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Kia ora  
 
The organizing committee for the Safer Technology Aotearoa/New Zealand society 
(STANZ) has been working to become an incorporated society. The constitution has been 
approved and the necessary signatures gathered to submit to the Companies Office for 
incorporation as a society. At our next meeting in the last weekend of July we will elect the 
committee to lead STANZ. Some people question as to why all this effort has gone into 
turning what has been a local grass roots movement into a formally organised incorporated 
society. This newsletter will highlight why we need to have an incorporated society to carry 
out fundraising to engage in campaigning activities locally and nationally as well as 
supporting legal actions to oppose 5G and other types of dangerous electromagnetic radiation 
pollution. 
 
 
Public Introduction to STANZ Saturday 1st of August 
We intend to launch STANZ on Saturday the 1st of August at 2pm with a public meeting at 
the North New Brighton Community Centre (93 Marine Parade). Presentations will be given 
on the key areas of why STANZ has been created and what we are planning to do as a society 
in the future, for example, inform, educate and advocate about the safe use of technology in 
regards to: 
 

• The dangers to people and the environment from electromagnetic radiation e.g. 5G 
and cell phone towers etc.; 

• The dangers from artificial intelligence, nanotechnology, biotechnology and robotic 
systems on humanity and the environment; 

• As well as advocate for electro-hypersensitive (EHS) people, to ensure they have 
freedom from discrimination and meeting of human rights, access to suitable health 
care, housing, work, education and social opportunities so that they can fully and 
safely participate in society. 

 
We will also present an update on the national campaign against 5G and how we see our role 
in that for the foreseeable future particularly in regards to the upcoming election on 
September 19.  We believe that the formation of STANZ will help provide a respectable front 
for representing the genuine and well informed concerns of people against 5G, EMR 
pollution and artificial intelligence in general. One key issue we have faced is that there is a 
complete blackout in the mainstream news media from representing our point of view against 



5G. The weight of scientific evidence shows clearly EMR and 5G can be harmful to all life 
forms and that this is being deliberately ignored by the media and mainstream political 
parties. With the establishment against us this is not going to be easy, but the STANZ 
incorporated society sets up a platform whereby: 

• We have a secure and transparent body that will raise and manage funds appropriately 
for the various campaigns e.g. 5G Free NZ educational meetings and protests. 

• Provide a focus raising money to pay for legal actions, where necessary, for example, 
as advocated by Ray Broomhall (see below). 

• To create and manage a professional website to educate, advocate and market our 
cause.   

• To be recognised by local bodies, government, Iwi and Telco’s as a reputable source 
of information and action. 

At this public launch of STANZ Istvan Martinka will also give a short talk on: 
 

5G as the enabler of dehumanization  
Where he will give us food for thought about how technological thinking on the industrial 
scale gives rise to our own outsourcing of our own humanity to machines. Often not in 
groundbreaking ways but more sneakily, chipping away bit by bit, eroding our own self-
definition and intentionally blurring the boundary between machine and humankind.  

 
 
Ray Broomhall Australian Lawyers Success Against 5G 
The National 5G Free Coordination Committee has recently had a couple of Zoom calls with 
Australian lawyer Ray Broomhall to discuss how we can use his successful tactics employed 
in Australia to stop 5G and cell phone towers. In a nutshell the Broomhall process focuses on: 
 

• An individual seeking medical advice from their Doctor as to whether EMR poses a 

risk to their health. 

• Readings are taken of the EMR emissions that are on their property from cell phone 

towers. This includes Extreme Low Frequency (ELF) emissions (0-3 Khz) right 

through to the 4G and 5G Ghz frequencies.. 

• Evidence is gathered proving which tower/s and Telco’s are responsible for the EMR 

emissions trespassing onto the patient’s property. 

• The Doctor assesses the risks from EMR to their patient and provides a report 

outlining their concerns based on their expert opinion. As well as evidence supporting 

this from other qualified medical and technical experts. 

• This information then raises a reasonable fear in the mind of the patient and the need 

for their property to no longer be trespassed on by the ELF/EMRs of the cell phone 

towers. 



• This opens various legal avenues for action; firstly, through, assault and harassment 

laws; Secondly, for lobbying Councils to stop the ELF/EMR emissions from the 

towers with abatement notices. 

• The trick to this is that the focus is on the medical assessment of the Doctor and the 

expert witnesses as to the patient’s health risks and fears. This puts the focus on the 

health of the patient and their reasonable fears highlighted by their Doctor and 

supporting expert witnesses. 

