Mareeba Shire Council

SUBJECT:

MEETING:

MEETING DATE:

REPORT OFFICER’S

PLANNING REPORT
TELSTRA CORPORATION LIMITED - MATERIAL CHANGE
OF USE - TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY - LOT 114 ON
W2631 - ANN STREET (HERBERTON - PETFORD ROAD),
WATSONVILLE - MCU/18/0013
Ordinary

18 July 2018

TITLE: Planning Officer
DEPARTMENT: Corporate and Community Services
APPLICATION DETAILS
APPLICATION PREMISES
APPLICANT Telstra Corporation Limited | ADDRESS Ann Street

(Herberton - Petford
Road), Watsonville

DATE LODGED

1 May 2018 RPD Lot 114 on W2631

TYPE OF Development Permit

APPROVAL

PROPOSED Material Change of Use - Telecommunications Facility

DEVELOPMENT

FILE NO MCU/18/0013 AREA 1,012m?

LODGED BY Service Stream Mobile | OWNER Telstra

Communications Corporation

Limited

PLANNING SCHEME Mareeba Shire Council Planning Scheme 2016

ZONE Rural Zone

LEVEL OF Impact Assessment

ASSESSMENT

SUBMISSIONS 14 Submissions Received

ATTACHMENTS: 1.

Proposal Plan/s

2. Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning
Referral Agency Response dated 18 May 2018
3. Electromagnetic Energy (EME) Report
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Council is in receipt of an impact assessable development application described in the above
application details. During the public notification period for the application, 14 submissions were
received, all objecting to the proposed development.
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Telstra Corporation Limited proposes the construction of a telecommunications facility (mobile
phone tower and base station) situated on the western side of the Watsonville Township as part
of the Federal Governments Mobile Black Spot Program. There is currently no mobile phone
reception in Watsonville orimmediate surrounds. The facility will include a 43.4 metre high slimline
monopole tower and ancillary infrastructure contained in a 110m? fenced compound.

The application and supporting material has been assessed against the Mareeba Shire Council
Planning Scheme 2016 and is not considered to conflict with any aspect of the Planning Scheme.

The key planning issues associated with the proposed development are visual amenity impacts
due to the height of the tower, as well as perceived health issues relating to radiofrequency and
electromagnetic emissions on nearby sensitive land uses. These two (2) issues where raised in
most submissions received.

Despite the monopole tower having a slimline design, given the height of the tower, some visual
impact to surrounding residences is likely, particularly considering Watsonville's existing remote
bushland setting. However, telecommunications facilities are a common and accepted form of
development and any visual impact will be offset by the wider community benefit provided by the
proposed facility (mobile phone reception). Furthermore, the developer will be required to paint
the monopole tower a "pale eucalypt” colour to help the development blend in with the natural
environment.

Using methodology developed by the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency
(ARPANSA) the applicants prepared and submitted a report on the expected levels of
radiofrequency (RF) and electromagnetic energy (EME) that will be produced by the facility
(Attachment 3). The highest levels produced are within 0 - 50 metres of the facility and are
expected to be approximately 0.013% of the public exposure limit. The proposed facility, like many
other telecommunications facility constructed in densely populated areas, is not likely to impact
on the health and wellbeing of surrounding residents. A condition will be attached to any approval
requiring a compliance assessment be carried out at the facility once operational to ensure the
facility is operating within the ARPANSA emission guidelines.

It is recommended that the application be approved in full, subject to conditions.
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OFFICER'S RECOMMENDATION

"1.  Thatin relation to the following development application:

APPLICATION PREMISES

APPLICANT Telstra Corporation Limited ADDRESS | Ann Street (Herberton -
Petford Road),
Watsonville

DATE LODGED 1 May 2018 RPD Lot 114 on W2631

TYPE OF | Development Permit

APPROVAL

PROPOSED Material Change of Use - Telecommunications Facility

DEVELOPMENT

and in accordance with the Planning Act 2016, the applicant be notified that the application for a
development permit for the development specified in (A) is:

Approved by Council in accordance with the approved plans/documents listed in (B), subject to
assessment manager conditions in (C), assessment manager’s advice in (D), referral agency
conditions in (E), relevant period in (F), further permits in (G), and further approvals from Council
listed in (H);

And

The assessment manager does not consider that the assessment manager’'s decision conflicts
with a relevant instrument.

(A) APPROVED DEVELOPMENT: Development Permit for Material Change of Use -
Telecommunications Facility

(B) APPROVED PLANS:

Plan/Document Plan/Document Title Prepared by Dated
Number

Q113992 Sheet No. | Site Layout and Access | Visionstream Pty Ltd 27 April 2018
S1
Q113992 Sheet No. | Antenna Layout Visionstream Pty Ltd 2 April 2018
S1-1
Q113992 Sheet No. | South East Elevation Visionstream Pty Ltd 27 April 2018
S3

(C) ASSESSMENT MANAGER’S CONDITIONS (COUNCIL)

1. Development must be carried out substantially in accordance with the approved plans
and the facts and circumstances of the use as submitted with the application, subject
to any alterations:

- found necessary by the Council’s delegated officer at the time of examination
of the engineering plans or during construction of the development because of
particular engineering requirements; and

- to ensure compliance with the following conditions of approval.

2.  Timing of Effect
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2.1

2.2

The conditions of the development permit must be complied with to the
satisfaction of Council’s delegated officer prior to the commencement of the use
except where specified otherwise in these conditions of approval.

Prior to the commencement of use, the applicant must notify Council that all the
conditions of the development permit have been complied with, except where
specified otherwise in these conditions of approval.

3. General

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

The applicant/developer is responsible for the cost of necessary alterations to
existing public utility mains, services or installations required by works in relation
to the proposed development or any works required by the condition(s) of this
approval.

All payments required to be made to the Council (including contributions,
charges and bonds) pursuant to any condition of this approval must be made
prior to the commencement of the use and at the rate applicable at the time of
payment.

All works must be designed, constructed and carried out in accordance with
FNQROC Development Manual requirements (as amended) and to the
satisfaction of Council’s delegated officer.

Noise Nuisance

Refrigeration equipment, pumps, compressors and mechanical ventilation
systems must be located, designed, installed and maintained to achieve a
maximum noise level of 3dB(A) above background levels as measured from
noise sensitive locations and a maximum noise level of 8dB(A) above
background levels as measured from commercial locations.

Suitable screening to all air conditioning, lift motor rooms, plant and service
facilities located at the top of or on the external face of the building must be
installed and maintained. The screening structures must be constructed from
materials that are consistent with materials used elsewhere on the facade of the
building. There are to be no individual external unscreened air conditioning units
attached to the exterior building facade.

