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A growing body of scientific evidence show that cell phone users
suffer arange of negative health impacts from infertility and brain
tumorsto hyperactivity and memory loss, writes Gary Null. Yet
the Center for Disease Control hastaken a weak and ambiguous
stance on theissue, reflecting industry interests at the expense of
citizens. We deserve - and must demand - better.

A growing body of independent science shows thihpb®nes may have massive consequences on the
health of our nation, especially our childrensltime that Americans stand up to the corporatétpess
and rein in this invisible danger in our midst.

In an articlepublished in th&lew York Timekst month entitled ‘At CDC, a Debate Behind
Recommendations on Cellphone Risk’, author Danrkgrildiscusses the controversy surrounding the
potential health risks of using cell phones.

Hakim writes that the Centers for Disease Contnol Rrevention (CDC) issued guidelines recommending
"caution in cellphone usetue to the potentially harmful effects of rachatemitted by the wireless
devices on human health. Included in the guideas information about reducing exposure among
children.

Just a few weeks after the CDC's publication, analaising concerns about cell phone safety, th&€CD
rescinded the advisory completely.

Today, the CDC website takes an ambiguous stantieeassuestatingthat"There is no scientific
evidence that provides a definite answer to thastjon. Some organizations recommend caution In cel
phone use. More research is needed before we Kngsing cell phones causes health effects.”

Can using a cell phone cause cancer ?

Hakim notes several agencies and individuals theg ldrawn stronger conclusions on the potentilasris
of such radiation. Among them is the Internatiolgéncy for Research of Cancer (IARC), a branch of
the World Health Organization, which listed theicaflequencies emitted by cell phones agassible

carcinogenin 2011.

Hakim identifies several countries' health authesitincluding, Finland, the United Kingdom andaksr
iIssuing public warnings about the potential hazafdson-ionizing radiation from cell phones.



As one of the foremost organizations tasked witueng the health and safety of Americans, it is
troubling that the CDC has failed to warn us of plogential dangers of these devices.

We find that even a cursory review of the scieatiterature reveals a significant body of resedhett
points to the harmful effects of cell phone radiatiHere is some of the most compelling evidence:

Health issuesin children
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According to research, radiation from cell phorsanore easily absorbed by childréran adults,
although this is dependent tire age of the childand thdaype of phonaised.

A Danish studysurveying more than 13,000 children found an 80éteiase the likelihood of
behavioral problems among children who use celhpb@and whose mothers used cell phones
during pregnancy.

Research suggests thahg-term and heavy cell phone users have an isedeask of developing
glioma a brain tumor that is often cancerous. The rebediscovers theumors usually appearing
on the side of the heddvored during cell phone conversations.

Long-term exposure to cell phone radiation is lohikkath a60% higher rislof developing a
conditionknown as acoustic neuroma, a benign brain tumor.

Heavy cell phone usacreases the riséf benign salivary gland tumors by 60%.

Radiation from cell phones produces reactive oxygaties, which magontribute to DNA
damageesulting in inflammatory conditions sucha@sicer and heart disease

. Brain cancer rislripled among individuals who used cell phonesnimre than 15 hours monthly.

Infertility

The close proximity of cell phones carried in ppotkets to reproductive organs have led many to
suspect a link between cellular radiation and tiifigr: Several studies point to the damaging etffexf
cell phone radiation on sperm:
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Lower sperm qualittmong men who carried their cell phone in themtecket when compared
to men who carried cell phones:

2. Higher cell phone use linked witbwer sperm quality
3.
4. Men whoused cell phones for more than four hours ditynd to have lower sperm quality and

Cell phone use associated withcreased sperm motility

42% lower sperm count compared to those who digketcell phones.

Analysis of semen samplegposed to radiation from cell phones show sizedbtreases in
sperm count, quality and higher levels of inflamongtmarkers.

Cell phone wave exposure appeardaorease the potential for fertilizationsemen samples.
Cell phone usénked with erectile dysfunctian

Brain / Neurological Health

1.

Electromagnetic frequencies from cell phoa#sr brain tissue activitlpy increasing glucose
metabolism.

Yale University researchers show that mice exposeell phone radio frequencies in utero
exhibitedimpaired memory and hyperactivity

Thirty minutes of cellphone ugguses spontaneous low-frequency fluctuationsarbthin
Cellphone use manterferewith brain sleep patterns.

Exposure to electromagnetic cell phone frequerdaesages fetal brains gtudy on rats




6. Accordingly, some parties recommend taking meadorésther reduce exposure to
[radiofrequency] energy. The FCC does not enddrsaéed for these practices.

7. Some parties recommend that you consider the mp&AR value of wireless devices. However,
comparing the SAR of different devicesmy be misleading

Why has the CDC - an institution with more thanwagtoresources to thoroughly investigate such issues
failed to take into account the preponderance mfezxce suggesting a link between cell phone use and
health problems?

And how can we explain the CDC's quick retractibtheir guidelines urging the public to be cautious
with cell phones 18 months ago? Surely they wotlthve created such guidelines unless there was a
scientific basis. Right?

The CDC and FCC: kowtowing to the wirelessindustry?

An investigative report published by the watchdogug Environmental Health Trust (EHT) digs deeper
into the circumstances surrounding the CDC's retnaof their guidelines on cell phone radiation
exposure.

