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"Anything can be faked ... by anyone. 

In the many years that l have been before 
the public, my secret methods have been 
steadily shielded by the strict integrity of 

my assistants .... But then, so far as I know, 
I am the only performer who ever pledged 
his assistants to secrecy, honor and 

allegiance under a notarial oath." ..... . 

Harry Houdini 

serious than global warming - and already 
claiming lives. 

So, you say: u!f this technology is so 
dangerous, why isn't it portrayed that way 
in the news? Do we not have sdentists who 
study this to make the technology safe? Do 
we not have regulations and government 
policing to keep us safe? Do we not have 
the news media to keep us informed? And 
do we not have lawyers who will advocate 

CeU phones e.¥pose you to near /lfdd. ra.di.aticn d.lfferen!JJJ wUh age 

5-ye.wold Adtllt 

!llustn'!J.ion 1: 71:e .-ie.gree of penetra.t.ion of /.he ne..'lr-fieki plume from the ce/l-p!Jone anien.n.!l into the sf.:ull Vllries 
(as shown in lhe picture on. the /ef!.), bi.'!..Se!J on <~ number of [i.'tCtors i;;.cluding (reqwn.cy, wcwe-twwth, [ie!d­
iarerL'>it._f.l and~! po;r:wn's Oge .. The f'1RJ t110dcl5 a/ .. 1-0£'<:: !:'hoW fi.{dfo frequency fw.f:f penf.mtions by V<HJ'ing lJf}e Whi/e 
other variable:; we held co/"st.ant.. 

Re;&~rn.v: Co:ii p.'>or.es: !m.P..sib'.;;: N,~;wnis in. ~'1<~ W~k'SS..',ge, 
by {)t; O.w:g" ,::,~..o .c-.:~i Mar!ln Schra.'il (20!1l. Care!! <.md G!<liP'..J/.>li~). 

It struck tne while watching the film 
classic, The Great Houdini, the other 
night. The most skiUed magician and 
escape artist of all time would likely be in 
awe of the deft illusions that have lured the 
global public into buying four billion life­
threatening devices called cell phones. That 
slight of hand being accomplished right 
under the noses of a legal system avowed 
to protect the rights of victims - while the 
perpetrators escape all accountability. Just 
think what Houdini could have done with a 
trillion dollar industry behind him! 

Sadly, the story is not metaphor. It is 
the reality that threatens the essence of 
our being, the futures of our children, and 
the fragile ecological balance of a planet 
already under siege. It is potentially more 

on our behalf to ensure that we are treated 
fairly?" 

Yes, we have all of those protections. 
But they are not working to protect us. 
And, there is catastrophic trouble ahead if 
corrective steps are not taken to stem the 
tide of danger being precipitated by the 
unbridled expansion of wireless technology. 

FACT 
Cell Phones Cause Disease 

When cell phones were first proposed 
for consumer use in 1983, the fledging 
wireless communications industry suc­
ceeded in convincing the Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA) that pre­
market safety testing was not necessary. 



The rationale: cell phones were like little 
microwave ovens that operated at power 
levels too low to cause heating. Thus, 
because cell phones could not be used 
to cook food, they were deemed safe by 
the FDA That mistake in 1983 was the 
foundation for a long-term detrimental 
public health threat that is increasing daily. 1 

By 1993, there were 15 million 
Americans using cell phones - 25 mUiion 
people worldwide. When a Florida lawsuit 
raised public questions about cell phones 
causing brain cancer, the industry, the FDA 
and the media were caught by surprise. The 
confusion prompted Congressional hearings 
and a subsequent deal between the cell 
phone industJY and the FDA to do research 
as a means of filling in the data gaps that 
were present because of their 1983 decision 
to forego pre-market safety testing. 2 By the 
end of 2008, there will be more than 280 
million American users and more than four 
billion users worldwide.3 The cell phone bas 

,,, __ -:------- -

i c~n;--_:rhO~~:Ji¢I8te<J _ Di$eases arid­
l!'!fi:l"Warni!!g flymp~ms 
~r~;:th¥::~~~()-:P-~tMre.i~~d. -Pill>Ii&hed 
Sl,l;t~~::· _ _fpJ:mrAhe:_ :_b,c):_~~- _}or: _-establish~g 
fri~'~iri~)f~~ep:rhcibl1~.=phone use and a 
variety Pf:'hCalth problems. 

EaJ;iy.WatnlngSymptoms' 
'@t:igt).e. shOrtnesS -of breath and 
l~thargy, 

d_iffi.CU:Jiy-sle_epin.Q including ~estless leg 
and' Other nui_sance syndromes 
difficUltY ke_e-ping focus ·-and attentiorl 
deficits 

short term· lnerPoJY lapsti 
dayi:lr{::amin:g an~ staring off into space 
dizzi_fl-ess.arid tinQiil}g fu ~emities 
IOss_·Of app~tite _or 'Pe~istent diarThea 
. unUSUaiiY)>~Yer~-=~Uergic r~actioris 
iiltolerart& to.altohol 
-eJ(tre~F::se~siti~lty- to sllfllight and noise 
impo!Enc~ a11~·sexuatdysfunction 
meffuCtiveness Of-;:,prescriJ)tilin _ re_me­
dies 

become ubiquitous among all demographic 
groups - including young children. 