• Usually, they don’t even have to go to court as the Telco’s would rather back down 

and turn off the towers than have their toxic secrets publicly exposed in court. 

 
This approach has been very successful in Australia and lawyers from around the world are 
now looking at adapting it for use in their own countries just as we are in NZ. One of the key 
reasons for STANZ is so that we can fund raise to support this type of legal action. If you 
would like to engage in this process to stop ELF/EMR emissions trespassing onto your 
property then let us know. Already there are a number of Doctors throughout the country 
willing to support their patients through this process. A number of groups throughout the 
country are also starting their own incorporated societies to support fundraising to enable 
individuals to take these types of legal actions. 
 
One interesting point raised by Ray was that even though Local Government Councils in 
Australia, like NZ, can’t legally stop the towers being built the Councils can issue abatement 
notices to stop them from emitting ELF and EMR emissions. Particularly when the Telco’s 
don’t even comply with the regulations governing the running and monitoring of the towers 
emissions. Further information on the approach used by Ray Broomhall can be found here: 
https://emrlegaleducation.com 
 
High Altitude Platform Stations (HAPS) 
One interesting point that Ray raised that we weren’t previously aware of is that there are 
being developed High Altitude Platform Stations (HAPS) which are designed to fly at an 
altitude of around 20 kilometres in the stratosphere above the clouds. These HAPS fly in 
circles of around 200kms and emit the equivalent EMR of 1,800 cell phone towers. These 
HAPS are designed to be intermediary relays between the ground based cell phone towers 
and the planned for 10’s of thousands of 5G satellites. 
 
Outer Space and High-altitude Activities Act 2017 
It turns out that our government has already paved the way for these HAPS by passing the Outer 
Space and High-altitude Activities Act in 2017. Apparently, the law says they have to have 
insurance to cover risks to health and environmental damage and as we know no insurer will 
take that on particularly in regards to 5G emissions. Further research is required, but it looks 
likely that we can use this law to try and stop the emissions from the HAPS and the 5G 
satellites. 
 
 
 
 



Regulations Review Select Committee 17 June 2020 
Sue Grey representing the Outdoors Party gave a presentation to the Regulations Review 
Select Committee to request a review of the resource management (National Environmental 
Standards for Telecommunications Facilities) regulations 2016 (“NESTF”) in regards to the 
rollout of 4G and 5G. This appeal to review NESTF was rejected by the committee based on 
them simply believing what representatives of the Ministry of Health said. Further action on 
this topic is planned to be taken after the election 
 
 
Official Information Act Request to Christchurch City Council 
We are currently working on an Official Information Act (OIA) request asking for all 
technical information required by the NESTF regulations for every cell phone site in 
Christchurch which we hope to file with the Council soon. The purpose of this OIA is to: 
 

• Create an official record with legal purpose along with the official responses. This can 
become a permanent record on local body websites available to any person anywhere. 

• In many cases local body employees are not adequately resourced or informed about 
the truth on the technology they are supposed to be consenting and regulating and this 
will provide them with the information they need to make informed decisions. 

• It will help inform local body politicians of the correct processes about the technology 
they have a part in deploying and regulating to ensure compliance with existing law. 

• To start the process where necessary to conduct emission measurements for which 
historical site records are necessary. 

• To put on notice the parties that are not complying with the current regulations and to 
expose the weaknesses that are a product of deliberate design in these regulations. 

• The OIA requests are designed to be informative with links to factual data, technical 
in some cases and sets out the reasons for the release of this information. 

• To make the OIA available for wide distribution around New Zealand (including to 
interested politicians/councilors) so that citizens can use it to also hold their local 
government councils to account on this issue. 

 
 
Halt 5G Petition Stopped by Greenpeace & Rejected by Green Party 
Lisa Er started the Halt 5G in Aotearoa NZ petition on the Greenpeace Toko Petitions 
website and it currently has over 19 thousand supporters. A few months ago Greenpeace 
deleted this petition from their website, but after a concerted campaign of pressure by 
members threatening to stop paying donations to them they backed down and reinstated it. 
However, they have removed it from their websites search function and it doesn’t show up at 
all unless you know where to look for it: https://www.toko.org.nz/petitions/precautionary-
principle-for-5g-in-aotearoa-1 so please sign up to it if you haven’t already. 
 
