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Application: 21/00264/DOC Township: Rochdale Ward: Healey 

Appeal Reference: APP/P4225/W/21/3275327 Decision level: Delegated 

Site Address:  Land to the rear of Gale Street Bus Stop, Whitworth Road, OL12 6EH 
Proposal: Installation of a 20m high monopole, electronic communications mast to 
support 12 no. antenna and 2no. dishes with wrap-around cabinet at base and 9 no. 
additional radio equipment cabinets to be installed in two blocks at the base of the mast 
Applicant: MBNL (EE (UK) Ltd and H3G 
(UK) Ltd) Agent: Daclour Maclaren 

Planning Inspectorate Decision: Dismissed 

 Prior Approval for the proposed telecommunications development was refused by the 
Council due to the harmful impact the development would have upon the street 
scene and adjacent Greenspace Corridor. Insufficient information was also provided 
with the application to demonstrate that the proposal would not result in the loss of or 
harm to adjacent trees.  

 The Inspector notes that the site is located alongside a bus stop on Whitworth Road 
and that there is a wooded area immediately adjacent to the site which is designated 
as a Greenspace Corridor. The Inspector observed that the canopies of some of the 
trees overhang the site and the greenspace corridor is reasonably substantial and its 
natural, verdant appearance provides a pleasant contrast to the otherwise urban 
nature of Whitworth Road.  

 The Inspector notes that street furniture is common in the vicinity and that the 
surrounding buildings are a mix of two storey dwellings and commercial premises 
and three storey flats, located to the opposite side of the road to the appeal site. The 
Inspector notes that despite the height of the nearby buildings, the proposed mast 
would be the tallest structure in the vicinity. As a result, the structure would appear 
clearly discordant in views from the Greenspace Corridor, from which it would be 
seen as an incongruous utilitarian structure, at odds with the natural character. The 
Inspector states that the proposal would therefore significantly detract from the visual 
quality of the area and that the mast would become the dominant vertical feature 
within the street scene.  

 The Inspector also notes that the site would be sited extremely close to a semi-
mature ash tree which contributes positively to the character of the area. The 
Inspector notes that there are cases where hand digging can prevent adverse effects 
on the well-being of a tree. However, in the absence of any detailed information 
regarding proposed construction, the Inspector states that he cannot conclude that 
the wellbeing of the tree would be preserved.  



 The Inspector also notes that several alternative sites have been discounted by the 
applicant. He notes that several have been discounted on the basis of negative 
impacts on local character, which he states is equally the case here. The Inspector 
therefore states that there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate that this particular 
proposal, is the sole or preferential means of achieving the telecommunications 
provision.  

 The Inspector concludes that the siting and appearance of the proposed mast would 
be significantly harmful to the character and appearance of the area and that the 
harm identified would not be outweighed by the need for that installation. The appeal 
is therefore dismissed. 


