
Are Mobile Phone Masts Safe?

There are 2 very separate issues

Issue 1 - Thermal emissions

The Mobile Phone Industry and NRPB (National Radiological Protection Board) say that emissions are well within ICNIRP (International Commission for Non Ionised Radiation Protection) guidelines.

Independent Scientists and campaigners say

· Remember these are only guidelines that relate to the thermal heating effects

· Remember that till Spring 2004 our levels were 3,000 times higher than the majority of the world and now are 450 times greater

Our debate is not about this issue.

We are not disputing that masts in Britain are emitting within these guidelines, and wish to make it abundantly clear that our campaign is not debating these thermal emissions.

What is our debate?

The non thermal pulsing of masts

Issue 2 Non thermal pulsing

· The masts pulse

· Many scientists believe that the pulsing interferes with the natural pulsing of your body via the pineal gland in the brain

· If this pulsing enters your bedroom it is likely to interfere with the sleep patterns of those who are susceptible.

· Regular interference to sleep patterns will break down the melatonin process, (the repairing which takes place when you enter a deep sleep).

· Regular interference to the melatonin process leads to a low immune system, which can cause the inability to fight pre-cancerous cells

· Recent research has linked pulsing to the interference of the functioning of Tamoxifen, the cancer fighting drug.

DO YOU KNOW

· MOBILE PHONE OPERATORS PAY LARGE FEES TO LANDOWNERS WHO ALLOW THEM TO ERECT A MAST ON AN AVAILABLE SITE.

· THEY DO NOT CONDUCT A THOROUGH SITE SURVEY OF THE AREA. THIS IS DONE BY A COMPUTOR GUESSTIMATE. MOST UNIVERSITY PHYSICISTS FIND THIS UNACCEPTABLE.

· THE MOBILE PHONE INDUSTRY DOES NOT HAVE ANY OF THEIR OWN SCIENTISTS.

· WHAT SAFETY LEVELS DO THE INDUSTRY USE? NONE. THEY ONLY FOLLOW THE GUIDELINES KNOWN AS I.C.N.I.R.P. WHICH ONLY LOOK INTO THE THERMAL HEATING EFFECT.

· THE LIMITS SET IN THE REST OF THE WORLD ARE:-



TORONTO


            6 UNITS



RUSSIA


          
          10 UNITS



POLAND


         100 UNITS



US RESEARCH BASE                                 100 UNITS



INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION           450 UNITS



NRPB FOR BRITAIN

        3300 UNITS (revised spring 2004 to 450 units)

· ONCE SWITCHED ON, THE MAST PULSES.

· MANY SCIENTISTS BELIEVE THE PULSING INTERFERES WITH THE NATURAL PULSING OF YOUR BODY, VIA THE PINEAL GLAND IN THE BRAIN.

· IF THIS PULSING ENERS YOUR BEDROOM IT IS LIKELY TO INTERFERE WITH THE SLEEP PATTERNS OF THOSE WHO ARE SUSCEPTIBLE.
· REGULAR DISRUPTION TO SLEEP PATTERNS WILL BREAK DOWN THE MELATONIN PROCESS (THE REPAIRING WHICH TAKES PLACE WHEN YOU ENTER A DEEP SLEEP).

· REGULAR INTERFERENCE TO THE MELATONIN PROCESS LEADS TO IMMUNE PROBLEMS, AND CAN CAUSE THE INABILITY TO FIGHT PRE-CANCEROUS CELLS.

· RECENT RESEARCH HAS LINKED PULSING TO THE INTERFERENCE OF THE FUNCTIONING OF TAMOXIFEN, THE CANCER FIGHTING DRUG.

· UNDERWRITERS FOR LLOYDS OF LONDON, IN APRIL 1999, ANNOUNCED THAT THEY WILL NO LONGER INSURE THE MOBILE PHONE INDUSTRY AGAINST THE HEALTH OF THEIR WORKERS OR CONSUMERS.

· IN OCTOBER 2002 A TEAM OF GERMAN PHYSICIANS, AFTER SEEING A DRAMATIC RISE IN SEVERE AND CHRONIC DISEASE, SET UP THE FREIBURGER APPEAL FOR ACTION TO BE TAKEN. IT HAS SUBSEQUENTLY BEEN ENDORSED BY OVER 1000 PRACTITIONERS. IN BRITAIN A GROUP OF 27 DOCTORS HAVE STARTED A SIMILAR CAMPAIGN.

