
F.A.O. Mr Paul Shiach 
North Lanarkshire Council 
Administration 
PO Box 14 
Civic Centre 
M o t herwel I 
MLI 1TW 

Dear Mr Shiach, 

8 Glen Moriston Road 
Craigmarloch 
Cumbernauld 
Glasgow 
G68 OEU 

23 February 2005 

PLANNING APPLICATION N/04/01791/FUL 

THE PROPOSED INSTALLATION OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS APPARATUS 
ADJACENT TO GLEN FYNE ROAD, CRAIGMARLOCH, CUMBERNAULD 
NORTH LANARKSHIRE G68 

0 2  (UK) LIMITED - CELL NO. 35132 

We would like to bring, the following information to the attention of The Planning and 
Environment Committee. 

1) With reference to the number of representation letters, please note we have spoken 
with several of our neighbours (4 & 10 Glenmoriston Road) their written objections, 
were not listed. 

How many other objections, were not noted? 

The Craigmarloch Community Council submitted a petition, this was not noted, on 
the recommendation from the council. The strength of local feeling against this 
mast is not clearly represented on your plan view drawing. 

2) Stappard Howes advised me on a letter dated 23/11/2004 that Tesco and the 
Craigmarloch Lodge have refused permission to install mast on their property. 

How can they refuse and we as tax paying, voting public, can not stop such a mast, 
which is clearly located for financial reasons and ease of installation? 



23 February 2005 

Page 2 of 2 

3) Stappard Howes provided us with the Department of Health leaflet, “Mobile phones 
and Health” 22883. 

This clearly states “The expert group has therefore recommended that in line with 
a precautionary approach, the widespread use of mobile phone by children, should 
be discouraged for non essential calls.” 

In our cul-de-sac alone there are 6 children, what are the long term health risks, to 
our children? 

Even though the mast will meet the latest legislation, the long term affects are not 
known. 

Please do not take a chance with our children’s health? 

4) My wife suffers from MS, which is a Neurological Disease, the mast will be located 
only 22 meters from our house. 

What will the long term effects be on my wife’s health? 

5) I have meet, with Rosemary McKenna MP, she agrees with our objections and is 
actively looking into the case. 

We hope as a People’s Council, you agree with our comments, as it appears that 0 2  plan 
to proceed regardless of the Local Communities objections. 

Yours fait hfu II y 

David R MacBain 
Joyce MacBain 
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Joy and David Reitze 
6 Glen Sannox Drive 

Craigmasloch 
Cumbernauld 

G68 ODP 

I 

17 October 2004 

We are writing to object in 'the strongest possible terms to the proposal to erect a 
telecommunications mast in Glen Fyne Road. Although we have classifkd our objections 
under headings, the order in which they are presented is not intended to show that my 
one i s  more important than another. 

PROPERTY VALUES 

We bought this house because it has unspoiled views .... hhct  you can see Arran fiom here 
on a nice day, hence the name Glen Sannox We have just spent several thousand pounds 
on our property because of our decision to stay in this location because of the views. The 
last t h g  we want is  a 4 1. ,25 kot  mast right outside our fiont door! Perhaps we should 
rename the street 'Aerial Vied. 

In light of the above prospect we have recently been in contacf with one of the countries 
largest estate agents. They state that in their professional opinion a mast positioned so 
close to our home would at best seriously affect the value of the property and could at 
worst make the property unsaleable. Surely this goes against all the principles of natural 
justice. 

The company states that the erection oftbis mast would improve communications within 
the local community. However we firtnly k k v e  that it iS much more to do with tkix need 
to rapidly cover their short &Us in relation to the role out of the Airwave Project in North 
Lanarkshire, than providing any direct service to the local community. Lets not lose track 
of the &ct that their primary consideration is that of pro&, so why should our financial 
stabjXty/hture be put at jeopardy in order that their sheholders can make a "hst buck'. 

SERIOUS HEALTH CONCEKNS 

Whether or not: the mast will be within so called legal emission limits, there is EL strong 
body o f  expert opinion leading us to have serious health concerns regarding the close 
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. .  proximity ofmy proposed mast. ' 

The proposed site is right next to a bus stop which i s  used on a da@ basis by young 
children going to and coming back from school, AU current scient* evidence points to 
the fact that smaller children are more susceptible to the dec t s  of electo magnetic 
radiation, so surely iftheir is any doubt what so ever youug children should not be put at 
risk Ask yourself would you put your own child at the slighiest risk? 

1 am aware that the government body in the form of the National Radiological Protection 
Board say that there is no conclusive proof to show h & i ,  
but this does not IUI me with cordidence, especially as in the past other so called expert 
goverrrment bodies deemed such things as Thalidomide, Sheep Pip etc as being "safe". 
And one shouldn't forget the not so distant BSE fiasco, were even senior government 
ministers got it sowrong. 

If if is so sde why infact has the New Zealand Government taken the decision to ban 
TETRPL systems. 

