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1.0 BACKGROUND

1.1 This application was considered by Members at the November Planning
Committee. Members resolved to defer the application to allow for the
applicant to consider and propose a solution to reduce the reflection from the
wind vane located to the top of the pole. Members also asked for some details
of the guidance referred to in the letters of objection.

1.2 A copy of the 4™ November committee report and its appendices together with

the late material and additional neighbour representations referred to in the
late material are attached.
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ADDITIONAL REPRESENTATIONS

Since the November Committee three additional representations have been
received:

A letter from The Rev'd lan Calder has been received stating that he has no
objection and in summary states:
e As a fairly close neighbour the mast is clearly visible from our house
and garden, but no more intrusive that the numerous tv masts on
surrounding houses.
e The fact that this is being used to record valuable weather information
and that this is part of a national scheme, is admirable.
e | really cannot see what all the fuss is about.

A letter from Sheila Richards has been received stating that she has no
objection and in summary states
e The mast is no more of an eyesore that the digital tv aerials erected on
many of the houses around.
e Suggests that all these aerials are painted with non reflective paint.

A letter has been received from Neal Smith which is reproduced in full:
As discussed, please find confirmation of my views below. Please only quote
from this correspondence and remove all previous correspondence,
references and quotes from the Planning Committee Meeting Agenda.

In summary, to be honest, on first seeing the mast | was disappointed not to
have been consulted before its installation.

e Unfortunately, the current height of the mast means that it dominates the
gardens and views from surrounding properties. This is reflected by the
objections raised by owners of 4 of the 5 properties that have adjacent
gardens.

e Its design is unsympathetic and not in keeping with suburban gardens.

e Regrettably, a sound justification for the height of the mast was not
established in the planning application. | know from my own garden that
there are areas that are not cast in shadow and although the anemometer
at the top of the mast is currently just above surrounding trees, these trees
will continue to grow and by next summer | expect this will no longer be the
case.

e Chris’ website has the following disclaimer: “Never base important
decisions or events on data from this private weather station, which
is offered as a general guide to local conditions only”. The impact the
installation is having on surrounding properties is disproportionate to the
value of having data which provides a “general guide” of local conditions. |
would expect that there are other sources of data which are fit for this
purpose. Data to be used as a “general guide” could be collected in a far
less conspicuous way and | understand previously was.
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e On Chris’ website there appear to be images from a webcam at the top of
the mast. | am concerned about this webcam moving and pointing towards

my property.

e | am concerned about the detrimental health effects raised by others. |
have also observed the anemometer’s ‘strobing’ effect from the rear of my

property.

e Claims made in the original application should be substantiated. Who is
using the data and how often? An occasional enquiry from someone with a
passing interest, who wants a “general guide” of conditions in Elmbridge is
insufficient justification for the detrimental effect on neighbouring
properties. | also expect that there are probably other sources of data that
could be used for this purpose.

| understand Chris would like to enjoy his hobby, but this should not be at the
expense of the occupants of surrounding properties enjoying their gardens
and the views from their homes. Unfortunately, | cannot support the current
height of the mast because | believe that it is unnecessary and does not
achieve an appropriate balance between the rights of the interested parties.
Please let me know if | can help in any way in reaching a compromise.

OFFICER OPINION

This application was discussed by Members in some detail however no
decision was made. The Committee were concerned about the reflection from
the wind vane and resolved to defer the application so that the applicant could
address this issue.

Members also asked for some information relating to the guidance referred to
in the letters of objection from neighbouring properties. The guidance is
information contained on the Planning Portal. It comprises good practice
guidelines and also sets down the criteria that must be met for equipment to
be considered permitted development and therefore not require the benefit of
planning permission.

With this application we have already taken the view that it is not permitted
development and does require planning permission. The application must
therefore be considered in accordance with our local policy context and the
principles of the National Planning Policy Framework and any other material
considerations, in the normal way.

A letter from the applicant dated 14™ November states that he lowered the
mast on 10" November and has now undertaken the following works:

e Re-painted the mast light grey in colour
Removed the three small solar powered lights
Removed the halyard
Addressed the sun reflection problem on the wind vane by lightly
removing the gloss finish
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e Painted the anemometer cups and wind vane in an approved non
reflective black material.
He also states that the mast was then re-erected on 14" November

It is clear that the pole is visible from neighbouring houses, their gardens and
from the public highway and | note the various concerns that have been raised
by local residents. My assessment of the application is to determine whether
the pole has an unreasonable affect upon the amenity of neighbouring
properties. Whilst the pole is visible, this is not in itself, a justified reason to
refuse the application. | consider that the steps that have been undertaken by
the applicant to remove the lights and halyard and to repaint, are factors that
do reduce the visual presence of the pole. However there is no doubt that
neighbours are aware of the presence of the pole, from both their houses and
gardens, and it is evident that they consider that it does affect their amenity.

Taking into account the positioning and slim design of the pole | do not
consider that the pole can be said to be overbearing or visually prominent to
an extent that would warrant refusal of the application. | do consider that the
removal of the shiny surface on the wind vane and the resultant black matt
finish should reduce the potential for the reflection of light.

Therefore | recommend that the application should be granted permission with
two conditions, firstly restricting the installation of any flags and/or further
apparatus onto the pole and secondly restricting any future painting of the
pole.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE HEAD OF PLANNING

That planning permission is granted with the following conditions to be
applied:

Condition 1

The pole shall at no time be used for the display of any flags, banners,
bunting or similar such advertisements and no lights or additional apparatus
or attachments shall be mounted onto the pole without the prior express
permission of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of the visual amenity of the area in accordance with
policy BE 21 of the Second Deposit City of Gloucester Local Plan (2002).

Condition 2

The pole and weather vane shall not be painted other than in accordance with
the details in the applicants letter dated 14™ November 2014 and shall
thereafter maintained as such .