· PROTESTING AND FORMING PRESSURE GROUPS AGAINST THE MOBILE PHONE INDUSTRY WORKS!



FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT :-  SCRAM

PHONE OR FAX 0121 313 3718

EMAIL: info@scram.uk.com

VISIT WEBSITE: www.scram.uk.com
WRITE TO: SCRAM, PO BOX 11329, SUTTON COLDFIELD, B76 9ZS

What to do if you hear that a mobile phone mast is going up in your area

An information guide

· 
If you see any notice anywhere in your street or area, particularly those displayed on lamp posts - READ THEM.

· If it concerns the erection of a mobile phone mast take a note of the address and write a letter of objection - you will find sample letters under ‘Resources’ on the SCRAM website www.scram.uk.com
· Draw up a petition as soon as possible. This is a way of informing the local community and getting other residents involved - so form a protest group.

· Present the petition to the Councillors at the Ward Committee - a notice telling you of the date, time and location is usually displayed in your local library.

· Present a copy of your petition to your local Member of Parliament, again details of advice bureaux are held in the library.

· Send a copy of the petition to the Planning Department before any cut off date for objections.

· Find out who owns the land or property and write to the landowner explaining their possible liability if, at a later date, it is proved the mobile phone masts are actually a risk to health. SCRAM has sample letters.

· Contact SCRAM to be included in the network so that SCRAM can support your objection.

· You can find information on existing mobile phone masts in your area by looking on www.sitefinder.radio.gov.uk

MOBILE PHONE MAST POPOSAL - KEY POINTS TO INCLUDE IN AN OBJECTION 
(See our sample letters and adapt to suit your situation)

· The following are important points that have, in other situations, worked successfully to have planning permission refused at both initial planning level and at the appeal stage, in accordance with PPG8.

· Masts and accompanying equipment create an eyesore that is visible and obstructs the skyline in view. Many masts are visible from all sides, and particularly obtrusive to the eye as many are situated with views from roads that are uphill, hence at a high elevation. Location of character, original architecture and listed buildings, which are of historical significance, should be taken into account. The ugly large metal structures will clash and contribute to an aesthetic and visual deterioration of the areas. Where there is an area of green belt PPG8, revised in Aug 2001, condemns its interruption. Trees subject to preservation orders should be considered, as the effects on those are not yet known.

· The perceived health concerns related to masts create anxiety levels that are, in themselves, unhealthy and detrimental to the well being of the local community. A mast would be a constant reminder to the community and reinforce the fear for health. After PPG8 (29) this is a material consideration.

· A sensitive area, as identified by the Council’s own supplementary planning guidance, should be considered. Areas surrounded by residential properties, schools and pre-school childcare should be considered. PPG8 calls for a precautionary approach plus Sir William Stewart’s Precautionary Principles May, 2000 and 11January, 2005.

· The Birmingham Unitary Development Plan, Jan 2002 telecommunications, paragraph 8.55A within the city, locations considered more sensitive than others include:- Transport corridors, predominantly residential areas, listed buildings, conservation orders, historic parks and gardens, public open space, green belt, sites adjacent or within the grounds of educational and health institutions and any location identified in supplementary planning guidance.

If  there is already an antennae sited in the area, it is crucial not to create the potential of a cluster and concentration of pulsing masts, which could create an even greater health risk. The Government’s own Stewart report recommends no further development of existing sites and no new sites to be near schools. Until current research is complete the real effect of clusters of masts on health is not known.

PPG8 revised (1) and (13) expects operators to have discussions between relevant bodies, residents and interest groups and take into account views raised. Our view is that we do not want it here.

Visual degeneration of the area and perceived issues of health risks connected to phone masts could devalue property within the area. May 03 a court awarded residents £10-20,000 each from Swindon Council for allowing a mast to be erected.

Phone coverage is sufficient and adequate within the area. What justification is there for further masts? We do not accept additional services such as image texting as justification for further masts. Concern as to instant images in pornography is an issue.

If the issue of the Police/Emergency coverage is part of the application. Tetra has not yet been agreed by West Midlands Police owing to concerns as to its’ safety and Europe having rejected it for a safer system.