SITE CHOICE 

We are worried that the primary reason for picking this site is for ease of access and the 
cost benefits this would bring. There must be other sites in the area which are every bit as 
suitable for this mast. The company states that they have surveyed the area and this is the 
best site found. Who carried out the survey and what other areas did they identify as 
suitable? Should we not atleast be aBorded the right of an independent survey before any 
decisions are made. They have already agreed to lower the mast by 2.5 metres, no doubt 
in an attempt to influence the pk- authority. However in our opinion, it shows that 
they have been less than scrupulous right fiom the outset hop& to dupe the local 
commu13ity and get away with as much as possible in order to maximise their profits. 

I am sure that a more sympathetic sighting, with perhaps the use of a camoflaged mast, 
could be and probably has been identiiied. For instance, tJx elevated muture woodland to 
the west of Tesco or perhaps on top of the nearby Cra@halbert Quarry. 

TVINTERF-ERENCE 

I 

We are greatly worried about the many reports of masts causing TV interference, Please 
see appendix 'C' in relation to just one such highlighted problem in a Gloustershire town. 
In this day and age just about everyone gets a great deal ofpleasure born watching the 
television. So why should a private company be allowed to mterfkre with our quality of 
life. 

SECURITY 
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The issue of site security is another problem The bcal police have great difficulty 
preventing the adjacent bus shelter being vandalised, so how do they intend to prevent the 
local youths fiom 
vandalising the ground fiunkure at such an accessible si@. God h w s  what danger may 
arise Xsuch high voltage equipment is tampered with. 

I am sure we speak for not only ourselves but our neighbours, when I say how upset and 
annoyed we are by this proposd We hope that common sense and a commitment to 
naturd justice prevails and the proposed plan is rejected. 

Yours Faithhlly, 

Joy Reitze David Reitze 



AGENDA PiEM No Lc 
Shiach Paul 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

donna.wallace@tesco. net 
24 February 2005 15:45 

i shiachp@northIan,gov.uk 
N/04/01791/FUL - Glen Fyne Road telephone mast - new evidence 

Hi Mr Shiach, 
This email is to inform you that I would like the following documentation 
taken as evidence against granting permission for the Planning Application 
N/04/01791/FUL 

i) Stewart report 2000 (http://www.iegmp.org.uk/report/text.htm) 
ii) Stewart Report 2004 

iii) Minutes of NLC Committees 
iv) British Medical Association- Mobile Phones and Health - An update Jan 2005 

v) Documents of the National Radiological Protection Board (NRPB) Mobile Phones 

(http://www.nrpb.org/publications/documents~of~nrpb/abstracts/absdl5-5.htm#exsum) 

(http://www.bma.org.uk/ap.nsf/content/mobphonupd?opendocument&highlight=2,mobile) 

and Health 2004 Volume 15 No 5 2004 
http://www.nrpb.org/publications/documents~of~nrpb/abstracts/absdl5-5.htm 

For your convenience, I have included the appropriate extracts below. 
I assume that (i)-(ii) will already be known to the planning and environment 
committee and as such is not 'new evidence' in regards this planning submission. 
Likewise the committee will be aware of (iii) the minutes from their own meetings. 
In case these are not already considered as evidence, however I am listing them now 
so that I am permitted to make reference to these during my representation at the 
hearing on Monday February 28. 

Items (iv) - (v) back the precautionary approach recommended in (i) - (ii) . 
As I have not had access to the site survey performed by O2(UK)Ltd, I do not 
know the complete lists of alternative sites considered but would propose the 
following as candidates:- 

- on the path through Dullator Golf course from back of Auchinee Way to Croy Train 
station (has vehicle access). (Electrical pylons already cross this) 

- on the land between Eastfield Road/Balloch Loop Road where Eastfield Road meets 
Craigmarloch roundabout 

- On Craigmarloch roundabout 

Please confirm receipt of this e-mail. 

Regards 
Donna Wallace 
18 Glen Moriston Road 
Craigmarloch 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Further Details -________---______-----_------- 
i) Stewart report 2000 

The Stewart Report was commissioned by the UK Government and conducted by 
the Independent Expert Group on Mobile Phones (IEGMP) to: 

* consider present concerns about the possible health effects from 

* conduct a rigorous assessment of existing research 
* give advice based on the present state of knowledge 
* make recommendations on further work that should be carried out 
to improve the basis for sound advice 

the use of mobile phones, base stations and transmitters 

It concluded: 
"The balance of evidence indicates that there is no general risk to the 
health of people living near to base stations on the basis that exposures 
are expected to be small fractions of international guidelines. However there 
can be indirect adverse effects on their well-being in some cases." 
(paragraph 1.33) 
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The report recommended: 
"A precautionary approach to the use of mobile phone technologies be adopted 
until much more detailed and scientifically robust information on health effects 
becomes available" 
(paragraph 6.35) 

demonstrably independent panel" 
(paragraph 5.270) 

"The issue of possible health effects of mobile phone technology should 
be the subject of a further review in three years time, or earlier if 
circumstances demand it" 
(paragraph 5.273) 

"A substantial research programme should operate under the aegis of a 

________________________________________------_------------------------- 
ii) Stewart Report 2004 - taken from Executive Summary of the NRPB's second 

Stewart Report - APPENDIX 3 

(In particular, can I refer you to summary paragraphs 2, 5, 8, and the 
concluding paragraph saying the percautionary approach is still valid.) 

