
SUMMARY TABLES ON DATA COLLECTED ON APPLICATIONS FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVELOPMENT

NOTES:

1.
Glasgow only return Form 1 data, due to the high number of applications received and the resources this would require to complete data on Form 2s.  This should be borne in mind when looking at the data on Tables 2-15

2.
The number of planning authority returns per quarter are as follows:

Q1
32

Q6
31

Q2
31

Q7
30

Q3
30

Q8
26

Q4
31

Q9
25

Q5
31

Q10
23

3.
Figures may not equate to 100% due to rounding errors.

Table 1. Summary of Form 1 Data 

	
	Q1

23/07/01- 30/09/01 
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

01/10/03 

– 

31/03/03

	Applications outstanding at start of period
	56
	247
	363
	292
	254
	213
	211
	177
	230
	202

	Applications received during the period
	241
	415
	310
	277
	214
	210
	216
	232
	189
	213

	Applications withdrawn during the period
	14
	33
	59
	40
	60
	34
	29
	21
	32
	15

	Applications determined during the period
	33
	249
	340
	259
	225
	180
	208
	157
	202
	221

	Applications outstanding at the end of the period
	250
	377
	274
	270
	183
	209
	190
	231
	185


	179


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%
	38%
	39%
	50%

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

	Alteration of Ground Based Mast
	10%
	11%
	7%
	4%
	7%
	7%
	9%
	22%
	27%
	25%

	Installation on a building with existing equipment
	14%
	12%
	9%
	15%
	9%
	12%
	12%
	13%
	18%
	8%

	Replacement of Ground Based Mast
	7%
	3%
	5%
	3%
	8%
	10%
	7%
	17%
	11%
	11%

	Other
	21%
	7%
	4%
	3%
	4%
	3%
	3%
	4%
	3%
	5%


Table 3. Type of Operator Applying for Permission

	
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	Q10

	Mobile
	85%
	85%
	93%
	96%
	87%
	89%
	86%
	80%
	85%
	94%

	Other
	15%
	15%
	7%
	3%
	13%
	11%
	14%
	20%
	15%
	6%


Table 4. Would the Proposal Result in Site Sharing?

	Site sharing?
	Q1
	Q2
	Q3
	Q4
	Q5
	Q6
	Q7
	Q8
	Q9
	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%
	55%
	60%
	51%

	NO
	37%
	29%
	45%
	51%
	54%
	52%
	41%
	45%
	40%
	49%


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%
	67%
	53%
	52%

	NO
	22%
	38%
	56%
	53%
	38%
	43%
	55%
	33%
	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%
	90%
	88%
	83%

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

	IN PART
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	0%
	1%
	0%
	0%
	3%
	8%


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%
	13%
	10%
	11%

	Granted with Conditions
	78%
	72%
	62%
	77%
	73%
	75%
	72%
	80%
	81%
	79%

	Refused
	3%
	11%
	17%
	15%
	14%
	13%
	13%
	7%
	9%
	10%


Table 9. Was There A Pre-Application Discussion?

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

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

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


Table 10. Did Pre-Application Discussions 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%
	67%
	47%
	65%

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


Table 11. Was There 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%
	28%
	21%
	24%

	NO
	72%
	69%
	69%
	59%
	66%
	71%
	70%
	72%
	79%
	76%


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%
	78%
	52%
	73%

	NO
	69%
	51%
	47%
	21%
	39%
	33%
	46%
	22%
	48%
	27%


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%
	60%
	54%
	50%


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%
	4%
	7%


Table 15.  Telecommunication Appeals Decided

	Quarter
	No of Refusals  by Planning Authority


	% of Refusals by Delegated Official*
	No. of SEIRU decisions
	Allowed
	Dismissed



	Q1
	1
	-
	3
	3
	0

	Q2
	24
	-
	5
	4
	1

	Q3
	43
	-
	10
	6
	4

	Q4
	33
	-
	7
	6
	1

	Q5
	25
	-
	12
	7
	5

	Q6
	21
	9.5
	17
	12
	5

	Q7
	24
	12.5
	17
	14
	3

	Q8
	9
	22.2
	10
	10
	0

	Q9
	15
	26.6
	7
	5
	2

	Q10
	17
	35.2
	5
	3
	2

	Q11
	5
	-
	5
	3
	2

	Total
	217
	-
	98
	73
	25


Note: All appeals were dealt with by way of written submission, except for one dealt with by PLI.

*  Figures shown provide a snapshot of the % of planning authority refusals made by delegated officer.