PROPERTY DEVALUATION

MAY 2003 COURT RULING     Seven householders in Swindon were awarded, in court, sums of between £10,000 and £20,000 each from Swindon Council who allowed the erection of a Mobile Phone Mast in their street causing the properties to crash in value.

Melfyn Williams - Chairman of the National Association of Estate Agents, predicted that masts could devalue residential properties by between 5 and 10 per cent.

Source: Reports in The Observer Newspaper 25.5.03 and

Sunday Mercury 1.6.03

SOLICITOR - ‘ON NOTICE’ LETTER

Individuals and groups of people can serve notice on the land/property owner who is gaining an annual income from siting the mast on their land/premises and also on the phone operators.

Mast Action UK have negotiated on affordable fee with a highly experienced solicitor.

In terms of cost it equates to approximately £50 for an individual and could reduce to £15 - £20 per person if a group collectively serves notice and share the costs.

CONTACT: Chris Mangat



 Julie Matthew



 Ryan Schmidt


           Mast Action UK


           PO Box 312,


           Herts


           EN7 5ZE

Email: head office@mastaction.co.uk

Tel: 01707 872920

Notice Service Application Form

Your Details

Name:

Address:

Tel Number:

Property Owner/Occupier Details

Name:

Address:

Actual Address of land (if different from above)

Telecoms Company Details (if known)

Name:

Address:

I enclose a cheque in favour of MAUK Services for …….

Signature

Multiple Applicants please list details on the reverse of the form

Send to:
Mast Action UK



PO Box 312,



Herts



EN7 5ZE

Email:  head office@mastaction.co.uk
Tel: 01707 872920

Sample letter of notice sent by Wishaw Residents to Crown Castle, landowners, and T-Mobile Phone Operators.

The Company Secretary

T-Mobile

Our Ref: JR/sw/81/080285

Draft 27 January, 2003

By Hand

Dear Sir,

Telecoms equipment on mast at Bulls Lane, Wishaw

1.
We are instructed by (names removed for protection of privacy), all residents of the village of Wishaw, Sutton Coldfield and know as the Wishaw Action Group. Our clients all live in close proximity to the site of a telecommunications base station upon which you have equipment.

2.
Our clients have, on a number of occasions over the last twelve months or so, expressed their concerns to you over the detrimental impact they believe your equipment is having on the health of themselves and other occupants of the village as well as on their properties. We are aware that you have, in the past, met with our clients and other villagers to listen to their concerns but refused to accept that the presence of your equipment was in any way responsible for these concerns and you were not prepared to remove it.

To summarise those concerns they include:


1.
5 cases of breast cancer


2.
1 case of cervical cancer


3. 
6 cases of pre-cancerous tumours


4.
3 cases of unexplained severe skin rashes


5.
9 cases of unexplained low white blood cell counts


6.
3 cases of hormonal deficiencies and early menopause


7.
Numerous instances of headaches, dizziness, faintness, tingling 


sensations, electric shocks and sleep disturbance


8.
Disruption of family life


9.
Devaluation of property

3.
The Action Group has repeatedly drawn to your attention worldwide research linking the pulsing of masts such as yours to the disruption of sleep patterns, causing the breakdown of the melatonin process and subsequent immune problems leading to the inability to fight pre-cancer cells. (cont.)

Wishaw Residents sample letter of notice (cont.)

Several post Stewart, Scientific reports strongly reinforce this hypothesis, in particular:

· Salzberg Resolution 2000

· Ishido and Nitta, Japan’s National Institute for Environmental Studies 2001

· Catania Resolution 2002

· Trower Report 2002

· Dr Helen Irvines studies Glasgow Health Board 2002

· Dr. Gerard Hylands Report 2002

· Research Baconnier Lang et al October 2002 (Israel Department Chemical Engineering Negev.)

· Freiburger Appeal October 2002

· Professor Dennis L. Henshaw, H.H. Wills Physics Laboratory, Bristol University

Two independent reports on Wishaw have been carried out by Alasdair Phillips of Power Watch and Roger Coghill, Coghill Laboratories and the authors of those reports have described to our clients a “Piggy Bank” effect whereby the wrong siting of your equipment gives the microwaves opportunity to ride on radio waves in direct line and penetrate deeper in body cells. The Coghill report recommends that the equipment is urgently moved at least 500 metres from inhabited property and that a therapeutic mode is attached to it to reduce the risk of further related ill health due to the non-thermal effects of pulsed microwave radiation. Copies of all the above reports can be provided to you if required.

