
Bias	
  in	
  the	
  assessment	
  of	
  Electromagnetic	
  Fields	
  (EMF)	
  	
  
NGOs	
  lodge	
  a	
  complaint	
  to	
  the	
  European	
  Ombudsman	
  

	
  
The	
  recent	
  assessment	
  of	
  Electromagnetic	
  Field	
  health	
  risks	
  by	
  a	
  European	
  Commission	
  expert	
  group1	
  is	
  
largely	
  biased	
  towards	
  a	
  pro-­‐industrial	
  scientific	
  viewpoint,	
  according	
  to	
  39	
  NGOs.	
  The	
  organisations	
  claim	
  
that	
  the	
  SCENIHR	
  experts	
  omitted	
  the	
  contradictory	
  conclusions	
  of	
  a	
  substantial	
  part	
  of	
  the	
  scientific	
  
community,	
  and	
  that	
  some	
  of	
  the	
  experts	
  have	
  close	
  links	
  to	
  the	
  telecom	
  or	
  electrical	
  industry.	
  -­‐	
  This	
  might	
  
explain	
  why	
  they	
  discarded	
  all	
  alarming	
  studies	
  on	
  brain	
  tumours	
  and	
  other	
  diseases,	
  says	
  Mona	
  Nilsson,	
  
chair	
  of	
  the	
  Swedish	
  Radiation	
  Protection	
  Foundation.	
  A	
  new	
  balanced	
  assessment	
  is	
  urgently	
  needed	
  if	
  we	
  
don't	
  want	
  to	
  risk	
  Public	
  Health	
  by	
  policies	
  based	
  on	
  incomplete	
  and	
  biased	
  data.	
  	
  
	
  

An	
  unbalanced	
  expert	
  group	
  	
  
In	
  a	
  field	
  where	
  alarming	
  scientific	
  evidence	
  is	
  accumulating	
  and	
  the	
  scientific	
  controversy	
  is	
  sharp,	
  the	
  
European	
  Commission	
  has	
  appointed	
  an	
  expert	
  group	
  dominated	
  by	
  scientists	
  who	
  are	
  well	
  known	
  for	
  their	
  
disbelief	
  in	
  EMF	
  health	
  risks.	
  (See	
  Encl.	
  3)	
  Many	
  of	
  them	
  have	
  links	
  to	
  the	
  controversial	
  organisation	
  ICNIRP.2	
  
The	
  SCENIHR	
  sub-­‐group	
  on	
  epidemiology	
  offers	
  a	
  striking	
  example	
  of	
  the	
  lack	
  of	
  impartiality	
  and	
  pluralism.	
  
Headed	
  by	
  the	
  notorious	
  no-­‐risk	
  profile	
  Joachim	
  Schüz,	
  it	
  discarded	
  or	
  excluded	
  all	
  studies	
  linking	
  mobile	
  phone	
  
use	
  to	
  head	
  tumours	
  (see	
  encl.	
  1).	
  This	
  was	
  done	
  despite	
  the	
  objections	
  from	
  a	
  group	
  member	
  (see	
  Encl.4),	
  and	
  
in	
  complete	
  contradiction	
  to	
  the	
  conclusion	
  of	
  many	
  fellow	
  scientists,	
  some	
  expressing	
  deep	
  concern	
  for	
  Public	
  
Health	
  as	
  the	
  Bioinitiative	
  Group	
  for	
  instance.	
  The	
  unbalanced	
  group	
  was	
  appointed	
  without	
  regard	
  to	
  earlier	
  
calls	
  for	
  transparent,	
  impartial	
  and	
  pluralist	
  expert	
  assessment	
  from	
  different	
  stakeholders.	
  (See	
  ex.	
  in	
  Encl.	
  5)	
  
	
  
In	
  addition	
  there	
  are	
  noteworthy	
  conflicts	
  of	
  interest	
  in	
  the	
  SCENHIR	
  EMF	
  expert	
  group.	
  Several	
  members	
  have	
  
intimate	
  relations	
  to	
  the	
  concerned	
  industry	
  like	
  Theodoros	
  Samaras	
  (ex-­‐consultant,	
  Vodafone),	
  Mats-­‐Olof	
  
