
Whilst we all love and embrace the benefits of technology, there is a need to look at both sides 
of this discussion. 
 
For decades now, a volume of peer reviewed science has shown clear biological harm caused by 
wireless RF radiation. Please view the notes below on the reputable scientific studies. 

There is a large number of highly reputable and credible scientific sites offering peer-reviewed, 
impeccable information on the health risks of EMF and RF radiation. 

a few of these as examples: 
(A)The Oceania Radiofrequency Scientific Advisory Association (ORSAA) the only independent 
scientific organization in the Australia- New Zealand region investigating the health risks of low-
intensity radiofrequency electromagnetic radiation (RF-EMR), mostly microwave range RF-EMR 
generated for wireless communications and surveillance. Within a few years of inception, 
ORSAA has established the world’s largest freely available categorised database of peer- 
reviewed scientific research on RF-EMR biological/health effects: www.orsaa.org. This database 
is intended to facilitate an evidence-based approach to risk assessment of wireless 
technologies. The ORSAA database currently contains over 3000 scientific studies sourced from 
all over the world. ORSAA is not funded by commercial entities and is therefore without any 
financial conflicts of interest. 

(B)1. The internet information platform EMF-Portal of the RWTH Aachen University summarizes 
systematically scientific research data on the effects of electromagnetic fields (EMF). All 
information is made available in both English and German. The core of the EMF-Portal is an 
extensive literature database with an inventory of 29,381 publications and 6,446 summaries of 
individual scientific studies on the effects of electromagnetic fields. 
The EMF-Portal is a project of the femu working group of the Institute and Out-patient Clinic of 
Occupational Medicine of the University Hospital RWTH Aachen. https://www.emf-
portal.org/en 

(C) NTP (National Toxicology Program) is the premier Institute in the world for developing 
information that can be used to determine human health risks. Their HQ is at the US National 
Institute of Environmental Health Sciences. NTP conducts studies at the requests of 
government agencies, universities etc. They report to the US Secretary of Health and Human 
Services.  
They finished recently a 12-year-long study to determine the non-thermal effects of cell phone 
radiation and in their final conclusion established adverse health risks including tumors and 
cancer. Those findings were duplicated by the prestigious institute, in Italy. 
Ramazzini Report  
https://www.sciencedirect.com/…/artic…/pii/S0013935118300367 

Government report on the recent $25 million peer reviewed NTP study  
https://ntp.niehs.nih.gov/…/2…/march/actions20180328 508.pdf? 



In the video link below, Professor Melnick explains articulate the process of NTP. 
https://youtu.be/nJfK3gbkmMk 

These sites have no vested nor conflict of interests.  

Optus has been asking government to stomp the “misinformation” about the health threat. 
This is extraordinary, it seems that Optus wants to engage our government in the censorship of 
any information which they consider a threat to their interest. 
The Telcos are effectively asking for clear road with no objections nor debate so that they can 
continue to keep the public in the dark on the risks. 

“For a quarter of a century now, the industry has been orchestrating a global PR campaign 
aimed at misleading not only journalists, but also consumers and policymakers about the actual 
science concerning mobile phone radiation. 
Indeed, big wireless has borrowed the very same strategy and tactics big tobacco and big oil 
pioneered to deceive the public about the risks of smoking and climate change, respectively. 
And like their tobacco and oil counterparts, wireless industry CEOs lied to the public even after 
their own scientists privately warned that their products could be dangerous, especially to 
children. » 
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/2018/jul/14/mobile-phones-cancer-inconvenient-
truths  

The achievements of the tobacco industry in manipulating science led Judge Gladys Kessler to 
confirm a verdict of racketeering that included manipulating institutions such as the American 
Medical Association and National Cancer Institute — both of which at various times worked to 
build a safe cigarette. 

The telecommunications industry uses the same PR strategies, some of the same industry 
consultants and scientists to promote disinformation in defense of their addictive products.  

Further, in 2015 a Harvard expose tracked the revolving door between the FCC and the telecom 
industry and concluded that the FCC is a captured agency and that “Consumer safety, health, 
and privacy, along with consumer wallets, have all been overlooked, sacrificed, or raided due to 
unchecked industry influence.”  

When it comes to downplaying the potential risks of wireless radiation, the telecom industry 
makes the tobacco industry look like rank amateurs.  
They have successfully influenced the regulators, internationally (by funding ICNRIP and the 
WHO EMF project) and locally ARPANSA, who have affiliates with ICNIRP. 
ICNRIP is a private NGO, based in Munich, a self-appointed small closed club of scientists, who 
are industry friendly. They are unaccountable to anybody. The safety standards have been set 
to protect the industry’s interests and not public health. 



