufficient. The proposed site has met all of the criteria required and is the optimal location to
accommodate a telecommunications tower.
With regards to consultation, as noted in the package you received, TELUS is required to consult with Local Land Use
Authority and the public. The consultation process and procedures are outlined in ISEDC’s Radiocommunication and
Broadcasting Antenna Systems (CPC‐2‐0‐03 Issue 5, effective July 15, 2014) and Lacombe County’s telecommunications
protocol under Lacombe County Land Use Bylaw No. 1237/17 Section 6.20 Communications Towers. Thank you for your
comments and for participating in the public consultation for this proposed site. Should you have further questions or
concerns, please respond by April 4, 2020.

JoAnna Skukan
Municipal and Community Affairs Coordinator
Tel: 403‐261‐6543
Email: jskukan@scottland.ca
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Scott Land & Lease Ltd.
Suite 900, Bow Valley Square 1
202 – 6th Avenue SW
Calgary, AB T2P 2R9
Find us on LinkedIn | Twitter | www.scottland.ca

This e‐mail is intended solely for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged
information. If you are not the intended recipient or believe you received this communication in error, please advise the
sender and delete the copy you received. You should not print, copy, retransmit or otherwise use this communication.
From: Rob Pryde <
>
Sent: April 1, 2020 5:57 PM
To: Notify <notify@scottland.ca>
Cc: 'Kelly Pryde' <
>
Subject: (EXT) Response to survey Question Telus Cell Tower Proposal SE 21‐40‐28‐W4M
Please find enclosed a written response to your survey questions concerning the above subject matter.
We are seeking a proper consultation regarding this matter with all interested parties having a valid interest in this
matter as proposed by your client.
Robert and Kelly Pryde
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ATTACHMENT C
BEFORE

PROPOSED TOWER

AFTER

PROPOSED TOWER