Unfortunately, there currently isn’t a single Member of Parliament willing to officially 
receive this petition to recognise the concerns of the citizens who have signed this despite the 
efforts of Lia Er and others. The fact the mainstream media, political parties, politicians, and 
the Ministry of Health are blatantly and deliberately ignoring the compelling science for why 
5G should be halted questions their integrity as they deny the compelling science for a 



precautionary approach. Even Greenpeace and the Green party do not want to know about the 
pollution of our environment with toxic electromagnetic radiation. Indeed as can be seen 
below the Greens actually support 5G. This fundamental failure by environmental 
organisations and most green parties around the world is addressed directly by the Stop 5G 
International organisation in an: 
 
Open Letter To Environmental Organizations - May 27th, 2020 
Earth and all living beings are under threat from the many environmental challenges we now 
face: Climate change, deforestation, pollution, oceanic dead zones, and so on. But one threat 
to all life that has largely gone unnoticed by the International Environmental Community is 
that of our vast and growing e-footprint from technology as well as from the associated 
radiofrequency microwave radiation exposures. Our organization, Stop 5G International, 
strongly urges environmental organizations around the world to consider the impacts of 5G 
on the environment. It is our hope that after reading our letter and examining the literature, 
you will decide to take immediate action, as time is of the essence. Kindly give us a moment 
of your time to reflect on the following question as the answer will affect our entire 
ecosystem. 
https://stop5ginternational.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/OPEN-LETTER-TO-
ENVIRONMENTAL-ORGANIZATIONS.pdf 

 
Green Party Support 5G and EMR Pollution 
Various attempts have been made to try and raise the need for a precautionary approach to 
5G at various levels within the Green Party all to no avail. They will not even allow the issue 
to be discussed in their internal party networks and policy making processes. The Aoraki 
province have blacklisted us from their regular email newsletters so that their members 
cannot be informed of the public meetings we hold to avoid their members from finding out 
on why we are campaigning against 5G. This is because the leadership of the Greens is 100% 
supportive of 5G and do not believe that a precautionary approach is needed for any type of 
human made electromagnetic radiation. In their own words from the Green MP Eugenie 
Sage:  
 



“We use official evidence from the World Health Organisation as well as New Zealand’s 
Ministry of Health guidelines to inform our position on 5G. 
The New Zealand exposure Standard limits ensure that the public’s exposure to radio 
frequencies are at levels below which harm might occur. 
Currently, the position of the World Health Organisation is that there is no evidence to 
conclude that exposure to low level electromagnetic fields is harmful to human or 
environmental health.” 
 
As we know this approach is factually incorrect if not simply wilfully ignorant of all the 
evidence that proves otherwise. A couple of examples from the World Health Organization 
(WHO): 
 

• Under the auspices of IARC in 2002 the WHO declared that with non-ionizing 
electromagnetic radiation at the Extreme Low Frequency (ELF) range there is a 
proven connection between exposure to ELF over 0.3 of a micro Tesla and increases 
in childhood leukemia.  
 

• Since then in 2011 non-ionizing radiofrequency radiation (RFR) has been included as 
a Class 2B human carcinogen by WHO and there is strong lobbying by scientists to 
have that warning increased due to available evidence.  
 

Another example comes from a recent report by Klaus Buchner and Michèle Rivasi who are 
members of the European Union Parliament for the Greens/EFA that is damning of the World 
Health Organisation and its reliance on the International Commission on Non- Ionizing 
Radiation Protection (ICNIRP): 
 

This report deals with an issue of which the importance cannot be overrated: the 
possible health effects of Radiofrequency Radiation (RfR) or electromagnetic fields 
(EMF); It deals more specifically with how the scientific debate has been hijacked by 
corporate interests from the Telecom industry. After having read the reports of a 
journalistic collective called Investigate Europe, the many articles from Microwave 
News as well as all the publications from independent scientists from around the 
world, who for years have all been ringing alarm bells on adverse health effects from 
the use of mobile phones and EMF, we decided that we needed to dig deeper into this 
strange, unknown to the public but powerful scientific NGO based in Germany called 
the ‘International Commission on Non- Ionizing Radiation Protection’ (ICNIRP). 
 
