
ALL PARTY PARLIAMENTARY MOBILE GROUP PUBLIC INQUIRY ON PLANNING

SCOTTISH EXECUTIVE SUBMISSION
Introduction
1.
This paper sets out the background to the changes in 2001 to the permitted development rights (PDR) which grant planning permission for a variety of development by what were previously known as telecommunications code system operators, licensed by the Department of Trade and Industry
.   PDR remove the need to obtain planning permission from the planning authority for certain development.  The paper also refers to some of the work undertaken by the Scottish Executive and Committees of the Scottish Parliament since the changes were made.
Background
2.
Between 1985 and July 2001 telecommunication code system operators had extensive PDR for their infrastructure.  In Scotland, unlike England and Wales, no prior approval mechanism applied to these PDR.  Therefore, the rights of planning authorities to influence the siting and design of a large part of the mobile telecommunications apparatus in Scotland were limited to the arrangements under the licenses granted by the DTI.
4.
The Transport and the Environment Committee of the Scottish Parliament launched an initial inquiry into planning controls on telecommunications development in 1999.  This was prompted primarily by the concerns expressed by the public about mobile phone masts.  At that time the Executive proposed to introduce a prior approval regime for the permitted development rights for telecommunications development along similar lines to the regime then in place in England and Wales.

5.
The Committee published their report in March 2000 (available at http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/S1/official_report/cttee/trans-00/trr00-03-01.htm ), shortly before the Independent Expert Group on Mobile Phones (IEGMP) published (May 2000) their report, Mobile Phones and Health.  In response to the Committee’s report, and having regard to the report of the IEGMP, the Executive moved from a prior approval regime to a requirement for full planning permission for ground based masts and a reduction in the amount of telecommunications development benefiting from PDR.  
6.
The legislative changes came into effect on 23 July 2001 and a National Planning Policy Guideline (NPPG)19: Radio Telecommunications was published at that time.  NPPG 19 contained guidance on processing applications for telecommunications development and on the precautionary measures being taken in the wake of the report of the IEGMP.  NPPGs, which are in the process of being replaced by a new series of documents known as Scottish Planning Policies (SPP), can be material considerations in the determination of planning applications.  A Circular, Scottish Executive Development Department Circular 5/2001, describing the legislative changes was also issued at this time.  The changes were followed in September 2001 by Planning Advice Note (PAN) 62: Radio Telecommunications, which contained advice on good practice in the siting and design of radio telecommunications infrastructure.

7.
Copies of the Circular, PAN and NPPG have been sent to the Committee and are available on the Scottish Executive’s Planning web page: www.scotland.gov.uk/planning .

Outline of the Changes in PDR
8.
The main change introduced in 2001 was the requirement that all new ground based mobile phone masts were to be the subject of applications for planning permission.  The new arrangements included a 14 day transitional period within which development started under the old PDR prior to 23 July had to be completed in order to benefit from the permission granted by the old PDR.  This was instituted to avoid development in progress being subject to new planning controls immediately upon the changes to planning legislation coming into force on 23 July 2001.
9.
It was considered appropriate to allow a certain amount of telecommunications development on buildings to retain PDR.  As with planning applications, where the exercise of the remaining PDR involves the installation of antennas, a declaration relating to compliance with the International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) guidelines for public exposure to radio frequency emissions must be submitted to the planning authority.  The adoption of these international guidelines was recommended by the Independent Expert Group on Mobile Phones and accepted by Government and Industry.