While a cell phone is held close to the 
head, electro-magnetic radiation penetrates 
deep into brain tissue, and that is where 
the problem begins. (See Jlluslration 1) 
Indeed, a decade ago the primary concern 
was the penetrating near-field plume - or 
the area within six inches of the antenna. 
However, that concern is now one of 
many, as ambient radiation has become 
a very serious problem for those who are 
electro-sensitive or otherwise symptomatic 
with conditions invoMng cell membrane 
sympathetic stress. 4 

Every cell phone must be connected 
to a base-station antenna to be functional. 
Each connection results in a biologically 
active electromagnetic directional wave, 
which combines with the waves from other 
cell phones and wireless devices to form a 
mesh of information carrying radio waves 
(ICRW) from which there is little escape 
for most people. The mechanism of harm 
perpetrated by ICRWs is biological and 
therefore carries no threshold for effects -in 
other words, there is no absolutely safe level 
of exposure. All cells, tissues and organs 
in the range of exposure are therefore 
triggered, and the difference between people 
who develop symptoms and those who do 

not is related to factors such as age, state of 
wel!ness, gender and genetics. 5 

Peer-reviewed studies from around the 
world show cell phones and other wireless 
technologies ranging from WiFi in schools 
to transmission towers in neighborhoods, 
cause adverse biological effects and disease. 
(See bibliography: Key Cell Phone Disease 
Causation References). Epidemiological 
studies indicate the risk of benign and 
malignant brain tumors, acoustic neuroma, 
melanoma of the eye and salivary gland 
tumors increases significantly after ten years 

To be sur.;: had 5Cienlilk studies, whk:h are now 
complete..-1, been done appwpriate!y as pre-mark<;t 

testing. cen phonl.!s as v.:e know them todey w-vu!d not 
h<.:ve mad<'.' it to the marketplace. 

2 T:"'e history of those occurr<."f\ces is detailed in the 
b-ook, Cell Phom.!S: invisible Hazards in the Wireless Age, 

2001. eo-written by Dr. George Carlo and Wash1ngton 
S}-11dicet<ad columnist. Martin Schram. 

J This magnitude of gro\!rth is astonishing -- espeda!!.v 
.,.,:hen c<msidering that the item is a mdi<Jtion ernltt\119 

devk:e t!l<lt h<'ls never been tested for Si.lfl.:ty and that 
conswner swveys indicate more than half of a9 user-:::­
beUeve there is <'!n associated he~.:l:th risk. 

·' Repo;ts from diniciaf'-'> who tn~t electro-magnetic 
mdlation-related membrane sensltlvity c:onditicns 
.!'Ufjgest t.'mt between five- c;nd ten percent of the genua; 
pupulation couid nnw be <:~ffected. 

o !ndet.'<.!, dinicians farniiier with <.-ell phone pathdogy 
suggest !hat the pror,>er distlnctions for most of. the 
population are "tl:-ose symptomatic' and "those not yet 
syrnptomatic:'. 

S:Pai;I~DY-<lrid- teJDpbrally c(lherent _I tRW, necessary. for ~reless :emnmumc~tion, do nor Occur 
in'nat_tJre._ Wheir-these-wav~ .r-esqnate with- ceU membrane vibration-re~ePtors,, they ._trigger 
=a :protective, syrnpcttheti:C. re,sporise; , _ ' 
Because:the !C~ arf:-Sta_h~i\)g:-Waves,the s.Yinpath_e'tic-r~Spo~_e:ls-shiofik:--ap:d ca11ses a 

biological_ cascade of effects- at the cellular l,evel that includes a_:deCrease in __ celf_ :membr_ane 
perm.eability:_ Thfs leads to ce11ular energy depletion, intra-cellular: build-up- oHree radi-cals, 
_anq' metaboliC inefficiency. '· . 
Int€:rcellular co~unkation-is disrbpted, l~ading to acUte symptoms that are -the result o(' 

,;Cells not being ablt to Work _together as tissues, organs and. organ systems. This-:fundamental 
,disruption of-normal-physiology -can lf.'!ad t-o my[iad diseasf;!S. " 

< As waste prodUct becomes -q-appeq inside ceifs, free-radical ,datriage incr-eft~, includhig 
interference with DNA reRair ahd Qen'eti_c- tr(.!nscription. ' 
Disruption of DNA repair !~ads to tQe fofnlation of micronudei·and:other <lperrant genetic 
constructs.-. _When the _l:mrden becomes -intolerable, -to- the _ceJI; the proceys _of apoptosis 
facilitates cloning of the- aberrant_ constructs, cell -proliferation a'J!q- I:Qnsequerrt _tumor 
development. 
lnterfe!e_nce with fJt;lletic transcription altersJhe-ge_nomic ~rr_Qe_rprlntc:ariie·d to daughter cells 
foll(};.Ving normal mitosis,- causing-somatft e»temtions_and _chronic .disease manifestations . 

Of-critical note:- this caUSai_mechafiism is consistent with the_unusual notion that varted_diseases: 
c:air 'foliqW _frOm a single-type· of exposure. Thus, mobile phorie- expdsJ.Jie- can platisibJy-Ikad to' 
oq.e:type of disease in one person and another dis_ease in another p_erson; The- differences in 
sus.ceptibility are based OJ1-genetics,.enYironment, lifestyle, ~cupation and other health.status' 
parameters. 
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'11>1de Bar 3: 

-Governments R~cqmm~nding PreM -
cautlOits for M.o-l,;~le PhO·ne Use 
Among Young People 

Country 

India 

-:Japan 

Russia 

France 

- lsfael 

Warning 

No '.liSe in Children 
under i6-years Otage 

Generallimitatitirl 
under 8 years of age 

O~rieraUimitation; no 
uSe: under- !~:years 
No long calts; no Use 
under 16 years of age 

_No use under 12 
}1(!.3i:s Of age -

dntted-l<big_ctorri General Iirtlitatlon " 
_under 2.yearS:ofaQe, 

. ' 
Note: Th~ UiJlt~d:S:tates dOes nOt officlaily 

~- recogdfte : .. 'mobile Phone-- i he~th: riSk 
'-pro_b]~. HOWever,_ the Na_tiorial Research. 
C::ouncil_._-l)a,s Pf'W -_ ~_cqm_rfl~n.dec:l-, ;more 
research;~pri )he. tistfs J?f __ ceU:pholle-:Use -lh- · 

~- chilqfep ,~fi<J::-J1T-f9.~L\Vqitl~: 'f11IS:~ the 
i . first::.~cH::- itct{on::-by·._arw: _u~s. := goye_rJ1inent 

agency;: 

of cell phone use - some studies suggest 
that even short-tenn use statisticaUy increa~ 
ses cancer risk 6 · 

Cancer is not the only concern, as stu­
dies confirm myriad conditions associated 

s!detar 4: 