Reason: In the interests of the visual amenity of the area in accordance with
policy BE.21 of the Second Deposit City of Gloucester Local Plan (2002).
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Person to contact: Joann Meneaud
(Tel: 396787)
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Ref. 14/00722/FUL

Dear Madam,

We are writing to confirm that we have no objections to the weather mast erected in the
garden of 15 Riversley Road. It's no more of an eyesore than the digital TV aerials erected on
many of the houses around. | suggest that all these aerials are painted with a non-reflective
paint.

Yours sincerely
Mr and Mrs K Richards






Dear Joann,

As discussed, please find confirmation of my views below. Please only quote from this
correspondence and remove all previous correspondence, references and quotes from
the Planning Committee Meeting Agenda.

In summary, to be honest, on first seeing the mast | was disappointed not to have been
consulted before its installation.

¢ Unfortunately, the current height of the mast means that it dominates the
gardens and views from surrounding properties. This is reflected by the
objections raised by owners of 4 of the 5 properties that have adjacent gardens.

e Its design is unsympathetic and not in keeping with suburban gardens.

e Regrettably, a sound justification for the height of the mast was not established
in the planning application. I know from my own garden that there are areas that
are not cast in shadow and although the anemometer at the top of the mast is
currently just above surrounding trees, these trees will continue to grow and by
next summer | expect this will no longer be the case.

e Chris’ website has the following disclaimer: “Never base important decisions
or events on data from this private weather station, which is offered as a
general guide to local conditions only”. The impact the installation is having
on surrounding properties is disproportionate to the value of having data which
provides a “general guide” of local conditions. | would expect that there are other
sources of data which are fit for this purpose. Data to be used as a “general
guide” could be collected in a far less conspicuous way and | understand
previously was.

e On Chris’ website there appear to be images from a webcam at the top of the
mast. | am concerned about this webcam moving and pointing towards my

property.

e | am concerned about the detrimental health effects raised by others. | have also
observed the anemometer’s ‘strobing’ effect from the rear of my property.

e Claims made in the original application should be substantiated. Who is using the
data and how often? An occasional enquiry from someone with a passing interest,
who wants a “general guide” of conditions in EImbridge is insufficient justification
for the detrimental effect on neighbouring properties. | also expect that there are
probably other sources of data that could be used for this purpose.

I understand Chris would like to enjoy his hobby, but this should not be at the expense
of the occupants of surrounding properties enjoying their gardens and the views from
their homes. Unfortunately, | cannot support the current height of the mast because |
believe that it is unnecessary and does not achieve an appropriate balance between the
rights of the interested parties.

Please let me know if I can help in any way in reaching a compromise.

Regards

Neal Smith



River Severn

Joann Meneaud
Gloucester City Council
Planning & Building Control

Britain's longest river

Lel:
Mobile |
e-mail:
web site:

DATE: Friday 14th November 2014
MY REF: 15R/MAST/003
YOUR REF: 14/00722/FUL

Advisory Comments by Planning Committee

Dear Joann,

[ am pleased to confirm that I lowered the mast on Monday 10" November 2014 and carried out work as

listed in my letter of 07-11-14 Ref: 15R/MAST/002.

To remind members of the work I did whilst the mast was lowered, it was as listed below.

* Re-painted the mast light grey in colour.
* Removed the three small solar powered lights.

e Removed the halyard.

* Addressing the sun reflection problem on the wind vane by lightly removing the gloss finish.
* Painted the anemometer cups and wind vane in an approved non reflective black material.

On the morning of Friday 14" November 2014 the mast was re-erected and I am pleased to confirm that no
sunlight is reflected off the wind vane. See pics taken at 11am on 14-11-14 in bright sunlight. I confirm that
the photograph submitted was taken with a lens equivalent to the human eye, showing what we see and not

what a telephoto lens sees!

I'have also attached a line drawing of a pair of semi detached houses as the type at the rear of my garden in
Merevale Road, showing my 7.4m mast in relationship to these dwellings. As [ have said before, the mast
does not rise above the roofs of houses in the vicinity of my home.

Best wishes,

Chris Witts
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3. TWO LETTERS FROM APPLICANT

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PROPOSAL

This retrospective application relates to the erection a 7.4 metre high pole that
accommodates a wind vane and anemometer that together comprise a
weather monitoring station. At the current time there is also a halyard and
three lights on the pole but the applicant has confirmed that these are to be
removed.

The pole is located within the rear garden of 15 Riversley Road close to the
boundary fence at the bottom of the garden.

Supporting information has been submitted by the applicant and the letters
are attached to this report and are summarised below.

e The mast is sited at the bottom of the garden as this is the only place
where it can receive sunlight all day. It was designed, constructed and
installed professionally and will move during high winds.

e The anemometer and wind vane are located at the top of the mast and
readings from this travel through a cable down the mast to the weather
recording instruments located on the wooden mast support. There is
also a solar sensor for reading UV levels and the amount of sunshine
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per day. A small aerial transmits the readings to the mast console
located in my office and these readings are fed into the applicants
computer.

e There is no noise from the mast and there is no webcam or CCTV

e The weather station is an official weather recording station and part of
a world wide network that has a large following of people and
organisations.

In accordance with the Councils’ constitution and agreed scheme of

delegation, the application needs to be determined by Planning Committee as
the application is submitted by a Ward Councillor.

RELEVANT PLANNING HISTORY

No planning history within the last 10 years

PLANNING POLICIES

The statutory development plan for Gloucester remains the 1983 City of
Gloucester Local Plan. Regard is also had to the policies contained within the
2002 Revised Deposit Draft Local Plan which was subject to two
comprehensive periods of public consultation and adopted by the Council for
development control purposes. The National Planning Policy Framework has
been published and is also a material consideration.

For the purposes of making decisions, the National Planning Policy
Framework sets out that policies in a Local Plan should not be considered out
of date where they were adopted prior to the publication of the National
Planning Policy Framework. In these circumstances due weight should be
given to relevant policies in existing plans according to their degree of
consistency with the National Planning Policy Framework.