10.
Appendix A contains further detail of the changes.

Research and Data Gathering
11.
At the time the new legislation and guidance was introduced in 2001, the Executive gave commitments to evaluate the effect of the new planning regime in this regard.  A research contract in this regard was awarded to the Geddes Institute, University of Dundee in February 2003.  The research was led by Professor Greg Lloyd of the University of Dundee.  A copy of the research specification is attached at Appendix B.  Submission of the final report has been delayed but is expected soon, and the Executive hopes to publish the research report in the near future.
12.
The Executive has been gathering data from planning authorities on planning applications for telecommunications development on a quarterly basis since the changes to legislation were introduced.  Planning authorities have been asked to fill in a Form 1 showing the through put of applications for telecommunications development for each quarter, and a Form 2 showing more detailed information on individual planning applications.  The Forms are contained at Appendix C.  Some of the information gathered is summarised in Tables in Appendix D.  This information is provided on a voluntary basis by planning authorities, and there are gaps in the returns received by the Executive. 
Further Committee Interest
13.
The Communities Committee of the Scottish Parliament, which has taken over responsibility for planning matters, re-visited the issue of telecommunications development and held two evidence gathering sessions in this regard in early 2003.  The Committee subsequently wrote to the Scottish Executive.  The Executive responded on an interim basis that it would reply in detail once the research report referred to in paragraph 11 had been completed and submitted.
14.
More recently, the interest of the Scottish Parliament’s Committees has been brought to bear on Airwave, a new communications service which is based on the Terrestrial Trunked Radio (TETRA) standard.  It is being rolled out by mmO2 and will provide all police forces in Scotland with a national, digital, mobile service.  There has been strong localised opposition to these masts in Scotland, where opposition focuses on perceived health issues.  Executive planning guidance on TETRA base stations is that they should be treated the same as any mobile base station.  A petition (PE650) calling for a halt to roll-out and a moratorium on planning decisions was presented to the Petitions Committee of the Scottish Parliament.  The Petitions Committee has referred PE650 to the Communities Committee for a full inquiry.  The Communities Committee has indicated that they will write on this matter to the Executive to request an update on the status of its research report, to police organisations to obtain their views and comments on issues relating to TETRA masts. The Committee further agreed to write to the Scottish Parliament’s Environment and Rural Development Committee and its Health Committee on the issues raised on the petition. 

Moratoria
15.
Some Councils continue to operate  moratoria which exclude the development of telecommunications infrastructure on their land/estate.  There are concerns that such moratoria could affect mobile and 3G infrastructure roll out and also Wireless Broadband delivery.  Whilst moratoria are not a planning issue, but one for local authority estate departments, it is an issue which is touched on in NPPG 19: Radio Telecommunications.  Our guidance is that planning authorities should be aware that if suitable council owned property is not potentially available, the optimum siting and design solutions may not be achievable and operators may have to opt for more visually intrusive or sensitive sites.

Meetings with Mobile Phone Operators
16.
Lewis Macdonald MSP, the then Deputy Minister for Transport and Planning,  met with  Chief Executives and senior managers from the main mobile operators in the wake of the introduction of new planning controls in July 2001.  

17.
Margaret Curran MSP, as Deputy Minister for Social Justice (Now Minister for Communities with responsibility for Planning matters), met with the Federation of Electronics Industry (FEI) who represented all 5 mobile phone operators in April 2002.

18.
On 18th September 2003 Mary Mulligan MSP, Deputy Minister for Communities) met with the Mobile Operators Association (formerly the FEI) and representatives from each of the constituent mobile operators.  This was essentially a ‘getting to know you’ session which was attended by the companies’ government liaison and public affairs people.

19.
The Executive has also chaired 3 joint COSLA/MOA seminars which bring together the operators and planning authorities to discuss issues of interest regarding the rollout of telecommunications infrastructure.  The next seminar is due in early May 2004.
20.
Executive Planning officials have also had meetings in recent months with one of the mobile operators, T-Mobile, and with Crown Castle and NTL, in their roles as site providers to the industry.

Scottish Executive
April 2004
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OUTLINE OF THE CHANGES TO PERMITTED DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS MADE IN 2001

1. Ground based masts:
Former arrangements -

· Masts over 15 metres in height require planning permission; 

· Masts less than 15 metres in height are permitted development (i.e. operators do not need to apply for planning permission). 

Current arrangements -

· All ground based masts will require planning permission. 

2. Masts on buildings:

Former arrangements -

· Apparatus projecting up to 10 metres above a building over 30 metres high is permitted development; 

· Apparatus projecting up to 8 metres above a building between 15 and 30 metres high is permitted development; 

· Apparatus projecting up to 6 metres above a building under 15 metres high that does not include a dwelling is permitted development. 

Current arrangements -

· On buildings over 15 metres high, only 8 antennas will be permitted development and no apparatus must be more that 4 metres high; 

· On buildings under 15 metres high, only 4 antennas (with tighter restrictions on dimensions than those for taller buildings), or 8 “small antennas” will be permitted development and no apparatus must be more that 4 metres high. 
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3. Equipment housing:

Former arrangements -

· Equipment housing not exceeding 4 metres in height or 200 cubic metres is permitted development, whether on the ground or on a building.
Current arrangements -

· The qualifying dimensions for permitted development will be reduced to: 

- 3 metres in height and 90 cubic metres in the case of ground based installations; and 

- 3 metres in height and 30 cubic metres in the case of installations on buildings.