The findings of this report (‘The International Commission on Non-Ionizing 
Radiation Protection: Conflicts of interest and the push for 5G’) give us an 
uncomfortable déjà-vu: many facts and processes that lead to the actual situation 
whereby European authorities – from the European Commission to most of the 
member states – simply close their eyes for real scientific facts and early warnings. 
We have seen exactly the same scenario in the debate on Tobacco, asbestos, climate 
change and pesticides. Also in it’s latest guidelines from March this year, ICNIRP 
assures the world that there is no scientific evidence of adverse health effects from the 
radiation that comes with the new communication technologies, within the limits it 
proposes. But at the same time a growing number of scientists and also citizens are 
worried that EMFs do cause health problems. ICNIRP pretends to be scientifically 



neutral, and free from vested interests of the Telecom industry. We show with this 
study that this is ‘playing with the truth’ or simply a lie. 

 
https://ehtrust.org/the-international-commission-on-non-ionizing-radiation-protection-
conflicts-of-interest-corporate-capture-and-the-push-for-5g/ 

 
The full report makes for very interesting reading and if it gets any traction within the EU it 
will usher in a new era of transparent accountability and independent research to test the 
safety of EMR emitting technologies and 5G in particular. Recent research in NZ has 
uncovered the fact that our own Ministry of Health provides funding directly to ICNIRP and 
ICNIRP in turn tells our government what it wants hear that 4G and 5G is safe. And the NZ 
Green party actively support this state of affairs.  
 
Under the current NZ Green party leadership they would have opposed Rachel Carson’s 
“Silent Spring” work against DDT, because government scientists said it was safe. They 
would have supported nuclear power plants being set up in NZ, because scientists say it is 
safe. And so on with example after example where the public have had to fight vested 
interests (tobacco, lead, genetically modified organisms etc.). These current NZ Green MPs 
would always have been on the side of the establishments big business scientists. Whatever 
the NZ Green party is today it is no longer GREEN and is in a state of denial around the 
compelling scientific reasons for a precautionary approach to stop 5G. Our latest News 
Roundup below provides plenty of links to science articles on why electromagnetic radiation 
and 5G in particular is so dangerous to human and environmental health. 
  
 

 
International Lawyers Action Network (ILAN)  
The International Lawyers Action Network (ILAN) - an international group of attorneys that 
meet monthly to share, strategies and coordinate actions calling for safe technology and a 
more balanced approach to integrating technology into our world has recently been formed.    
  
The Audio and Transcript, Summary of the last 5G•ILAN meeting on June 24 can be found 
in the links. Important points made at their last meeting in June are: 



 
We are witnessing one of the most extraordinary examples of effective collaboration 
in the history of the world in the alignment around the world of the wireless industry 
and other industries, government agencies, public/social media, the military, and 
political parties. If we do not learn to collaborate to meet this 5G Global Challenge, 
we will surely fail separately. 
 
However, the 5G/AI/IoT/Satellite Juggernaut is not monolithic. There are many 
practical ways to use law and legal processes to influence a wise rebalancing. When 
most of us went to law school, there was no course in the curriculum on alliance law. 
Yet, strategic alliances are critical in this field—among lawyers, between lawyers and 
scientific, engineering, and medical societies, with unions and local communities. 
What are the best alliance practices? How can they be effectively applied in meeting 
the 5G Global Challenge? 

 
More info here: https://resiliencemultiplier.com/ilan-june-24-2020-meeting-summary/  
 
If you know of attorneys, legislators, barristers or judges who might be interested in joining 
future meetings, please put them in touch with Julian and Ben 
at  ben@dialogue.org, juliangresser77@gmail.com.  
  
 
LATEST NEWS ROUNDUP HIGHLIGHTS & LINKS 
 
NZ Exposure Limits For 5G Signals ‘Too High’ 
The NZ Ministry of Health’s “fact” sheet about 5G says “exposures to 5G signals are similar 
to, or lower than, those from existing cell sites, and small fractions of the public limit in the 
standard”. This statement is not supported by the graphs in a thesis from the electrical 
engineering department at Georgia Southern University in the US 
(https://digitalcommons.georgiasouthern.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=3088&context=etd) 
which show that even the high exposure guidelines are exceeded within six metres of a 5G 
access point (aka base station) for Specific Absorption Rate (SAR) and within two metres of 
the access point for power density. 
http://www.gisborneherald.co.nz/letter/opinion/20200704/nz-exposure-limits-for-5g-signals-
too-high/ 
 
