
Kevin and Pamela Quirk  
108 Cote Road  
Monson, MA 01057  
   
Mr. Vinny Tirone,  
   
We live at 108 Cote Road Monson and have an objection to the construction of a cell 
tower as described on lot 52-24. Our major concern is the health and safety of the 
surrounding residences mainly that of the increase risk of cancer in those who live 
within 400 meters of a cell tower. Our second is on decreasing our property values. We 
also have noticed a huge disruption in wildlife due to construction at the Cote Road 
access point mainly in the wild turkey and deer population.  
   
We will; be on the Zoom call for the Planning Meeting on December 15, 2020 at 7PM.   
   
Kevin and Pam Quirk  
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



December 23, 2020 

 

Kevin and Pamela Quirk 

108 Cote Road 

Monson, MA 01057 

 

Dear Planning Board, 

We were present for the last Planning Board meeting Zoom call and are still objecting to the 

placement of a Cell Tower on Lakeside Drive, with the entrance on Cote Road. Our concerns are 

as follows: 

1. Since the removal of trees up on the old fire road and placement of electrical lines we have 

noticed a sharp decline in wildlife mainly wild turkey and deer. These creatures traveled through 

our property daily and are now nonexistent.  

2. We are very concerned about the water runoff on the 250 foot frontage which aligns with our 

property boundary. Especially in the springtime,  there is a large amount of water runoff from the 

higher mountain elevations which travels down into our yard and into on old foundation on the 

open wooded lot. Our concern is that this runoff will intensify once the  cell structure is built. 

3. The cell tower plans indicate that the structure will be 60 x 60. Will it be possible for us the 

see the pinned marked area of the proposed structure?  

4. We moved to Monson in January 2003, the previous owner, Jack Carter had the 80 acres for 

Open Space and we and many neighbors used the trails for hiking and recreation, and the owner 

prior to that also allowed hiking, trail riding. The current owner has denied us this privilege 

which is their right but it changes the character of our neighborhood. 

5. We think the cell tower will be a public and private nuisance, a " visual pollution"  and is not 

in character of the residential rural atmosphere of the neighborhood.  Already we can see a 

change in the skyline with the removal of the trees and expansion of the old fire road.  

6. Declining property values and health concerns were not to be discussed on the Zoom call but 

they are a huge concern to us. If Vertex has any data they would like to share we would be happy 

to listen at the next  Zoom meeting.  

 

Kevin and Pamela Quirk  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Hello  Monson Selectman,   

 

My name is Jack Carter the previous owner of the 80+ acre parcel in question being used for the 

proposed cell tower.   I purchased the property over 10 years ago for wildlife preservation, and 

recreation.  While I owned the property , people rode their horses, hiked, Boy Scouts had field 

trips, hunted and just enjoyed the mountain environment.   I called the Town of Monson 

conservation to see if they where interested in the land as open space, I never heard back from 

the town and that has been several years ago.   I looked at donating it to the Boy Scouts but they 

had many issues and I did not want the land auctioned off to pay legal bills. 

 

I put the property up for sale and had several people of interest , I met With the buyers on the 

property and they said the property was going to be for recreation ,horseback riding ,they were 

environmentalist and want to preserve the property and the wildlife.  I said “perfect” these are 

the people I wanted to preserve the property.  After we closed on the property I received a call 

that a large machine  was building a road up next to my property on cote road.  I walked up to 

the proposed property and took a look at the cart path that had been turned into a stone road 

crossing over and back filling wet lands, placing drainage pipes to move the water flow .  I 

looked for permits and grading stakes and did not personally see them.   I was dumb founded by 

the changes. 

 

I have watched over this 80 acre forest and there were always many wet and muddy mud holes or 

kettle type holes on the property.  .  The 250+/- feet frontage on cote road gets very wet.  During 

a heavy rain storm I went down to the 250+/- feet frontage lot on cote road and the water almost 

ran over the top of my boots.   

