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Senslth(e Lan se AJllasues O-~30
Sensitive land Use Standard 0 ·15

Residential property or homes 0 ·15
Location of Sile In relation to bUIlding
Located on a residential lower block 10·15
next ro 1().15
in dose prOXIlTlIy 5 -9
farlromO-4 ITOTAL
schools 0 -15
t.oca!iOn of site In relallal to boundary
located 00 15
next \010 -14
dose proximity 5·9
neartoO·4
far from 0 ITOTAL
Nursed" playgrQup' play grounds
recreation grounds lwtth chlldrlln', irtas) 0·15
location of SIte in relallon to budding
nexl. 1010·15
in dose proxirrity 5·9
far from 0·4 ITOTAL
HospItal Property 0 .15
BuildIngs or grounds
Located on 0·10
Elsewhere 0

TOTAL

Form

Communi Issues;;:vertical::axls"O· 30
Views and attitudes of local c mmunlties

o

0·5

TOTAL

Preylous reslden" activity
ConSiderable opposition 10·15
Some opposition 5 . 9
Little oppoSilion 0 • 4

TOTAL
o

Social Political 0 ·10
Council Policy on Telecommunications 0 ·10
Against Telecoms a ·10
No CommNal 4·7
No Prejudice/For Telecoms 0 - 3

Stance of Planning Committee 0 ·10
All refusals 10
Some refusals (more than 50%) 5 - 9
Some refusals (less than 50%) 0 - 4

TOTAL
LogVKey Stakehokters Non Goyemment Organisation. 0 • 8
ActIve interestS - 8
Some inlerest 1·4
No interest 0

TOTAL
Involvement of MP 0 -10
Sigmficant preYlOUS Involvement 10
No previous involvement 0

TOTAL

5

LPA own land and Property 0 -10
Moratorium on all land and property 10
Partial Moratorium I.e. residential S
No moratorium 0

Other sensitive land use to be treated on It's own TOTAL

TOTAL· Sensitive land Use

merits but could score 0 • 15

Siting and Appearance 0 ·10
This category is more subJecti"e. A score mJst be given based
on the i"1XicatlOOS of the ISSues In ihe category for that partICUlar
Site.

Siting and Appearance 0 -10

High Environment IfTllact 6 - 10
low Environment lnwct O· S

Previous media Interest 0·5
Significant negative publiCity 5
No Interest 0

TOTAL
Does the Rating feel RIghts?Planning 0-5

Development Plan pOlicies (.,te speclflcs) 0·5
Positive stance towards projX)sal 0
Neutral stance 0
Negative stance 5

TOTAL
Preced.rrtslSlte h1stOfy 0 - 5
Previous applications refused 5
No history of telecorrm.rnications proposed 0
Previous applications successful 0

TOTAL
Located within spe<:lalland us. 0 - 5
National Par1l., AONB, SSSI 0 . 5
Others I.e. Wood Heritage Sire, RegisLered
Par1l. or Garden, Archaeological Site, Special
Landscape Area, Heritage Coast Zone
National Nature Reserve. 0 - 5
With." 50m of Conservation Area o· 5

TOTAL
Location In relation to senslttye sit. 0 • 5
On a Usted Building 5
Within 50m of Usted Building 1 • 5
Greater than sam 0

-
TOTAL

OVERAEI:· All Sensftfve l!and.use Issu • TOTAL:

3 3

Reason as above.

It is Ifll)Or1anl to appredate that a d~ee of COI'MlOfl sense m..tSt be applied in
delermning a Rating for a particular site. Once the Rating has been given
and it is obvious tl'Iat it Is nol appropriale then a final review should be uooer1aken.
The Rating can be amended but only If thete are compelling reasons, in other words
this health Check should be used on rare occasions. A full wrilten justification rrost
be given as to why the Rabng was chal'l\1ed and may have to be reviewed as
all sites are.

Convnents Section 1 All Sensitive Land Issues

Comments Section 2 Communi lSlues
The field-the LPA 0'M1 land and property "is atT'blguous as a street furniture option is not
relevanl due to the fact that 02 have a statutary rlghtto put their eqUlpn"ef1t on adopted
highway. I have followed the instNctions and marked it as a 10 due to the LPA haVIng a
Moretorium hoYtever I do rate this lion as AlTt>ef.

Rating

Does The Final Rating Feel Righi?
o

Reason if No