4. Infrastructure Services and Standards

41
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Lighting

4.1.1  Where outdoor lighting is required the developer shall locate, design
and install lighting to operate from dusk to dawn within all areas where
the public will be given access, which prevents the potential for light
spillage to cause nuisance to neighbours and must be provided in
accordance with Australian Standard 1158.1 — Lighting for Roads and
Public Spaces.

lllumination resulting from direct, reflected or other incidental light
emanating from the subject land does not exceed 8 lux when measured
at any point 1.5m outside the property boundary of the subject site. The
lighting fixtures installed on site must meet appropriate lux levels as
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4.2

4.3

4.4

documented within Australian Standard 4282 — Control of the
Obtrusive Effects of Outdoor Lighting.

4.1.2  Warning lights shall not be installed on the tower, unless specifically
required by other relevant legislation.

Building Materials & Finishes
4.2.1  Any equipment cabinets shall be a neutral colour.

4.2.2 The monopole tower shall be painted a colour equivalent to Colorbond
'Pale Eucalypt' in order to help achieve an effective visual blend with
the surrounding landscape.

Operational Requirements

4.31 The radiofrequency field emissions and electromagnetic emissions
from the installed tower shall not exceed the Australian Radiation
Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency mandated exposure limits for
continuous exposure to radio frequency and electromagnetic energy
transmissions from mobile phone base stations at any time, at any
location.

4.3.2 Within three months of the site becoming operational, a site
compliance inspection is to be carried out by an appropriately qualified
person and certificate issued to verify that the site complies with the
requirements and limits of the Australian Radiation Protection and
Nuclear Safety Agency, Radiation Protection Standard, 2002
Maximum Exposure Levels to Radio Frequency Fields — 3 kHz to 300
GHz. This certificate is to be submitted to Council for consideration
within three (3) months of the tower becoming operational.

Decommissioning and Site Rehabilitation

If the use is abandoned, the site must be rehabilitated to a level that achieves
the following:

(i)  The monopole and associated infrastructure is removed from the site; and
(i)  The site is made suitable for other uses compatible with the locality; and
(i) Restores the visual amenity of the site.

(D) ASSESSMENT MANAGER’S ADVICE

(@) Compliance with applicable codes/policies

The development must be carried out to ensure compliance with the provisions of
Council’s Local Laws, Planning Scheme Policies, Planning Scheme and Planning
Scheme Codes to the extent they have not been varied by a condition of this approval.

(b) Compliance with Acts and Regulations

The erection and use of the building must comply with the Building Act and all other
relevant Acts, Regulations and Laws, and these approval conditions.

(c) Environmental Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999
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(d)

(e)

The applicant is advised that referral may be required under the Environmental
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 if the proposed activities are likely
to have a significant impact on a matter of national environmental significance. Further
information on these matters can be obtained from www.environment.gov.au

Cultural Heritage

In carrying out the activity the applicant must take all reasonable and practicable
measures to ensure that no harm is done to Aboriginal cultural heritage (the “cultural
heritage duty of care”). The applicant will comply with the cultural heritage duty of care
if the applicant acts in accordance with gazetted cultural heritage duty of care
guidelines. An assessment of the proposed activity against the duty of care guidelines
will determine whether or to what extent Aboriginal cultural heritage may be harmed
by the activity. Further information on cultural heritage, together with a copy of the
duty of care guidelines and cultural heritage search forms, may be obtained from
www.datsip.qld.gov.au

Transportation of Soil

All soil transported to or from the site must be covered to prevent dust or spillage
during transport. If soil is tracked or spilt onto the road pavements as a result of works
on the subject site, it must be removed prior to the end of the working day and within
four (4) hours of a request from a Council Officer.

(E) REFERRAL AGENCY CONDITIONS

Department of Infrastructure, Local Government and Planning conditions dated 18 May

2018

(F) RELEVANT PERIOD

When approval lapses if development not started (s.85)

Material Change of Use — six (6) years (starting the day the approval takes effect);

(G) OTHER NECESSARY DEVELOPMENT PERMITS AND/OR COMPLIANCE PERMITS

e Development Permit for Building Work

(H) OTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED FROM COUNCIL

Document Set ID: 3422923

e Compliance Permit for Plumbing and Drainage Work
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Map Disclaimer:
Based on or contains data provided by the State of Queensland (Department of Environment and Resource Management) (2009). In
consideration of the State permitting use of this data you acknowledge and agree that the State gives no warranty in relation to the
data (including accuracy, reliability, completeness, currency or suitability) and accepts no liability (including without limitation, liability
in negligence) for any loss, damage or costs (including consequential damage) relating to any use of the data. Data must not be used
for direct marketing or be used in breach of the privacy laws.
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Based on or contains data provided by the State of Queensland (Department of Environment and Resource Management) (2009). In
consideration of the State permitting use of this data you acknowledge and agree that the State gives no warranty in relation to the
data (including accuracy, reliability, completeness, currency or suitability) and accepts no liability (including without limitation, liability
in negligence) for any loss, damage or costs (including consequential damage) relating to any use of the data. Data must not be used

for direct marketing or be used in breach of the privacy laws.
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THE SITE

The subject site is situated at Ann Street (Herberton - Petford Road), Watsonville, and is more
particularly described as Lot 114 on W2631. The site is regular in shape with an area of 1,012m?
and is zoned Rural under the Mareeba Shire Council Planning Scheme 2016. The site contains
20.14 metres of road frontage to the State controlled Ann Street (Herberton - Petford Road) which
is constructed to a bitumen sealed standard. Access to the site is gained from Ann Street via an
unsealed crossover in the south-west corner of the allotment.

The site remains unimproved and slopes downhill towards the north-east corner of the site with
some mature trees scattered across the property.

All immediate surrounding lots are zoned Rural, despite all being residential sized properties
approximately 1,000m? in area. Nearly all surrounding lots are unimproved with the property
immediately to the west (Lot 115 on W2631) being the only one that contains an established
dwelling and outbuildings situated at the rear of the lot. The next closest dwelling is approximately
80 metres east of the site.

BACKGROUND AND CONTEXT

Nil

PREVIOUS APPLICATIONS & APPROVALS

Nil

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The development application seeks a Development Permit for Material Change of Use -
Telecommunications Facility in accordance with the plans shown in Attachment 1.

Visionstream Pty Ltd, on behalf of Telstra Corporation Limited, proposes the construction of a
new telecommunications facility (mobile phone tower and base station) to provide mobile phone
service capabilities in the Watsonville area as part of the Federal Governments Mobile Black Spot
Program. The proposed facility will consist of the following:

o A 40 metre high slimline monopole tower (43.4 metres high including antenna's);

. Four (4) omni directional antennas mounted on a horizontal mounting bar at an
elevation of approximately 39 metres.

o Equipment shelter; and

) Associated ancillary equipment including remote radio units, diplexers, combiners,
feeders, cables/cable trays and other ancillary equipment as required.

