From: planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk <planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk>

Sent: 01 March 2026 14:05:53 UTC+00:00

To: "Catherine Cardin" <Catherine.Cardin@midsussex.gov.uk>

Subject: Mid Sussex DC - Online Register - Comments for Planning Application
DM/26/0328

Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided
below.

Comments were submitted at 01/03/2026 2:05 PM.

Application Summary
Land North Of 1 Burdocks Drive Burgess Hill West Sussex RH15

Address: OHJ
Proposed installation of a 17.5m monopole supporting 6 no.
Probosal: antennas, 2 no. 300mm transmission dishes, 3 no.|crlequipment
P ' cabinets and ancillary development there to including 3 no.
Remote Radio Heads (RRHSs).
Case Officer: Catherine Cardin

Click for further information

Customer Details

Address: 3 Burdocks Drive Burgess Hill

Comments Details

Commenter Type: Neighbour or general public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for comment:

Comments: Hello,

| am not objecting to a telecoms mast on any aesthetic, health or
moral grounds but surely there are plenty of open spaces nearby
within a mile radius for such a tall tower which won't cast shadows
over 7 neighbouring north-facing gardens, which see little sunlight
as it is, and there are 2 trees next to the proposed location which



https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpa.midsussex.gov.uk%2Fonline-applications%2FcentralDistribution.do%3FcaseType%3DApplication%26keyVal%3DTA6TL3KT0D200&data=05%7C02%7CCatherine.Cardin%40midsussex.gov.uk%7C2d146a9ff61e452dc70108de779ba9f3%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C639079707624640331%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=4YUAD7P3nOjIB8Cb5ZBjeM1Af6n23DEuKXO9sdNmTMw%3D&reserved=0

are nesting sites for groups of magpies.

There's also the concern that building a telecoms mast so close to
an National Grid electric substation isn't the most prudent option
given flooding risks in the area or security concerns surrounding
the controversy with phone masts

Kind regards



