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COWENTS:
Pr oposed tel ecomuni cati ons base station devel opnent at Land off
Hogwood Lane, Hogwood | ndustrial Estate, Finchanpstead, R&0 4QQ

To whomit nay concern

| wite to object to the above prior approval application concerning
the proposed tel econmuni cations installation at Berkel ey Business
Par k. The devel oper's notice states that the issue for determ nation
is the siting and appearance of the proposed devel opnent, conprising
a 20mlattice mast, antennas, dishes and equi pnent cabinets. This
objection is directed accordingly to those planning issues.

1.Siting -excessive proximty to Unit 1

The principal objection is the proposed siting of the nmast and
associ ated conpound i mmediately next to Unit 1. The position as
presently understood is that the devel opnent is intended to be
erected "tight next to unit 1" and within approximately 2.5 feet of
Unit 1. On any ordinary view, that is an exceptionally close
relationship for a structure of this nature and scal e.

A 20 netre lattice nast, together with associ ated cabi nets and
ancillary equi pnment, sited in such close proxinity to an existing
busi ness unit is an inappropriate and unduly harnful |ocation. The
Local Planning Authority is requested to consider not nerely the
mast in isolation, but the conbined effectof the full installation
including its conpound and equi pnent cabi nets, when placed so near
to an occupied unit.

2. Effect on the use and operation of Unit 1

There is a real concern that the siting would adversely affect the
practical use and operationof Unit 1. That concern is nmaterial. In
assessing siting, the Authority is asked to consider whether the
proposed | ocation would prejudice the ordinary and efficient use of
the unit and its i medi ate surroundings, including circulation
servicing, and access insofar as those matters are affected by the
position of the mast and conpound.

Even if the Authority considers the principle of teleconmunications
devel opnent acceptable in this area, that does not nean that this
particular location is acceptable. The issue is whether this
installation has been placed in the | east harnful practicable
position. On the material available, there is reason to concl ude
that it has not.

3. Appearance and vi sual inpact

The proposal is for a 20mlattice mast in gal vani sedgrey steel, wth
ant ennas, di shes and two equi pnent cabi nets. By reason of both its
hei ght and industrial form the installation would be a prom nent
and visually intrusive feature. That visual inpact is materially

wor sened by the alleged proxinmty to Unit 1



The Authority is therefore asked to consider the appearance of the
proposal in its actual context at ground |evel, including the effect
of the mast, cabinets and conpound when viewed fromand in relation
to Unit 1 and the inmedi ate busi ness park environnent.

4. Less harnful alternative siting appears avail abl e

A specific alternative has been identified by the objector: the nast
shoul d be noved further along the grass recreational ground and car
park by about 50 yards, where there is said to be only a car park.
The letter already identifies alternative siting as a potentially
significant objection point. If there is a realistic alternative

|l ocation within the wider site that would reduce the inpact on Unit
1 while still neeting the operator's objectives, that is a matter
whi ch shoul d wei gh heavily agai nst approval of the present siting.

The application should not be approved sinply because a nast nay be
capabl e of being |ocated sonewhere on the |land. The rel evant
question is whether this precise siting has been properly justified
when a less harnful position nay be avail abl e.

5. Property val ue concerns

The objector also has understandabl e concerns that the devel opnent
may deval ue the property and reduce rental value. Those concerns are
commercially real fromthe owner's perspective. However, this
objection is principally advanced on planning grounds relating to
siting, appearance and inpact on the use of Unit 1, which are the
matters the devel oper's notice identifies for consideration

6. Alternative Location

There is said to be an existing tel econmunications nmast in close
proximty to the proposed site, visible in the photographs already
provi ded by the objector. This existing mast is approxinmately 50-70
yards away fromthe proposed |ocation. In those circunstances, the
Authority is requested to consider whether the proposed apparatus
could instead be accommpdat ed by way of use.

7. Possible bridleway inpact

The Authority is respectfully asked to consider is the possible
presence of a bridlewaynear, or potentially affected by, the
proposed site. Wthout overstating the position, if such a route
exists in the vicinity, it my be relevant to the assessnent of
siting, access,

visual inpact and the effect of the proposal on the character of the
locality.

8. BBPMC position

It is understood that Berkel ey Business Park Managenent Conpany has
indicated that it does not intend to oppose the planning perm ssion
That does not resolve the planning nerits of the current siting, nor
does it renpbve the Authority's obligation to assess the

acceptability of the proposal's siting and appearance in |light of
the specific inpact on Unit 1 and given Jansu Group Linited own one
third of the estate freehold.

Concl usi on



For the reasons above, prior approval ought to be refused in
relation to the proposed siting and appearance of this devel opnent.
In the

alternative, the Authority is requested to require the applicant to
rel ocate the mast and associ ated equi pnent to a | ess harnfu
position, including proper consideration of the alternative |ocation
further along the recreational ground near the car park.

Pl ease acknow edge recei pt of this objection and place it before the
pl anni ng of ficer determning the application

Yours sincerely,

M M Ful | br ook