All infrastructure will be contained within the proposed 110m? Telstra lease area situated in the
north-east corner of the site setback 2 metres from both the north and east boundaries of the site.
A stock fence is to be constructed around this lease area which will include a double access gate.

The Department of State Development, Manufacturing, Infrastructure and Planning's (DTMR)
Referral Agency response requires the construction of a new access crossover off Ann Street to
be situated in the south-west corner of the site.

The proposed facility will operate unmanned on a daily basis (remotely operated). Once
operational, the facility will require only infrequent maintenance inspections (2 - 6 times per year).
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REGIONAL PLAN DESIGNATION

The subject site is included within the Regional Landscape and Rural Production Area land use
category in the Far North Queensland Regional Plan 2009-2031. The Regional Plan Map 3-
‘Areas of Ecological Significance’ also identifies the site as containing:

. State & Regional Conservation Corridors; and
o Terrestrial Area of General Ecological Significance

PLANNING SCHEME DESIGNATIONS

Land Use Categories
e Rural Area
Transport Element
e State Controlled Road

Zone: Rural

Strategic Framework:

Bushfire Hazard Overlay
Overlays: Environmental Significance Overlay
Transport Infrastructure Overlay

Planning Scheme Definitions

The proposed use is defined as:-

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Use Definition Examples include Does not include the
following examples
Telecommunicati | Premises used for systems that | Telecommunication Aviation  facility, ‘low
ons facility carry communications and signals | tower, broadcasting | impact
by means of radio, including | station, television | telecommunications
guided or unguided | station facility’ as defined under
electromagnetic energy, whether the Telecommunications
such facility is manned or remotely Act 1997
controlled.

RELEVANT PLANNING INSTRUMENTS

Assessment of the proposed development against the relevant planning instruments is
summarised as follows:-

(a) Far North Queensland Regional Plan 2009-2031

Separate assessment against the Regional Plan is not required because the Mareeba Shire
council Planning Scheme appropriately advances the Far North Queensland Regional Plan 2009
- 2031, as it applies to the planning scheme area.

(b) State Planning Policy

Separate assessment against the State Planning Policy (SPP) is not required because the

Mareeba Shire Council Planning Scheme 2016 appropriately integrates all relevant aspects of
the SPP.
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(c)

Mareeba Shire Council Planning Scheme 2016

Strategic Framework

3.6.11 Element - Information and communication technology

3.6.11.1 Specific Outcomes

(2)

Telecommunications facilities, particularly mobile phone towers, are located to ensure
visual amenity is not compromised, with these facilities co-located wherever possible.
Comment

Despite the monopole tower having a slimline design, given the height of the tower, some
visual impact to surrounding residences is likely, particularly considering Watsonville's
existing remote bushland setting; However, telecommunications facilities are a common
and accepted form of development in modern society and any visual impact will likely be
offset by the wider community benefit provided by the proposed facility (mobile phone
reception).

A condition will be attached to any approval requiring the monopole tower to be painted a
"pale eucalypt" colour in order to help achieve an effective visual blend with the surrounding
natural environment.

Relevant Development Codes

The following Development Codes are considered to be applicable to the assessment of the
application:

The application included a planning report and assessment against the planning scheme. An
officer assessment has found that the application satisfies the relevant acceptable outcomes (or
performance outcomes where an acceptable outcome cannot be achieved or an acceptable
outcome is not provided) of the relevant codes set out below, provided reasonable and relevant
conditions are attached to any approval.

Relevant Codes Comments

Rural zone code

The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant
acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome provided) apart from the following:

= Acceptable Outcome AO1
= Acceptable Outcome AO2.1

Refer to planning discussion section of report.

Bushfire Hazard Overlay
code

The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant
acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome is provided).

Environmental
Significance Overlay code

The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant
acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome is provided).

Transport  Infrastructure
Overlay code

The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant
acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome is provided).
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Energy and Infrastructure

activities code The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant

acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome provided) apart from the following:

= Acceptable Outcome AO1
= Acceptable Outcome AO3.1

Refer to planning discussion section of report.

Landscaping code The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant

acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome is provided).

Parking and Access code The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant

acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome is provided).

Works, services, and

infrastructure code The application can be conditioned to comply with the relevant

acceptable outcomes and/or performance outcomes (where no
acceptable outcome is provided).

(e) Planning Scheme Policies/Infrastructure Charges Plan
The following planning scheme policies are relevant to the application:
Planning Scheme Policy 4 - FNQROC Regional Development Manual

A condition will be attached to any approval requiring all development works to be designed and
constructed in accordance with FNQROC Development Manual Standards.

REFERRALS
Concurrence

The application triggered referral to Department of State Development, Manufacturing,
Infrastructure and Planning as a Referral Agency (SARA - DTMR).

That Department advised in a letter dated 18 May 2018 that they require the conditions to be
attached to any approval (Attachment 2).

Advice

The application did not trigger referral to an Advice Agency.

Internal Consultation

NIL

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION

The development proposal was placed on public notification from 5 June 2018 to 26 June 2018.
The applicant submitted the notice of compliance on 27 June 2018 advising that the public

notification requirements were carried out in accordance with the requirements of the Act.

14 submissions were received during the public notification period, all of which objected to the
proposed development.
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The grounds for objection/support are summarised and commented on below:

Grounds for objection /support

Comment

Property devaluation.

Property devaluation is not a town planning consideration.

The proposed telecommunications facility could
have a detrimental impact on the health and
wellbeing of nearby residents as a result of
radiofrequency (RF) and electromagnetic energy
(EME) emitted by the facility.

Using methodology developed by the Australian Radiation
Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency (ARPANSA) the applicants
prepared and submitted a report on the expected levels of
radiofrequency (RF) and electromagnetic energy (EME) that will
be produced by the facility. The highest levels produced are within
0 - 50 metres of the facility and are expected to be approximately
0.013% of the public exposure limit. The proposed facility, like
many other telecommunications facility constructed in densely
populated areas, is not likely to impact on the health and wellbeing
of surrounding residents. A condition will be attached to any
approval requiring a compliance assessment be carried out at the
facility once operational to ensure the facility is operating within
the ARPANSA safety guidelines.

There are alternate locations in the Watsonville
area further away from sensitive land uses that
would be a more appropriate location for the
proposed telecommunications facility.