 

I hired a forester to manage 137 acres of my forest.   We decided to clean up and selectively  cut 

some of the diseased trees and later the tornado damaged trees.  My forester explained that 

MASS. has a N.H.E.S.P. , endangered species program that monitors the land.  A letter sent to 

my forester in January, 2010 stated that there were eastern  box turtles on the property and 

loggers could only work in the area  a few months a year.   While we were going through the due 

diligence process to sell the property my Forester checked the Mass. state report and he said the 

notice of eastern box turtles on this property no longer exist.  We are now confused. 

 

I understand that having improved cell service for the immediate future could be helpful for the 

police, and fire departments .  I think that there are people who are going to get a financial 

windfall from the installation of the cell tower while others may see a loss of property value , 

loss of quiet enjoyment , possible health issues.   

 

I think all tax payers and residents in Monson need to benefit from the cell tower.  The abutters 

need to receive additional benefits for their exposure. 

 

These are items that I think need consideration and food for thought. 

 

1. Any abutter who gets water coming off the mountain onto their property from the Installation 

of the cell tower should be fully corrected and made whole by the cell tower owners, for the next 

25 years.  There are lots of precipitation at times  ,flowing down the mountain. 



 

2. Any landowners within 3000 feet of the cell tower property will receive a one time payment 

for the reduced value of their damaged property.  Real estate appraisers need to be hired with 

historical values of property values who have been impacted by such a tower.  Fees should be 

paid by tower owners ( exclude me if you wish and give it to the other abutters). 

 

3. The abutting property owners should get a 25% reduction in property tax. 

 

4. The 80 acres  should still be used for citizens of Monson for recreation, wild life habitat, . 

 

5. The 80 acres should be prohibited from participating in chapter 61 reduced taxes . 

 

6.  No other construction , timber removal,houses, windmills , commercial buildings, mining, 

solar panels,removal of stone walls,, on the 80 acres. 

 

7.  All electrical wires need to be buried from a public road way to cell tower. 

 

8. Consider a split tax rate for utility structures and land  in the town of Monson.  Possibly 1-2 

times the residential rate of the real estate tax.   This increase will assist the town with the 

expense of fire, and police protection  in this area. 

 

 

The Town of Monson needs to slow down and review this with their lawyers before moving 

ahead.  If any of these suggestions need legislation changed or rewritten then go Through the 

process. 

 

Everybody needs to win from this Cell tower ,  The Town of Monson increase tax revenues, 

citizens via safety and recreation, and investors  with their Return On Investment. 

 

The financial windfall for a few should not be a hardship or financial loss of another! 

 

 

 

 

 

Sent from Xfinity Connect App 

Jack Carter 

 

 

 

 



Carr Lane  and Linda Quackenbush 

17 Lakeside Dr. 

Monson, MA 01057 

  

Tim Denny 

96 Lakeside Dr. 

Monson, MA 01057 

  

Re cell tower proposed for lot 52-24, Peter D. Martin and to be discussed at the December 15 

Monson Planning Board meeting. 

  

Background 

The plot plan for lot 52-24 indicates 3 access points from Cote Road and one from Lakeside Dr. 

The red line diagram on the right below is a GPS trace of new roads starting on Lakeside Dr: one 

branches off to the northeast dead ending at the edge of the wetland water to the north of Lake 

Paradise behind Tim Denney's house; the main road zig-zags up the 200-foot slope onto the 

relatively flat ground above the hill; there is a trailer and an excavation at the south, southwest 

end of the red line. 

  

Objection 

We strenuously object to heavy equipment to be used for construction or maintenance of this cell 

tower gaining access to the site from Lakeside Drive, or for providing power to the cell tower 

from Lakeside Drive. 

We request the Planning Board deny access from Lakeside Drive under Town By-laws Section 

7.3 Special permits.  Specifically 

            7.3.1    Purpose ... substantial impact upon traffic, utility systems, and the character of the 

Town, among other things. The Special Permit review process is intended to ensure a 

harmonious relationship between proposed development and its surroundings 

            7.3.8 Criteria may grant ... such special permit if it finds...:  



3.  That adequate and appropriate facilities will be provided for the proper operation of the 

proposed use, including special attention to safe vehicular circulation; [this is a quiet street 

around Lake Paradise where residents walk regularly.  Construction equipment poses a safety 

concern] 

4. Environmental -  

Section 5.1.3 Noise [Heavy equipment will have to work hard to scale the 200 foot rise 

from Lakeside Drive to the ridge.  In comparison it is only about 60 vertical feet climb 

when accessing the ridge from Cote Road.] 