 
Serious Safety Concerns about 5G Wireless Deployment in Australia and 
New Zealand. 
Scientists Bandara, Priyanka & Mccredden, Julie & May, Murray & Leach, Victor had an 
article published in the Journal and Newsletter of the Australasian Radiation Protection 
Society in May 2020 outlining their concerns as to the safety of 5G. This paper addresses the 
scientific evidence of biological/health impacts of microwave range radiofrequency radiation 
and the lack of safety testing for 5G wireless technology. In it they state that planetary 
electromagnetic radiation pollution is already excessive impacting on the health and 
wellbeing of life on earth. They are extremely concerned about the lack of independent 
research to assess the safety, or otherwise, of 5G and that it is being deployed without 
adequate safety testing. They also note that there is strong media censorship covering up 
these scientifically valid concerns over 5G. 



https://www.researchgate.net/publication/342085409_Serious_Safety_Concerns_about_5G_
Wireless_Deployment_in_Australia_and_New_Zealand? 
 
5G Wireless Deployment and Health Risks: Time for a Medical Discussion 
in Australia and New Zealand 
There is an urgent need for clinicians and medical scientists in the Australia-New Zealand 
region to engage in an objective discussion around the potential health impacts of the fifth 
generation (5G) wireless technology currently being deployed. The statements of assurance 
by the industry and government parties that dominate the media in our region are at odds 
with the warnings of hundreds of scientists actively engaged in research on biological/health 
effects of anthropogenic electromagnetic radiation fields (EMR/EMF).1 There have been 
worldwide public protests as well as appeals by professionals and the general public2 that 
have compelled many cities in Europe to declare moratoria on 5G deployment and to begin 
investigations. In contrast, there is no medically-oriented professional discussion 
on this public health topic in Australia and New Zealand, where 5G deployment is being 
expedited. 5G is untested for safety on humans and other species and the limited existing 
evidence raises major concerns that need to be addressed. The vast body of research literature 
on biological/health effects of ‘wireless radiation’ (radiofrequency EMR)3,4 indicates a range 
of health-related issues associated with different types of wireless technologies (1G-4G, 
WiFi, Bluetooth, Radar, radio/TV transmission, scanning and surveillance systems). These 
are used in a wide range of personal devices in common use (mobile/ cordless phones, 
computers, baby monitors, games consoles etc) without users being aware of the health risks. 
 
Bandara P, Chandler T, Kelly R, McCredden J, May, M, Weller S, Pockett S, Leach V, 
Cullen R, & Wojcik D. (July, 2020). 5G Wireless Deployment and Health Risks: Time for a 
Medical Discussion in Australia and New Zealand. ACNEM Journal Vol 39 No 1 – July 
2020 . 
 
 
Health risks from radiofrequency radiation, including 5G, should be 
assessed by experts with no conflicts of interest 
Abstract: The fifth generation, 5G, of radiofrequency (RF) radiation is about to be 
implemented globally without investigating the risks to human health and the environment. 
This has created debate among concerned individuals in numerous countries. In an appeal to 
the European Union (EU) in September 2017, currently endorsed by >390 scientists and 
medical doctors, a moratorium on 5G deployment was requested until proper scientific 
evaluation of potential negative consequences has been conducted. This request has not been 
acknowledged by the EU. The evaluation of RF radiation health risks from 5G technology is 
ignored in a report by a government expert group in Switzerland and a recent publication 
from The International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection. Conflicts of 
interest and ties to the industry seem to have contributed to the biased reports. The lack of 
proper unbiased risk evaluation of the 5G technology places populations at risk. Furthermore, 
there seems to be a cartel of individuals monopolizing evaluation committees, thus 
reinforcing the no-risk paradigm. We believe that this activity should qualify as scientific 
misconduct. 
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2020.11876 
 
 
 

Tremane Barr




 
 
Wireless Silent Spring 
Our ill-fated desire to control nature as well as our tendency to ignore our own complicity in 
its destruction for profit was the focus of a seminal 1962 book, “Silent Spring.” This 
publication is widely credited with ushering in the modern environmental movement. Rachel 
Carson, a marine biologist, and author of “Silent Spring,” was first a lover of nature and a 
poet. Through her astute observations of nature, careful documentation and gifted writing, 
she was able to bring attention to the devastating and long lasting effects of pesticides which 
continue to impact all wildlife and species, including humans. 
 