4.
Our clients are no longer prepared to remain inactive and allow the health of themselves and their families to be threatened in the interests of financial gain and as negotiation has proved unsuccessful we are now advising them on their legal options.

5.
As you know it is our clients’ fervent wish that the base station and your equipment be moved to another location but, failing that, they have instructed us to put you on notice, that at such time that these links between your equipment and ill health in the village are firmly established, you will be held totally responsible for the damage to health and devaluation of property and compensation will be duly sought. Henceforth, we will deem you to have full knowledge of the effects your equipment is having on the local population and your future actions will have to be judged in the light of that knowledge.

We await your respons.

Yours faithfully

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Law Practice

Statement made by the 

Following leading Insurance Bodies to 

Land/property owners on which masts

are located

Association of British Insurers --- 0207 600 3333

General Insurance Standards Council --- 0845 601 2857

Financial Insurance Ombudsman --- 0845 080 1800

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Check the original contract between yourself (land’property owner) and the mobile phone operator. Does it cover you for unlimited indemnity?

Do not automatically assume that your own public liability insurance covers you for claims made by your local community for effects their health and devaluation of their property

Check your own policy and its small print and ask your insurers or your legal advisor.

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

July 2003

Landlords/Property Owners siting masts will probably experience difficulty

EXCLUSION CLAUSES IN INSURANCE POLICIES

IN THE UK

(Source: Observer Newspaper, 11.04.99 report by Sarah Ryle, Consumer Affairs correspondent). Lloyds of London underwriters Stirling Group announced that they will no longer insure the mobile phone industry against the health of their workers or consumers. The firm cited the striking resemblance between the development of the asbestos and tobacco health issues.

(Source: Google Search March 2003) revealed EU and Dutch Government investigations into health dangers caused by EMF’s coincided with Lloyds of London underwriters refusing to cover cell-phone companies against consumers and workers health.

IN SPAIN

EXCLUSION CLAUSES IN INSURANCE POLICY: ROYAL & SUN ALLIANCE, S.A. MADRID COME TO LIGHT TO ASSERT THAT THE ACTIVITIES OF TELEPHONE COMPANIES CONSTITUTE A BAD HEALTH RISK

Clause (19) of the insurance policy subscribed by Airtel (known as VODAFONE) excludes any legal responsibilities with regard to “personal damages, illness, disability of any type, death, mental illness, anguish, mental or physical pain, mental deterioration or mental or physical disorder or any mental or physical disability or symptoms caused or said to have been caused by or attributed to the continuous use of mobile telephones”.

In this clause it is clearly recognised by the insurance companies that the radiation emitted by the mobile telephone is a BAD RISK FACTOR and are not prepared to cover in their policy. This is totally unacceptable.

Politicians and law makers should remember that this situation can eventually cause our social security system to collapse as hospitals will not be able to cope with the demands for treatment of the various sorts of diseases which are now beginning to crop up due to the activities of these telephone companies. (Source: Miguel Muntane Condemina, Barcelona Industrail Engineer E.T.S.E. I. B. General Manager, Consulting Comunicadio I Disseny S.L. 17.04.01)

IN SWITZERLAND

Recently the giant Insurance group Swiss Re stated in their publication Electro-Smog A Phantom Risk, that on the basis of today’s present knowledge alone it must be expected that an EMF claim would succeed. This view has been supported by the recent exit from the re-insurance market of Scandinavia’s biggest insurance group, Skandia. They cite reducing exposure (sic.) to potential EMF claims as being one of the reasons.

EXCLUSION CLAUSES IN INSURANCE POLICIES (cont.)

IN AUSTRALIA

Mercantile Mutual cites possible property owner libaility

As reported in the Australian, July 4th 1997, Mercantile Mutual, a leading insurance company, has cited the potential dangers of electromagnetic radiation as part of its opposition to stop the construction of a mobile phone base station on one of its properties.

The stand by Mercantile Mutual raises the question on the potential for future liability of property owners who give permission for telecommunications base stations to be operated on their property.

In a letter to Vodafone, who planned to erect a tower on the roof of one of Mercantile Mutual’s Sydney offices, located in a densely populated area, the insurance company said “there is an increasing body of scientific and medical evidence of risk to health posed bty exposure to emissions from telecommunications base stations”.