Part 6 - Justification for Site Selection of the planning report states
the following:

"Telstra carefully examined a range of possible deployment
options in the area before concluding that a new
telecommunications facility at Lot 114 Ann Street, Watsonville,
QLD 4887 (Lot 114 on W2631) would be the most appropriate
solution to provide necessary mobile phone coverage to parts of
the Watsonville area as part of the Federal Government's Mobile
Black Spot Programme"

Council officers have considered the proposed development with
respect to surrounding land uses and as discussed in the body of
the report accept that there will be visual amenity impacts
associated with the height of the monopole tower proposed,
however conclude that some degree of visual impact is acceptable
given the wider community benefit provided by the facility (mobile
phone reception).

Visual impacts on surrounding residences due to
the height of the proposed telecommunications
tower.

Despite the monopole tower having a slimline design, given the
height of the tower, some visual impact to surrounding residences
is likely, particularly considering Watsonville's existing remote
bushland setting; However, telecommunications facilities are a
common and accepted form of development and any visual impact
will likely be offset by the wider community benefit provided by the
proposed facility (mobile phone reception). Furthermore, the
developer will be required to paint the monopole tower a "pale
eucalypt" colour to help the development blend in with the natural
environment.
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Submitters

Name of principal submitter

Address

Roger Hockey (2 x submissions)

PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

Lyndell Johns

6A Harwood Drive, Babinda QLD 4861

Alison Peachey 949 Leafgold Weir Road, Dimbulah QLD 4872

Nathan Peachey 949 Leafgold Weir Road, Dimbulah QLD 4872

Brodey Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

Shakiah Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

David Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

Breanna Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

©OXP|NO |0~ (WIN) =

Jared Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

10. Latisha Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

11.  Ethan Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

12.  Tyler Hockey PO Box 1683, Mareeba QLD 4880

13. Delwyn & Lyndon Hockey 39 Supply Road, Bentley Park QLD 4869

PLANNING DISCUSSION

Noncompliance with the relevant acceptable outcomes of the following development codes is
discussed below. Where the development cannot comply with an acceptable outcome, it is
considered compliance with the higher order specific outcome can be achieved.

Rural Zone Code

Height
PO1 Building height takes into consideration and respects the following:

(a) the height of existing buildings on adjoining premises;

(b) the development potential, with respect to height, on adjoining premises;
(c) the height of buildings in the vicinity of the site;

(d) access to sunlight and daylight for the site and adjoining sites;

(e) privacy and overlooking; and

() site area and street frontage length.

AO1.1

Development, other than buildings used for rural activities, has a maximum building height
of:

(a) 8.5 metres; and

(b) 2 storeys above ground level.

Comment

The proposed telecommunications facility will include the construction of a 40 metre high
monopole tower (43.4 metres high including antennas) and is therefore non-compliant with
AO1.1.

The height and location of the proposed development is considered necessary in order to achieve
the desired coverage objectives for the Watsonville area. Despite the monopole tower having a
slimline design, given the height of the tower, some visual impact to surrounding residences is
likely, particularly considering Watsonville's existing remote bushland setting; However,
telecommunications facilities are a common and accepted form of development and any visual
impact will likely be offset by the wider community benefit provided by the proposed facility (mobile
phone reception). Furthermore, the developer will be required to paint the monopole tower a "pale
eucalypt" colour to help the development blend in with the natural environment.
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Once operational, the development will operate unmanned on a daily basis and will not produce
any solid or liquid wastes, odours, dust, smoke or significant noise (air conditioner noise only).

It is considered the proposed development can achieve compliance with PO1.

PO2

Development is sited in a manner that considers and respects:

(a) the siting and use of adjoining premises;

(b) access to sunlight and daylight for the site and adjoining sites;
(c) privacy and overlooking;

(d) air circulation and access to natural breezes;

(e) appearance of building bulk; and

() relationship with road corridors.

AO2.1

Buildings and structures include a minimum setback of:

(a) 40 metres from a frontage to a State-controlled road; and
(b) 10 metres from a boundary to an adjoining lot.

Comment

The proposed telecommunications facility compound will be setback approximately 38 metres
from the sites frontage to the State-controlled Ann Street (Herberton - Petford Road) and will be
setback only two (2) metres from the northern and eastern boundaries, and eight (8) metres from
the western boundary of the site, and is therefore non-compliant with AO2.1.

The height and location of the proposed development is considered necessary in order to achieve
the desired coverage obijectives for the Watsonville area. Given the site has a width of only 20
metres, and the facility compound dimensions are 10m x 11m, compliance with AO2.1 is
unachievable for both side boundaries. The facility has been setback closer to the rear boundary
of the site so as to not compromise the ability to build a dwelling on the site. The adjoining lots to
the north and east, of which only a 2 metres setback has been achieved, are currently vacant.

Despite the monopole tower having a slimline design, given the height of the tower, some visual
impact to surrounding residences is likely, particularly considering Watsonville's existing remote
bushland setting; However, telecommunications facilities are a common and accepted form of
development and any visual impact will likely be offset by the wider community benefit provided
by the proposed facility (mobile phone reception). Furthermore, the developer will be required to
paint the monopole tower a "pale eucalypt" colour to help the development blend in with the
natural environment.

Once operational, the development will operate unmanned on a daily basis and will not produce
any solid or liquid wastes, odours, dust, smoke or significant noise (air conditioner noise only).

Given the nature and design of the development, the lesser setbacks achieved are not likely to
have an unacceptable impact on the use of adjoining properties, or impact on access to daylight
and sunlight, privacy and overlooking, air circulation and natural breezes or any road corridors.

The application was referred to DTMR (via the Department) who did not raise any concern with
the lesser setback achieved from Ann Street.

It is considered the proposed development can achieve compliance with PO2.

Energy and Infrastructure Activities Code
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Design

PO1
Cable connections between infrastructure within and external to the facility are designed to ensure
visual clutter is minimised.

AOo1
Cable connections between infrastructure are located underground.

Comment

Aboveground cable connections will be limited to connections between the monopole tower and
the proposed Telstra equipment shelter, as well as the aboveground electricity connection which
will come in from the front of the site. Given the scale of development, visual clutter is not likely.

The development complies with PO1.

PO3

Telecommunication facilities are integrated with the built and natural environment to ensure they
are not visually dominant or obtrusive.

AO03.1
Telecommunication facilities are located:
(a) underground; or
(b) aboveground where:
(i)  with other telecommunications facilities;
(i) in or on an existing building or structure; and
(iii) in areas where the predominant land uses are telecommunication facilities, industrial
or commercial uses.

Comment

The proposed telecommunications facility will be a new facility and is located aboveground is
therefore non-compliant with AO3.1.

