
From: David Dunbar davidljdunbar@gmail.com
Subject: For the attention of all Cotswold District parishes

Date: 29 January 2024 at 12:24
To: adlestropparishmeeting@gmail.com, aldsworthparishcouncil@gmail.com, clerk@ampneycrucis.org.uk,

ampneystmary@gmail.com, ampneystpeter@gmail.com, andoversfordparishcouncil@gmail.com, b7thjones@yahoo.co.uk,
billorgan@hotmail.co.uk, parishclerk@avening-pc.gov.uk, cotswoldpa22@gmail.com, elizabethamgledhill3@gmail.com,
barringtonpc@hotmail.co.uk, victoria@batsfordestate.co.uk, marie.whiteman17@gmail.com, beverston_pc@btinternet.com,
clerk@biburyparishcouncil.gov.uk, clerk@bledington.com, parishclerk@blockley.org.uk, clerk@bourtononthehill.org.uk,
clerk@bourtononthewater-pc.gov.uk, clerkboxwellwithleightertonpc@gmail.com, brimpsfieldpc@gmail.com,
broadwell.pc@gmail.com, clerk@chedworthpc.org.uk, cheringtonparishcouncil@yahoo.co.uk,
clerk@chippingcampden-tc.gov.uk, info@cirencester.gov.uk, claptonparish@yahoo.com, clerk@coatesparish.org.uk,
info@coberleyparish.co.uk, coldastonpc@gmail.com, hwg@colesbourne.net, colnsaparishclerk@gmail.com,
colnstdennis@gmail.com, comptonabdalechair@gmail.com, properofficer@btinternet.com, cowleycouncil@gmail.com,
westbarnfarm@gmail.com, parish.clerk@daglingworth.org.uk, didmartonclerk@gmail.com, clerk@donningtonvillage.co.uk,
dowdeswellclerk@gmail.com, downampneypc@gmail.com, dhparishclerk@googlemail.com, duntisbourneparish@gmail.com,
clerk@eastleachparishcouncil.org, clerk@ebringtonparish.org.uk, elkstonepc@gmail.com, evenlodeclerk@gmail.com,
clerks@fairfordtowncouncil.gov.uk, johntbmarshall@gmail.com, clerk@greatrissingtonpc.org.uk, guitingpowerpc@gmail.com,
sallybult@yahoo.com, hatheropparishcouncil@gmail.com, hazletonvillage@gmail.com, paulfisher2345@gmail.com,
clerk@kembleandewen-pc.gov.uk, clerk@kempsfordparishcouncil.net, kingscotepc@gmail.com,
clerk@lechladeonthames.co.uk, clerk@littlerissington.net, clerk@longnewnton.org.uk, clerk@longborough-pc.gov.uk,
clerklspc@gmail.com, maugersbury@gmail.com, clerkmhpc@hotmail.com, clerk@mickletonparishcouncil.co.uk,
clerk@moretoninmarshtowncouncil.gov.uk, nauntonpc@gmail.com, ncpcclerk@gmail.com, clerk@northleach.gov.uk,
janet.eustace@yahoo.co.uk, owlpenparkfarms@btinternet.com, notnoddy@hotmail.co.uk, poultonclerk@gmail.com,
clerk@prestonpc.org.uk, queningtonpc@gmail.com, rendcombpc@gmail.com, rodmartonclerk@yahoo.com,
sappertonfmpc@gmail.com, parish.clerk@sevenhampton.org, lara@sherborneparish.org, shiptonparishcouncil@gmail.com,
shiptonmoynepc@gmail.com, siddingtonclerk@gmail.com, skpcclerk@gmail.com, clerk@southcerney.org.uk,
spcclerk2017@outlook.com, info@stowonthewold-tc.gov.uk, swellpc.clerk@gmail.com, sydeparish@gmail.com,
templeguitingparishcouncil@yahoo.co.uk, ceo@tetbury.gov.uk, clerk@tetbury-uptonpc.org.uk,
clerk@todenhamparishcouncil.co.uk, fergus@ferg5.com, clerk@upperrissington-pc.gov.uk, upperslaughterclerk@gmail.com,
wseparishclerk@gmail.com, clerk@wwlpc.org.uk, trevorbigg1@gmail.com, vicar.what.ho@gmail.com,
dallas.ariotti@gmail.com, mrqhenriques@gmail.com, winstoneclerk@hotmail.co.uk,
parishclerk@withington-gloucestershire.co.uk, wyckrissingtonclerk@gmail.com, arng@stowellpark.com

Dear fellow Cotswold District residents,
 
I am a resident of Willersey. I apologise for this intrusion, but I am writing to alert you to
a potential threat which has already impacted our village and could be coming to you.
 