“Accordingly, in view of the potential halth risks, the location of a base station on the property would expose an unacceptably large number of people to electromagnetic energy and emissions”.

“The risk to health may expose us as owners of the property to liability for injury to person who are or who are alleged to have been exposed to emissions from the base station. The amount of such claims is impossible to calculate”.

(Source: NSW Public Interest Advocacy Centre, Legal Clearing House for public interest legal matters - reported Australian 04.07.97

ORANGE BACK DOWN IN PARIS

CANCER CASES CAUSE ORANGE TO SUSPEND PHONE MAST OPERATION AT A PARIS SCHOOL

Telecom giant Orange has suspended operations at a school phone mast site in Paris after eight cases of cancer were confirmed among children in the district. Over the past few months parents have become increasingly concerned at the presence of two transmitters on the roof of the Ernest-Bizet school complex in the Saint-Cyr-l’Ecole quarter. Local mayor, Philippe Lavaud who has ordered the ongoing health investigation to be extended to the whole district, described the suspension as a “victory for the precautionary principle” The local council recently prohibited the siting of base stations within a 300 metre radius and is also seeking to cancel contracts with telecomm operators agreed by the previous administration.

While welcoming news of the Orange shutdown PRIARTEM, the group campaigning for tighter control over mast siting, said that microwave emissions should be subject to the same tough health regulations that monitor water and air quality.

Orange says it took the decision to cease operations in “response to public concern and to allow the health inquiry to proceed in a calmer atmosphere”. Company spokesmen stressed that the emission levels have been checked and were well within safety guidelines.

Commenting on the report of the case, which appeared in Le Monde, Winchester phone mast campaigner, Karen Barratt said she was delighted that some countries were getting tough with the operators and hoped the British Government would follow suit. It has recently come to light that many operators are bypassing the planning process completely by saying permission is not required for antennae on existing buildings or those hidden inside church towers and petrol station signs. Planning Minister, Lord Rooker has promised to sort this out.

Orange’s assurances about safe emission levels in the Paris case did not surprise Karen Barratt. “We are used to hearing this,” she said, “Orange know perfectly well that these so-called safety guidelines are irrelevant because they don’t refer to the biological effects of microwave radiation that we are all worried about. They can say it in French, English or Esperanto. It’s rubbish in any language”.

Source: Le Monde - 16th/17th March 2003

CHILDREN ACT 1989

Places a legal obligation on Local Authorities to protect children in their area against significant harm and/or abuse or the risk of.

The Children Act stands apart from other legislation in so much as the risk of harm does not have to be proven or to have taken place, but could be a likelihood or perceived risk.

We now have ample worldwide research about pulsing/melatonin to suggest a likelihood or perceived risk.

Quote act “Children Act ‘89 Section 17 (1) It shall be the general duty of every local authority to 


A) safeguard and promote the welfare of children within their area who are in need.”

It should be argued that children whose sleep patterns are being affected or likely to be affected, are children in need of protection, as it is a well known fact that sleep deprivation leads to the inability to fight off infection and repair damaged cells

Quote act “Section 17 (10) The child shall be taken to be in need if


A) he is unlikely to achieve or maintain or have the opportunity of achieving or maintaining a reasonable standard of health or development without the provision for him of services by a local authority.


B) his health or development is likely to be significantly impaired or further impaired without the provision for him of such services.”

A child whose sleep is constantly disrupted will not easily maintain a reasonable standard of health or development without intervention.

The Freiburger Appeal

The Freiburger Appeal, started in Germany, had 251 doctors signatures on 11th November 2002 and the number is still increasing (1000at present), it is becoming a world wide appeal.

“Since the living environment and lifestyles of our patients are familiar to us, we can see - especially after carefully-directed inquiry - a clear temporal and spatial correlation between the appearance of disease and exposure to pulsed high-frequency microwave radiation (HFMR), such as:

· Installation of a mobile telephone sending station in the near vicinity

· Intensive mobile telephone use

· Installation of a digital cordless (DECT) telephone at home or in the neighbourhood 

We can no longer believe this to be purely coincidence, for:

· Too often do we observe a marked concentration of particular illnesses in correspondingly HFMR-polluted areas or apartments;

· Too often does a long-term disease or affliction improve or disappear in a relatively short time after reduction or elimination of HFMR pollution in the patient’s environment;

· Too often are our observations confirmed by on-site measurements of HFMR of unusual intensity.