Her book contains story after story showing the annihilation of birds, squirrels, fish, 
earthworms, and beneficial insects after the introduction of ever more toxic pesticides to fight 
invasive insects such as the Japanese beetle. Funds were endless from the Department of 
Agriculture who declared that these pesticides were perfectly safe as planes deposited 
hundreds of pounds of pellets into yards, schools and farms. Water turned into poison and 
rivers of death for salmon and other species. Bird populations of robins, pheasants, and 
meadowlarks plummeted along with rabbits, muskrats and cats. Farm animals who were 
exposed withered and many died. Dogs even fell ill. The Japanese beetle survived, however, 
as most insects cleverly and rapidly become resistant to these chemicals, which can persist in 
the soil and waterways for years. While species targeted biologic methods of control and 
integrated pest management tools have been developed, more and more pesticides have been 
created leaving us an economically profitable but toxic legacy – DDT, Chlordane, Dieldrin, 
2-4 D- Malathion, Glyphosate. 
 
There are many similarities between the silent spring created in cities and farms from 
pesticides and that of wireless technology with the rapid and widespread adoption of cell 
towers. Let’s examine the effects of this technology that biologists have found on wildlife 
and then compare the histories, mechanisms and impacts between pesticides and wireless 
radiation. By Cindy Russell, MD. 
https://mdsafetech.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/wireless-silentspring_-sccma-oct-2-2018.pdf 
 
 
Chemicals In Electronic Devices: Dangerous During Production And As 
Scrap – But Neglected In Regular Use 
Health hazards in the form of dangerous chemicals are built into electronic devices when 
these are manufactured. As scrap, the devices are an environmental risk to both nature and 
people. But it is less known that the devices can leak hazardous substances during normal 
use. The role of the chemicals as an essential cause of ill-health is surprisingly rarely 
discussed. Above all, there is no detailed discussion of possible relationship between 
chemicals and so called new diseases such as multiple chemical hypersensitivity, electrical 
hypersensitivity and chronic fatigue. A treatment clinic for people who don’t tolerate modern 
environment will be opened in Helsinki, the capital of Finland.  
https://www.emfacts.com/2020/07/recent-swedish-article-on-chemical-emissions-and-
human-health/ 
 
 
 
 



 
 

Documentary: Thank You For Calling 
This documentary offers a unique and exclusive look behind the 
curtains of the biggest litigation in American history. A David 
against Goliath battle between the cell phone industry and 
consumers. The journalist Klaus Scheidsteger takes you into the 
labs of the relevant researchers on radiation and health risks, 
revealing that the wireless industry is not of a mind to protect 
consumers or public health. This shows that cell phones are 
dangerously toxic to human health and that the telco industry is 
trying to cover this fact up. The Telco’s know they will lose 
eventually as there is too much evidence against them, but by 
challenging and appealing every step of the way this will mean 
that eventually they will have made trillions and it will only cost 
them billions in court-imposed damages. The fact that people end up being killed and 
maimed by their toxic cell phones is of no consequence to the Telco’s. 
https://vimeo.com/ondemand/thankyouforcalling2? 
 
 
Six Italian Courts Have Ruled That Cell Phones Cause Brain Tumors 
On January 13, 2020, Turin’s Court of Appeals confirmed a 2017 decision determining that a 
former Telecom Italia worker’s acoustic neuroma (a benign tumor in the ear) was caused by 
his mobile phone use. This is the sixth time that an Italian court has affirmed a causal link 
between cell phone use and brain tumors, including decisions by the High Court of Italy. The 
Appellate court reached its decision after a review of the evidence and after receiving the 
opinion of two court-appointed experts. The experts referred the court to studies indicating 
that individuals who speak on their phones for an average of 30 minutes a day for at least 10 
years increase their risk of developing head tumors. After considering this evidence, the 
Appellate court in Turin stated, “There are solid elements to affirm a causal role between the 
exposure of the person to radio frequencies from mobile phones and the disease that arose.” 
 



Crucially, the Turin court stated that the studies provided by the defense—which denied a 
causal link—were mostly industry-funded and, therefore, should be given less weight 
because of conflicts of interest. Studies by members of the International Commission on 
Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) and the European Commission’s Scientific 
Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks (SCHENIHR) also suffer from 
conflicts of interest, according to the Turin court, because these organizations likewise 
receive funding from industry. The World Health Organization’s (WHO’s) International 
EMF Project and many countries around the world have adopted the industry-funded 
ICNIRP’s recommendations as their safety guidelines. Thus, these statements by the court—
calling out the influence of industry funding and conflicts of interest—are extremely 
significant. 
 