Section 5.1.6 Erosion Control [Does the Planning Board know of and approve this newly-

cut road; a road that will certainly exacerbate erosion? If access to the site from Lakeside 

Drive is granted, heavy equipment repeatedly laboring up a steep freshly-cut dirt road 

will churn it to mud.  That mud will run downhill into Lake Paradise or into the wetlands 

to the north of Lake Paradise. This is a completely unacceptable and unnecessary risk 

considering that a flatter route from Cote Road is available.] 

6. The proposal will not create traffic congestion or impair pedestrian safety. [Lakeside Drive is 

narrow and frequently used for walking by local residents.] 

7. The proposed project shall not create a significant adverse impact to the quality of surface 

water or groundwater during and after construction...[See Section 5.1.6 above] 

  

Request 



For ourselves and for the residents of Lakeside Drive and Lake Paradise Road request the 

Monson Planning Board deny access to this cell tower site from Lake Paradise Road and 

Lakeside Drive.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Town of Monson Officials: 

Board of Health 

Planning Board 

Board of Selectmen 

Conservation Commission 

Board of Assessors 

 

 

Dear Ms. Wilson, 

 

Please deny the proposed cell tower for lot 52-24, Peter D. Martin and to be discussed at the 

December 15 Monson Planning Board meeting. 

The citizens living in Lake Paradise neighborhood have several concerns about this proposed 

Cell Tower to be located less than 800 feet from our homes and in direct view from the lake.  We 

are strongly opposed to this for several reasons. The major concerns are for the health and safety 

of the our community. Additionally we are concerned with a loss of property values.   

  

1. Several international studies show marked increase in cancer in individuals who live within 

400 meters of a cell phone towers. (this proposed tower will be within 400 meters of our entire 

neighborhood, some homes are less than 800 feet away).  Other health issues that have been 

linked to cell towers include: headaches, insomnia, dizziness, irritability, fatigue, heart 

palpitations, nausea, loss of appetite, feeling of discomfort, loss of libido, poor concentration, 

memory loss, neuropsychiatric problems such as depression. 

\https://www.researchgate.net/publication/241473738_The_Influence_of_Being_Physically_Nea

r_to_a_Cell_Phone_Transmission_Mast_on_the_Incidence_of_Cancer.  

https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.527.1036&rep=rep1&type=pdf 

https://mdsafetech.org/cell-tower-health-effects/ 

  

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/241473738_The_Influence_of_Being_Physically_Near_to_a_Cell_Phone_Transmission_Mast_on_the_Incidence_of_Cancer
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/241473738_The_Influence_of_Being_Physically_Near_to_a_Cell_Phone_Transmission_Mast_on_the_Incidence_of_Cancer
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.527.1036&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://mdsafetech.org/cell-tower-health-effects/


2. The state of New Hampshire established a legislative commission to study the environmental 

and health effects of wireless technology in 2019. They recently completed their final report 

which includes 15 recommendations to raise awareness, educate, promote oversight, and reduce 

radio frequency radiation (RF, also known as wireless).  The Commission heard from ten experts 

in physics, epidemiology, toxicology, and public policy. Everyone except the 

telecom representative acknowledged the large body of science showing RF-radiation emitted 

by wireless devices can effect humans, especially children, animals, insects, and plants. 

http://emfsafetynetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/NH-State-5G-final-report-2020.pdf 

  

3.Property values have been shown to diminish by 20% or more when a cell phone tower is 

erected in a neighborhood.  Furthermore, Realtors report that selling homes near cell towers is 

more difficult and are on the market for a much longer period of time.  

 https://www.parealtors.org/cell-towers-impact-property-

values/#:~:text=The%20Impact%20of%20Cell%20Phone,to%20a%20sales%20price%20analysi

s 

https://scientists4wiredtech.com/what-are-4g-5g/cell-tower-installation-plans-lower-property-

values/ 

https://www.emfsa.co.za/news/property-values-desirability-cell-towers/ 

https://sites.google.com/site/nocelltowerinourneighborhood/home/decreased-real-estate-value 

sites 

https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-2009-oct-26-me-ugly-telecoms26-story.html  

  

  

4. There have been lawsuits concerning this issue and the citizens have 

prevailed.  https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-2009-oct-26-me-ugly-telecoms26-

story.html   

 

 

We are also very concerned about the below aspect of this should a cell tower be approved. 