On the basis of our daily experiences, we hold the current mobile communications technology (introduced in 1992 and since then globally extensive) and cordless digital telephones (DECT standard) to be among fundamental triggers for this fatal development.

We will no longer be made to wait upon further unreal research results - which in our experience are often influenced by the communications industry - while evidential studies go on being ignored. We find it to be of urgent necessity that we act now!

Above all we are, as doctors, the advocates for our patients. In the interest of all those concerned, whose basic right to life and freedom from bodily harm is currently being put at stake, we appeal to those in the spheres of politics and public health. Please support the following demands with your influence:

· New health-friendly communications techniques, given independent risk assessments before their introduction

And as immediate measure and transitional steps:

· Stricter safety limits and major reduction of sender output and HFMR pollution on a justifiable scale, especially in areas of sleep and convalescence
· No further expansion of the mobile telephone technology, in order to prevent a manifold increase in radiation load
· A say on the part of local citizens and communities regarding the placing of antennae (which in a democracy should be taken for granted)

· Education of the public, especially of mobile telephone users, regarding the health risks of electromagnetic fields

· Ban on mobile telephone use by small children, and restrictions on use by adolescents

· Ban on mobile telephone use and digital cordless (DECT) telephones in preschool, schools, hospitals, nursing homes, events halls, public buildings and vehicles (as with the ban on smoking)

· Mobile telephone and HFMR - free zones (as with auto-free areas)

· Revision of DECT standards for cordless telephones with the goal of reducing radiation intensity and limiting actual use time, as well as avoiding the biologically critical HFMR pulsation

· Industry-independent research, finally with the inclusion of amply available critical research results and our medical observations.

Statement by a Body of Doctors on the Placement of an O2 Mobile Phone Mast in Cambridge Road, Crosby

Statement:
On the basis of currently available information, the long-term biol-

logical effects of  masts emissions are unknown. 

We note the presence of biologically vulnerable young children in nearby 

houses and schools. We feel it is therefore potentially medically unsafe

for O2 to transmit radiation from the mast being erected in Cambridge Road, Crosby.

Because this is an avoidable potential risk, we advocate the mast be removed.

The following doctors endorsed this statement

Dr P West






Dr A Ball







Dr P Thomas

Dr S Andrews 

Dr C Thomson

Dr J Clarkeson

Dr R Woodward

Dr M McMenamin

Dr B Fraser

Dr P Baines

Dr C Moores

Dr C Doran

Dr R Kneen

Dr T Solomon

Dr C McElroy

Dr H Murandumba

Prof A Harrop

Prof Warnke

Dr Veling-Warnke

Dr F Vitty

Dr D Meldrum

Dr A Soin

Mr Soin

Dr P Briggs

Dr S Johnson

Body of Doctors statement (cont.)

Introduction

This statement is the independent and collective view of a body of local Doctors. It relates specifically to the ongoing work by O2 who are erecting a mobile mast in Cambridge Rd., Crosby. By logical extension these views would apply to any similarly placed masts.

Mobile phones are an increasing part of life. They are popular and useful. We are not against this technology. People who use a mobile phone do so by personal choice as indeed the authors of this statement do. With regard to base stations and masts however, locals (especially children) do not have a choice about usage. Therefore those who live or go to school near to a mast are not able to give their informed ‘consent’ to accepting any potential health risks that may occur.

Mandate
Doctors have an ethical responsibility to ensure the health of the local population is not inappropriately compromised. This body of Doctors is specifically concerned about this site as our patients, our children, our friends and our colleagues are affected. We feel able and justified in making this statement due to our independent ability to scientifically evaluate current information. We also have many years of experience in understanding the aetiology (origin) and pathology (disease process) of human illness. We are not constrained by any legal, political or financial matters (which councils, Phone companies and Politicians may be).

The ethics of ‘risk’

Risk is part of life. From a medical ethics point of view there are 2 important points relating to this mast issue. Firstly there is the issue of consent to a potential risk. Doctors work under an accepted principle that a risk should only be taken with the agreement of that person. Secondly, there is a general principle that a potential toxin (harmful agent, such as a drug, radiation, or other vector) is properly evaluated before being unleashed on the general public. In relation to this particular mast both of these principles would appear to be broken on the basis of information available (as outlined below).