The height and location of the proposed development is considered necessary in order to achieve
the desired coverage objectives for the Watsonville area. Despite the monopole tower having a
slimline design, given the height of the tower, some visual impact to surrounding residences is
likely, particularly considering Watsonville's existing remote bushland setting; However,
telecommunications facilities are a common and accepted form of development and any visual
impact will likely be offset by the wider community benefit provided by the proposed facility (mobile
phone reception). Furthermore, the developer will be required to paint the monopole tower a "pale
eucalypt" colour to help the development blend in with the natural environment.

Once operational, the development will operate unmanned on a daily basis and will not produce
any solid or liquid wastes, odours, dust, smoke or significant noise (air conditioner noise only).

The proposed development is not considered to be in conflict with PO3.

Date Prepared: 6 July 2018
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ATTACHMENT 2

Mareeba Shire Council
PO Box 154

Mareeba, QLD, 4880

Roger Hockey
102 Clara St, Watsonville,
PO Box 1683, Mareeba, QLD, 4880

hockeybuilders@bigpond.com

RE: Proposed Development — Telecommunications Facility

Lot 114 W2631

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing to state my objection to the proposed development mentioned above. | am not
opposed to the idea of having a telecommunications facility in Watsonville, but rather I'm opposed
to having the tower on a residential block amongst housing. Though the information provided
suggested that the emissions from the tower were at safe levels, | am concerned about the constant
exposure for 24 hours a day 7 days a week to a young home schooling family.

We own Lot 102 Clara St W2631 which is diagonally opposite the proposed development site. The
location of the proposed tower would be within 10 meters of our proposed residence. We bought
our block in 2014 and are in the process of beginning construction this year. If there was already a
tower at the proposed site, we would not have considered buying or building on Lot 102. May |
suggest putting a site up near the town cemetery or another accessible location that is a safe
distance from housing.

Should you have any questions of me, please don’t hesitate to contact me via phone or email
mentioned below.

Kind Regards,

Roger Hockey

12/06/18
Mobile: 0401653173
Email: hockeybuilders@bigpond.com
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15t June, 2018
Mareeba Shire Council

P.O. Box 154

Mareeba, Queensland, 4830 |
RE: Proposed Development - Telecommunication Facility

|
Lot 114 W2631, Watsonville

i
|
LOCATION! LOCATION! LOCATION!!

|

Dear Sir / Madam: i
|

| am writing to recard my objection to the proposed development of a Telecommunication Facility at the |

abovementioned Lot In Ann Street Watsonville on the grounds of its negative impact on:
i

Historical endeavour !
Matural ambiance |
Quality of life

Health and mental health

Land values

Patential residents of the future

R A

HISTORY: Watsonville is an historic piluneerihg area. In the middle of Watsonville's main street stands “The
Windmill" = an Iconic landmark as well as a qlmint of direction for visitors. A short way up the rise towards the
Histarical Ploneering Cemetery, on the main street, within sight of the Windmill, pink flagging tape marks the
proposed site for a Telecommunication Facility, some 4 x the height of the Windmill. For a town which actively
maintains and promotes its history, malnly with the dedicated work of volunteers, their endeavour to cares for, the
aesthetics of Watsonville should be respected, Take a screenshot of Watsonville from Geogle Maps, find Lot 114,
and superimpose a Telecommunications Tower on the rise, behind but in sight of the Windmill, and approximately 4
¥ its height. How does it look?

NATURAL AMBIANCE: Watsonville is an area of natural bushland . Some of the reasons that people choaose to live
in Watsonville are its natural bushland ambiance and healthy environment, Itis to the credit and benefit of the
Shire that such natural environments are included in its boundaries and are available for families to grow up in
spacious natural environments If families choose to. | am asking the council to preserve the natural ambiance and
way of life of Watsonville.

QUALITY OF LIFE: The proposed site for this tower is amongst people’s residences, both longstanding, and in the
process of being built. | understand that Telstra would want to provide communication capability to these
Australians also, but | object to the location of the proposed site on the basis of quality of life for residents. A tower
right in amongst the few residences of the town is unnecessary, unsightly and anxiety causing. Currently, in the
middle of the pink tapes that mark the 10m x 10m proposed construction site of the tower stands a magnificent gum
tree. Could members of the council please consider whether they would like the magnificent tree outside their
hedroom window replaced with a 40+ metre high Telecommunication Facility?

HEALTH AND MENTAL HEALTH: Residents whao choose Watsonville for its peace and guiet, and natural bushland
setting are distressed to find a 40+ metre Telecommunication Facility proposed to be placed in thelr midst, right
among the dwellings which currently make up the town, The Historic Watsonville Pioneer Cemetery on the rise out
of town records that children buried inside its fences faced challenges of diseases that were relevant to their day.
These include diseases such as tuberculosis that are no longer a threat to us, Much of the distress of today’s society
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rasults in overuse of technological devices as seen in a recent article (Courier Mail, 31 May 2018 - included for
reference). The fact that some residents have been given coples of reports by Telstra showing how safe it is to live
close to electrical installations is an acknowledgermeant In itself that there is a growing body of people who are aware
that it may not be safe to live close to electrical installations. “Dirty electricity” and the magnetic and electrical fields
generated by machinery are some of the physical risks that face our young people currently, besides psychological
and physical damage resulting from mobile phone addiction, Studies agree that mobile phone use is changing the
way people think, and will therefore affect brain development. Afthough the jury is still out on the evidence on the
level of health risk of living near power lines and electrical installations, the perception itself that this is a risk is
anxiety causing and impacts guality of life, and significant other health issues may be identified or confirmed in the
future so that councils would be wise to use discretion in what they allow today. ’

PROPERTY VWALUES: Driving out of Watsonville, the town is surrounded by bushland and there are many places
along the roads which offer a range of different aspects accessible ta both the road and to power lines, Current
residents of Watsonville are not the only people who are affected by the proposal of this development. Prospective
new residents coming to the area will also be affected. A communications Installation among the houses affects land
values as well as morale.

"

LIFESTYLE AND THE FUTURE: | commend folk who go to the trouble of living in small, historic, out — of-the-way
places and consider that their choices and preferences are as important as anyone else's in our rich and diverse
shire. Telstra are not known for their respect for the individual. | ask that you require financial giants such as
Telstra to respect the choices and lifestyle of the people in our Shire, and require Telstra to find a less invasive
location for the siting of their tower, if it is considered necessary to have one, out of sight and out of mind of people
who have, and will in the future, chose to live in Watsonville. | take my hat off to the many people who know that
life can exist without mobile phones, in fact more of them might be looking for places like Watsonville to live in the

futurel

IN SUMMARY , | object to this proposal for a Telecommunications Facility in the midst of the houses of Watsonville
because it Is inappropriately placed. Decisions made regarding developments in Watsonville need to consider its
history, natural ambiance and way of life of the people, and need to be made wisely on behalf of both the people
who live there now and also for those who may choose to move there In the future.