, The S!<>JY ofJ.G. Jiracly 

iilustrcl1ion 2: DLst111pted red blood cell in!.ercel!uir.r commurJcmlon t'<xurs wili"Ur: minutes of expcst;re io fr,fomwtfon 
C<m~Jin.g .%dio W~!'a. !?.f:d.blood. ,:;eiis musi ix oNe to o;.ense rhe.loc.~tion of other blood cells to cwoid cl!k'l"lping.l..f.':{l. 
picture: p:-ior w c:dlphone e.tposwt~- K'ti ce!ls are furu::!ior'..a!. Right pk;u.;n:: alter {ive minuif..>s- on a ceii ph ore - 1ed 
celLs dre clwnpc:<i /Jr,.,:! non-{uctionai. 

with wireless radiation exposure, including 
neurological disease and Autism. 7 (See 
Side-Bar 1: Cell Phone-Related Diseases 
and Early Warning Symptoms) As more 
precise scientific infonnation is gathered, 
it is clear that ICRW and other types of 
electromagnetic radiation can act both as 
direct causes of disease and as indirect 
antagonists or synergens. 8 

With respect to cause and effect proof, 
the key is that in the past two years, dear 
elucidation of the pathological mechanism 
of harm has been discerned. (See Side-Bar 

2: The Causal Mechanism; See Illustrations 
2 and 3). The cumulative science thus lays 
the groundwork for establishing medical 
causation under the stringent Daubert 
standard. Indeed, among scientists and 
clinicians whose work is focused on wireless 

technology induced health effects, the 
debate has shifted from the presence or 
absence of cause and effect to the urgent 
need for remedies to control an emerging 
medica! problem impacting millions of 
people every day. 

!n the peer~revlewed pub!Wh<Xi ep!ciem!ologica! 
literature addressing the link between ce!! phones and 
tl!mors, there are more than 300 statistically sig:nifit."?mt 
findings of excess risk. 

7 Autism is believed to be associated v.ith heavy 
met<:! t.."'!Xicity, indudil'.g e:><pcsures sustained through 
mercury containing vaccinations. Data now suggest 
th<lt electromagnetic radiation e><lJosure could be 
eJ<acerbating the effects of heavy metals by dosing down 
eel! membran~ and trapplng metals within cells. ,'1.-'lmie?.~ 
<!nd Carlo, Australasian Journal of Cllnkal Environmental 
Hedk:ine, Novernl:>er 2.007. 

$ C!lnka! data suggest that therapeutic medications 
necessa;y for control!!ng symptoms from heart disease. 
<::an<:er, diabetes and other conditions do not wor]( 
effidentl.'l ln the presence of electromagnetic radi.."l.ticn. 

The work Wici:eomp!eted m·tl}eJate._1980s.-with solutions to_ th,e-he:alth risk pr-Oblems identified and readied fOr iinplementation-within th~:armed 
services. · -- - · 

Prior t? .Pl.ib-lic _relea_se -of the __ d=~-claSsified data reports:ifl 1992;_ the,.-co0nie:rdEII-so-SpcinSOis were gianted by the White Hous~·their request that 
the_research :findi~gs be-r~stated- so as not to alam1- the pui;llic with __ respec:t:to _dangers _of wir(2!less communication devices such as.-ceJiyhon~. 
An Executive ·Order was.signed by Pr-esident George H. W. Bush that facilitated the-re-writes. 
The oriQinal reSearch-deafly identified specific health risks and: remedie_s:· _ln_the reM stated reports~ the' health- rtsk,-fiitdfugs were absent. 
In 1996, Pr~sident Bill Clinton,signed an Exectttive Ord!:!r that aHowed for _the original-research data t~ be destroyed. 

J.G. Bfp,dy has never beenJound; .. But, the implications. of the content .of his: letter, much of it independentlY verified, are_ far~reaching, and suggest 
,that-many cif the-health problems aSsOCiated with Wireless te:chnology were.!ike!y avoidable. " ·· 
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The urgency is profound because the 
most vulnerable are the young, the sick, the 
elderly and the poor - population groups 
who, for survival, routinely rely on assistance 
from public and private caretakers. Effected 
patients from around the world report 
personal devastation and economic ruin 
coinciding with electromagnetic radiation 
related disease. Patients with electro· 
hypersensitivity, for example, are not able to 
work in environments where there is any type 
of electromagnetic radiation exposure-areas 
absent the exposure are near impossible to 
find. These people become permanently 
unemployable. 9 Thus, the effects of cell 
phone radiation have drifted into areas of 
fundamental public policy, lifestyle choices, 
politics, health care, national security 
and personal economic viability. Indeed, 
some governments around the world have 
begun to take steps to protect vulnerable 
populations. (See Side-Bar 3: Governments 
Recommending Precautions [or Mobile 
Phone Use Among Yotmg People) 

The tragedy is that most of the suffering 
is probably avoidable. The problems asso· 
dated with electromagnetic radiation health 
effects have been known for at least three 

Sld~--Bar 5: ~ 

decades, and technological solutions have 
been available, but not implemented, for at 
least two. 10 (See Side Bar 4: The Story of 
J.G.Brady) 

FACT 
Orchestrated Illusions Have 
Shaped Public Opinion 

Were these devastating and far· 
reaching effects accidents of nature, finding 
solutions could be collective collaborations 
of citizens, government and industJy. 
However, the unfortunate reality is that 
a dangerous fraud is being perpetrated 
upon the public that has kept knowledge 
regarding mobile·phone related health 
and ecological dangers suppressed and 
technologies capable of saving lives from 
reaching the consumer market place. 
The perpetrators are the ~ver expanding 
brethren of the telecommunications 
and internet industries. Armed with the 
experiences of public relations, marketing 
and defense law personnel who learned 
their skills in the tobacco and asbestos wars, 
the orchestrated ruse around the safety of 
telecommunications technology is the 