Current Facts

The Stewart Report (2000) has, so far, been the largest report into potential health problems of masts. This report clearly states there is an unknown potential for health risks and recommends a precautionary approach (endorsed by the BMA 2001).

Both the BMA and the Stewart Report confirm that children absorb considerably more radiation into the head. If this fact is added to the consequences of longer lifetime exposure then the BMA state that children are more vulnerable the effects of radiation.

Body of Doctors statement (cont.)

Current safety guidelines (NRPB and ICNIRP) relate only to the thermal (microwave heating) effects of the radiation. As this type of radiation will only raise the body temperature by tiny fractions of a degree Celsius they are unlikely to be significant. The potential for non-thermal or biological effects has not yet been fully evaluated hence the precautionary approach has been recommended. The results of ongoing multimillion pound research across the UK and Internationally will not be know for some time.

A review appeared in The Lancet (Hyland GJ, 2000) outlining potential biological mechanisms for the development of neurological disease, cancers, immune system compromise and cognitive function from this radiation.

In the case of this specific mast in Cambridge Rd. the close proximity of a large local population of children and the presence of several local schools is noted. According the BMA model of mast emissions the highest intensity of radiation will be at ground level between approximately 160 and 260m from the mast. It is noted that 3 schools are within this area, all with significant numbers of the most biologically vulnerable under 12 age group (Streatham House, Valewood Primary School and Atherton House). The Stewart Report clearly recommends that the beam of maximum intensity should not fall on any part of school grounds without agreement from schools or parents.

Anecdotally, Sir William Stewart (the author of the Stewart Report) has been quoted in the media as saying masts should not be near to schools and that he would not allow his grandchildren to use a mobile phone for health reasons. Also, several precedents exist regarding the location of masts.

Statement

On the basis of currently available information, the long term biological effects of mast emission are unknown. We note the presence of biologically vulnerable young children in nearby houses and schools. We feel it is therefore potentially medically unsafe for O2 to transmit radiation from the mast being erected in Cambridge Rd., Crosby. Because this is an avoidable potential risk, we advocate that the mast is removed.

Sources of information

1 The Stewart Report 2000 www.jegmp.org.uk
2 Mobile Phones and Health, an interim report 2001 (available from BMA library or webiste

3 Hyland GJ. Physics and Biology of mobile telephony. The Lancet 2000; 356: 1833-36

4Media quotes available from www.mastaction.org

Local, National and International Precedents regarding placements of mobile phone masts (available on website www.antimast.org)

Five Studies Showing Ill-Health Effects From Masts

Document produced by Dr Grahame Blackwell 21 Feb 2005

1.
Study of the health of people living in the vicinity of mobile phone base stations.

Santini et al.

Pathol Biol (Paris) [Pathologie Biologie (Paris)] 2002; 50: 369 – 73

Found significant health effects on people living within 300 metres of mobile phone base stations. 

Conclusions include the recommendation:

“… it is advisable that mobile phone base stations not be sited closer than 300meters to populations”

2.
Netherlands Organization for Applied Scientific Research (TNO)

Study for the Netherlands Ministries of  Economic Affairs, Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment,and Health, Welfare and Sport

“Effects of Global Communications System Radio-Frequency Fields On Well Being and Cognitive Function of Human Subjects With and Without Subjective Complaints”

(September 2003)
Found significant effects on wellbeing, according to a number of internationally-recognised criteria (including headaches, muscle fatigue/pain, dizziness etc) from 3G mast emissions well below accepted ‘safety’ levels (less than 1/25,000th of ICNIRP guidelines).  Those who had previously been noted as ‘electrosensitive’ under a scheme in that country were shown to have more pronounced ill-effects, though others were also shown to experience significant effects.

3.
THE MICROWAVE SYNDROME ‑ FURTHER ASPECTS OF A SPANISH STUDY

Oberfeld Gerd1, Navarro A. Enrique3, Portoles Manue12, Maestu Ceferino4,

Gomez‑Perretta Claudio2
1) Public Health Department Salzburg, Austria

2) University Hospital La Fe. Valencia, Spain

3) Department of Applied Physics, University Valencia, Spain

4) Foundation European Bioelectromagnetism (FEB) Madrid, Spain

Presented at an International Conference in Kos (Greece), 2004

This study found significant ill-health effects in those living in the vicinity of two GSM mobile phone base stations.  They observed that:

“The strongest five associations found are depressive tendency, fatigue, sleeping disorder, difficulty in concentration and cardiovascular problems.”