The policies within the 2002 Local Plan remain therefore a material
consideration where they are consistent with the National Planning Policy
Framework.

From the Second Stage Deposit Plan policy BE21 is of particular relevance
(albeit it relates to buildings and uses)

Planning permission will not be granted for any new building, extension
or change of use that would unreasonably affect the amenity of existing
residents or adjoining occupiers.

In terms of the emerging local plan, the Council has prepared a Joint Core
Strategy with Cheltenham and Tewkesbury Councils and published its Pre-
Submission Document which will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate in
autumn 2014. Policies in the Pre-Submission Joint Core Strategy have been
prepared in the context of the NPPF and are a material consideration. The
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weight to be attached to them is limited by the fact that the Plan has not yet
been the subject of independent scrutiny and do not have development plan
status. In addition to the Joint Core Strategy, the Council is preparing its local
City Plan which is taking forward the policy framework contained within the
City Council's Local Development Framework Documents which reached
Preferred Options stage in 2006.

On adoption, the Joint Core Strategy and City Plan will provide a revised
planning policy framework for the Council. In the interim period, weight can be
attached to relevant policies in the emerging plans according to

The stage of preparation of the emerging plan

The extent to which there are unresolved objections to relevant policies; and

The degree of consistency of the relevant policies in the emerging plan to the policies
in the National Planning Policy Framework

All policies can be viewed at the relevant website address:- Gloucester Local
Plan policies — www.gloucester.gov.uk/planning; Gloucestershire Structure
Plan policies — www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/index.cfm?articleid=2112 and
Department of Community and Local Government planning policies -
www.communities.gov.uk/planningandbuilding/planning/.

PUBLICITY AND REPRESENTATIONS

The application has been advertised with individual letters sent to 24
neighbouring properties in Riversley and Merevale Road. Four letters have
been received, three raising objections and one letter raising some concerns
but stating support for the proposal and all are attached to this report.

In summary the objections relate to:

e The quality of the submission is poor, submitted plans and details are
inaccurate/out of date, information is lacking/wrong and the incorrect
certificate has been completed.

e The previous weather station located on the back of his garage was not
an intrusion to neighbours

e The colours of black and red are not acceptable — it should be powder
grey

e Itis unclear whether there is a web cam

e Concern about the safety and stability of the pole particularly in windy
weather and in the long term.

e The siting does not comply with Government guidance

e The justification for the siting in relation to the trees does not make
sense.

e The mast is visible from the public highway

e It is an imposing feature overlooking my garden that visually towers
above the houses behind it.

e You can not help looking at it from the house and garden.

e Query the need for the lights which further emphasis its presence at
night.


http://www.gloucester.gov.uk/planning�
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e The reflective nature of the equipment causes flashing lights, strobing
and resembles a camera flash.

In summary the letter raising some concerns but stating support states:
e | appreciate the importance of accurate weather forecasts
e The current height of the mast does make it a dominant feature which |
understand needs to be high so that it is above the height of the
adjacent tree, as this is in my ownership | would be willing to prune it.
e The lights do spoil my view and | an unclear what purpose they serve.

The full content of all correspondence on this application can be inspected

online via the Councils website or at the reception, Herbert Warehouse, The
Docks, Gloucester, prior to the Committee meeting.

OFFICER OPINION

The main issue for consideration with this application relates to the visual
impact of the pole and equipment and its impact upon residential amenity.

There are no policies specifically relating to a development of this type (ie the
erection of a pole to accommodate a weather station) within the City of
Gloucester Revised Deposit Local Plan 2002, the Joint Core Strategy or the
National Planning  Policy = Framework. However, the following
policies/statements set guiding principles for consideration.

Within the JCS:
Policy SD5 states that new development should avoid or mitigate against the
potential disturbances including visual intrusion, noise, smell and pollution.

Policy SD15 states that new development should not cause unacceptable
harm to local amenity or amenity of neighbouring occupants and not result in
unacceptable levels of pollution (including light and noise).

Within the NPPF

Paragraph 17 sates that a core planning principle it to seek high quality
design and a good standard of amenity for all existing and future occupants of
lands and buildings.

Whilst relating specifically to telecommunications development, paragraph 43
states that new equipment should be sympathetically designed and
camouflaged where appropriate.

Paragraph 64 states that development of a poor design should be refused.
Within the Deposit Local Plan 2002

Policy BE21 sates that permission will not be granted for proposals that would
unreasonably affect the amenity of existing residents or adjoining occupiers.
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Although Policy BE20 relates specifically to extensions, it requires an
assessment of amenity of neighbouring properties in terms of height, scale,
overshadowing, proximity, loss of privacy , a requirement that a proposal does
not detract from the existing open area of the site, is sympathetic in scale and
from to its surroundings and respects the character and appearance of the
area.

Policy FRP16

This policy sets a number of criteria relating to telecommunications
development including the requirement for mast and equipment sharing, that
the siting and appearance of equipment has been designed to minimise the
impact upon residential amenity and that within 25 metres of a dwelling that
no alternative more acceptable site is available.

The pole is 7.49 metres high and sited almost centrally across the width of the
rear garden of 16 Riversley Road. | note issues raised by the neighbour in
relation to the position of the boundary fence. | do not intend to comment on
this matter other than to say that on the basis of the fence position as
currently exists, the pole is set 1.5 metres away from the fence. The pole is in
two sections with the lower section black and the upper section red. At ground
level the pole is supported by two wooden posts 2.3 metres high.