Mattsson,	
  ICNIRP	
  (Telia	
  Sonera's	
  scientific	
  council),	
  Kjell	
  Hansson-­‐Mild	
  (Telia	
  Sonera's	
  scientific	
  council),	
  Zenon	
  
Sienkiewicz,	
  ICNIRP	
  (consultant,	
  Japan	
  EMF	
  Information	
  Center	
  emanating	
  from	
  Japan	
  Electrical	
  Safety	
  &	
  
Environment	
  Technology	
  Laboratories	
  and	
  the	
  Japan	
  Electric	
  Association)	
  and	
  Anssi	
  Auvinen,	
  ICNIRP	
  
(repeatedly	
  funded	
  by	
  MMF,	
  the	
  Mobile	
  Manufacturers'	
  Forum)3.	
  The	
  industry	
  benefits	
  tremendously	
  from	
  
the	
  no-­‐risk	
  conclusion	
  as	
  it	
  postpones	
  costly	
  regulations	
  and	
  lowers	
  the	
  risks	
  of	
  liability	
  claims.	
  	
  
	
  

NGO	
  demands	
  and	
  suggestions	
  	
  
Considering	
  the	
  decisive	
  impact	
  the	
  SCENIHR	
  assessment	
  will	
  have	
  on	
  Public	
  Health	
  policies	
  and	
  standards,	
  and	
  
the	
  recent	
  recommendations4	
  of	
  the	
  European	
  Ombudsman	
  to	
  obtain	
  more	
  balanced	
  expert	
  groups	
  with	
  less	
  
conflicts	
  of	
  interests,	
  concerned	
  NGOs	
  will	
  lodge	
  a	
  complaint	
  to	
  the	
  Ombudsman	
  and	
  address	
  a	
  petition	
  to	
  the	
  
European	
  Commission.	
  EU	
  citizens	
  and	
  decision-­‐makers	
  will	
  not	
  receive	
  correct	
  information	
  about	
  EMF	
  health	
  
risks	
  unless	
  expert	
  assessments	
  are	
  impartial	
  and	
  made	
  in	
  the	
  general	
  interest.	
  The	
  NGOs	
  therefore	
  demand:	
  	
  
	
  
1.	
  An	
  investigation	
  by	
  the	
  European	
  Ombudsman	
  of	
  the	
  appointment	
  and	
  composition	
  of	
  the	
  SCENIHR	
  EMF	
  
steering	
  and	
  working	
  groups,	
  including	
  questions	
  of	
  pluralism,	
  transparency,	
  corporate	
  influence,	
  NGO	
  
participation,	
  and	
  the	
  integration	
  of	
  suggestions	
  from	
  the	
  public	
  consultation.	
  
2.	
  An	
  annulment	
  of	
  the	
  SCENIHR	
  report	
  on	
  EMF	
  health	
  risks.	
  
3.	
  The	
  appointment	
  of	
  a	
  new	
  balanced,	
  transparent	
  and	
  contradictory	
  expert	
  group	
  without	
  conflicts	
  of	
  interest	
  
by	
  an	
  unbiased	
  steering	
  group.	
  	
  
4.	
  A	
  new	
  balanced	
  and	
  independent	
  assessment.	
  
5.	
  The	
  establishment	
  of	
  a	
  permanent	
  stakeholder	
  committee	
  at	
  DG	
  SANCO,	
  where	
  NGO	
  viewpoints	
  can	
  be	
  truly	
  
pronounced	
  and	
  considered	
  in	
  the	
  decision	
  process	
  on	
  EMF	
  policy,	
  legislation,	
  research	
  and	
  expert	
  assessment.	
  	
  
	
  
Contact	
  persons:	
  	
  	
  	
  Mona	
  Nilsson,	
  Swedish	
  radiation	
  protection	
  foundation	
  	
  mona@stralskyddsstiftelsen.se	
  +468-­‐560	
  512	
  13	
  
	
   	
  	
  	
  Alasdair	
  Philips,	
  Powerwatch,	
  UK.	
  SKYPE:	
  amphil	
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