A must-read article from this respected medical science site by Professor Lennart Hardell  
exposes the WHO EMF project and ICNIRP links to the industry they are meant to regulate.  
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/10.3892/ijo.2017.4046 

Despite the above dismissive assurances about the lack of risks from 5G networks there are a 
number of very concerning health issues with 5G that give weight to community concerns. 

Next time Telcos make such statements as “ the technology is safe “ or “there is no adverse 
risk”, it would be more credible to show balance when reporting this issue and report on ‘The 
other side of the argument’: the fact that the independent scientific community at large is 
concerned by the densification of electro emissions .  
There are many appeals to governments and the UN by Professors, doctors and scientists. 

The question is why are these expert doctors and scientists ignored? 

As an example this important event is ignored by the press: 
New York, NY, July 22, 2019. The Advisors to the International EMF Scientist Appeal, 
representing 248 scientists from 42 nations, have resubmitted The Appeal to the United 
Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) Executive Director, Inger Andersen, requesting the 
UNEP reassess the potential biological impacts of next generation 4G and 5G 
telecommunication technologies to plants, animals and humans. 

There is particular urgency at this time as new antennas will be densely located throughout 
residential neighborhoods using much higher frequencies, with greater biologically disruptive 
pulsations, more dangerous signaling characteristics, plus transmitting equipment on, and 
inside, homes and buildings. The Advisors to The Appeal recommend UNEP seriously weigh 
heavily the findings of the independent, non-industry-associated EMF science. 

The Advisors to the International EMF Scientist Appeal - Annie Sasco, MD, Dr.PH., Henry Lai, 
Ph.D., Joel Moskowitz, PhD., Ronald Melnick, Ph.D. and Magda Havas, Ph.D., call upon the UNEP 
to be a strong voice for the total environment of the planet, and an effective catalyst within the 
United Nations with regards to the biological and health effects of electromagnetic pollution. 

The complete Press Release is here and it links to the recent letter to the UN Environment 
Programme (UNEP) 

https://www.emfscientist.org/EMF Scientist Press Release 22…  

As 5G is driven by the telecoms supply industry, and its long tail of component manufacturers, a 
major campaign is under way to convince governments that the economy and jobs will be 
strongly stimulated by 5G deployment... 
Denying the actual science could prove to be more costly. 



I would also appreciate a response as I have spent my morning writing this submission for your 
independent information and would welcome your feedback. 
Many thanks  
Yours Sincerely 
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Appeals by Doctors and Scientists  
(1) Belgium 
350 Belgian doctors call the alarm and ask, among other things: 
- application of the principle of the precautionary principle for 5 G 
- Health impact studies before the deployment of new wireless telecommunication 
technologies, including 5 G, 
- and the implementation of resolution 1815 of may 2011 of the parliamentary assembly of the 
council of Europe 

The medical community is expressing its position for the protection of the population against 
the 5 G and the exponential evolution of radiofrequency radiation. 

https://www.hippocrates-electrosmog-appeal.be/appel 

(2) Cyprus 

The Pancyprian Medical Association and Cyprus National Committee on the Environment and 
Child Health submitted a position paper on 5G entitled “The Risks to Public Health from the Use 
of the 5G Network” to the Cyprus Parliamentary Committees on Environment and Health. The 
position paper is based on the historic Nicosia Declaration of 2017. This action comes at the 
same time that hundreds of doctors in Belgium signed onto an appeal to halt 5G.  

The position paper emphasizes the lack of safety studies, the increase in exposure and the 
potential interactions of the network with other telecommunication networks. The paper also 
highlights the lack of a reliable method to measure the radiation levels in real world situations- 
an issue that was raised in the 2019 European Parliament Report “5G Deployment State of Play 



in Europe, USA and Asia” which states that, “ the problem is that currently it is not possible to 
accurately simulate or measure 5G emissions in the real world.”  

“Who will be responsible for any immediate and especially long-term health impacts?”  

https://ehtrust.org/cyprus-medical-and-childrens-health-associations-submit-5g-position-
paper-to-parliamentary-committees/ 

 

(3) Canada, doctors Media Press conference    https://youtu.be/S16QI6-w9I8 

(4) UN Space APPEAL signed by 1000s of international doctors and scientists and citizens  
https://www.5gspaceappeal.org/the-appeal 

DID YOU KNOW? EMFs are not insurable  
Insurers have Electromagnetic Fields “Exclusions, and refer to EMF as a POLLUTANT  

“Pollutants” means: Any solid, liquid, gaseous, or thermal irritant or contaminant including 

smoke, vapor, soot, fumes, acid, alkalis, chemicals, artificially produced electric fields, magnetic 

field, electromagnetic field, sound waves, microwaves, and all artificially produced ionizing or 

non- ionizing radiation and waste.  













 