Since submission, the applicant has amended the application stating that the
three solar powered lights are to be removed, the halyard previously used for
the flag is to be removed and the pole is to be repainted in a light grey colour.
These measures therefore overcome the concerns that neighbours raise in
relation to the lights, the prominence of the pole during hours of darkness and
the potential for “flags”. | understand that there has been a flag on the pole in
the past but this is clearly not in place now.

| have viewed the pole from the applicant’'s garden, from the garden of 16
Merevale Road and from both Riversley Road and Merevale Road. Photos
from the neighbour’'s gardens and from the street have also been included
within the objection letters that are attached to this report. It is clear that the
pole is visible from both the houses and gardens of surrounding properties
and from both Riversley and Merevale Road. Depending on where it is viewed
from, the view of the pole is seen partly against houses or in the gap between
the houses. From the rear garden of the houses in Merevale Road and from
the pavement the mast appears well above the ridge line of the houses in
Riversley Road.

| consider that the repainting of the mast a light grey colour, compared to its
current two tone appearance with red for the upper section, is a positive
action that will reduce the impact of the pole when seen against the sky,
however the pole will still be visible.

Neighbours have raised concerns about the moving weather vane on the top
of the pole, stating that it is highly reflective, directs flashing light and
resembles a camera flash. This vane is to be painted a matt finish and this
should help to reduce the potential for the reflection of light.
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It is clear that the pole is visible from neighbouring houses, their gardens and
from the public highway and | note the various concerns that have been raised
by local residents. My assessment of the application is to determine whether
the pole has an unreasonable affect upon the amenity of neighbouring
properties. Whilst the pole is visible, this is not in itself, a justified reason to
refuse the application. | consider that the steps proposed by the applicant to
remove the lights and halyard and to repaint, are factors that will reduce the
visual presence of the pole. There is no doubt that neighbours are aware of
the presence of the pole, from both their houses and gardens, and it is evident
that they consider that it does affect their amenity.

Taking into account the positioning and slim design of the pole | do not
consider that the pole can be said to be overbearing or visually prominent to
an extent that would warrant refusal of the application. Therefore |
recommend that the application should be granted permission with conditions,
firstly restricting the installation of any flags and further apparatus and
secondly requiring the applicant to remove the lights and halyard and to
undertake repainting by the end of November 2014.

Human Rights

In compiling this recommendation we have given full consideration to all
aspects of the Human Rights Act 1998 in relation to the applicant and/or the
occupiers of any affected properties. In particular, regard has been had to
Article 8 of the ECHR (Right to respect for private and family life, home and
correspondence) and the requirement to ensure that any interference with the
right in this Article is both in accordance with the law and proportionate. A
balance needs to be drawn between the right to develop and use land and
buildings in accordance with planning permission and the rights under Article
8 of adjacent occupiers. The issues raised by neighbours have been carefully
considered and together with the measures required by and restricted by the
conditions to be attached to the permission, the decision to grant permission
is considered to be an acceptable balance between the presumption in favour
of development and restricting the visual presence of the pole upon
surrounding properties.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT CONTROL MANAGER

That planning permission is granted with the following conditions to be
applied:

Condition 1

The pole shall at no time be used for the display of any flags, banners,
bunting or similar such advertisements and no lights or additional apparatus
or attachments shall be mounted onto the pole without the prior express
permission of the Local Planning Authority.

Reason: In the interests of the visual amenity of the area in accordance with
policy BE 21 of the Second Deposit City of Gloucester Local Plan (2002).



Condition 2

The pole and weather vane shall be re-painted in a matt finish light grey
colour and the existing lights and halyard shall be removed from the pole on
or before the 30™ November 2014.

Reason: In the interests of the visual amenity of the area in accordance with
policy BE.21 of the Second Deposit City of Gloucester Local Plan (2002).

Person to contact: Joann Meneaud
(Tel: 396787)

PT



Joann Meneaud

From: Chris Witts

Sent: 25 October 2014 10:28

To: Joann Meneaud; Lloyd Griffiths
Subject: Weather vane

Dear Joann,

| was rather concerned to hear of allegations that my weather anemometer and vane are causing
a strobing effect. | believe that the wrong word is used to describe what is in effect a smail
reflection off the 3 small egg cup sized anemometer cups and weather vane.

Today as the sun shone | made particular note of this and it reflects the size of an inch, not like
the reflection | note from sufrounding aerials and glazing of which is a far more surface area to
reflect!

It would be impossibie to paint the equipment as this would invalidate my certificate for the
equipment and in affect would add weight to the equipment thus giving a false reading. | must
stress that this equipment is not a toy but professional kit used throughout the world. Today |
trawled the Internet for mention of strobing from the likes of my equipment and found nothing.

| would hope therefore that any objections mentioning strobing from my kit is ignored and treated
as ignorance on their part.

Best wishes,
Chris

Sent from my iPad



GL2 0QY

28" October 2014
Ms Joann Meneaud
Gloucester City Council
Development control
Herbert Warehouse
The Docks
Gloucester, GL1 2EQ

Dear Ms Meneaud
Your Reference : 14/00722/FUL

Thank you for your letter of 22" October 2014 and we were pleased to note that Clir.
Witts, the applicant, intends to remove the three solar lights, the halyard and repaint
the mast. Cilr Witts has stated that it is his intention for these “works” to be
undertaken by the end of November 2014, after the date of formal consideration by
the Planning Committee. Should the Commiftee approve his application, we trust this
‘work’ will be monitored, as back in April 2014, we received an e-mail stating that
the owner would be asked to ‘switch off” the lights — no action was taken.

We are still of the opinion that a very visible, unscreened 7.4+ mir high mast/pole,
situated within a metre or two of neighbouring properties in a purely residential area,
is not acceptable. As noted in our original correspondence of 5™ September, should
this application be approved it will set a precedence for 7.4+ mtr high mast/poles in
residential areas, where there are no such masts/poles.

The remedial work offered to be undertaken does not take into consideration the
pulsing, flashing, light generated by the sun against the wind vane. This can happen
on a daily basis, when the sun is low, particularly early morning or evening, and can
be quite disturbing. We note that Cllr Witts refers to this as being similar to light
reflecting from windows or solar panels. Reflective light from such sources is static,
not flashing, and I believe medical personnel would be able to provide you with
information connecting flashing lights to epilepsy. Indeed televised news
programmes warn viewers that their news cast contains images of a flashing nature.
We do not have the luxury of such a warning from Cllr Witts’ wind vane and are
therefore unable to avoid the images whilst going about our activities of daily living.