, -l'h-~.:~_¢f_~:_p~QP~-lQ4_0slfy:_~lil;ybi;l_()k: CoribJJ~bl!J-_iJI~ion_-

Wustration 3: fnfrace/lufar build-up of [ri.'e radicaL'>, 
fnciu..-ifng f-£<1L'Y meta.is. arc a result of ceil membrane 
syrr<f:>..:'!.t..helic respor.se to lr>loirn.~tlon Ca.nying Radio 
Wl.wes. Tlu: snwlkr spot5 in this pf>..oto are mi.crom:ciei 
which are tndic..'!.Uve of disn.p!e.d DNA. l<qJair. a fi;J1m 
of fJef'.£.!lc dr.mage consiste.nl. with !he development of 
bmin tumors. 

most sophisticated in history. 11 (See Side­
Bar 5: The Cell Phone Industry Playbook: 
Controlling Illusion) 

The cornerstone of the industry ap· 
proach: Keeping the cell phone health 
effects issue out of the scientific and medical 
playing fields and in the public relations 
and political arena. According to the rules 

l_ .ih_~lri~iJj}~;t~t~Plw~e·iO~jjy_has-b~n -succes~:iiTmatlipulaliDgs~~c data,--]mblic.._t)PiniOit art<fPUIJii~--~fB~~~-9IT.titb~clti~¢~:~~wes~~ 
' Prom.pte:the-tfnbriffl_ed s~le: oftlieir: -techno Iogie$ and-.cr_e_ate ·the_:-iJI~iqn _ofsqJety.- afl:to:_the._detrim~nt:o_frwxJ?~!~)*~~~ · .-

; a<#~·bi\\\':~<;Y>~!>Jt. ..... ·· ..•.... · ... ·.·•····.· •• i f i ·.··•· ·.. . .·. . . ...... · ......... • •;f ~. • •• ;; ··•········ .· \ 
' PlifiiC_:rel~tiQW;_·:~QJt~91!,!~~:: {;li"e: J)~~l:lP~P:~W-[1: pt~-~--irl,tq~d~:-~~-ocjc~~h;ms: _agd: _Q:)tp?~te offic~~:-t9 _Ul?~~~J=;:,S-~f;nt_iYs··: ;~efA~~l. ':P-d '-ffi!:I¥P~t 

~-~<?~:~~ohJo~:co~$fut~;rio/"1tlt-ifiCJ~~-~~~~~---_- ._---=-"- :-=-" __ - _ '",_:;'--:-::=:: ,-·,: . -=:::: -=·--_; __ ,--:_ _ - ·::--;--·.-:_-:·::~=:-:::~::::::;:>·:_: .. :::-:-·::·=_.--_.:---_:,:/:_,_:,::-:::··:·::--:.;\:;.:::-~-::_·=:':-' 
F • ~tp.:-:proPJe~~:- -~re,-I~_e':l~fied~= the- pub1_i_c:::I?1Pll~t- .of,~~!firnept_e~~:-infOXm~tipn _i~ altered first thrp{l@:::P}J_i?lk:-.,Statell)en~:=:~·::~~~:ft:::Wt'$,$ 

r~~et;~Ses; · · · · 

-• -::·:fh<i_~P:~-c#~::~-:·~a_n~_9'dd'·}~Y)eiier39i~g.;,aqveJ±i~hfJ._cJOn_ars 
-~cOfld:-Ievei::rh~em~nt' J~--?IS_l11"eYed tnroug-9_:cpfllfol or-_:St_ie:ntf"!':t~eardl-Clriq sd~~fic org'anizatii?.l1ai: _(:l:l_~nei_S~ 

: _ K-eY:Wciitch'Wordsilmt __ slijn_anru;JUs_try IDanipq_latic:m: 
J~Xj)ert J?attel- reports s<iy ••..• 
-1jlitd:piJrt)fop1ili0ns ar.e •••• 
Tiie-\veignt of scientific evidence' _indicates ..•... 
The studiesneed to be:·replicated' before ..... 
The 'safety Qui_delii:t.es'_ are being met 
MOre-reSeafchts needtid befOre.,_ ... 

•, Sci~ritistS :arollrid the wcirkl_ agree that.. ·-o-

Indusfiy inS.titutiOn'al colla]JoratOfs; 
•- The-\\forld He.;tlth Organ¥t!D~ 

The American -t'futiomitStand~rdS InStitute 
The :_IEEE-- institute fOF, El&tronks and -Eiectiical Engineers 
The Intemationai<:omfnjssiOn on' Non~foniziog:'RfJPi~tiori _ProtectiOn 
-The_-Americ~n:cana::r Sot_iet}r 
The Bioelectrorrtaghetfq; __ Sodety-::-_ BEMS 
The- Federal· C6rrimunicati6hs ·commission 
The Food and Drug AdministiaJlo_n 

tnd_uStJY::~~uJ~ts_who:_pub_lidy:s_qpporf'_ipdti$~_p9$ffi9m>; 
Dr. William Bailey- Exponent:Co_n.Stiltants 
Dr. Unda Erdreich --Exponent:Con.Sultahts 
Dr. John Moulder~ University of WIScOnsin 

-• Dr. Michael Repacfut~If:.... University orR~me _(It8Jy) 
· • Or. Bernard Veyret- University .of .Bourg~ {France) 

{lr. Michael-Thun- Ainerk:an Ci;ihcer ~Oeiety 
Dr. Joseph Roti Roti,-;- Washmgto_n Utmief~i~k(~t. l:.oui,s) 

Dr. John Boice -International Epide!TiiolOgy li1Stitllte 
Dr; P;:Iolo Vecchia - lntemationa1_:<:0nimittee -Qn: Nonl.Joriizil:l9_ R,a1::1lation 
Protection 
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in their playbook, the issue is not about 
public health and safety - it is about public 
perception. It is not about scientific truth -
it is about opinion. And, to achieve that end, 
sometimes it becomes necessary to change 
the science to suit the desired outcome. (See 
Side-Bar 6: Data Manipulation: Thwnbs on 
the Scales of Science) 

The complexity of the science is 
used to advantage by the industry in their 
public positioning. Professional word­
smiths within the industzy split hairs with 
complicated scientific concepts such as 
the differences between thermal and non­
thermal mechanisms; biological effects 
and health effects; replication of studies 
and corroborative research; and weight of 
scientific evidence versus proper scientific 
judgment. Reporters glaze over when 
confronted with the complicated nuances, 
and public reports of harm are either not 
communicated or are so watered down that 
readers, listeners and viewers are left with 
the impression that 'the issue is being looked 
into and so far, there are no problems'. 
Thus, consumers continue to buy. 