"First, the widespread use of mobile phone technologies is still fairly recent 
and technologies are continuing to develop at a pace which is outstripping 
analyses of any potential impact on health (see paragraphs 55-57, 84 and 85). 

Second, there are data which suggest that RF fields can interfere with 
biological systems (AGNIR, 2003; IEGMP, 2000). 

Third, because the use of mobile phone technologies is a fairly recent 
phenomenon, it has not yet been possible to carry out necessary long-term 
epidemiological studies and evaluate the findings. However, an increase in 
the risk of acoustic neuromas has recently been reported in people in Sweden 
with more than ten years' use of mobile phones. This study has been able to 
obtain long-term follow-up data and highlights the need for extended follow-up 
studies on phone users, as has been noted in a number of reviews (see AGNIR, 2003) 
Epidemiological studies, because of a lack of sensitivity, may miss any effects 
in small subsets of the general populations studied. This is a reason why the 
Board welcomes the large international cohort study proposed for support by the 
Mobile Telecommunications and Health Research (MTHR) programme (see paragraph 89). 
A recent German study has also suggested concerns. 

Fourth, a recent paper has suggested possible effects on brain function 
resulting from the use of 3G phones, although the study has some limitations 
and needs replication. The Stewart Report had previously identified the need 
for research on brain function. 

Fifth, populations are not homogeneous and people can vary in their 
susceptibility to environmental and other challenges. There are well-established 
examples in the literature of the genetic predisposition of some groups that could 
influence sensitivity to disease. This remains an outstanding issue in relation to 
RF exposure and one on which more information is needed. A number of people also 
report symptoms they ascribe to electromagnetic hypersensitivity arising from 
exposure to a range of electromagnetic fields (EMFs) encountered in everyday life. 
There is concern by an increasing number of individuals, although relatively small 
in relation to the total UK population, that they are adversely affected by 
exposure to RF fields from mobile phones (see also paragraphs 58 64). 

Sixth, IEGMP considered that children might be more vulnerable to any effects 
arising from the use of mobile phones because of their developing nervous system, 
the greater absorption of energy in the tissues of the head and a longer 
lifetime of exposure. Data on the impact on children have not yet been forthcoming. 
The potential for undertaking studies to examine any possible effects on children, 
however, are limited for ethical reasons. 

Seventh, there are ongoing concerns in the UK about the use of Terrestrial 
Trunked Radio (TETRA) by the police and the nature of the signals emitted as well 
as about exposures to RF from other telecommunications technologies. 

Eighth, there remain particular concerns in the UK about the impact of base 
stations on health, including well-being. Despite current evidence which shows that 
exposures of individuals are likely to be only a small fraction of those from 
phones, they may impact adversely on well-being. The large numbers of additional 
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base stations which will be necessary to effectively roll out the 3G and other 
new networks are likely to exacerbate the potential impact. People can also be 
concerned about effects on property values when base stations are built near 
their homes. 

The Board believes that the main conclusions reached in the Stewart Report in 
2000 still apply today and that a precautionary approach to the use of mobile 
phone technologies should continue to be adopted. 
11 

____________________---------------------------------------------------- 
iii) Minutes of NLC Committees 

- Special Meeting of Planning and Environment Committee 190ct2004 10.30am 
- Special Meeting of Planning and Environment Committee 02Nov2004 llam 
- Meeting of Planning and Environment Committee 17Nov2004 llam (ANNEX) 

I am encouraged that NLC Planning and Environment Commitee have refused 
planning permission for similar masts 
- S/04/01164/OUT 
- S/04/01225/FUL 
- S/04/01230/FUL 
- S/04/01395/FUL 
on the basis of visual impact, health concerns, distance from residential 
properties, detrimental effect on amenity of area. These grounds equally 
apply to the Glen Fyne Road site. 

________________________________________-------------------------------- 
iv) BMA - Mobile Phones and Health - An update Jan 2005 

"The British Medical Association represents doctors from all branches of 
medicine all over the UK. 
The BMA update provides a brief outline of some of the most important 
research and policy developments in this field since its initial report 
published in May 2001. 
The update concludes by stating "The BMA's 2001 recommendation to adopt a 
precautionary approach to mobile phones while research remains inconclusive 
is still valid. This is compatible with the Government's own policy. The BMA 
continues to support the ongoing national and international commitment to 
research into possible adverse effects of mobile phones. We will continue 
to keep a watching brief on forthcoming research and policy." 

v) Documents of the National Radiological Protection Board (NRPB) Mobile Phones 
and Health 2004 Volume 15 No 5 2004 

"The overall conclusion of the report is that the Board believes that the main 
conclusions reached in the Stewart Report in 2000 still apply today and that a 
precautionary approach to the use of mobile phone technology should continue to 
be adopted. 
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