We look forward to receiving further information regarding date and time of when
consideration will be taken by the Planning Committee.

Yours sincerely

CR & MJ Ravenhill
Sent via e-mail 28.10.14



Re: Mr C.Witts application for retrospective planning permission for a mast.
Dear Ms Meneaud,

May I comment on Mr Witts notes in which he claims to identify
Ynaccuracies' in the objections to his tetrospective planning application,
1. Mr Witts declares thete is no movement of the mast in normal weather conditions. As
I sit here 23/10/14 in my lounge it is clearly moving in a range of about 4 inches (10cm).
It is quite breezy but hardly 2 gale.
2. Mr Witts says the mast was designed and installed ‘professionally’ but gives no details
of either the designer or the installer. The 'large wooden posts' are bog-standard 3" fence
posts. The comment about television acrials is priceless, how many 7.5m TV aerials does
one see? Does Mr Witts appreciate the leverage exerted by 7.5 m of steel? The
recommendations (see below) for other masts are that they are at least their own height
plus 10% from property boundaries (falling height) . Probably if Mx Witts had
conformed to this standard there would be little to complain about provided the nuisance
flashing was dealt with.
3. The UV detector could be simply attached to Mr Witts' television aerial ot roof to
collect readings throughout the day.
4 Wherteas there no recommendations for hobbyist meteorological masts Gov.uk does
cecommend that similar masts be unobtrusive and not visible to neighbours. Likewise in
the case of home turbines that they be non-reflective.
Planning Portal - Good Practice Guidance for installing antennae
http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/permission/commonprojects /windturbines

Relevant selection from the latter site:

use non-reflective materials on blades. An installation is not permitted if any part of the
stand alone wind turbine (including blades) would be in a positdon which is less than a
distance equivalent to the overall height of the turbine (including blades) plus 10 per cent
of its height when measured from any point along the propetty boundary.

5. T find Mr Witts description of the reflection nuisance from his wind vane outrageous.
This wretched thing flashes into my kitchen and lounge at a rate, sometimes of about 50
times a minute. Although eatly evening is worst, because the wind direction changes it
may give off blinding flashes at various times. How can he aver that this is something
that his neighbours should bave to put up with because of his hobby? As stated before,
my wife and I have several friends who suffer from epilepsy, should Mr Witts' hobby
preclude them from visiting us? I can show video of this flashing if requited. The videos
were taken on different days and at different times and have a count of flashes of 37
flashes in 44 seconds.

6. 1 should like to be informed in advance of the meeting at which this application is to
be heard. I expect that, as Mr Witts is a councillor and therefore the procedures should
be beyond reproach, that the committee are shown ALL documents submitted by the
objectors, in patticulat the photographic evidence of the flashing nuisance, and if
possible, ptovision be made that the members can be shown the video evidence of this



flashing. I would not consider photographs of this structure, taken by officers, to be
sufficient unless they show this flashing,.

7.1 would like to register a protest that this application is being considered at all. ]
cannot believe that normally an application that contained as many errors, inaccuracies,
omissions, and failed to conform to the required formats should make it to committee.

Your faithfully,
Timothy Wilton



28.10.14

Dear Ms Meneaud
Your Reference: 14/00722/FUL

We are responding to your letter dated 22.10.14 in which you informed us that Mr Witts of 15
Riversley Road, has stated his intention to remove the solar lights, halyard and repaint the mastina
light grey colour by the end of November as part of his retrospective planning application. We note
that there is some progress however, we continue to have some CONCerns as the planning application
will considered on November 4" yet Mr Witts has until the end of November to complete these
changes. We would need some reassurance of how this would be monitored by your department and
the action taken if this does not happen as Mr Witts has previously not complied with a request for

the lights to be removed by your department.
With the changes proposed we still have the following concerns

e The close distance to our immediate boundary fence. Mr Witts has stated that he will hold us
liable for any damage to the mast if our children should accidently hit this with a football.

e The safety of the mast which does move in the wind

e The flashing of sunlight into our living room and bedroom from the wind vane in the morning
and evening

¢ The mast continues to dominate the and view of our garden and if approved will set

precedence for other people to erect structures like this in a residential area
It is our intention to attend the planning and speak about this application

Yours sincerely

Thomas Haswell (Mr)

Cheryl Haswell (Mrs)




Joann Meneaud

From: Fiona Ristic

Sent: 03 November 2014 10:14
To: Joann Meneaud

Cc; Gavin Jones

Subject: late material

From: Development Control
Sent: 30 October 2014 13:00

To: Fiona Ristic

Subject: FW: Officer email fatlure

From: development.control@gloucester.gov.uk [mailto:development.control@gloucester.gov.uk]
Sent: 30 October 2014 12:06

To: Development Control

Subject: Officer email failure

Hello

Commenis have been submiticd regarding proposal Erection of two bedroomed chalet bunglow on land
to the rear of 84, 86 and 88 Falkner Street at 84 Falkner Street Gloucester GL.1 48J. The following
objection was made today by Mr Steve Peake.

