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Site: Junction of Stoney Lane and Turnpike Road, Newbury

Planning Officer Sian Cutts

Presenting:

Member Presenting: N/A

Parish Representative Councillor Nigel Foot

speaking:

Objector(s) speaking: John Softley Attending In Person
Supporter(s) speaking: N/A

Applicant/Agent speaking: N/A

Councillor Jeff Beck
Councillor Jeff Cant

Ward Member(s):

1. Alternative Sites

The Supplementary Information Form submitted with the application,
assessment of alternative sites.

included the following

Site Site Name and Address National Grid Reason for not
Reference choosing
1 Gaywood Drive, Newbury, West 448512 167899 It was considered that this

Berkshire, RG14 2PA

option did not provide a
better town planning and
environmental solution,
when compared directly
to the application site.

It was considered that
visual splay issues could
be caused for oncoming
motorists near the
junction. As such, this
option was discounted.
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Gaywood Drive, Newbury, West
Berkshire, RG14 2PA,

448608 167800

Narrow pavement at this
location would hinder
pedestrian access should
the necessary equipment
be installed. This option
was therefore discounted.
The proximity to a steep
embankment posed
design concerns and
would prove problematic
for equipment
deployment.

Eastern Chef, Gaywood Drive,
Newbury, West Berkshire, RG14
2PA

448771 167760

The proximity to existing
overhead cable posed
design concerns and
would prove problematic
for equipment
deployment. As such, this
option was discounted.

Hopwood Close, Newbury, West
Berkshire, RG14 2PG

448767 167833

Narrow pavement at this
location would hinder
pedestrian access should
the necessary equipment
be installed. This option
was therefore discounted.

Avon Way, Newbury, West
Berkshire, RG14 2PF

448790 167956

It was considered that
visual splay issues on the
shared pavement for
pedestrian and cyclists
could be caused for
oncoming motorists near
the junction. As such, this
option was discounted.

Wyndham Road, Newbury, West
Berkshire, RG14 2NJ

448761 167997

The proximity to existing
overhead cable posed
design concerns and
would prove problematic
for equipment
deployment. As such, this
option was discounted.

Turnpike Road, Newbury, West
Berkshire, RG14 2ND

448743 167985

The proximity to existing
services posed design
concerns and would
prove problematic for
eguipment deployment.
As such, this option was
discounted.

Visual splay issues also
raised concerns for
oncoming motorists near
the junction.

Kiln Road, Newbury, West
Berkshire, RG14 2NH

448523 167988

It was considered that
visual splay issues could
be caused for oncoming
motorists near the
junction. As such, this
option was discounted
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2. Additional Consultation Responses

Environmental
Health:

My experience of their cabinets is that whilst they do make a mild hum,
it is not particularly loud or intrusive and has never resulted in any
complaints that | am aware of so | have not typically raised it as an
issue. If there are concerns, we could recommend a noise condition to
ensure that noise generated does not cause adverse impacts:

All plant, machinery and equipment installed or operated in connection
with the carrying out of this permission shall be so enclosed and/or
attenuated that noise therefrom does not exceed at any time a level of
5dB[A] below the existing background noise level [or 10dBJ[A] if there is
a particular tonal quality [or is intermittent in nature] when measured in
accordance with BS4142:2014 at a point one metre external to the
nearest residential or noise sensitive property

Reason
To protect the occupants of nearby residential properties from noise

The equipment cabinets are permitted development in their own right. Whilst additional
advice was sought from Environmental Health on the potential noise from the cabinets,
imposing a condition as suggested would be beyond the remit of this application which refers
to siting and appearance of the mast only.

3. Response to 3@ Party Comments From Agent

The agent has submitted comments’ in response to the objections raised the points can be
summarised as follows:

The NPPF states that planning authorities must not set health guards different to
those set out by the International Commission guidelines, and an ICNIRP certificate
was submitted with this application

The height of the mast has been kept to a minimum to provide the necessary service
and remain operationally viable, 20m high monopoles are routinely deployed.

The ground based equipment cabinets are permitted development, whether they are
the subject of graffiti is beyond the application

The site selection has been limited to a small area to fit the Operators network and
cell pattern, alternative sites were identified, and this is the best town planning
solution, if the area to be served is residential, the mast will be in a residential area.
The site is a residential area, but also where there is other street furniture

Aiming to provide 3G, 4G and 5G coverage to this a part of Newbury, moving further
away from target area will reduce connectivity, capacity and coverage, refers to
appeal cases where the best site does not have to be selected.

The applicants consider that the least damaging site has been selected in this
instance, making use of the natural environment, given the trees, pedestrian footway,
and the context of the built environment

The height is below the standard 20m monopole which is used many settings and
were permitted in 2017, and the further relaxation of PD rights in 2022 to enable 5G
roll-out.

Mobile data use is at an all-time high following Covid and the need for base stations
to provide coverage & connectivity

Selection of appeals where 20m monopoles and ground based assessment were
considered.

Accept that the current poles will be visible, but given the benefits they should be
acceptable, and say that while visible it will not be harmful.
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e The use of a 15 m high slim line monopole reduces the visual impact of the scheme
as much as practical, contrast with the bubble headframe of the 4G roll-out. The
design is a higher quality than previously used.
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