With thanks for the carrying out of vour role on behalf of the Shire,
Alison Peachey
945 Leafgold Weir Road, Dimbulah.

P.O. Box 1325, Walkamin, Qld.
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Baby Boomers on gaming bandwagon 'Women not yet a perfect

s Wereskomar ity g ey imttotecea 110 TOF @MY COMbat roles
L e e < a watching multiple screens 2t games and Candy Crosh and
FEMALE Baby Boomers once, of “dual screening”, ‘Waonds with Friends, rather than | AUSTRALIA'S GI Janes are Last year, The Courier-Mail
more likely to be gamers than with one-third of Gen Y people the shooting each other and kill- failing to meet army filnessre-  revealed the ADF sef rarpets
acne faced teenage boys, re- saying they would surf the ing as many people a5 possible” | qui withonlyoneinid  for h
search has found net on their phone while shessid “Thereisah ety | et ining. for men in 35 of 50 pasitions,
‘One quarter of online gam- walching TV, of games out there ™ Defence  with an instruction to “recruit
13 are aged over 55, more peo- After Baby Boomers, 20-35- Sheiidsayﬂmmsﬂ| targeted women but if a woman came
ple than any other age bracket, year-olds were the next likely some people for whom the in-  just 24 of 154 who h: roles.
the findings by research com- Zroup to use online at temet held no appeal until up since 2016 have managed to Figures released to Senate
pany Nielson has found. 20 per cent of the market. “In mmwma-mamm Estimates show 10 women
Astonishingly, 19 million of 2017, 145 million ing usefl snch aslook = Ten full-fime female sol- Jjoineda pre-condi-
them are women, k Unsurprisingly, h L A lians engaged with the up bus timetables, | diers have been posted to the tioning program aimed at get-
ing men of whom 15 million more of us are glued to our de- ‘Gaming subcategory (all devi- mkmmgm.mwmutmwm ting them fit enough for regular
st b ! before. ces) and surprisingly nine mil- thing that will motivate them | Regiment in Townsville but two dropped oat.
Figures supgested older ‘The time per person of peo-  lion was vi . to ics"shesaid  and 14 reservists have been Just 72 of the 152 women re-
women's addiction to playing ple i i President of educational Owner of the The Game = posted to different units. cruited to be infantry soldiers
Candy Crush seemed to be b= grown from 19 hours and group Parramatta Computer Sal ‘Temssah, said ' Former army officer Ber- who started recruit training at
felling the trend. There were 26 mimutes to 23 hours and Pals for Seniors, Debarah Mar- mmmm_mﬁqwsﬂmewuﬂ Kapooka managed to pass the
586,000 unique players of three minutes over 12 months, tin, said she wasn't surprised wideo games. “politically comrect plan” 1o basic course. Of those, 24 were
Candy Crush Saga. It was fol- Theamount of people going  women were loving the onfine “Thereisa big amay | open infaniry and other com— able to complete the infantry’s
lowed closely by Words with online has risen 4 per cent in world of gaming. of women that do play video bat roles to women was "a basic initial employment
Friends 2 which had 564,000, the same period. “The women 1 know play Eames,” he said complete = ing course at Singleton,
- DOMECLIOIMA.
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ADDRESS: 6A Harwood Drive,

BABINDA 4861 EMAIL: jlji777 @gmx.com PHONE: 0423 849224

SUBMISSION for Site Reference: Watsonville

A
RECORDS

75 JUN 2018
MAREEBA SHIRE

14" June, 2018

Chief Executive Officer,

ATTENTION: Development Assessment,
Mareeba Shire Council,

PO Box 154,

MAREEBA Qld 4880

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please find attached my SUBMISSION for the ‘development application for a material
change of use for a Telecommunications Facility at Lot 114 Ann Street,
Watsonville, QLD 4887 [Lot 114 on W2631]’

Thank you for a considered and informed decision regarding the Impact
Assessment’- to ‘make material change of use’ to lot 114 Ann Street, Watsonville.

Kind Regards,

Lyndell Johns
VISITOR OF WATSONVILLE
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SUBMISSION in relation to Application MCU/18/0013

With relevance to the development application for a material change of use for a
Telecommunications Facility at Lot 114 Ann Street, Watsonville, Qld 4887 [Lot 114
on W2631].

It is commendable that our State and Federal Governments have agreed to allow
Telstra Corporation Ltd to indentify mobile phone black spots, and undertake an
expansive upgrade of transmission tower infrastructure in regional areas; of which
Watsonville is correctly identified as a black spot, and of which | totally support.

It is also commendable that Visionstream Pty Ltd has produced detailed
documentation for perusal of the site address- lot 114 Ann Street, Watsonville, Qld
4887; property description lot plan — 114/W2631; coordinates as latitude -17.376098
degrees — longitude — 145.311720 degrees; site area - 1012 square meters;
registered owner disclosure; proposal to erect a 43.4m monopole tower with a |
horizontal mounting bar and antennas on a crushed rock pad measuring 132 square
meters; coverage objectives address a demonstrated need for a new
telecommunication facility in the area to provide customer voice and data services to
Watsonville and the surrounding locality; site selection identified as the most
appropriate location for the new facility given the site specific coverage objectives of
the facility and the parameters of the Federal Mobile Black Spot Program; planning
scheme involves the Mareeba Shire Council Planning Scheme 2016; defined as a
Telecommunication facility; zoned as rural; overlays include physical aspects of
bushfire hazards, hill and slope aspects, environmental significance and transport |
infrastructure; application seeks a development permit to make material change for

tower construction; level of assessment is impact assessment; referral agencies

involved — Department of Transport and Main Roads; applicant is Telstra Corporation

Ltd ¢/- Visionstream Pty Ltd — contact person — Elizabeth Wasiel- phone- [07]

31698336 or 0447 267 125 — email Elizabeth.wasiel@visionstream.com.au; reference

number — 4013684.01 — Watsonville.

Points of concern arising from the data provided by Visionstream Pty Ltd, involves
their site selection; permission to develop, and make material changes to the site;
and its potential impact on an aspect of the environmental overlay which involves
‘Public Safety’ not fully discussed in the documentation provided, and which impacts
on a current local environmental situation.

