Weoley Open Network

c/o Shenley Court Specialist Arts College

Shenley Lane

Northfield, Birmingham

B29 4HE

Tel no: 0121 464 8218

8th April 2004

To: the All party group of MPs concerned with planning matters of mobile phone masts

At the beginning of October 2003, Shenley Court School received a notice from Birmingham City Council, Planning Department, informing the school that the service operator O( had submitted a notice to erect a mobile telephone mast on the corner of Shenley Lane and Shenley Hill, on Birmingham City Land, i.e. a grass verge, immediately adjacent to the school grounds. This installation did not require a full planning enquiry as it was below 15m. However the beam of highest intensity does fall onto the school grounds.

The School’s Governing Body, after considering the matter in committee, wrote to Birmingham City Council, planning Department, before the deadline for submissions objecting to the installation of three grounds:

· The visual amenity with the proposed mast being at the top of a hill, on the corner of a road junction  and next to an ancient hedge.

· The perception by local parents of a potential health risk having an adverse affect on enrolment to the school,

· Again due to the perceived health risk linked to a planned development on the school site would involve the school in a considerable extra expense, i.e. The school has recently received a New Opportunities Fund lottery grant to improve the school’s sporting facilities including the creation of a centre of excellence for netball and the reintroduction of tennis into the curriculum and for community use. This required the creation of an additional recreational area for use by pupils during breaks. This area was planned for the part of the site immediately adjacent to the proposed mast. The school now feels that due to the uncertainty of any potential health risk, it has to take a precautionary approach and  if the mast is erected  they can no longer place the recreational area in this position which will require considerable additional expense to the school. This is a matter that could have been discussed with the operator if there had been any direct consultation.

This issue was taken up by our member of Parliament, Richard Burden, and as part of the information he has received from Birmingham City council, Planning Department, we have now been told that the operator, O(, wrote to the school at the beginning of August 2003, the start of the summer shut down, which they are using as evidence of consultation with the school. However the school has no record of receiving this letter and would query why the service operator considered no reply as an acceptance of their plans. Since the planning notice did not go to the Planning Committee until late in October 2003, surely a direct approach to the school could have been made at the beginning of September 2003 when the school had reopened.

We would also draw your attention to the inadequacy of the planning procedures in the consultation process for masts below 15m, with a very restricted area of notification. Within the area of coverage by this proposed mast we also have a primary school and a care home for elderly blind people, neither of which were consulted about the proposed mast.

Jan Drinkwater

Co-ordinator

Weoley Open Network

For information:

The Weoley Open Network was formed with support from the Birmingham Community Empowerment Network to bring together active citizens, community organisations and service providers in the Weoley Ward of Birmingham to address local issues , to bring the community together and help to build mutual respect in Weoley. As part of its activities and as a result of local concerns over the mast, the Weoley Open Network is now a member of Birmingham Residents Against masts (BRAM)