The most obvious motivation for the 
wireless indust:J.y's focus on manipulating 
public opinion is maintaining sales volume. 
The industry is highly competitive as 
companies work on narrow profit margins. 
A shift of one or two percentage points of 
market share can have devastating effects of 
the bottom line of even the largest industry 
players.12 

However, more insidious and equally 
motivating has been the decision by 
insurance carriers to exclude health risk 
claims from product liability coverage sold 
to the wireless industry. Beginning in 2002, 
major insurers walked away from health 
risk coverage to protect themselves from 

~ A ~'(lry high proportion of indoor work env[ronmtmts 
- offk:es, schools. urdversit..ies, !.nmks, S<'ir.ic:e providers 
- <::Ot,tain wir;;;iess lnt~met, cordless phones, and oth.;r 
sow:<::es ot electrcmagnetk radiation. 

t~ \Vhile <::orr~cti'lte technologies exist, few htlV"~ made it 
successfully into the consumer marketpl<.lce. 

;; Fc!lc-.ving a 2005 U.S. S;..opre.•ne Court m!lng den}1ng 
a request for ce;tiorari regardir-.g a 4th Circuit Court of 
;~ppeals ruling agair>.st the industry ·-· the case argued 
by Kenneth Starr as counsel to the c<"ll phone industly 
- written public statements by ccl! phone ind>.lstry 
Of"-"'fet\ves must bG <:!~red through \itf::.,!<lfklfl COllnseJ. 

'" lt is w..>teworthy that Motorola, h>c. is :ret to leave 
the wireless device spi:!ce and become 1:! component 
manufacturer on!y. TI1ere wfli be no.'\melicar. companies 
rn~n\lfacturlJlf! cell phon~s in the near future. 

;3 Thus far. Microsoft, App!e, Dlsney, Star bucks and ether 
ofthes;:> new telecommunications industry partners have 
not b~r: named as co-defe,.-;dants in personal lnjl!ry, 
workers' compensation or consumer fraud lav.:st.lits. 
Actions naming these co-defendants, however, could 
change the landscape. 
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expenses (See Side-Bar 7: Chronology of 

Key Cell Phone Personal Injury Litigation) 
and potential losses (See Side-Bar 8: 
Workers' Compensation Cases) associated 
with ongoing product liability and personal 
injury litigation against the cell phone 
industry. 

To avoid appearing as a lone target 
for litigation, the cell phone industcy has 
continued to meld itself into the burgeoning 
information technology and internet in­
dustries. In 1999, the main cell phone 
industry trade association, the Cellular 
Telephone Industry 1\ssociation, changed 
its name to the Cellular Telephone and 
Internet Association. That opened the door 
to recruit the likes of Microsoft anp Apple 
into their midst In 2005, they moved into 
the entertainment industry - ex-emplified by 
the joint venture between Sprint and the 
Disney Corporation that brought Disney into 
the ranks of wireless signal carriers. Cafe 
companies such as Starbucks Coffee and 
Panera Bread have been lured into wireless 
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Internet partnerships. These moves have 
diluted the potential liability for eel! phone 
companies. These moves have spawned an 
institutional arrogance within the industzy -
their new breadth and apparent strength in 
numbers portraying their apparent belief in 
their own invincibility. Over time, however, it 
remains to be seen whether or not Microsoft, 
Apple, Disney and Starbucks among others 
are willing to carry the burden of the cell 
phone industry's self-inflicted liability.13 

Manipulation of the consumer market is 
also part of the industry strategy to extend 
their reach. Campaigns remain in place to 
convince parents and teachers that WiFi 
wireless Internet connections in schools 
improve education - while there is no 
evidence to support improvement and the 
pathology associated with ICRWis consistent 
with learning deficiencies being caused by 
the WiFi itself. 14 The use of cell phones as 
personal safety devices for young and old 
alike remains a selling point - even though 
there are no data to support the claims that 

Data::Maiup~~l~:O;: fJiUil;.bs:·Q_n·:-u.~.-Scales of ~'Cien(;.e 

, ·s~~~: full~~dJ>),'~.~-'fn.oDif~,ph,b.~~.:fu~ti.$ify_·.are more)Qail:·*':time-~ Jn.o~e: likel~ffP· fihd::1ld 
probi~fr!'':-_thr;tr~ _studies funded by ihdependeitts(ltlfces. ThiS.=ditferenye'is st~11St!cally sionificant 

;:. ~.sugg:.esl:,ih_g the.hcctnrence is npt by.-,chctnce. The·folloWinfJis ·an example, , 

In· J995~ a .yollfl!J epidemiology student (was working. aS. an .assiSta.nUo a·~iMior·'.s,cie:Q:t,i~~ 
wlten .their .organization was contracted by an independent group ~o ~ondp.d .~.case~CPJ!~l 
:Stt!Qy ofbtain.tumors. and cell phone Use .. wnen.the lead ·iJJ..Vestig.~tor pass~tlaway:f:!efor~ 
th~ .study was_ complete.d, thework continued with·the. s~de.!1l·imd w~is--e()IT!P~t~d,~ JIJ~ .. fcill 
pf 1998. The results· were peer-reviewed apdJhe repol}. .~bmftte.d.in .t;;OJJjp~ance-Witti:·the. 
fesearch contract revealed a statistically siQhifiCan~ doublih'g:-in risk Of ·rate:neuro-epithelial 
brain t.lnnors .among. cell phone users. 