4. Conservation areas and national scenic areas:

Former arrangements -

· The range of permitted development described above is severely restricted in conservation areas and national scenic areas. 

Current arrangements -

· Permitted development rights will be withdrawn completely in these areas, and also in natural heritage areas, historic garden or designed landscape, site of special scientific interest, European site or, category A listed buildings and their settings and scheduled ancient monuments and their settings. 
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EVALUATION OF THE EFFECTS OF THE INTRODUCTION IN JULY 2001 OF REVISED PLANNING CONTROLS OVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVELOPMENT

Introduction 

1.
The Scottish Executive is to commission work to evaluate the effects of the introduction in July 2001 of revised planning controls over telecommunications development.

2.
The revised controls were introduced by way of Scottish Statutory Instrument (SSI) 2001 No.245 The Town and Country Planning (General Development Procedure) (Scotland) Amendment Order 2001 (http://www.scotland-legislation.hmso.gov.uk/legislation/scotland/ssi2001/20010245.htm) and SSI 2001 No.266 The Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (Scotland) Amendment (No.2) Order 2001 (http://www.scotland-legislation.hmso.gov.uk/legislation/scotland/ssi2001/20010266.htm).

3.
The following documents were published to accompany the introduction of the new planning rules for telecommunications development:

NPPG19:  Radio Telecommunications (http://www.scotland.gov.uk/library3/planning/nppg/nppg19-00.asp)

Circular 5/2001:  The Town and Country Planning (General Permitted Development) (Scotland) Amendment (No.2) Order 2001: Development by Telecommunications Code System Operators (http://www.scotland.gov.uk/planning/circulars/tc501/tc501-00.asp); and

PAN 62:  Radio Telecommunications (http://www.scotland.gov.uk/library/pan/pan62-00.asp)

Background

4.
New, stricter, planning controls relating to telecommunications developments came into force on 23 July 2001 (subject to a 14 day grace period for developments that could be completed within that 14 day period).  They were introduced in response to the March 2000 report of the Scottish Parliament's Transport and the Environment Committee (Report on inquiry into the proposals to introduce new planning procedures for telecommunications developments, http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/official_report/cttee/trans-00/trr00-03-01.htm) and the May 2000 report of the Independent Expert Group on Mobile Phones (Mobile Phones and Health, http://www.iegmp.org.uk/report/index.htm.
5.
These new controls will have had implications for planning authorities, including in particular an increase in the number of planning applications that they have to deal with (given the withdrawal of permitted development rights for ground based masts and some building mounted apparatus).  They will also have had implications for, in particular, the 5 mobile phone operators, including the need to apply for planning permission for development that would previously have been permitted development.  The operators have said that they fear that planning authorities will not process their applications quickly.  They have suggested that Scotland may be disadvantaged in comparison with England and Wales (where a prior approval regime has been introduced rather than our extension of planning control) in relation to the speed of roll‑out of 3rd generation technology.

6.
Since introducing the revised controls the Scottish Executive has been gathering data from planning authorities relating to applications for planning permission for telecommunications developments on a 3‑monthly basis.

Aim

7.
To evaluate the effects of the new planning controls over telecommunications development, in line with the commitment given by the Scottish Executive upon their introduction.

Objectives

8.
To evaluate the effects, including social and economic, that the new controls have had on:

· planning authorities workload, the consistency of approach between planning authorities and whether the fees accompanying telecoms planning applications are appropriate;

· the telecommunications industry; in particular the rate of network roll‑out, particularly for 3G services, and the extent to which other factors such as market conditions may have masked or enhanced that effect;

· the perceptions of the public and planning authorities of telecoms development and the Industry of the planning regime and to offer a view as to whether the stated policy objective of striking an appropriate balance between the needs of the Industry and concerns about the environmental impact of telecommunications development has been achieved; 

· the extent of dialogue between the industry and planning authorities to identify optimal solutions, explore alternatives and manage consultation;

· outcomes on the ground (visual amenity)  -  ie are we getting better designed masts in more appropriate locations, including the effects of factors such as any increase in co-operation between operators and mast sharing, the effects of local authority moratoria on the use of their buildings;

· the workload of the Scottish Executive Inquiry Reporters Unit, the nature of appeals being lodged and the decisions made, including the way in which the legislation and associated policy guidance is being interpreted in those decisions; and

· elected council members' perception of their ability to represent their constituents' ongoing concerns about telecommunications development.

