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   This report does not propose the magnitude of the problem so the public health will be better protected, for the following reasons.

1) The report did not review all the studies. For example (Εva Markova et al.: Microwaves from GSM Mobile Telephones Affect 53BP1 and gamma-H2AX Foci in Human Lymphocytes from Hypersensitive and Healthy Persons. Environmental Health Perspectives, Vol. 9, Sept. 2005).                                       Igor Belyaev: Non-Thermal Biological Effects of Microwaves. Microwave Review November, 2005. In fact none of their studies appear in the bibliography of this report. Such report should be very comprehensive because the decisions will have consequences on the human health.

2) The report gives emphasis that we do not know the mechanism of how the Εlectromagnetic Fields(EMF) affect the humans. Problems that have to do with the human beings, understanding the mechanism is not the main factor for holding back the better protection for the public. Particularly since the exposure to the EMF was not their choice and they did not give their permission. In medicine we do not know the mechanism for many-many diseases, for example inflammatory bowel diseases (Crohn and Ulcerative Colitis). Crohn΄s disease was described in 1932 by Crohn, Ginzberg and Oppenheimer. Still 74 years later we do not know the mechanism but we do treat, protect and advice the patients. 

3) There is also an emphasis that the effects are biochemical changes without health effects. The clinical diseases come after a long period of biochemical changes. For example with elevated blood sugar, cholesterol, etc patients do not have clinical problems, but will have after 10-20 years if no prevention or treatment occurs. In stomach cancer, we see biological changes in the stomach many years (10-20) before the appearance of the clinical symptoms-cancer. Also, we may have functional symptoms with a short time after the exposure to EMF.                                                                           The past has taught us many lessons, for example:
A) Asbestos. In 1898 the first report in UK came out about the        

      health affects. It took 100 years to be banned in Europe. This  

      had major consequences, for example in France about 35 000  

      deaths occurred due to asbestos until 1995 and is expected to  

      reach 100 000 the next 25 years. 

B) Tobacco. 1856: The Lancet medical journal debates health   

                                effects of tobacco. 

                      1957: British research council announces direct link        

                                 between smoking and lung cancer. 

                                 2000: Discussions about ¨sound science¨ and ¨good   

                                           epidemiology¨ verses ¨junk science¨ to  

                                           discredit the evidence that secondhand smoke  

                                           causes disease(Ong et al.. Am. J. Public  

                                           Health 2001 Nov 91(11):1749-57).

                                 2005: Tobacco was found responsible for one in 10 

                                            adult deaths worldwide(European  
                                            Environmental Agency Report, Toronto Star  

                                            Library.

4) There is a discrepancy between analysis of the studies in the main text  

     and conclusion. Even many studies were not included, we still  

     see a big number of studies which do point out biological changes. In  

     fact some of those do propose and the mechanism. With such  

     information the final conclusion should be more towards an action for  

     immediate protection, rather than waiting many more years and with  

     the next studies in the future again wait many more years. As  

     professor Johansson has said that ΄΄the humans are subjected  to a  

     biological experiment without their knowledge¨ and permission. 

Suggestions.

1) Comprehensive review of all the studies for example: Markova, Belyaev, Johansson, Hallberg, Panagopoulos, Balmori,  Santini, etc.

2) Since the biochemical changes can be present many-many years  

before the clinical state of the disease, we should be proposing better protection plans for the human beings and the environment.

3) Understanding the mechanism, follow in parallel with better  

     protection, since we may not know the answer  regarding       

     mechanisms for many years. To my opinion, the mechanism is still  

     an important requisite for optimal protection, but protection indeed  

     can follow in parallel to mechanistic studies.
4) With all this information, this report should initiate a plan to  

     decrease the exposure limits, like many countries and  

     regions have done to protect their citizens. We should remember  

     that  millions of people are exposed to this radiation, without their  

     knowledge and permission.
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