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 3/05 
LAND ADJ TO 36 PANGBOURNE DRIVE, STANMORE P/458/06/CFU/RP1 
 Ward: CANONS 
  
INSTALLATION OF 8 METRE HIGH SLIM LINE POLE WITH ONE ANTENNA AND 
EQUIPMENT CABINET 

 

  
PHA COMMUNICATIONS LTD for ORANGE PCS LTD  
  
  
RECOMMENDATION 
Plan Nos:  
 
REFUSE approval of details of siting/appearance for the following 
 
1 The proposal by reason of its height, prominent siting and unsatisfactory 

appearance would be visually obtrusive and unduly prominent to the detriment of 
the appearance and character of this part of the Canons Park Estate Conservation 
Area, the amenity of local residents and the appearance of the adjoining open 
space. 

  
INFORMATIVES 
1 INFORMATIVE: 

The following policies in the Harrow Unitary Development Plan are relevant to this 
decision: 
D4  Standard of Design and Layout 
D24 Telecommunications Development 

 
 
MAIN CONSIDERATIONS 
1) Compliance with ICNIRP 
2) Need for Installation 
3) Character of Area and Visual / Residential Amenity (S1, D24) 
4) Consultation Responses 
 
 
INFORMATION 
This report is included on the agenda in view of the significant public concern over the 
development. 
a) Summary 
  
Conservation Area: Canons Park Estate 
Council Interest: Highway Land 
 
b) Site Description 
•  Triangular shaped grassed area at the junction of Dalkeith Grove and Pangbourne Drive 
•  Grassed area is between the back edge of the footway and the railings bounding the 

open space.  
 
 
 



 

2 
Development Control Committee - Supplemental Report Tuesday 11th April 2006 
 

Item 3/05 : P/458/06/CFU continued/… 
 
c) Proposal Details 
•  Install a 8m high imitation telegraph pole with 1.7m antennae within the shroud on the 

top section of the pole, directly opposite Nos. 34 and 36 Pangbourne Drive, sited just 
within the boundary of the Canons Park Estate Conservation Area 

•  A 1.25m high equipment cabinet is to be installed near to the base of the mast 
 
d) Relevant History  
•   None. 
 
e) Applicant’s Statement 
•  There are tall trees behind the site which will provide a suitable backcloth 
•  This location was chosen being centrally located within the area of coverage deficiency 
•  A large number of replies were received by the applicant in response to its consultation. 

These concerned: Health and Safety, Siting and Appearance, Site Sharing, and Schools 
/Colleges 

•  There are no existing operator installations or available buildings within the search area 
•  Proposal complies with ICNIRP public exposure guidelines 
•  The proposed replica telegraph pole will assist in blending in to the locality 
•  Full regard has been had to HUDP Policy D24 regarding telecoms equipment 
 
f) Consultations 
 

Notifications Sent Replies Expiry 
 11 3 04-APR-06 
Summary of Responses: Contrary to HUDP Policy 24, adverse impact on 
conservation area, detrimental to residential visual amenities, noise, interference with 
other telecomm equipment, better sites and one existing antenna within 100m. 

 
APPRAISAL 
1)  Compliance with ICNIRP 
 The proposal includes an ICNIRP declaration confirming compliance with the public 

exposure guidelines. 
 
2)  Need for Installation 

The applicant submits that the mast is required to improve the service and that no 
alternate site is available. It does not comply with all parts of HUDP policy D24 in 
particular the effect on the conservation area and impact on visual amenity. 

 
3) Character of Area and Visual / Residential Amenity 
 The site is just within the conservation area which covers much of the former Chandos 

estate southwards to Canons Park Station and Whitchurch Lane. The proposal 
represents an alien feature when viewed against the sylvian background bordering this 
part of the conservation area. Many homes in this location face onto the open area and 
those occupiers together with passers by will also have this visual experience.  