Parking/Traffic: We are concerned there is no parking provision with this developmeni. A 2 bed property
could potentially add 4 vehicles (plus visitors) to an already overcrowded area. The parking survey
attached lo the original application doesn 't reflect our experience of living in the sireel for 8 years. The
parking survey also didn 't cover weekday evenings (the latest photos were Spm). As the majority of
residents on Grove Street commute by car, vehicles are ubsent until afler normal working hours. By 7pm all
parking spots are usually taken — any extra vehicles habitually park on double yellow fines. It 's a myth that
proxinity to the City Cenire means you don't need a car — most employment opportunities around
Gloucester will require access 10 personal transport. Similarly. most shopping venues around the City are
difficult to access without a car. Useful public transport options are limited, Jraffic (especially at peak
hours) is already confrontational due to amount of legal/illegal parking. Cars regularly mount pavements
without slowing down (most prevalent on Falkner Street. but also regularly seen on Grove Street).
Infirastructure: We are especially concerned about drainage issues — losing a garden and adding extra
walter usage (o the existing Victorian/Edwardian sewers. Similarly. water pressure is already marginal.
Construction: We are concerned about disruption during construction. There is limited access for large
vehicles, and nowhere on Grove street for a skip, Overdevelopment: We are concerned with the increase in
population density. This part of Tredworth has already been adversely affected by the number of single
family dwellings that have turned into multiple-occupancy rental properties. This has increased problems
with litter, noise. traffic & parking. Information for applicants: The next bro points are not part of our
objection. We felt it was sensible that the applicants are aware of the following information: The metal
structure af the end of our garden is a vehicle garage for our motoreycles. Whilst we are considerate of our
neighbours (standard, road-fegal exhausts on our motoreyceles. mainienance kepi to sociable hours) we can
hoth work irregular hours. so could be leaving/returning outside normal commuting times. These
motorcycles are our main form of work transport. Proposed development would pui at least one bedroom
above our garage. Also. our compost bins are ai thai end of the garden (we picked the location furthest



away from any existing dwellings). Applicants should be aware of potential smell & insect issue adjacent (0
their front door and front windows.

FHowever, there has been a problem with the automatic email notification of the case officer. Please check
that the case officer email address for case 14/01161/FUL is still vahd.

The officer currently associated with the case is Fiona Ristic and the registered email address is .
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PLANNING

gy FORTAHAL

Wind Turbines

Planning Permission

under permitted develapment rights in some cases |t is possible to install domestic wind turbines without the neea for an application for planmng permission,
so long as specined imits and conditions are mel (sea helow)

In other cases you will need to apply for plannina permission fram your local authority to add a _
domestic wind turbine to your house, or grounds surrounding your home. Advertisement

Always check with your local planning authority about planning issues before you have 2
system installed.

Wind turbipe: buiding meunted PLANNING

r PORATAL

Planning Portal Advertising
You could buy this space!

Wind torhine: stind alone

Wind turbine: building mounted

The mstaliation, alteratian or replacement of a building mounted wind turbime can e considerad to be
permitted development, not needing an apphcation for plannimg permission, provided ALL the limits

and conditions listed below are met: Click her= for further detalls

Limits to be met:

e Permitted development rights for building mounted wind turbines apply anly Lo installations on detached Nouses (not blocks of flats) and other detached
buildings within the boundaries of a house it block ol flats. A block of flats must consist whally of fiats (2.g. should net alse contain commercial pramises),

s Development s permilted oy if the bullding mounted wind turbine Installation complies with the Mitrogenesation Certileation Scrismg Planning Standards
of aqguivalent standards. Read mare about The schieime,

s The Installation must not be sited on safeguarded land. An Aviaiinn Saleguarding Teol can e used to check whither the installation will be on safequarded
land.

s Only the first installation of any wind turbing would be permiltted devetapment, and anly if these is no existing air source heat pump al the property.
Additivnal wind turbines or air scurce heat pumps at the same property reauiras an apphcation for planning permission.

« No part (including blades) of the buillding mounted wind urbine should protrude more than three metres above the highest part of the roof (excluding the
chimney) or excead an overall height (including building, hul and blade) of 15 metres, whichever 5 the lesser

* The distance between ground level and the lowest part of any wind turbine blade must not be less than lve matres

= No part of the building mountiad wind turbing (Including blades) must be within five melres of any boundary.

e The swept area of any buliding mounted wind turbine blade must be no move than 3.8 square mekres.

+ [ Copservation Areas, an installation is nel permittad if the building mounted wind turbine would be on

« Permitted developrment rights do not apply to a turbine within the curtilage of a Listed Building ar within
designated nd® other than Conservation Aregs.

veall ar roal slope which fronts a lughway.
site designatied as @ Scheduled Monument or on

a
o

In addition, the follawing conditinns must alse be met. The wind turking must :

» use non-reflective matenals on biades.

s be removed as soon as reasonably practicable when no longer needed for nucrogeneration

» besited, so far as practicable, to minimise its effect on the external appearance of the bullding and its effect an the amenity of the area

* Designated fand includes national parks and the Biuads, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, and World Heritage Sites.

You tmay wish tn dlscuss with the Local Pianning Authenty for your area whelther all of these lmmts and candltions will be met.

Wind turbine; stand alone

The installation, alteration or replacement of-a stand alone (not bullding mounted) wind turbine within the houndaries of & house or blogk of flats can be
considerad to be permitted development, not needing an application for planmng permission, provided ALL the limits and congditions bsted belaw are met.

A block of flats must consist whaolly of flats e g. should ngt slso contain commercial premises).

Lirrilts te e met:

nieratipn Cerbbleabman & Manuiary Standards ar

Devalpbpment s permitted only it the stang alone w

equivalent standards. 2ead mare abgit the sch

e Theinstallation must not he sited an safeguand
safequarden land.

« Omnly the first installation of ay wind turbine veogltd e permitted develbpmient, anil anly i thiere 1S ho existing air souree bedl puing at e property
Additirmal wind turines o #lr source heat pumps of the same property reguires an agplication for plapming permession.

* The Highest part of the stand alone wind turbilne must not exceed 111 metres

e Thedistance between ground level and the lowest part of any wind turbine blade mus s thiady five metras.

&n mstaliation s not permutted it any part of the stand alope wind turbine (mcluding blades ) would be in 4 pasition which 15 liess than & distence equivalint

ti the overall height of the turbine (including biades) plus 10 per c2nt of 1= helght vehen measured fram any point alopg the property houndary.