The Turin court’s ruling affirmed the decision of the court of Ivera from 2017. Roberto 
Romeo, age 57, used his cell phone for three to four hours of each working day for 15 years. 
He was diagnosed with acoustic neuroma in 2010, and his acoustic nerve had to be removed. 
As reported in The Guardian, “A medical expert estimated the damage to Romeo at 23% of 
his bodily function, prompting the judge to make a compensation award of €500 per month to 
be paid by INAIL, a national insurance program covering workplace accidents.” 
https://thefullest.com/2020/03/20/six-italian-courts-have-ruled-that-cell-phones-cause-brain-
tumors/ 
 
 
Risks to Health and Well-Being From Radio-Frequency Radiation Emitted 
by Cell Phones and Other Wireless Devices 
Abstract: Radiation exposure has long been a concern for the public, policy makers, and 
health researchers. Beginning with radar during World War II, human exposure to radio-
frequency radiation1 (RFR) technologies has grown substantially over time. In 2011, the 
International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) reviewed the published literature and 
categorized RFR as a “possible” (Group 2B) human carcinogen. A broad range of adverse 
human health effects associated with RFR have been reported since the IARC review. In 
addition, three large-scale carcinogenicity studies in rodents exposed to levels of RFR that 
mimic lifetime human exposures have shown significantly increased rates of Schwannomas 
and malignant gliomas, as well as chromosomal DNA damage. Of particular concern are the 
effects of RFR exposure on the developing brain in children. Compared with an adult male, a 
cell phone held against the head of a child exposes deeper brain structures to greater radiation 
doses per unit volume, and the young, thin skull's bone marrow absorbs a roughly 10-fold 
higher local dose.  
 
Experimental and observational studies also suggest that men who keep cell phones in their 
trouser pockets have significantly lower sperm counts and significantly impaired sperm 
motility and morphology, including mitochondrial DNA damage. Based on the accumulated 
evidence, we recommend that IARC re-evaluate its 2011 classification of the human 
carcinogenicity of RFR, and that WHO complete a systematic review of multiple other health 
effects such as sperm damage. In the interim, current knowledge provides justification for 
governments, public health authorities, and physicians/allied health professionals to warn the 
population that having a cell phone next to the body is harmful, and to support measures to 
reduce all exposures to RFR. 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpubh.2019.00223/ 
 
 



Oxidative mechanisms of biological activity of low- intensity 
radiofrequency radiation 
This review aims to cover experimental data on oxidative effects of low-intensity radio- 
frequency radiation (RFR) in living cells. Analysis of the currently available peer-reviewed 
scientific literature reveals molecular effects induced by low-intensity RFR in living cells; 
this includes significant activation of key pathways generating reactive oxygen species 
(ROS), activation of peroxidation, oxidative damage of DNA and changes in the activity of 
antioxidant enzymes. It indicates that among 100 currently available peer-reviewed studies 
dealing with oxidative effects of low-intensity RFR, in general, 93 confirmed that RFR 
induces oxidative effects in biological systems. A wide pathogenic potential of the induced 
ROS and their involvement in cell signalling pathways explains a range of biological/health 
effects of low- intensity RFR, which include both cancer and non-cancer pathologies. In 
conclusion, our analysis demonstrates that low-intensity RFR is an expressive oxidative agent 
for living cells with a high pathogenic potential and that the oxidative stress induced by RFR 
exposure should be recognized as one of the primary mechanisms of the biological activity of 
this kind of radiation. We suggest minimizing the intensity and time of RFR exposures, and 
taking a precautionary approach towards wireless technologies in everyday human life.  
https://www.academia.edu/16644171/Cellphones_do_cause_cancer_all_over_the_body_by_a
ttacking_your_central_nervous_system?email_work_card=minimal-title  
 
 
Legal Action Against 5G in the UK: A Review of the Health Risks of 
Radiofrequency Radiation Employed in 5G Technology and the Implications for UK 
Policymaking 
This short critical review explores the findings of extant research on the health risks posed by 
5G technologies that emit radiofrequency radiation (RFR)1. It also provides evidence that the 
processes by which policy decisions have been made concerning the protection of public 
health may be significantly flawed, as the overwhelming body of scientific evidence appears 
to have been ignored by relevant government departments and agencies in arriving at 
decisions about the introduction of 5G. This lacuna comes about due to the over-reliance on 
expert opinion from the International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection 
(ICNIRP), an NGO whose members have traditionally had close ties to industry. It is 
significant that the UK government and its agencies neither sought nor obtained independent 
scientific advice on a matter of importance to public health. Consequently, it failed in its duty 
to identify, assess, and mitigate the risks posed by RFR-based technologies before their 
introduction, specifically 5G networking and related technologies, thereby protecting public 
health. 
https://actionagainst5g.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Prof-Tom-Butler-Submission-on-
5G.pdf 
 
