PLANNI NG REF . 260974
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 12 Kennedy Gardens
. Earl ey, Reading, Berkshire

: RG 5RN
SUBM TTED BY : M David WIson
DATE SUBM TTED : 08/05/2026

COWENTS:

Dear Wbki ngham Bor ough Counci

I wite inrelation to our |last correspondence on 4th February 2026
related to the property of 4 Lancaster Gardens, Earley and their
application for the erection of a 7m high Amateur Aeri al

As you will be aware, the houseowner of 4 Lancaster Gardens, Earley
had twice erected a pole at the bottomof his garden wi thout

perm ssion, and you were in subsequent discussions with [var Janes
and as a result the pole was thankfully renoved.

We received a hand typed application fromlvar Janes on 9th April in
advance of your official docunmentation and he was persistent in
knocki ng on the doors of all our neighbours to get conpleted forns.
Sonet hi ng none of us appreciated. W therefore sent a copy of this
letter by hand to WBC encl osi ng his hone-nade docunentation so that
our correspondence was through the correct and proper channels. i.e
Woki ngham Bor ough Counci | .

M Janes's docunents has again applied for planning permssion to
erect an Amateur short-wave wire antenna and supporting pole at the
bottom of his garden right in our vision fromour |ounge and back
garden. His proposal is for it to be 7m hi gh above the ground
(thus at roof line height !) and he has encl osed a phot ographic
artist's

i mpression and supporting diagrammuatic visuals. The dianeter is
irrelevant as the pole and its supporting structures will be visible
above the roof Iine of our house.

We strongly oppose this proposal on several grounds. As you will
see in the photo inpression that Ivar Janes has provided, the naple
tree in the corner of our garden will NOT obscure the pole

regardl ess of the colour it is painted. Any pole of this height
will be visible fromour |lounge and will alter the skyline to the
detrinment of our property and our surrounding properties. W are
retired and no |longer drive, so we spend 80% of our tinme at the
back of our house enjoying our |ounge and garden and we are

di sappoi nted that once again we have to | odge a conplaint to object

to its erection. Most inportantly we object on a health issue
related to radiation emitted from such an
aerial. W have objected to this antenna's installation on 3

separ ate occasi ons and our decision has NOT changed. More
importantly it is in our line of vision for what is a snmall garden
and we will be losing the anenity value of our garden because of
the overbearing nature of the proposed antenna.

Pl ease note that the gardens in Kennedy Gardens are nuch shal |l ower
than in Lancaster Gardens.

W would also like it noted that |Ivar has presented hinself
personally at our house, un- announced on nultiple occasions since
the New Year. The nbst recent was on 14th April where he wanted to
pick up a

conpl eted copy of his form This has not been appreciated by us or
our nei ghbours.

Qur overall coment is to fiercely object to this planning
application and we have submitted this to the Council in hard copy.
Since this date we have been doing sone further investigation and



woul d like you to confirmthe foll owi ng questions -

Pl ease can you confirmthe Aerial Licence nunber for 4 Lancaster

Gar dens?

Pl ease can you also confirmthe reasons for this planning

pernm ssion? Eg what is the purpose for the use of this aerial, how
is he

br oadcasti ng?

The reason we ask this is that having done sone investigations there
are alternatives which nean that an aerial of this height would not
be necessary. W would obviously prefer NO aerial at all and our
nei ghbours and oursel ves are very worried about potential health

i ssues. | have had two cancer scares and would reject any potentia
environnental interferences which could put either of our health's
at risk.

There is an option of burying radials and cables in the ground of 4
Lancaster Gardens or nultiple antennae options that are internal to
hi s house which go through the loft or ground radials inside the
garage. These | gather can be run down the fence line which would
not obstruct any view.

We woul d appreciate a response to the questions above and ideally a
confirmation that planning pernission has been denied. As a

nei ghbour hood i n Kennedy Gardens we are very worried and extrenely
frustrated that we are still having to | odge an objection

Ki nd regards
David & Jan W son