The swept area of any stand alone wind turbine bisde must be no more than 3.8 sjuare 1etres.

In Conservation Areas, development would not e permitted i the stand alone wind turbine would Be mstalled so that |Uis nearer to any dlghway which

Bounds the curtiiage (garden ar grounds) of the kouse or block of Flats than the part of the house or black of flats witich js nearest o that Mighway.

Permitted development nghts do not apply to a turbine within the curtilage of a Listed Bullding ar within & site designated as a Scheduled Manument or on

designated land*® ather than Conservatlon Areas.

1 turbime mstallation complies with the i

land. The Avation Satequarding Tool can be used to oheck whether The mstallation will be on

mat |

http://www planningportal.gov.uk/permission/commonprojects/windturbines 1971172014
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In addition, the following conditions must aiso be met. The wind turbine

tive materials on blades.

° NG =
" remnoved as soon as reasonably practicable when ne longer needed fer microueneration.
s L= siled, so far as is practicable, to minimise It= effect on the external appearance of the building and It fect o Lhe amenity of Lhe area.

nated land includes national parks aod the Broads, Areas of Quistancing Natural Beauty, and World Heritage Sites.
! Y,

You may wish to thscuss with the Local Planning Authority for your arca whether all of these limits and conditions will be

The microgeneration certification scheme

=neration Certification Scheme has

support the
een develo

development of the microgeneration industry and to drive the quality and relizbility ¢l installations a Microg
o In partnership with the industry and other organisations represanting consumer inte

The Microgeneration Certification Scheme includes clear standards to supporl the installation of wind turbines and air saurce heat pumps. The main purpose
of the scheme is to build consumer confidence in microgeneration technolouizs and to help rove the industry to a sustainable position.

des certification for products and installer companies, and & code of practice based on The Office of Falr Trading Consumer Code. Permitted
for wind turbines and air source heat pumps will enly be accorded for equipment Installed by an installer who has been certificated
are responsible for ensuring that the installativn meets | Ledl development noise

ion cervitication schemie

It inch
development righit:
through the scheme using a certiticated product. The instalier is there
standards at the time of installation. For further details, see the micr

hitto o Aawew T g et ation e L]

Building Reguiations

1f you wish to install & wind turbine which wiil be attached to your house building reguiations will normally apply.

Size, weight and force exerted on fixed points would he considerable

Buwifding ilations also apply to other as s of the work such as electrical installation. It s advisahle te contact an ing who can provide the necessary

advice:

ALICT

17 af Sche

inns). A registered
ity bullding control.

{ af the B It

al autho

gistered with the relevant competent person scheme (as listed in
d to self-certify the work to comply with this aspect of the building regulations without mvolving loc

You tould use an instal
installer may be authorise

If the wind turbine 1s not attached Lo your house, then only the electrical installation antl connec : of the building

regulatians.

i will be captured by the requirer

If t
list
local authority

electnical work is of the type listed in
against that row, then the installer m
sitding contro

s and your installer 1s a member of a competent person schems
ly writh this as of the building regulations without involving

fy the work to com

Disclaimer

w

This is at

| introductory guide and is notl a definitive source of | wakion: e & full drscliaimer heee.
y ¢

This guidance relates (o the planning regime for England. Policy in Wales may differ. If in doubt contact your Local Planning Authority.

‘www.planningportal.gov.uk/permission/commonprojects/windturbines 16/11/201
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PLANNING

, TFTORTAL

Good Practice Guidance for installing antennae
This guide aiims to:

» Offer guidance on the most appropriate places ta site antennas o try ta hetlp protect our environiment.
« Help retailers and installers provide appropriate advice and service fo you on where to place antennas

This Information is provided on the following pages:

e ilic

J Things th consides
Suidance an siting of antenna
Ihe sffects of poar positloning
Altermatives

i ng instal

Checklist

. Check if you need planning permission or listed buiiding conssnt

Advertisement

LY

. Check if you need the landlord’s or ewner's permission.

PLANNING

3. Use reputable and authorised sdapphers and stallers

PORTAL
4. Try to cheose an aptenna Lthat is: '
e no larger than that nesded for good receplion; and Plaﬂning Portal AdVEFtlSIng
o within the specified size/velumie linits for your area and property. You could buy this SDECEI
5. Try tn place he antenna where | will be:
e inconspicucus and, iIf passible, where it will net be seen by nelghbours or the general public
« unseen from the front of the house {preferably); and Mj’ﬁ
e lilending i with the chosen backgrouid.

Respect the anvironment. The cheapast option may /oL lways e the most appropriate one for you or the enviropment.

Don't torget that you are responsible fer imstalling the antenna. I you do nat plate the antennas in the most appropriale positlon, the coundil may demand
that you pasdion it slsewhere (ab your bwn expense).

Satellite and antenna technology continues to change: you should be aware of the wide mnge of systems available so that you cah make an infarmed choice.

Good practice / Things to consider

When Installing a dish ar other aintennd, you must pasition It in such a way so that its effect on the outside appearance af the building 15 reduced as far as
possible. You must alse remove L witen you no longer need L

What you need to consider

1f an antenna s not positioned in the most appropriste place, this can rmake |t tere pnoticeahle, of {(depending on its colour and appearance} make It stand
gut from its background.

Remembier, you are responsibile for

e Choading the bype of antanna, and
o positioning the antenna on the buillding or in the garden,

When deciding on an antenna and whete to pesitian it, yau should take Into account Its éftext an naighbours, the public, and the nvirorment. The ratallar or
istalier may e abls to (ive yau atdvice an these matters, If there s any doubl, you shanld contact your local planning department.

Things to think about

For dish antiannas; yourshould be aware of the wmpartance of colour. For exampie, @ white dish may blend aganst s winte backgrount bt may be mare
abwilius against darkey Backgrounds, sutl as ick, or stone.

The materials orthe dedign can alse afed how swiable a particular anteina s For examile, a mesh of rahsparent tish may be less ohvigus than a solid
ane.