Referring to article 11.2 ‘Public Safety’ Environmental Assessment- quote- “The
Australian Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency [AROANSA] has set limits for

electromagnetic radiation [EME] exposure from mobile phone base stations. All |
licensed carriers must comply with the ARPANSA World Health Organisation”. [P 1..]
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In a 2006 report issued by the World Health Organisation [WHO] found no scientific
evidence that radiofrequency signals from cell towers cause adverse health effects.
However, in the report it noted that up to five times more of the RF signals are from
FM radio and television [than from cell towers] and are absorbed by the body with
no known adverse effects on health in the more than 50 years that radio and TV
broadcast stations have been operating. Nevertheless, a study by Dr. Bruce Hocking
in Australia found that children living near three TV and FM broadcast towers [similar
to cell towers] in Sydney had more than twice the rate of leukemia than children
living more than seven miles away. According to the Mount Shasta Bioregional
Ecology Center, “Studies have shown that even at low levels of this radiation, there is
evidence of damage to cell tissues and DNA, and it has been linked to brain tumors,
cancer, suppressed immune function, depression, miscarriage, Alzheimer’s disease,
and numerous other serious illnesses.” A German study cited at www.EMF-
Health.com, a site devoted to exposing hazards associated with electromagnetic
frequencies from cell phone towers and other sources, and reveals that if one lives
within a 400 meters or 1300ft from a cell phone antenna or tower, one may be at risk
of serious harm to one’s health, patients fell ill on average 8 years earlier than those
living further from the cell tower. [Refer PDF German study “The influence of Being
Physically near to a Cell Phone Transmission Mast on the Incidence of Cancer” and
PDF Israel study “Increased incidence of Cancer Near a Cell-Phone Transmitter
Station” and an Austrian study PDF “Environmental Epidemiological Study of Cancer
Incidence in the Municipalities of Hausmannatatten & Vasoldsberg Austria”].

Dr. Gerard Hyland, a physicist who was twice nominated for the Nobel Prize in
medicine, says, “Existing safety guidelines for cell phone towers are completely
inadequate... Quite justifiably, the public remains sceptical of attempts by
governments and industry to reassure them that all is well, particularly given the
unethical way in which they often operate symbiotically so as to promote their own

vested interests.”

In Sweden, the government requires intervention to protect from electromagnetic
frequencies. Why isn’t the Australian government paying attention to this, and
acknowledge the potential risk of exposure to electromagnetic frequencies a risk to
public safety?

Why am | so concerned about the effects of electromagnetic frequency [EMF] being
emitted from the proposed tower positioned on lot 114 Ann Street- in the small
regional town of Watsonville? It's because there is an existing residence
approximately 8 meters from the back fence to the construction site? On the
adjoining fence is a property, approximately 10 meters away from the proposed
transmission tower, where a family of two adults and ten children have planned to

build their family home approximately 12 meters away from that site.
(P2.]

Document Set ID: 3417374

Document Set ID: 3422923
Version: 2, Version Date: 11/07/2018



28

THESE TEN CHILDREN ARE MY GRANDCHILDREN, AND TWO ADULTS MY FAMILY,
AND | DO NOT WANT THEM LIVING WITH THE UNCERTAINTY OF THE LONG TERM
EFFECTS ELECTROMAGNETIC FREQUENCIES MAY HAVE UPON THEIR NOW GOOD
HEALTH INTO THE FUTURE. As researchers around the world have evidenced,
including that of Dr. Bruce Hocking in Australia and Dr. Gerard Hyland [refer above]
cannot tell a lie. People’s lives are being compromised by not doing what the
Swedish Government did in the face of growing research evidence [refer above]- it
brings with it greyness- uncertain scepticism into public thought.

My family have owned lots 101, 102 and 118 for four years, and found out recently
the plans to construct the mobile transmission tower on lot 114 only 10 meters away |
from their boundary fence. IT IS NOT MORALY RIGHT OR JUST TO DO THIS TO

THEM.

In light of the information provided —

1. Recent global research knowledge reveals NOW, that there are long term
health risks at stake here, and must be considered important to the residents
of Watsonville, and;

2. ltsimpact on certain residents living in close proximity to the proposed |
construction site.

Telecom Pty Ltd, Visionstream Pty Ltd, and the Mareeba Shire Council have power
NOW to put politics aside, and make a compassionate and informed Impact
Assessment’- NOT TO ALLOW ‘ MATERIAL CHANGE’ to lot 114 Ann Street,
Watsonville for the construction of a mobile transmission tower- for the sake of the
people already living, or are in the process of living within a 400 meter radius of the
proposed construction site along with their visiting families and friends. The evidence
speaks for itself — for my family it may be the difference between living a long
productive life and the uncertainty of premature death. The decision rests in your
hands.

A suggested alternative position for the transmission tower away from residences is
in the vicinity of the Watsonville Cemetery which is at least 400 meters away from
contentious issue - to be powered with solar cells and batteries if required.

SIGNED: Lyndell Johns

ZaS

ADDRESS: 6A Harwood Drive,
BABINDA Qld 4861

[P3..]
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Mareeba Shire Council
PO Box 154

Mareeba, QLD, 4880

Roger Hockey
102 Clara 5t, Watsonville,
PO Box 1683, Mareeba, QLD, 4880

hockeybuilders@bigpond.com

RE: Proposed Development — Telecommunications Facility

Lot 114 W2631

Dear MSC Councillors, Shane Knuth and Bob Katter,

| am writing to state my objection to the proposed development mentioned above. As stated in my
previous letter, | am not opposed to the idea of having a telecommunications facility in Watsonville,
but rather I'm opposed to having the tower on a residential block amongst housing. We own the
block diagonally opposite the proposed development. The proposed tower will be positioned in the
closest corner of LOT 114 to our block (within 8 meters). We had planned to start building on the
block this year. If we'd known that a communications tower would be built next door, we would
never have bought this block.

I am a builder who works in the tablelands region. My wife and | have a large home-schooling family
of now 10 children (we tragically lost our 10 month old daughter in April this year). The fact that we
home-school, means that my wife and children will be constantly at home 24 hours a day, for days at
a time. Despite the information we have been sent, | am concerned that the constant exposure to
EME (Electro Magnetic Energy) from a tower being so close, could be detrimental to our health. We
don’t want to find out in years to come that the EME levels were hazardous, and develop health
problems in our family. We have already dealt with enough tragedy to last a lifetime.

| am aware that my opinion and concerns don’t agree with the scientific information we have been
sent, and that | can’t make a strong argument about EME levels without having done my own
scientific studies. However, | can argue that a 40 meter communications tower in a residential sub-
division is inconsistent for the zoning rules in this shire and an eyesore in a residential subdivision. |
am also aware that the MSC has had strong public opposition in the past to similar projects in
residential areas. | would like to pose the following questions and statements:

*  Would you like to have a 40 meter high communications tower next to your house block?
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How could this even be considered in a residential sub division?
o This is inconsistent with what | have seen in MSC zoning practices
Aren't the zoning bylaws in place to protect and separate residential areas from commercial
interests and operations?
o Typically, communication towers are in industrial/commercial areas or in rural areas
at a greater distance from housing.
Could other locations away from the housing subdivision be considered?
o The town cemetery is only 250 meters away. (There are limited locations with power
available. Surely Telstra can afford to get power to an alternate site.)
| agree that a communications tower in Watsonville will help the town grow, However, |
think that a tower in a residential subdivision will stifle growth on that side of town.