 
Highly recommended Reading: 
New book (2020) by Joseph Mercola: EMF*d, 5G, WIFI & Cell phones. 
Hidden harms and how to protect yourself. 
Mercola and his team of researchers in EMF*d present the latest science on how wireless 
technologies are damaging our health. Mercola's conclusions are sobering. Nutrient dense 
diets, supplements and exercise alone cannot protect us from the disruptive harmful impact 
non ionising frequencies inflict at a cellular level on our bodies. To date the only proven 
methods are avoidance and shielding, but in a 5G world neither of these strategies are 



feasible. Mercola gives some suggestions on what we can do? Christchurch Public library 
now has 6 copies available. 
 
 
Complaint against Guardian Articles on 5G 
The EM Radiation Research Trust is raising a complaint with regards to the Guardian’s 
featured articles on 5G after receiving a number of criticisms from concerned citizens, 
physicians and scientists who believe that the whitewashing of 5G is putting the public at 
risk. The failure of Alex Hern and The Guardian to take the following facts into account 
when reporting on not only a brand-new generation of wireless, but an entirely different 
wireless infrastructure that brings phone masts literally to people’s front doorsteps, results in 
dangerous and false reassurances to their readers. Further, it is a blatant affront to the truth. 
The RRT takes the strongest possible exception to these unsubstantiated and false claims of 
safety for 5G. 
https://www.radiationresearch.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/RRT-Letter-to-Guardian.pdf  
 
 
Health risks from radiofrequency radiation, including 5G, should be 
assessed by experts with no conflicts of interest 
Abstract: The fifth generation, 5G, of radiofrequency (RF) radiation is about to be 
implemented globally without investigating the risks to human health and the environment. 
This has created debate among concerned individuals in numerous countries. In an appeal to 
the European Union (EU) in September 2017, currently endorsed by >390 scientists and 
medical doctors, a moratorium on 5G deployment was requested until proper scientific 
evaluation of potential negative consequences has been conducted. This request has not been 
acknowledged by the EU. The evaluation of RF radiation health risks from 5G technology is 
ignored in a report by a government expert group in Switzerland and a recent publication 
from The International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection. Conflicts of 
interest and ties to the industry seem to have contributed to the biased reports. The lack of 
proper unbiased risk evaluation of the 5G technology places populations at risk. Furthermore, 
there seems to be a cartel of individuals monopolizing evaluation committees, thus 
reinforcing the no-risk paradigm. We believe that this activity should qualify as scientific 
misconduct. 
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ol.2020.11876 
 
 
Not Entirely Reliable: Private Scientific Organizations and Risk 
Regulation – The Case of Electromagnetic Fields 
Private scientific organizations exert a great deal of influence in the regulation of some 
technological risks. The high level of expertise of their members is arguably a good reason 
for them to participate in making and monitoring risk regulations, in order to adjust these to 
scientific progress. Nevertheless, there are also sound reasons why governments shouldn’t 
uncritically follow the views expressed by such organizations. Taking the role played by the 
International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection in the regulation of 
electromagnetic fields as an illustrative example, this paper shows that private scientific 
organizations such as these are structurally less well suited than democratic authorities when 
it comes to managing those risks. 
https://www.uv.es/gadopas/2013.Not.Entirely.Reliable.pdf 
 



 
Is ICNIRP reliable enough to dictate meaning of science to the 
governmental risk regulators? 
By Dr. Dariusz Leszcynski. 
 
In my opinion the major problems of ICNIRP are: 

§ it is a “private club” where members elect new members without need to justify selection 
§ lack of accountability before anyone 
§ lack of transparency of their activities 
§ complete lack of supervision of its activities 
§ skewed science evaluation because of the close similarity of the opinions of all members 

of the Main Commission and all of the other scientists selected as advisors to the Main 
Commission. 

https://betweenrockandhardplace.wordpress.com/2016/04/08/is-icnirp-reliable-enough-to-
dictate-meaning-of-science-to-the-governmental-risk-regulators/ 
 
 