Guidance on siting of antenna

This 15 general guidance only. 1t shows the possible positions af antennes and does ot apply 1o properties i designated arsas.

http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/permission/commonprojects/antenna/guidance 17/11/2014
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Location

Guidance o

[Front elevation - garden

Not sujtable - _saﬁ-&_toncams.

[Front of the house - st Moor level

Mot suitable - mighly visible from the streel,

Front of the house — 2nd floor Ieved
Slde of the house - front

Suitable - less visible from the street.

Not sultable - wvisible frofm the streef

Sighe of the house - back

Recommended — not visible from the ctres|

Hoof-rounted — behind parapet

Recommended — not visible from the streel

Hoof-moonted - over ndge tiles

Sultable - less visible from street. Must only be installed f the preimises has a chimney-stack.

[Eaves-mounied pole

Recommended - not visible from the street.

IChirnney-mounted pole

Mot Suitable — higher than the chimney.

Chimney-mounted

Suitahle —net higher than the chimney.

Flat roof = front

ot suitabile — visible from the street

IFtat ronf - back

Recommended — pat visible from the strest

iSide of the garage.

Recommended — nat visible from the shrast

Fear extension - side of the house Recommended - nat visibile fram the street
ear extension - roof Recommended - not visible from the streef o
Back garden - behind trees Not Suitabie — tree may block signal o
Ea_:kgarﬂen - loor mounted [Retarnmended —
ack garden - pole mounted ot Sultable - visible to neighbours.
Click here to downlpad a larer. printable varsiun of the gbove image and tahie (POF 350 Kb).

The effects of poor positioning

If your planning department thinks your antenma 1s in @ peor pesition and could reasenably be moved to make It less noticeable, they may ask you to move it
{at your pwn expense). You would net have to apply fof planning parmission,

If you refuse this request, your planning department may:

s demand that you apply for planning permission {(for which you must pay a fee) based on the fact that the antenna’s effect on the outside appearance of the
building has not been reduced as far #s possible; o

» send you an enforcement notice demanding that you move the antenia.

You are entitled to appeal if planning department refuses your application for planning permission, or sends you an enforcement notice. Reasons for an

appeal could intlude that you think the chosen position of the antenna is appropriate, or that the measures you would neeil ta Lake to move It are excessive,

perhiaps cusing you unreasonable costs.

1t 15 an offence not to follow an enforcement notice. You coult have to pay a hte unless you have successiully appealed agallmt it.

If yaur planning departmeant asks you to move the antennas they sheuld use these guidelines to show, on'a diagram, what reasonable measures you can
talce. The cauncll cannol use Lhis power to dery you the right Lo install st antenma.,

Alternatives
I yau live in:

« & tewer block;
msmmall black of flats;

@ terraca nf houses; or
A.sem-detachied house;

it vy be possible to use shared antenna systems without the need for each household te nstatl an indwvidual antenpa. There are several main alternatjves ta
ah individual antenna.

Shared Reception Systems

Stared antenna systems are worlh congidenng I

-

planmmg permission is unlikely to be granted for several antennas on a singie buliding;
» 2 shared system would be more envirgnmentally friendly than for gach home te have its own antanna;
e fapdlerds o) ewners have banned individual antennas.

i you live ina tower block ora large grouf of flate of houses, you should first check what arrangements, i any, have already been made for & shired
system

You should always get professioiial advice Lo make sure the systerm you have chosen offers the best chaice of programmes at a reasorable price and with the
abllity to accommadale future services.

http://www.planningportal.gov.uk/permission/commonprojects/antenna/guidance 17/11/2014
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if you live n a semi-detached or terraced house, it may he possible to develop a shared systen, although this may be more expensive than installing
individual antepnas. You may also need legal advice on the conditions for sharmg. In any event. you should make sure that any shared system provides
aceess (¢ all the programimes. ayeryone wants,

Ihe same planming regulaticns apply to shared antennas

345 apply to indwidual antennas.

1ation of irence. Guidalines on

o @t the i

a4 shared system and to get an
of Lhis documeant.

The tandlard the Building owner is responsible for deciding whether or nat ta allow the
licenslng are available from the Department of Trade and Industry and OFCOM. Addresses

Cable Networks

Cable networks can he another way of bringing satellite TV or broadband to your home. may want to ask your council whether your area 15 served by

cable teievision.

This is particularly important if:

» your home or bulding does not have a line-of-s with the relevant transmilter;
= planning permission for an antenna is not granted;
» a shared system is not practical;

« yaou gdo not want to have an antenna on the outside of your property.

Line-of-sight = Many antennas and all satellite antennas need to be able to receive signals from the transmitter without the signal being interrupted by
trees or bulldings etc. Antennas which do not have line-ol-sight to the transmitter will not ve sianals correctly and will not finction properly.

Suppliers and installers

Supphers and mmstallers <should be familiar with the plannimg and snvironmental aspecs of installation.

We strongly adwvise you to get your antenna equipment frorn a reputahile supplier, such as members of the Badio, Becivical and Television Re
paation (RETRAL, other established companies or, where appropriate, from the broadcaster.

We also advise you to use installers wha are: members of the [
follow an appropriate Code of Practice in line with this Planning Guide,

ies Limited (AL or other profes

Aprisil [ngd nally qualified instaliers who

Reputable [nstallers shoula nave agreed standards for their wark, in some cases guarantaead by thelr company; they shoull alse be covered by public ltability

and emplayer’s llability insurance.

You should get guotes for alternative siting options and costs (such as nstadling at the back) before natalling ihe antenna.

Disclaimer; This 15 an introductery guide is not a defipitive sourde of legal Informati Aead the fgll disclirmee e

Note: This guidance relates te the planning regime far England. Policy in Wales may differ. If in doubt contact your Local Planning Authority.

hitp://www_planningportal.gov.uk/permission/commonprojects/antenna/guidance 17/11/2014
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