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EMF* and Health: “...exposures to RF ra- “Based on voluminous “[...] no established health “...no substantiated evi- “Overall, [...] research]...] “l...] the scientific research, ,.for adult brain tumours “Reviews of all the research “With reference to radio “It is concluded from three
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@ * EMF = Electromagnetic Field. fects...“ margin enough to pro- i _ verse health effects from phone use and health ef- years of use. For longer . _ . other neoplasms associat- ies) that exposure to RF
) A field representing the joint interplay of electric and mag- ) . tect human health from ..levels of power used in exposures to RF fields fects.” latency the majority of .o evidence that mobile ed with the use of mobile fields is unlikely to lead
Mobile Manufacturers netic forces with frequency o to 300 GHz. Radio signals are exposure to RF fields, adverse effects of radio mobile telephony, [..]is below guideline levels”* S the evidence also speaks phones bring hazards to phones.™ to an increase in cancer in
Forum one form of EMF. such as those emitted by Waves.” not ‘genotoxic’? “The scientific studies against an association, but health when used under R,
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base stations, is unlikely current evidence does not dialogue do not support [..] exposure from trans- tions.[...] Despite densely- hundreds of studies look-
to induce or promote does not s.how a danger to confirm the existence of suspicions that mobile mitters is unlikely to be a packed transmitters on ing at the biological ef-
cancers [...] reported other —— f)fwwgless phones, any health consequences telephony has harmful ef- health risk ” some rooftops in residen- fects of the radiofrequency
effects of using mobile ... including c’illdren and from exposure to low level fects on health.“ 2 tial areas [...], the buildings energy emitted by cell
have no apparent health teenagers. electromagnetic fields.” R ... provided mobile phones are absolutely safe to live phones[...]. The majority
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recent reviews have con- [..]no reason to recom- 18 proof with reg.ard to of recognised standards, ) failed to show an associa-
_ cluded that exposure to menq limiting the e of increased el r'SIT to there will be no harmful ef- - N0 adverse short or tion between exposure to
£ the RF fields from mobile mobllf}phones by chil- chapge”r:]oblle phoning fects. [...| no substantiated long-term health’iffects radiofrequency from a cell
E phones or their base sta- dren. habits. evidence that there are have been found phone and health prob-
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