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By email: richard.morison@pegasusgroup.co.uk 
 
Dear Mr Morison 
 
Public Consultation for Proposed Telecommunications Structures at Kiln Lane, Buriton, GU31 5SQ  
 
Thank you for your letter dated 28 January giving the Parish Council (and others in the community) 14 days 
to ask questions or comment before a planning application is submitted. 
 
You will appreciate that, in that sort of timescale (and during a lockdown period of the global Covid 
pandemic) it has not been possible for the Parish Council to consult widely or hold any sort of public 
meeting to gauge reactions or assemble comments or queries. 
 
Nevertheless, I can provide you with the following list of questions, comments and queries and we look 
forward to your replies on each one: 
 
1. Can you please confirm that this mast would be shared with all other current or future providers and 

not restricted to use by EE and its subsidiaries alone? 

2. We appreciate that this mast is part of a wider project to improve reception on the Portsmouth-London 

railway line, but can you please provide detailed information about exactly which dwellings in the 

parish would benefit from receiving new mobile phone coverage (not just an illustrative circle of 

‘theoretical reach’ as topographical and other conditions within the village will need to be taken into 

account)?  

3. As the whole of the village of Buriton will be within 500 metres of the mast and as the school, village 

hall, recreation ground and children’s playground will be within 250 metres and a number of houses 

will be within 150 metres, can you please provide information about any potential adverse health 

effects? 
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4. We have received suggestions that the installation could act as an attraction for children wishing to try 

to climb it and so we would welcome your comments on this issue, including the adequacy of 

surrounding fencing etc 

5. We have been asked questions about potential adverse effects on plants and wildlife in an area 

recently selected by the County Council as a focus to improve conditions for a range of species and so 

we would welcome your comments on this issue 

6. The photographs / photo-montages included with the letter are very selective. In order that we can 

better assess visual and landscape effects, please provide us with more photo-montages from popular 

viewpoints such as the village hall and recreation ground, from the Village Inn junction, by the church 

and elsewhere in the Conservation Area, from Greenway Lane entering the village and from the long-

distance Rights of Way (the Shipwrights Way and the Hangers Way) as they approach the village 

7. Please can you provide details of any lighting on the installation(s) 

8. The Parish Council is aware of another site nearby which may be preferable on a number of grounds 

and which has been offered to EE but which does not appear to be being considered - due solely to 

potential cost. The alternative site could be less visually intrusive and could offer better mobile phone 

signals in the village. We would welcome your comments on this please.  

9. If granted, and if the applicants wanted to upgrade it from 3G/4G to 5G in the future, would further 

planning permission be required – or would this application be sufficient? 

 
Parishioners have noted that your letter says that the proposal will be fully compliant with ICNIRP 
standards but some have identified studies and guidance which make the following points. We ask for your 
response to each one: 
a) the ICNIRP Guidelines should only really apply to short-term exposures (eg. from mobile phone calls) 

and not to long-term exposures (eg. from radiation zones around mobile phone masts). The UK does 

not have any appropriate safety guidelines for long-term exposure and health effects from masts. Is 

this true? 

b) the ICNIRP Guidelines are only for preventing the heating of the body by more than one degree 

averaged over 6 minutes. They are therefore not relevant to long-term non-thermal exposures, such as 

working or living near a mast. Is this true?  

c) ICNIRP states that “These guidelines are based on short-term, immediate health effects such as 

stimulation of peripheral nerves and muscles, shocks and burns … and elevated tissue temperatures 

resulting from absorption of energy during exposure to EMF” and they do not protect against 

“potential long-term effects of exposure, such as an increased risk of cancer.” Is that correct? 

d) personal exposure to RF EMF fields from base stations is different to that from mobile phones. RF EMF 

exposure from mobile phones is mostly limited in time and is largest in the head or in those parts of the 

body close to where the phone is held. By contrast, base stations are a source of continuous whole-

body exposure. This exposure is less intense than from a mobile phone, but occurs whether a mobile 

phone is being used or not. Is this true?  

e) in general, field strength decreases rapidly with distance from the source but distance alone is not a 

reliable proxy for exposure from a base station. What other factors are relevant? 

f) surveys find measurable aspects of adverse health within a distance of about 500 metres with people 

living and working closer to the mast having greater adverse health effects. Is this true? 

g) cancer risks are increased by up to five times after about five years’ residence within 500 metres. Is this 

true? 
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h) mobile phone mast radiation has been shown to induce DNA changes which affect fertility, in addition 

to established neurological and cancer effects. Is this true? 

i) experts now regard low levels of radiation in bedrooms as crucial for allowing the body to recover at 

night, so any exposure near residential accommodation should be limited.  Is this correct? 

j) sensitive people (including children, the elderly, the ill and pregnant women) are more likely to be 

affected than others. Is this true? 

k) factors for consideration when siting masts include: (a) a minimum distance of 500m from a mast 

should reduce the risk of cancers and adverse neurological effects for nearby residents; (b) it is 

especially important to ensure the appropriate distance from sleeping, living and working 

accommodation; (c) the location of masts should avoid proximity to areas with especially sensitive 

populations, such as children, pregnant women, the elderly and people who are ill. Such locations 

therefore include schools, nurseries, residential housing, playgrounds, etc. How have these factors 

been considered in this case? 

l) careful location of masts can use topographical features, like railway embankments, to help protect 

residential housing beyond these features from the full strength of the radiation. How has this factor 

been considered in this case? 

m) in areas with rainy or misty conditions, mobile phones masts switch to higher levels of radiation to 

overcome the attenuation of their signals caused by the water droplets in the atmosphere. Is this true? 

Could mean that any areas within the arc of the mast that are not affected by the rain or mist could 

receive higher levels of radiation? If so, has this been taken into account when considering the distance 

necessary from peoples’ houses to help safeguard the health of  residents in Buriton? 

 
Thank you for this opportunity to request this further information and we look forward to your replies to 
each of questions 1-9 and issues (a)-(m). 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Petra Norris 
Clerk to Buriton Parish Council 
 

 


