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

Sent: 05 July 2025 11:59:27 UTC+01:00

To: "Hamish Evans" <hamish.evans@midsussex.gov.uk>

Subject: Mid Sussex DC - Online Register - Comments for Planning Application
DM/25/1495

Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

below.

Comments were submitted at 05/07/2025 11:59 AM.

Application Summary

Address:

Land Adj. To Rocky Lane Haywards Heath West Sussex

Proposal:

The installation of a 22.5 metre lattice mast, mounted with 9No.
antennas, 12No. cabinets, 1No. Electrical meter cabinet located
within a compound comprised of 2.4 metre high chain-link fence
topped with 3 strands of barbed wire and the creation of a new
access from Rocky Lane and ancillary development thereto.

Case Officer:

Hamish Evans

Click for further information

Customer Details

Address: 74 Cedar Avenue Haywards Heath

Comments Details

Commenter Type:

Neighbour or general public

Stance:

Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for comment:

Comments:

Dear Planners,
| wish to object to the installation of the lattice mast.
1. Who is the proposed development supposed to serve? Why

this location? It's location next to the railway line doesn't seem to
benefit anyone apart from passing trains and houses in the



https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpa.midsussex.gov.uk%2Fonline-applications%2FcentralDistribution.do%3FcaseType%3DApplication%26keyVal%3DSXLIG4KT04L00&data=05%7C02%7Chamish.evans%40midsussex.gov.uk%7C7d479b5c6c8f4a5ac14e08ddbbb30bba%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C638873099871570393%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZHzXdlxN6rDF%2Fynb4TJeaqfCoWIit6N5rrX9Q3pq0lg%3D&reserved=0

immediate vicinity.

2. | have concerns over the environmental impact. Has anybody
researched the environmental impact? Loss of trees/habitat to
build what appears to be a long access road for a development
with a small footprint. What about evidence of the effects of
increased radiofrequency electromagnetic fields on health? CO2
emissions on the development. Is there any provision to offset
carbon emissions?

3. The height of the mast will create an eyesore on the landscape.

4. Once again, tenuous economic reasoning seems to be more
important than any environmental or health concerns.

Kind regards