The cell tower proposed for lot 52-24, Peter D. Martin and to be discussed at the December 15 

Monson Planning Board meeting. 

http://emfsafetynetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/NH-State-5G-final-report-2020.pdf
https://www.parealtors.org/cell-towers-impact-property-values/#:~:text=The%2520Impact%2520of%2520Cell%2520Phone,to%2520a%2520sales%2520price%2520analysis
https://www.parealtors.org/cell-towers-impact-property-values/#:~:text=The%2520Impact%2520of%2520Cell%2520Phone,to%2520a%2520sales%2520price%2520analysis
https://www.parealtors.org/cell-towers-impact-property-values/#:~:text=The%2520Impact%2520of%2520Cell%2520Phone,to%2520a%2520sales%2520price%2520analysis
https://scientists4wiredtech.com/what-are-4g-5g/cell-tower-installation-plans-lower-property-values/
https://scientists4wiredtech.com/what-are-4g-5g/cell-tower-installation-plans-lower-property-values/
https://www.emfsa.co.za/news/property-values-desirability-cell-towers/
https://sites.google.com/site/nocelltowerinourneighborhood/home/decreased-real-estate-value
https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-2009-oct-26-me-ugly-telecoms26-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-2009-oct-26-me-ugly-telecoms26-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/archives/la-xpm-2009-oct-26-me-ugly-telecoms26-story.html


  

Background 

The plot plan for lot 52-24 indicates 3 access points from Cote Road and one from Lakeside Dr. 

The red line diagram on the right below is a GPS trace of new roads starting on Lakeside Dr: one 

branches off to the northeast dead ending at the edge of the wetland water to the north of Lake 

Paradise behind Tim Denney's house; the main road zig-zags up the 200-foot slope onto the 

relatively flat ground above the hill; there is a trailer and an excavation at the south, southwest 

end of the red line. 

  

Objection 

We strenuously object to heavy equipment to be used for construction or maintenance of this cell 

tower gaining access to the site from Lakeside Drive, or for providing power to the cell tower 

from Lakeside Drive. 

We request the Planning Board deny access from Lakeside Drive under Town By-laws Section 

7.3 Special permits.  Specifically 

            7.3.1    Purpose ... substantial impact upon traffic, utility systems, and the character of the 

Town, among other things. The Special Permit review process is intended to ensure a 

harmonious relationship between proposed development and its surroundings 

            7.3.8 Criteria may grant ... such special permit if it finds...:  

3.  That adequate and appropriate facilities will be provided for the proper operation of the 

proposed use, including special attention to safe vehicular circulation; [this is a quiet street 

around Lake Paradise where residents walk regularly.  Construction equipment poses a safety 

concern] 

4. Environmental -  

Section 5.1.3 Noise [Heavy equipment will have to work hard to scale the 200 foot rise 

from Lakeside Drive to the ridge.  In comparison it is only about 60 vertical feet climb 

when accessing the ridge from Cote Road.] 

Section 5.1.6 Erosion Control [Does the Planning Board know of and approve this newly-

cut road; a road that will certainly exacerbate erosion? If access to the site from Lakeside 

Drive is granted, heavy equipment repeatedly laboring up a steep freshly-cut dirt road 

will churn it to mud.  That mud will run downhill into Lake Paradise or into the wetlands 

to the north of Lake Paradise. This is a completely unacceptable and unnecessary risk 

considering that a flatter route from Cote Road is available.] 



6. The proposal will not create traffic congestion or impair pedestrian safety. [Lakeside Drive is 

narrow and frequently used for walking by local residents.] 