The report, based on 500 pages of internal CDCrdeats released through a Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA), illuminates key information left of otlheNew York Timearticle and points to a cover-up by
the CDC.

Among the most startling revelations detailed & immediately after publishing the new guidelimes
June 2014 the CDC hired Kenneth Foster as a cam$udt assist in the creation of future materialated
to 'non ionizing radiation mattéers

Foster has an established record of conductingrelséunded by the private wireless industry argl ha
authored a number of studies with results thatredlitt the notion thathildren are more susceptitite
cell phone radiation than adults.

One such study published by Foster was recentitisazed by EHT Senior Medical Advisor Robert
Morris, MD PhD, and his peers in the jourtiaEE.

In the paper, the authors highlight the dubious@amstientific methodology used by Foster and his
colleague in drawing their conclusions about cleifdabsorbing cell phone wavesinting out'what
appears to be a deliberate distortion of the sogeacd a boldfaced effort to downplay potential gigk
children using mobile devices."

In addition, the CDC's internal communications ed\tbat the agency considered including in their
guidelines information about the potential hazardsell phone towers located near schools,dhaise to
omit that information.

By all indications, CDC officials aren't immunettee influence of the cell phone industry, even wtien
health of Americans is at stake. The role of speéctarests in shaping government policy on wirsles
devices seems to extend beyond the CDC.

Federal agencies buckling under pressure

An exposeé by the Environmental Working Group (EW&gased in 2013 documented a disturbingly
similar case of federal regulatory agencies bugklinder pressure from private industry.



The controversy began after the FCC, presumahigsponse to research demonstrating the dangers of
cell phone radio waves, updated their website imedaboer of 2009 toecommendhat peoplebuy a
wireless device with lower SAR¢&ferring to cell phones which emit less radiatio

Upon Reviewing FCC documents secured through FGOIAEWG team discovered that over the next
nine months, three meetings were held between E&fCasid wireless companies such as Nokia, AT&T
and Motorola as well as Cellular Telecommunicatimaiistry Association (CTIA), which lobbies on
behalf of cell phone giants including Verizon, 8priTMobile and Cricket.

Thetopic of discussiomt the meetings revolved around the issue of 8pédisorption Rate (SAR), a
measurement of how much radiation the body abdavbs wireless devices.

In September 2010, less than a year after thearaary advice was first posted on the FCC webdite, t
agency revised its language and adopted a drarnhatidfderent position on the issue. The revisexkte
stated that:

Once again it appears that our bureaucratic inititsl prefer to submit to the whims of corporate
lobbyists rather than protect citizens from schesdlly-established health hazards. A closer exatim
of the FCC turns up further evidence of a revoluilogr between the organization and the
telecommunications industry.

A prime example of the conflicts of interest witliive organization can be found in the current plexi
and CEO of the aforementioned cell phone indusayet group CTIA, Meredith Attwell Baker. Baker
served as a commissioner for the FCC from 2009-2(itlibefore that worked as the CTIA's director of
congressional affairs from 1998-2000.

Remarkably, while acting as FCC commissioner irudan2011, Baker voted in favor of Comcast
acquiring NBCUniversal, and left the agency jugefmonths lateto become Comcast-NBC Universal's
senior vice president of government affaBaker's long history of hopping the fence betweeistry
insider and government regulator raises serioustmuns about her loyalties.

Baker isn't an isolated case. The current chairneading the FCC, Tom Wheeler, previously worked as
the president of the influential lobby group knoasNational Cable & Telecommunications Association
(NCTA) and served as the CEO of CTIA for more thattecade. And in a stunning role reversal, former
FCC chairman Michael Powell is now President an@@ENCTA.

A global push for cell phone safety

As this alarming lack of US government oversightvokless devices progresses, we witness
governments around the world taking action to reduiceless radiation exposure in their populations.

Currently, the governments of France and Belgiumadate cell phone packages clearly display SAR
values. National guidelines in Israel, Austria, @nbtralia advise reducing exposure to WiFi devices
among children.

The UK National Health Service recommends keephmanp calls short and keeping the phone away from
the bodynoting"children are thought to be at higher risk of hésilinplications.”

Despite this global rise in awareness about thgelannherent in our wireless technology, as otidan
2016, the FCC website continues to reflect a segiynoangerous ignorance on the subjstiting that



"Some health and safety interest groups have irggggdrcertain reports to suggest that wireless aevic
use may be linked to cancer and other illnessesinggotentially greater risks for children thanuais.

"While these assertions have gained increased paltiention, currently no scientific evidence
establishes a causal link between wireless deseeand cancer or other illnesses. Those evaludtiag
potential risks of using wireless devices agree thare and longer-term studies should explore wéreth
there is a better basis for RF safety standards ikacurrently used."

A growing body of independent science shows thaigkue of cell phone safety may have massive
consequences on the health of our nation, espeoiatichildren. If we are to enact measures togatot
against this dangerous radiation we must demahddabuntability from the CDC and FCC.

It is time that Americans stand up to the anti4sceecorporate profiteers running the show andirethis
invisible danger in our midst.

Dr. Gary Null, is the host of the nation's longest running puldidio program on nutrition and natural
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