9.
The issue of health concerns will inevitably arise in any discussion about Radio Telecommunications.  However, this project should not be diverted onto an extensive discussion of health concerns.  The Executive's position on such concerns is set out in National Planning Policy Guideline 19: Radio Telecommunications.

Method/approach

10.
Contractors are invited to suggest a preferred approach and explain how it will achieve the above objectives.  It is anticipated that the most appropriate approach will include some or all of the following and, perhaps, other elements:

· literature review;

· analysing and interpreting the data collected by the Scottish Executive from planning authorities since July 2001 relating to planning applications for telecommunications development.  (Copies of the two forms used to collect information from planning authorities are attached at Annex A.  Annex B contains summaries of the information collected through Form 1.  Form 2 data will be made available to the contractor for analysis, together with Form 1 data).  We suggest that early in the project it will be appropriate to consider the extent to which the objectives can be achieved on the basis of this data. and the need for further information gathering using the following and, perhaps, other research methods.

· collecting any additional data considered necessary to achieve the objectives;

· conducting a questionnaire survey of planning authorities and/or telecoms operators and/or other relevant bodies about their pre and post‑July 2001 experience of telecoms development and related planning applications;

· interviewing selected planning officers about their pre and post‑July 2001 experience of processing planning applications for telecoms development;

· interviewing selected representatives of telecoms operators; their pre and post‑July 2001 experience of preparing and submitting planning applications;

Output

11.
The outputs of the research will be an inception report including details of the fieldwork to be undertaken, and target interviewees; a draft final report, and a final report.  The final report should be of publishable standard.  The contractor should provide the Department with 2 copies of each output.  Reports should comply with the guidance provided in ‘Writing for the CRU Research Series’ which is available on the Social Research pages of the Scottish Executive Website http://www.scotland.gov.uk/cru/kduff/write-cru-00.htm, or a paper copy can be obtained from Social Research free of charge on request.  The final report should be in camera ready form and should be submitted electronically.  The contractor should also provide a 4-page summary of the final report in the style of the Social Research Findings series (sample copy available on request).  Contractors should tender on the basis that they may be required to present and discuss their research at a seminar or conference.

Timetable

12.
The work will be commissioned in February 2003 and should be completed in July 2003.

Project Management


13.
A small steering group consisting of representatives from the Scottish Executive, representatives from the industry and CoSLA will manage the project.  An official from the Executive will be responsible for the day to day administration of the project.  It is expected that the group will meet with the consultant to discuss the inception report and to discuss the draft final report.

Costs

14.
The project is expected to cost in the region of £25,000.  The tender sum should cover liability for all costs including staff, equipment, travel and subsistence and overheads.  Tenderers liable for VAT on government funded projects should indicate this in their proposal.

Ownership and Publication of the Report

15.
Ownership of all research data and reports lies with the Scottish Ministers.  Decisions on all aspects of the report rest with the Scottish Executive Development Department.

Responsibilities of the Contractor

16.
The contractor will be responsible for ensuring compliance with the Data Protection Act (1998) and must agree to abide by any guidelines issued by their profession.

Contract Conditions

17,
The contract awarded will be governed by the Standard Contract Conditions covering the Scottish Executive Development Department research awards (CRU/SC/04/99), a copy of which is attached.

Submitting a Tender

18.
Responses should be based upon the information given in the specification and on the knowledge and professional expertise of the tenderer.  Clarification of particular points can be sought from Alan Cameron (0131 244 7065).

19.
Contractors should detail their proposed approach to the study and their planned staging of the various elements of the work.  They should also provide the following information:

· Name of the tenderer, status in company/institution and name of person for contact (if different);

· A brief statement of their understanding and interpretation of the purpose, specific objectives and scope of the project; 

· Relevance of applicant’s previous research or survey experience to current application

· Number, role, inputs and expertise of all staff to be involved in the project,  including where applicable staff not yet appointed.  CVs should be included;

· Costs for the project, set out both by the main components of the work and by fee and expense rates.  Where appropriate, tenders should include VAT and/or overheads – costed as a separate item.