7. The proposed project shall not create a significant adverse impact to the quality of surface 

water or groundwater during and after construction...[See Section 5.1.6 above] 

  

Request 

For ourselves and for the residents of Lakeside Drive and Lake Paradise Road request the 

Monson Planning Board deny access to this cell tower site from Lake Paradise Road and 

Lakeside Drive. 

  

  

l 

We are hopeful that our town will be behind us in preserving this beautiful community. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



We live at 11 Lakeside Dr. in Monson. We do not have a problem with the cell tower proposed 

on the mountain between Lakeside Dr. and Cote Rd. However, we do have concerns if the access 

is to be from Lakeside Dr. for the following reasons: 
1. The possible runoff of pollutants into Lake Paradise and the pond directly northeast of the Lake 

and putting nearby wetlands at risk.                                                                             
2.  The traffic of heavy equipment through a residential neighborhood near the Lake and a beach 

and, as we understand it, through a resident’s yard, maybe 20 ft from the house, would have a 
major impact on our living conditions. This would be the more intense during the construction 
phase, but continue indefinitely for maintenance and repairs.  

3. Lake Paradise Rd. and Lakeside Dr. are narrow roads not meant for large trucks, etc. They are 
“delicate” and would not hold up. In addition, there are two major sewer connections on the 
stretch of Lakeside Dr. on the northeastern end of the Lake.  
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this. 
Bob and Diana Hague 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



January 14, 2021 

 

 

Mr. Craig Sweitzer 

Monson Planning Board 

110 Main Street 

Monson, MA 01057 

 

Subject:  Proposed Vertex Cell Tower on Cote Road, Monson, MA 

 

Dear Mr. Sweitzer: 

 

My name is Douglas Quill.  I live at 115 Cote Road which is diagonally across from the 

driveway of the proposed cell tower, of which I am opposed. 

 

Some issues that I would appreciate being addressed are: 

 
1. I feel the way this cell tower was permitted was very misleading and deceiving.  The permit says 

the proposed site of the cell tower would be suitably located in the neighborhood in which it 
was proposed, which is the neighborhood of Lakeside Drive, not the neighborhood of Cote 
Road. 

2. The permit also says there would be a frontage of 248 feet.  Cote Road only has approx. 50 feet 
of frontage where the driveway enters the property.  Is this not the actual frontage?  The permit 
is using Lakeside Drive as frontage when in deed the frontage is actually on Cote Road.  That is 
very misleading. 

3. What measures will be taken in case of a fire, i.e., fire detection equipment.  In case of an 
emergency or if there is a fire at the tower, will there be an adequate turn-around for a fire 
truck.  If a turn-around is provided, this would cause more destruction of the woodland than the 
60’ x 60’ proposed site. 

4. On Page 2 of the Project Narrative, under the title ‘The Project’, it states that there would be no 
pollution of waterways or ground water.  Where is all the run-off from the driveway going to 
shed?  There is a brook at 119 Cote Road which has native brook trout in it.  Will that brook and 
the native brook trout be protected from the silt run-off from the driveway.  In addition, will my 
property at 115 Cote Road, which is across the street from the proposed site’s driveway, be 
protected and guaranteed from water and silt run-off. 

5. After viewing the balloon test on Jan. 9, the balloon was very visible from many spots around 
Paradise Lake and a few spots on Woodhill Road and Cote Road.  The permit says a tower would 
not change the character of the neighborhood.  Since the balloon is visible, so will be the tower. 

6. Will Vertex Towers LLC provide scientific proof that no harmful emissions will be emitted from 
the tower, protecting Cote Road and neighboring residents.  Other residents have provided you 
with websites that provide data of cancer-causing emissions from cellular towers. 

7. Will Vertex Towers LLC provide guaranteed proof that the installation of a cell tower will have 
no devaluation of our houses or properties. 

8. If the owner of the property is making a profit by renting the land to Vertex LLC, will he be 
exempt from putting his land into Chapter 61 which provide him with tax exemptions. 
 



I think neither location is ideal for a tower due to the reasons listed above.  These are concerns of 

myself and many people living on Cote Road.  I look forward to a reply from the Town Board 

and/or Vertex Towers LLC. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Douglas Quill 

 