B¢~ert~1~9 and.2000, the sttid~ fo:rged a rel~tiOflship·with a_·.cell._phone.)n~~~ 
~pidemfologist who had ,b_een .hired .to ·assist in-'p:eenevieY/. of studies. prior,-to .pUbliC~tiCin, 

, lv' late 20QO, \2·paper d'escr:ibing the.' case~control stUdY: y.~as= 'slibml~d- to· the preStigiOUs 
J:ourq.al_of the Amertean Medical~.dation=(JAMA).- ln that paper; tlv.E:e cases·.ofc.ancer_that 

, h~a ~~en..fmrt of. the.previO!J.S:'ar:t~~~s·badbeep_·eiirninat~~l ·~t·Gh8:n~; in tJ:t;c;: n~er ()f 
~<m~:er, c;as(l,s:Jnclw.'le(Hn .thestudY·.~:a,::breaeh of the.pr()~e~.ols: _iliat ha\:1 J~ee:Tl.lp. P,l<;i~~.-~e­
tbe =study. began. in :1995_ .,.. eliminatexlthe statisticctt signi~cance of the fiPk\b¢twe~. 15rain 
fuip.qts .and cell phones. ' 

l}l_:_the,: ~rigin~l· peer-revievied .report he: also . detaU~.d a, s~tis1;ic~ ·si9riificarit _co.ri.e!atitm 
:b:etwekn· the sid.e· of the': head where. tumors were:cfocated ·ilnd the .side: of the _head' wh~.re 
people reported. using theJr:cell phone&' .. -Another study.from ?weden that rsam~.-.Y~ar show~d 
a -similar· signifk:ant: risk increase with ipsilateral phone. 4Se. The new= -finding was· v.ery 
damaging to· the mobile phone indu::;try, -especially since there was another corroborative 
study. 

With the three cases of canCer elimimted the statistically :Significant coTr~J<tijoii betwee_h·thf7: 
side o( the head where the-phone.wasused and the side of the head w!Je~ the.tumor.was 
lbcate¢: also conveniently disappeared. The peer-:reviewers at JPJIIA had no way df knowing 
abOUt the data mariiputati?J1o· 

In the end, manipulaied d3ta were published i~ a highly reputable peer-reviewed journai. 
The industry was abte to use the paper as a public relations tool. Today, the paper remains 
promihent in the data package the industry uses to advance its position that cell-phones pose 
ho·health risk. 
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--Side Bar 7: 

:,Chronology of Key Cell l'hbone persqn~l 

• I 
v. _M.otoroi~. Inc. et al. 

' ,_ ' LNeurologistwith_brcin{Umorfil_ed-suiilni-\aryfand; 
Wri9h~-y. Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems 2 Removed to Multi-District Utigation in"FOO!!ral~-I)Urt 
1 Emplo~~ of mobile phone carrie,r who_develope,d in Baltimore under ..Judge Cafhepne Blake _ , 

Reyn"a'rd v. NE4:;-COJ])." etaL br<~in_!umor ~ 1 · ,, . , ~ · 3 Daubert-e_vidential)' hearing in 2002 with fi:>tork-at ., 
1 F"u;st Cell phone --b~ain cance~ case Z Unliinited cell phone mil\utes as perk or her job ' , scientific data prior to 1999 presented_--by Witnesses 
2 AfeiUn Ffurta~ 3 Case· filed ln Illinois and settled as-·a_- confi.dential; · 4_ Case dismissed dUe to Jack of scknUf~ evidence to 
3 DiSposition lr:r faVor cifindusiry elllPJoyer.;timPloye_e:tesOlution :supporfQ<lusa!lo'n 

• ~992 t99~ ~oop 
~;;:;, cE":::==:==rjg::::g=e4== .. =.=. =:c=:::===:c=:±2:::::::===r:9=9:::72==;:;=======~·~:=::;:;::::=========2======= 

Kan.e-v; Mo_~~OJ-ito<"~nc.' _, , BUsse:v. Motorola, hie. et al. 
-H•_\O.torol(l:-e;;¢11--j;)iofl~ reSearch and- Qi!¥Eilopment·employee 1 C)~:Ss ACUon fileC.OD :imnoiS ·on lheory-that industry supported epideTnialqgkal 
2 Developed- brain fumor- after testin,g -e?trfy celt phone pW.,_ studies __ of phor;te users' based on- phone-records:were me<~nHo withhold health 
,totypes' ris)<-data fr-om public: 
3 Case fi_ledin-Jllinois aqd settle<:! as a-cpnfldentia1 :employ_~r- 2 JHin(Jjs court<igreed that the action represe~Jed'sevetal_ million· mobile phone 
emplOy~ resolution users-acr:oss the U.S. ' ' · 

3 Certlfl_ed as-;;~ nation"wide Class Action in:: 1'999; with puplic notice- ill-the Wall 
Stree~ Jomnal 'and othe~ natioilat n~papers 
4 Dismissed up_on mutual c:onser~t~of opposing c:o~nseJ ii)20Q3 

cell phones accrue safety benefits that would 
outweigh the associated health risks. 

Manipulating science for profit is 
not one-sided as another opportunistic 
emergent 'industry' is serving to exacerbate 
the public health problem. Multi-layer 
marketing companies and other 'grass roots' 

Sicl"'Biir8i 
W~!~~:~lji}>,ebsatt~n,~~es_ 
C~l 

participatory businesses sell numerous 
products such as pendants and stick-on 
tabs through unsupportable claims of 
protecting consumers against the dangers 
of cell phones and other electro-magnetic 
radiation emitting devices. The science of 
prevention and therapeutic intervention with 

respect to cell phone-related diseases is still 

J}lo~~: ()'f-teleco:rnmuniC-atiOns company who-tested ce!LphOiies 8- bourS per- day 
·-:~ 'nvironment-
Bretin·birrjor wiihirt-tl?fee years after began woik 
LeVels -ofJCRW eXposU~ several times higher tha:n F,CCguidE:lines 
-f:Vldi:mtiary hearing where sch!ntific st:tidY findings- post-200_0 Wef$! presented 
&:ttlemeni_agreement reaChed: for $180;000 - , 

caJifomia 2006 
M6Je employee whd ~ed ·cell phon~s in' his job 
Brain trinlor Within si;< years after_ began using phone 
Same science presented as in evidentiary hearing. above_ 
Patient deceased 
Undisclosed ~mount of settlement with survivfug famyY member 