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter. Watsonville will benefit from having a

communications tower so please consider locating the tower away from the housing subdivisions.

Should you have any questions of me please don’t hesitate to contact me via the phone number or

email address mentioned below.

Kind Regards,

Roger Hockey

25/06/18
Mobile: 0401653173
Email: hockeybuilders@bigpond.com
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Mareeba Shire Council
PO Box 154

Mareeba, QLD, 4880

Tyler Hockey
102 Clara St, Watsonville,

PO Box 1683, Mareeba, QLD, 4880

RE: Proposed Development — Telecommunications Facility

Lot 114 W2631
Dear Sir/Madam,

I’'m writing in regards to the development of the Telstra tower on lot 114 W2631 Ann St Watsonwville,
QLD, 4887. | understand the benefits of placing a telecommunications tower in the town of
Watsonville. However, I'm writing to state my objection to the proposal mentioned above. Not only
will the tower be situated amongst houses, it will be within 10 meters of our proposed dwelling.
With 10 other siblings, | am concerned for the safety of my family. Although the EME levels are said
to be safe, I'm concerned about being under the towers exposure 24 hours a day 7 days a week. | do
not wish to be exposed to such unnatural high levels of EME because of the close range of the tower.

I’'m not against having a tower in Watsonville. I’d rather have it at a further distance from our home
such as the Watsonville Pioneer cemetery. Whatever you do, please do not allow the tower to be
built so close to our home and family.

Kind Regards,
I Fechy

Tyler Hockey
25/06/18
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From: Lyndon Hockey

Sent: 25 Jun 2018 20:12:09 +1000

To: Info (Shared)

Subject: MCU/18/0013 - objection submission - Lyndon Hockey
The Mayor 14 Goodhew Close

Mr Tom Gilmore Bentley Park

Mareeba Shire Council Qld 4869

Re: Application Ref:MCU/180013

Re: Proposed Development Telecommunications Facility

Lot 114 on W2631

Dear Mayor Gilmore,

I am writing to request that this proposed development of a 40M high tower by Telstra be changed to another
location. The lot where 1t 1s planned to be built 15 extremely close(just a few metres) from our nephew, Roger
Hockey’s land in Watsonville. Roger and his wife, Beth purchased the land about 4 years ago and have plans to
build a home for their family of 10 chuldren. Very recently they suffered the tragic loss of their 7 month old baby
daughter and had her buried at the very beautiful Watsonville Pioneer cemetery because of their plans to make
Watsonville their home.

There 15 so much vacant land in the area thatl believe 1t would be possible for Telstra to find a suitable lot with
access to electrieity that is not in such close proximity to homes, particularly with such young children.

Roger and Beth have been residents of the Mareeba Shire for quite some years and currently operate a building
business.

I trust you and your councillors can be sympathetic to changing this development. None of us would want this type
of facility m such close range to our children’s and grandcluldren’s homes.

My husband, Lyndon and I are rate pavers in the Mareeba Shire and as land developers have invested in the Shire
and believe 1t 15 a good region for

Families to live.

Thank you for your consideration to change the location of this Telstra tower

Yours Sincerely

Delwyn Hockey

Lyndon Hockey

Hockey Machinery Sales Pty Ltd
39 Supply Rd

Bentley Park 4869

Catrns North QLD

Australia.

0428 772 902

07 4045 2944
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ATTACHMENT 3
visionstream ¥ T
Environmental EME Report
Location 1086 Herberton-Petford Road, WATSONVILLE QLD 4887
Date 27/06/2018 RFNSA No. 4887004

How does this report work?

This report provides a summary of levels of radiofrequency (RF) electromagnetic energy (EME) around the wireless
base station at 1086 Herberton-Petford Road, WATSONVILLE QLD 4887. These levels have been calculated by
Visionstream using methodology developed by the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency
(ARPANSA).

A document describing how to interpret this report is available at ARPANSA’s website:

A Guide to the Environmental Report.

A snapshot of calculated EME levels at this site

There are currently no existing radio systems for this The maximum EME level calculated for the proposed
site. changes at this site is

0.013%

out of 100% of the public exposure limit, 4.21m from
the location.

EME levels with the proposed changes

Distance from the Percentage of the pul
site exposure limit

0-50 m 0.013%
50-100 m 0.01%
100-200 m 0.0029%
200-300 m 0.0031%
300-400 m 0.0079%
400-500 m 0.0092%

For additional information please refer to the EME ARPANSA Report annexure for this site which can be found at
http://www.rfnsa.com.au/4887004.
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Radio systems at the site

This base station currently has equipment for transmitting the services listed under the existing configuration.
The proposal would modify the base station to include all the services listed under the proposed configuration.

Proposed

WCDMABS0 (proposed), LTE700
(proposed)

Telstra 3G, 4GX

An in-depth look at calculated EME levels at this site

This table provides calculations of RF EME at different distances from the base station for emissions from existing
equipment alone and for emissions from existing equipment and proposed equipment combined. All EME levels are
relative to 1.5 m above ground and all distances from the site are in 360° circular bands.

Existing configuration Proposed configuration

Percentage of Percentage of
Distance from 3008 G0 the public Electric field the public
the site (V/m) exposure {V/m) exposure
limit limit
0-50m 0.42 0.48 0.013%
50-100m 0.39 0.41 0.01%
100-200m 0.21 0.12 0.0029%
200-300m 0.21 0.12 0.0031%
300-400m 0.34 0.3 0.0079%
400-500m 0.36 0.35 0.0092%

Calculated EME levels at other areas of interest

This table contains calculations of the maximum EME levels at selected areas of interest, identified through
consultation requirements of the Communications Alliance Ltd Deployment Code C564:2011 or other means.
Calculations are performed over the indicated height range and include all existing and any proposed radio systems for
this site.

Maximum cumulative EME level for the proposed configuration

Percentage of

Location Height range Electric field the public

(V/m) exposure
limit

No locations identified
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