Tenders should be submitted by 2pm on Monday 27th January 2003 to: Dr Susan Lilley, Transport and Planning Research Team, Scottish Executive Social Research, 2J, Victoria Quay, Edinburgh EH6 6QQ.
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FORM 1

Count of planning applications relating to radio telecommunications developments:

Period covered:  1 JANUARY 2004 – 31 MARCH 2004

	A
	Number of applications outstanding at start of period

This should equal the number of cases outstanding at the

end of the previous period
	

	B
	Number of applications received during the period

Count all planning applications received during the period

	

	C
	Number of withdrawn or returned applications

All planning applications withdrawn by, or returned to,

the applicant during the period for whatever reason
	

	D
	Number of applications determined during the period

(NB  a Form 2 need only be attached for each

application determined by the council) 

Count all planning applications that have either been

determined (ie granted, granted subject to conditions

or refused) or appealed on the ground of

non‑determination or called‑in by the Scottish Ministers
	

	E


	Number of cases outstanding at the end of the period

                                (A+B) - (C+D)
	


Name of planning officer completing this form:   …………………………………………

Representing:  …………………………………Council





             Signed:   ...…………………………………………...

 Date:   ……………………………………………..
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FORM 2

Please complete a copy of this form for each telecommunications application determined.

The development

Q1.
Application reference number:                                                                             Ref no.

	


Q2.

	Type of development?
	Tick 
	Type of development?

	New ground based mast
	
	Installation on a building which has no existing telecommunications equipment

	Alteration of ground based mast
	
	Installation on a building which has existing telecommunications equipment present

	Replacement of ground based mast
	
	Other  (please describe)




Q3.
Type of operator?

                                   


 Mobile      Fixed radio access   Other
	
	
	


Q4.
Does this development result in telecommunications mast/site sharing?                             Yes            No
	
	


Q5.
Does the development provide the potential for such sharing?                                            Yes            No
	
	


Q6.
Would this development have been permitted 


development prior to 23 July 2001?                                                                
 Yes             No         Possibly
	
	
	


Q7.
Had development started prior to 23 July 2001?                                                                
Yes              No
	
	



The process

Q8.
Date of receipt of valid application:                                                               
   DD            MM            YY
	
	
	


Q9.
Date notice of decision given to applicant:                                                     
  DD            MM            YY
	
	
	


Q10.
Was decision delegated for officer decision?                                                                
      Yes              No
	
	


Q11.
Decision?

	Granted
	

	Granted subject to conditions
	

	Refused (state grounds)
	


Q12.
If decision taken by elected Members was it in line 


with officers' recommendation?                                                                          
 Yes              No       In part
	
	
	



Quality


Q13.
Did pre-application discussions take place?                                                                      
  Yes              No
	
	



and, if so, do you think they led to a better application?                                                  
   Yes              No
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Form 2 (Continued)

Q14.
Did negotiations take place during consideration of the application?                                
 Yes              No
	
	



and, if so, do you think they led to a better quality outcome?                                            
 Yes              No
	
	


Q15.
What level of public representation did this application generate?          
 None       Low      Medium    High

	
	
	
	


Q16.
Any comments/observations that you think may be relevant to the Executive's understanding of this case:
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Table 1 Summary of Form 1 Data 
	
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	Applications outstanding at start of period
	56
	247
	387
	292
	269
	213
	211
	190
	259
	212

	Applications received during the period
	241
	415
	310
	277
	214
	210
	215
	199
	189
	211

	Applications withdrawn during the period
	14
	33
	59
	40
	60
	34
	29
	18
	32
	15

	Applications determined during the period
	33
	249
	340
	259
	225
	180
	208
	142
	202
	216

	Applications outstanding at the end of the period
	250
	377
	274
	270
	203
	210
	181
	208
	180
	176


Table 2. Type of Development for which Planning Permission is Sought

	
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	New Ground Based Mast
	38%
	63%
	69%
	63%
	55%
	61%
	62%
	48%
	39%
	51%

	Installation on building with no existing equipment
	10%
	5%
	6%
	12%
	16%
	7%
	8%
	7%
	2%
	1%

	Alteration of Ground Based Mast
	10%
	11%
	7%
	4%
	7%
	7%
	9%
	15%
	27%
	24%

	Installation on a building with existing equipment
	14%
	12%
	9%
	15%
	9%
	12%
	12%
	17%
	18%
	8%

	Replacement of Ground Based Mast
	7%
	3%
	5%
	3%
	8%
	10%
	7%
	9%
	11%
	10%

	Other
	21%
	7%
	4%
	3%
	4%
	3%
	3%
	4%
	3%
	5%
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Table 3. Type of Operator