 
 In addition, the proposed replica telegraph pole would be seen without any of the cables 

normally associated with such structures and would therefore look out of place and 
inappropriate in this location, to the detriment of the character and appearance of this 
part of the conservation area. 
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Item 3/05 : P/458/06/CFU continued/… 
 
4) Consultation Responses 
 Apart from the points raised in the above sections of the report, other issues raised are: 
•   Concerns about risk to health:  ODPM guidance in PPG8 - Telecommunications 

Development is quite clear.  Health concerns are accepted as a material planning 
consideration, but Local Planning Authorities are advised that if the development 
complies with the ICNIRP exposure guidelines then they should not give further 
consideration to health effects. 

•   Interference with radio equipment: this is not normally a planning matter. 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
For all the reasons considered above, and weighing up the development plan policies and 
proposals, and other material considerations including comments received in response to 
notification and consultation as set out above this application is recommended for refusal. 
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 3/06 
JCTN WITH BESSBOROUGH RD & WEST ST, HARROW P/554/06/CFU/RP1 
 Ward: HARROW ON THE 

HILL 
  
INSTALLATION OF 15 METRE HIGH SLIM LINE POLE WITH THREE ANTENNAE, ONE 
DISH AND FOUR EQUIPMENT CABINETS 

 

  
PHA COMMUNICATIONS LTD  
  
  
RECOMMENDATION  
 
Plan Nos: GA/101/A, 102/A, 103/A,104/A 
 
REFUSE permission for the development described in the application 
and submitted plans for the following reason(s): 
 
1 The proposal by reason of its height, size and unsatisfactory siting adjacent to the 

boundary of the Harrow on the Hill Conservation Area and Area of Special 
Character would be visually obtrusive, unduly prominent and result in a proliferation 
of street furniture, to the detriment of the character and appearance of the 
conservation area and the locality in general. 

  
INFORMATIVES 
1 INFORMATIVE: 

The following policies in the Harrow Unitary Development Plan are relevant to this 
decision: 
D4  Standard of Design and Layout 
D24 Telecommunications Development 

  
 
 
MAIN CONSIDERATIONS 
5) Compliance with ICNIRP 
6) Need for Installation 
7) Character of Area and Visual / Residential Amenity (S1, D4, D26) 
8) Consultation Responses 
 
 
INFORMATION 
This report is included on the agenda in view of the significant public concern over the 
development. 
a) Summary 
  
Area of Special 
Character 

Harrow on the Hill 

Conservation Area: Harrow on the Hill 
Council Interest: None 
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b) Site Description 
•  Site near to the T junction of West Street, Bessborough Road and Lower Road. 
•  Currently forms part of the footway running alongside school playing fields on the 

opposite side of the road to West Street.  
 
c) Proposal Details 
•  Install a 15m high mast with three antennas and one dish. 
•  Also a bank of four equipment cabinets and electrical pillar. 
 
d) Relevant History  
•   None 
 
e) Applicant’s Statement 
•  Site is best available for the local level of infill coverage required. 
•  Council will not share lamppost therefore have to seek an alternative highway solution. 
•  6 options looked at including the edge of the cricket ground and West Street. 
 
f) Consultations 
 

Notifications Sent Replies Expiry 
 4 AWAITED 04-APR-06 
CAAC:  Objection.  Intrusion on the surrounding open space; highly visible in the 
winter months.  Clutter.  Fails to preserve or enhance the conservation area. 

 
 
APPRAISAL 
 
1) Compliance with ICNIRP 
 The proposal includes an ICNIRP declaration confirming compliance with the public 

exposure guidelines. 
 
2) Need for Installation 
 The applicant contends there is a need to fill a gap in the Orange network in this locality. 
 
3)  Character of Area and Visual / Residential Amenity 
 The impact of the development has been highlighted by the CAAC in its comments.  In 

addition there is an adverse impact on the Area of Special Character.  Due to the 
absence of nearby homes the impact on residential amenity is minimal. 

 
4) Consultation Responses 
•   None to date. 
 
CONCLUSION 
For all the reasons considered above, and weighing up the development plan policies and 
proposals, and other material considerations including comments received in response to 
notification and consultation as set out above this application is recommended for refusal. 
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