You may have seen in the media that in many areas of the country, as part of the
government’s policy of rolling out fibre optic broadband systems as fast as possible,
network installers are forcing overhead poles and cables on communities, often against
residents’ wishes and in duplication of existing fibre optic networks.
 
In our case, this has occurred in a part of the village which has hitherto had no overhead
lines, all existing services, including a fibre optic network which was installed by
Gigaclear a few years ago, being buried underground. The new overhead network,
being installed by a company called Full Fibre Ltd aka Fibre Heroes, ignores previous
practice in our area, is contrary to the requirements laid down by the Cotswold Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty and duplicates the Gigaclear system, therefore is surplus to
requirements.
 
The first we knew about this was when a series of painted circles mysteriously appeared
in the affected area, followed a few weeks later by letters from Full Fibre Ltd informing
residents that they were going to install the overhead system. We were invited to write
and express our views, which many of us did, but Full Fibre Ltd were completely
impervious to our protests that the development was inappropriate and unnecessary.
 
Please note that Full Fibre Ltd is believed to be one of about 70 operators of this kind
wreaking havoc around the country. They have proved to be totally insensitive to the
views of residents in their quest to make a fast buck. To our knowledge Willersey is the
only village in Gloucestershire to have been affected so far, but this issue will come to
others in due course.
 
The installers justify their actions with the claim that their system is classified as a
“permitted development” which enables them to circumvent some legislation and
regulation in this field. However they are still bound by certain constraints, notably the



regulation in this field. However they are still bound by certain constraints, notably the
Electronic Communications Code (2003) Regulations. The fact that the ECC is a
regulation is crucial: network installers must comply with it, permitted development or
not.
 
Section 4 of the ECC (copy attached) opens with the statement: “A code operator shall
install all lines underground unless-” and goes on to identify a number of exemptions.
Full Fibre Ltd have stated that they are basing their justification for the overhead
installation specifically on point (e), ie: “it is not in all the circumstances reasonably
practicable to do so”. 
 
In Willersey’s case this is categorically untrue. The existing Gigaclear installation in all
the affected roads has already proved that underground installation is physically and
economically practicable. The truth is Full Fibre Ltd want to go overhead because it is
cheaper for them to install, and this is overriding all other considerations.
 
Further to this, repeated ministerial statements have confirmed that network installers
must comply with appropriate restrictions on their activities, which can be imposed by
Local Planning Authorities, and if installers don’t comply with them the local authorities
can refer them to Ofcom for appropriate action to be taken against them. We have
copies of the relevant documents which I will be pleased to pass to you if you would like
to see them.
 
In view of the circumstances outlined above, one might reasonably expect that our Local
Planning Authority would view the network installer’s machinations with the disapproval
that they deserve and impose the appropriate restrictions on their activities. Indeed, the
LPA has every opportunity to do this, because (as we only discovered very recently
when it was too late) the network installers have to issue a “notice of intention” to the
LPA, after which the LPA has 28 days to impose restrictions on them.
 
In Willersey’s case this didn’t happen for reasons that I won’t expand on here, however
in your case time is hopefully still on your side, but you must make use of it. I strongly
advise you to get on to Cotswold District Council without delay and ask them:
 

1.     Have they received an approach from a fibre optic network installer planning
to put up any poles and cables in any part of your parish, and if so what is its
current status?

 
2.     If not, will they undertake to liaise with you as soon as they do receive an
approach?
 

If CDC do receive an approach from an installer, they have just 28 days to give it proper
consideration, liaise with you and impose conditions on the installer (eg requiring that
the network be buried underground). They may claim that they are not empowered to
place any constraints on the installer and that the regulations allow developments of this
kind, but we believe that both arguments are untrue. 
 
The damage is already partly done in Willersey (6 out of 15 planned poles have been
erected to date), but we continue to resist the installers by legally occupying the places
where they want to install their poles which has slowed their progress considerably, and
we haven’t given up hope of getting the erected poles taken down again in due course.
We hope that our experience will assist you in fighting to maintain the ambience of your
community.
 
Good luck!
 
Regards,
 



 
David Dunbar.