As their conclusion the research team wrote:

“Based on the data of this study the advice would be to strive for levels not higher than 0.02 V/m for the sum total, which is equal to a power density of 0.0001 µW/cni2 or 1 µW/m2, which is the indoor exposure value for GSM base stations proposed on empirical evidence by the Public Health Office of the Government of Salzburg in 2002.”

4.
INCREASED INCIDENCE OF CANCER NEAR A CELL-PHONE 

TRANSMITTER STATION.  

Ronni Wolf MD1, Danny Wolf MD2
1.
The Dermatology Unit, Kaplan Medical Center, Rechovot, and 
the Sackler Faculty of Medicine, Tel-Aviv University, Tel-Aviv, ISRAEL.

2.
The Pediatric Outpatient Clinic, Hasharon Region, Kupat Holim, ISRAEL.

Published in:

International Journal of Cancer Prevention Volume 1, No. 2, April 2004

This study, based on medical records of people living within 350 metres of a long-established phone mast, showed a fourfold increased incidence of cancer generally compared with the general population of Israel, and a tenfold increase specifically among women, compared with the surrounding locality further from the mast.
5.
Naila Study, Germany (November 2004)

Report by researchers (five medical doctors)

Following the call by Wolfram König, President of the Bundesamt für Strahlenschutz (Federal Agency for radiation protection), to all doctors of medicine to collaborate actively in the assessment of the risk posed by cellular radiation, the aim of our study was to examine whether people living close to cellular transmitter antennas were exposed to a heightened risk of taking ill with malignant tumors.
The basis of the data used for the survey were PC fi1es of the case histories of patients between the years 1994 and 2004. While adhering to data protection, the personal data of almost 1.000 patients were evaluated for this study, which was completed without any external financial support. It is intended to continue the project in the form of a register.

The result of the study shows that the proportion of newly developing cancer cases was significantly higher among those patients who had lived during the past ten years at a distance of up to 400 metres from the cellular transmitter site, which bas been in operation since 1993, compared to those patients living further away, and that the patients fell ill on average 8 years earlier.

In the years 1999-2004, i.e. after five years’ operation of the transmitting installation, the relative risk of getting cancer had trebled for the residents of the area in the proximity of the installation compared to the inhabitants of Naila outside the area.

NOTE:  These are the only studies known of that specifically consider the effects of masts on people.  All five of these studies show clear and significant ill-health effects.  There are no known studies relating to health effects of masts that do not show such ill-health effects.

In this respect, any statement by industry or official sources that claims (or suggests) that:

(a) There is no evidence of ill-health effects from masts;

or

(b) The overwhelming evidence is that masts do not cause ill-health effects;

is completely and blatantly untrue.

Dr Grahame Blackwell

SHIELD YOUR 

HOME FROM

MICROWAVES
Emissions from Mobile Phone Masts

Information to protect you and your family from the potential harmful effects of mobile phone masts

*
The Micro Acousti -COM monitor

*
Window Shielding Material

*
Bed canopies

*
Protection for the wall

(Here is a list of some suppliers)

For information and shielding materials contact|:

A&J Philips, EMF Measurement and Reduction Services, 2 Tower Road, Sutton, Ely CB6 2QA
Tel 01353 778814

Information also available on website: 

http://www.powerwatch.org.uk
Also

Materials for canopies etc.

Swisstulle UK plc

Hartley Business Centre, Hcuknall Road, Sherwood, Notts NG5 1FD    Tel 0115 969 2500  http://www.Swisstulle.Co.uk
Radiation-protective glass

Available from : Pilkington glass - Known as K glass



  Or   Saint Gobain      - Known as Planitherm
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A special acknowledgement to the work and research of Dr. Neil Cherry who died in Summer 2003

SCRAM is a voluntary self funded group, therefore any financial donations would be welcome to keep this important service alive.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT:1 SCRAM ACTION GOUP

PHONE OR FAX 0121 313 3718

EAMIL: info@scram.uk.com
VISIT WEBSITE: www.scram.uk.com

WRITE TO:- SCRAM, P[O BOX 11329, SUTTON COLDFIELD, B76 9ZS
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