	Type of Operator
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	Mobile
	85%
	85%
	93%
	96%
	87%
	89%
	86%
	78%
	85%
	93%

	Fixed Radio Access
	6%
	6%
	4%
	1%
	3%
	3%
	9%
	13%
	12%
	4%

	Other
	9%
	10%
	3%
	2%
	10%
	8%
	5%
	9%
	3%
	3%


Table 4. Would the Proposal Result in Site Sharing?
	Site sharing?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q19
	Q10

	YES
	36%
	32%
	24%
	18%
	21%
	22%
	25%
	34%
	54%
	39%

	NO
	64%
	68%
	76%
	82%
	79%
	79%
	75%
	66%
	46%
	61%


Table 5. Would the Proposal Provide the Potential for Site Sharing?

	Potential?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	63%
	71%
	55%
	49%
	46%
	48%
	59%
	54%
	34%
	39%

	NO
	37%
	29%
	45%
	51%
	54%
	52%
	41%
	46%
	66%
	61%
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Table 6. Was The Decision Delegated To Planning Officials?
	Delegated Decision
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	78%
	62%
	44%
	47%
	62%
	57%
	45%
	72%
	53%
	52%

	NO
	22%
	38%
	56%
	53%
	38%
	43%
	55%
	28%
	47%
	48%


Table 7. Was The Decision By Council Members in Line with Planning Official’s Recommendation?

	Members decision
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	80%
	88%
	91%
	90%
	83%
	90%
	91%
	88%
	88%
	82%

	NO
	20%
	12%
	9%
	10%
	17%
	9%
	9%
	8%
	8%
	9%

	IN PART
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	0%
	3%
	9%


Table 8. What Was The Decision On The Application?

	DECISION
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	Granted
	19%
	17%
	21%
	7%
	13%
	12%
	16%
	15%
	10%
	12%

	Granted with Conditions
	78%
	72%
	62%
	77%
	73%
	75%
	72%
	78%
	81%
	78%

	Refused
	3%
	11%
	17%
	15%
	14%
	13%
	13%
	7%
	9%
	10%
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Table 9. Was Their A Pre-Application Discussion?

	Pre Apps?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	23%
	38%
	46%
	46%
	40%
	47%
	55%
	49%
	58%
	60%

	NO
	77%
	62%
	54%
	54%
	60%
	53%
	45%
	51%
	42%
	40%


Table 10. Did Pre-Application Discussion Result In A Better Application?

	Better App?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	67%
	59%
	69%
	72%
	69%
	73%
	69%
	68%
	47%
	65%

	NO
	33%
	41%
	31%
	28%
	31%
	27%
	31%
	32%
	54%
	35%


Table 11. Was Their Negotiation On The Application Once It Was Submitted?

	During App?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	28%
	31%
	31%
	41%
	34%
	29%
	30%
	30%
	21%
	25%

	NO
	72%
	69%
	69%
	59%
	66%
	71%
	70%
	70%
	79%
	75%


Table 12. Did Post-Application Negotiation Result In A Better Proposal?

	Better Proposal?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	YES
	31%
	49%
	53%
	79%
	61%
	67%
	54%
	77%
	52%
	73%

	NO
	69%
	51%
	47%
	21%
	39%
	33%
	46%
	23%
	48%
	27%









APPENDIX D (Cont.)
ALL PARTY PARLIAMENTARY MOBILE GROUP PUBLIC INQUIRY ON PLANNING

SCOTTISH EXECUTIVE SUBMISSION
SUMMARY TABLES ON DATA COLLECTED ON APPLICATIONS FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVELOPMENT
Table 13. Was The Application Determined Within 2 Months?

	
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	Applications determined within 2 months
	59%
	52%
	33%
	43%
	58%
	52%
	62%
	57%
	54%
	52%


Table 14. What Level of Public Representation Did The Application Attract?
	Public Response
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	None
	70%
	71%
	51%
	61%
	68%
	66%
	69%
	75%
	67%
	63%

	Low
	18%
	24%
	34%
	29%
	22%
	28%
	21%
	17%
	24%
	25%

	Medium
	10%
	4%
	10%
	8%
	7%
	5%
	5%
	4%
	5%
	6%

	High
	2%
	1%
	5%
	2%
	4%
	1%
	5%
	4%
	5%
	7%


� Now known as Communications Code System Operators who obtain access to the Communications Code through OFCOM.
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