Alaska 2007· 
Mairiteflill)te .Wofker cont.ract¢d :to do repairs on. ~ .,tower fa<::filty_ he_ expected 
was not-operating· during_ the_ Work period 
DeVelOped-severe cognitive _and_neu'rolOgical damage and permanently disabled 
ExposUres to RF were far above the FCC guidelines 
AT&T appealed:ded!.:!ion and the award was, up_h~ld-by the Alask<.! Supreme CoUrt 

Referen~e Assistance: J.:::rr Silva, Washington Bureau Ch1d', Radio Communications Reports 
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being formed, but one aspect is abundantly 
clear: there is no panacea for the problem. 
Thus, bogus devices are being sold that not 
only give desperate consumers a false sense 
of security- luring them into more excessive 
use of wireless devices- but data now show 
that improper use of intervention devices 
can cause an exacerbation of symptoms 
and serious disease relapses. 1~ 

Because these businesses are person 
to person, they fly under the radar of 
regulatory groups such as the Federal Trade 
Commission and there are no incentives 
for these companies to develop proper 
scientific data on safety and efficacy. These 

companies prey on patients who are ill or 

Tea<::hers' tJnim1s and university fac:uJty (n the United 
States B.nd C.il.nada have taken publ\c: note of ~ 
potentiai hazards, 

!5 S<:e ;'>'\edlcai Alert: www.silfewireless.mg. 

'~ E;:;:riler this year. a video ho!JX traveled the Internet 
V."'rld wl'Jl a scene deptc-!Jt~:,'} po;.x:om b<Jtng popped by 
four ::e!l phones sunound~"Jg the kernels one table. The 
hoa>: \'-<'.S proudly claimed by a Pittsburgh, Pa. <::o!llp<'my 
s-el!ing wireiess Blue Tooth helldsets. The h=>. was 
apparently or.::hes-tratecl by ustng intern'ai ~:ompo,'!ents of 
a mkrowaYe 01.-en :Situated out of sight ~low the t.l!hie. 

,., It ts- noteworli1:-' that the ~·erbiage on the FDA v.-ebslte 
o-;.'Ef th~ y-ears regarding the dangers of .-::ell phones 
dosely foiio\\o"S the pub!k: posttions taken by the c:eU 
phone indust!)! itself. 

1;'- Jeff Silva. the Washington. D.C. Bure~u Chief for 
Radio Corn\·nunlcati-.:m .. ~ R'-"1--"''l'ts, tt'Juugh met.\<::u[ous 
inquiry including review of FCC day books, unc01.-ered and 
reporte..i ti-!at the FCC amicus brief wa:o predp\tate.d and 
written by counsel under retalner to the cd) phorre lndus!Jy, 
and then submitte..i tD the court through th<e FCC. 
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Dahlgren v. Audiovox Conmtuhicatlons Corp. et-al. 
- BrQWeJ' v. Nokia, Inc. 

September ~6os~ ;h Fariria u. 
Nokia, Senior U.S. District Judge 
John R. P-adova, _in _ dismissing 
the suit aHeging, cancer risk fro'm 

' cell pt\one Lise, fOndud,ed that a 
consurper _suit alleging breach of 
warre1;1ty claims stemming from 
the alleged· dangers of cell phohe 
(a_dio freguency,:_or RF, emissions 
!s pri-er:n!ed- byfed:erallaw because 
federal Colrtmuiiicatiobs CotrimiS­
sion has the eodusive power to set 

1 Consumer fraud C~ss Action filed in D. 'c Superior Court _ .-... 
2 Plaintiffs" contend inadequate notice from celt phor;u: manufa'c­
turers and ca,rrlers regarding possible health fisks from mobile 1 
ph•:mei.:_ ' 
3 Curi-en~ stahlS; oilgoing 

1 Filed ln California as a-potentia! Class Action 
2 Removed to Multi-District lJt\gation in Baltimore, /'>1d. in 
2d03 - ' 
3 Remanded to Calilomia in 2094 f 
4 Dropped by consent -of opposing cbunsel irf2007 

SChljl'fkld.v,' JV(af:sQ$b1ta Eleclr_Ontcs CoiP·.-~f America et al.; 
Cochran v. Audiovox Communications COrp. et at.; 

- ReDer v, __ f't-oida. IJC.- et alo; 
Loutherv.AT&T 

1 Filed in FlOrida 
~a~b_y~ __ ClUaleonun.Inc:. et al.; 

- Agro v • .Motorola; rnc.,.et al •• 

1 Brain cancer cases filed' in D.C Superioi- Court 
_2 Sarpe movement a?d 'status_ '!s M~rray above ~ 

2001 
I 

2002. 

Ml.lmiY et·iio_I. v_.l'tlOtD-:nloi;Ihe. et al. 
I BrWn Cancer in Motorola emploYee 
2 Filed in ~ur)erior Co!Jrt of Jh€- Djstrkt of Columbia 
3 Removed to Mu!ti-Dis_tfict_Utigmi.on in- 2002 
.4 Re'r'iii:inded to-b. C. Superior Court in 20& 
5 DismiSsed On Oefundanfs motion in 2007 
6 Cmrently_ln appe?l_s process 

poorly informed consumers who can be 
swayed by unscientific and unsupportable 
personal testimonials and other wild claims 
about miracle cures. The fraud perpetrated 
by these 'helpful' companies is equally 
as damaging to public health as the ruse 
promoted by the wireless industry itseif.16 

FACT 
The Industry Has Escaped 
Accountability 

Thus far, the cell phone industry 
has been freed from any accountability 
pertaining to the health and environmental 
damage done by their devices and supportive 
infrastructure. Those who are being injured 
are left without recourse. In short, the 
system is not working. 

The industry has the FDA held in 
abeyance. Because the FDA gave the 
industry a variance on the requirement for 
pre-market safety, it is unlikely that any 
other action will be taken by them.- With 
respect to radiation-emitting devices, the 
FDA has very narrow regulatory authority: 
they can require pre-market testing; they 
can do post-market suiVei!lance; they can 
ban products if post-market surveillance 
identifies problems. With upwards of 280 
million Americans using cell phones, a 
cell phone ban is politically infeasible. The 
FDA has their hands tied and as such is not 
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2: Pl<~intiff~ Mmy J..outher, represented self in proceedibg 
3 RemOI{ed to Multj-District Utigation ;iri' Baltimor-e, Md. 

'\ 1he $nd_aids for ·ia<liO- frequency 

' .. 'r· odioti~n in cell pon~, 2003 - - -
_ ~Amr_!ricanT'fill-/Awy~·BI, 

2ooa; 

-J. D_o-;mJaS Piml~y etar.·v. Nokia i:ncbFpo~tedj_ et ·a!:·,_amJ.'~orisolld~ted._cai!i_es, &:s. Court of ~peals~~~ 
the-4~ Cir_c::llit.,~p;ct; No, 03-_1433,. an appeal:froni the (1.$. D_istrid; Cowl for the Disb'J(:tpr-~i;;a'D,!i·, 
D,C. Nos •. CA-Ol-1421-CCB, CA-0_1-1456_-CCB, __ CAcOt-3259-CCB, CA-'0_1-326.0-CCB, CA-01-32,61-CCB, 
arid CA-111·3699.-CCB}. Judge,Cat.h~_e·Blilke _preslcUng.. 

lFive sep~rate _state Cl~ss Actforn.hiled in Louisiana. :Maryland, Pennsylvania; NewYork a~d Georgia 
2 Plaintiff's s~ekip_g motley to purchase he<~dsEJts fo• all cell phooe users on -theory th<lt celt ph~mes WithoBt headsets 
-are c(efect:i\le pfQd!Jcts 
3 Re_mo_v:e9to Mufti-District Litigation in B_;:~!tlmore, Mazyland -- _ , 
4 Di_s_mJ$e<!· i!l2.0b3 o_n grounds of federal p_re~emption due to jurisdictional overlap of the T-elecom~uni'catiOns_ACt 
of 1996 _and _the regulatory function of-the Federnl Communications Commission 
!5. ()ve_~{iled on _split decision ~_y _lheUnite<f_ States Court. of Appealsf()r the 4th Q_rcuJt in 2005 
6 Defen<;l_~ petition· f9r- crirt\or.}rl to. tjl_e-ilnl~ S!ates Supreme Court den¥-Jn ~o5 
7. Cases_ returned to-state: .co_urls where all but one ha~~e=been, droppe<f by consent- of:opj,(>i>ing :.;ouiJSet-

:Rereren<:1' Assl_~rn:e~ Jclr suva, w~ngt<:>O-eureati O.ief;-Radlir<:omm~-nica.Uons ~~rts: ' - ' - - ,_ 

directly involved in the safety regulation of 
cell phones at all.17 

The wireless industry controls the 
Federal Communications Commission 
(FCC). 'fhe revolving door between the FCC 
and the wireless industry is well documented. 
Indeed, the partnership is cited publicly 
by both industry and the FCC as a major 
reason for the tremendous growth and 
'success' of the wireless industry itself. It 
is noteworthy that in a recent cell phone­
brain cancer proceeding in D.C. Superior 
Court, the FCC entered an amicus brief in 
support of the cell phone industry's motion 
for dismissal. The FCC had never before 
mingled in state or federal court proceedings 
regarding cell phone dangers, and the filing 
signals a new level of bold interference by 
the industry with the workings of that federal 
agency. 18 Further, the emission guidelines 
for wireless radiation promulgated under 
the Telecommunications Act of 1996 and 
administered through the FCC, are routinely 
misrepresented by the cell phone industry 
as 'safety standards'. The FCC has no 
safety authority. Thus, currently in the U.S., 
there are no safety standards to protect 
consumers from the dangers of cell phones 
and other wireless devices. 

Utigation thus far against the cell 
phone industry has provided yet another 
escape route. Federal pre-emption has 
been the battleground serving to delay 

Mobile Phones anit Health Eff-ects 

existing cell phone litigation and prevent 
finders of fact from hearing scientific and 
medica! causation testimony based on data 
generated after 1999. 

FACT 
Legal and Legislative Actions 
Are Necessary 

fn matters of public policy and 
consumer protection, litigation and 
legislation should be considered as last 
resorts to be employed when available 
remedial options have failed - such is the 
case with cell phones and other wireless 
technology. 

Health risk questions about wireless 
have been on the national agenda for a 
half century. For the past fifteen years, 
the debate has been public. As time has 
elapsed, the public health threat has 
become exacerbated,, not ameliorated, 
as personal and environmental exposures 
to dangerous electromagnetic fields have 
dramatically increased without health risk 
or ecological mitigation. Most importantly, 
there are large numbers of persons who are 
now affected with accumulating medical 
bills, lost wages, pain and suffering. 

Utigation is necessary to compensate 
victims and to provide deterrents to the 
continued disingenuous and dangerous 
behavior of the wireless industry. 



Personal injury litigation is supporw 
table by medical science for cell phone~ 
related brain tumors, parotid gland tumors, 
acoustic neuroma, eye cancer, neurological 
disorders, e!ectro~hypersensitivity and 
Autism. 

Product liability actions are 
needed to compensate injury and to 
eliminate the detrimental public health 
impact of company practices that victimize 
patients and fraudulently promote products 
under false claims of protection against the 
effects of various types of electromagnetic 
radiation. 

In addition to compensating victims, 
there is an urgent need to apply political 
pressure to effectuate long term solutions 
and to ensure the health and safety of 
future generations. 

Legislative actions to place 
warnings on cell phones and wireless 
devices, as well as warning signS in public 
spaces that carry WiFi and other-wireless 
signals are necessary. 

The Telecommunications Act 
must be amended to include victims' 
compensation provisions; incentives for 
the- development and commercialization 
of technologies that are protective against 
electromagnetic radiation harms; and 
civil rights provisions for homeowners 
in communities where cell phOne base 
stations and other wireless infrastructure 
are constructed without environmental 
and health risk due process. 

Harry Houdini did not tell his secrets 
for fear that the magical illusion would be 
gone. Rest assured, Harry ... there are no 
illusions here ..... 
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