With one in ten addicted to their mobile phone, is it the tobacco industry all over again?
In March 2001 a report to the European parliament by Dr Gerald Hyland, a board member of the International Institute of Biophysics, said that people living near mobile phone masts “are effectively involuntary subjects in a mass experiment”.
 
On the 10th of April 2005 Lloyd Morgan, a director of The US Central Brain Tumour Registry wrote in a letter to David Heim, Deputy Editor, Consumer Reports Magazine, that we are facing a “health emergency tsunami that is poised to drown us”
, 

It is surprisingly easy to argue that the mobile phone industry has become the new epitome of corrupt corporate greed and power. You may ask what make them any worse than other particularly bad multinationals? Compare them to McDonalds, Microsoft and the tobacco industry: Like McDonalds they are providing a product that is ‘yummy’ now but will cause major health problems later. They have both poured resources into marketing the yummy now side and further resources into sweeping the ‘health problems later’ business under the carpet. 

Like Microsoft, the mobile phone operators are heavily relied on by business. Let’s face it - if either every Microsoft product or every wireless dependent device was to cease working tomorrow, the corporate world would struggle and certain sections would fall apart. Both industries have only been with us for the last 20 or so years, but many of the world’s business eggs are now firmly in their baskets. Both have carefully cultivated this situation and now use it to argue that economic stability requires governments not to upset them too much. 
And when in April of 1994, the CEO’s of the leading US cigarette manufacturers testified under oath that they, “do not believe smoking causes death or that smoking is addictive”
, they set a new benchmark for corporate honesty. We know their backs were against the wall, however the message that was sent loud and clear to every boardroom on earth was that they got away with it. 
For years the mobile phone industry’s tag line has been ‘There is no evidence that radiation from mobile phones and masts is harmful.’ This is in fact quite untrue. For a start they are confusing evidence and proof. Granted, a link has not yet been proven in a strict scientific sense, but then neither has a link between smoking tobacco and lung cancer. However according to a court submission by Barry Trower, an independent research physicist, who was commissioned to write the Police Federation report on the new Tetra emergency services communications
, “There is a plethora of extensive, well researched documents highlighting illnesses caused by microwave sickness around the world. These papers (in their thousands) highlight the illnesses caused by low level (below thermal) microwaves as arrhythmia, heart attack, cell death, diseases of the blood, interference to bone marrow, brain tumours, DNA damage, altered calcium level in cells, reduction in night-time melatonin, suppression of the immune system, arthritis, rheumatism, skin problems, lymphatic diseases, vaginal discharge, vascular system disease, tinnitus, leukaemia, childhood cancer..(Etc)."
These microwaves are not only produced by mobile phones but by nearly every wireless device on the market today. 
Conversely it has never been proven that these microwaves are not harmful. The phone operators have been known to talk of thousands of studies that ‘prove that current wireless technology is safe’. In 1993 a research team under Dr. George Carlo and overseen by the US Government and Harvard university was given $28.5 million by the mobile phone industry to research the health effects of mobile phone technology. He came to realise that these thousands of studies were generally extrapolations of microwave oven radiation effects and that the collective conclusion was basically a version of, “if the power isn’t high enough to cook the food, then it is safe to have your head in there while it’s on.” 
Dr. Carlo’s team however discovered something else. That cell membranes react to the microwave signals from mobile phones because of the low frequency modulation of the high frequency carrier wave required to send actual information like speech, text etc. Cell membranes can sense the low frequency component and, thinking of it as a possible invader, take steps to increase defenses. This defense takes the form of a hardening of the membrane which inhibits the normal processes of taking in food and expelling waste. The extra waste, in the form of free radicals, is effectively composed of poisons which damage the affected cells and more importantly, damage their DNA. It is a well established fact that DNA damage can lead to Cancer. 
If the millions of potential phone customers were to hear about this they might choose not to buy mobile phones. So what did the industry do to save their profits? They hushed up the study and continued to promote the conclusions of the other studies based on microwave ovens that ‘prove’ it is safe. They more than likely did a risk assessment based on ‘cost per life’ and found that it would be more profitable to press ahead and pay out a few law suits than to change the technology and rethink all the preplanned rollouts.
Dr Carlo however decided to blow the whistle and published the information himself.
 However the PR machine controlled by the wireless industry is much more adept at managing the public mindset than the voices of a few dissenting scientists.
Of course the mobile phone operators now have the benefit of hindsight. It took decades before it became accepted that tobacco was a major source of ill health. One would be naive indeed to think that the mobile phone operators haven’t boned up on how public opinion changed towards tobacco and aren’t already countering it.
In both cases they proponents are acutely aware that their products have been linked to health problems. In both cases they deny it and spend huge sums sponsoring ‘research’ that suggests otherwise. Of course this ‘research’ is splashed all over the profit driven newspapers - remember a study from Denmark last year which made headlines such as “new study shows mobiles safe for brains”? What only made the small print, and often not even that, was: A) the study was partly funded by Denmark’s two largest phone companies. B) The authors themselves caution that "our study may currently have too few heavy users to exclude with confidence a carcinogenic effect on brain tissue following intensive, prolonged use of cellular telephones." And C) their report actually mentioned some possible ailments, such as illnesses affecting the central nervous system, skin diseases and neurological effects like headaches, dizziness and loss of memory.

The more alarming studies have trouble even getting published in scientific journals - due to the mobile phone industries sponsorship of universities and research facilities. This claim may sound as far-fetched as it does frightening but on the 29th of April 2004, Michael Meacher MP, Minister for the Environment from1997-2003, wrote in The Times, “Companies have learnt that small investments in endowing chairs or sponsoring research can produce disproportionate payoffs in generating reports, articles and books which may not reflect the public interest, but certainly benefit corporate bottom lines. The effects of corporate generosity can be corrosive. Other universities eye the donor as a potential source of funds and try to ensure nothing is said which might jeopardise big new cash possibilities. Academics who raise embarrassing questions — who is paying for the lab, how independent is the peer review, who profits from the research, is the university’s integrity compromised — soon learn that keeping their heads down is the best way not to risk their careers, let alone future funding. The message is clear: making money is good and dissent is stifled.”

With a pyramid of vested interests they seem to have everyone in their pockets. The World Health Organisation provided them with one of their best argument winners due to its lack of interest in the mater. However it was only recently that Mike Repacholi who was head of their EMF department (and also the inaugural chairman of ICNIRP - International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection) left under a cloud after it apparently emerged he was receiving hundreds of thousand of dollars from guess who? The mobile phone industry.
 

As with many other major corporations, our government is reluctant to try to stop them. With some major corporations now having a higher turnover than the GDP of many of the worlds smaller nations it is easy to see why western governments can't stand up to the bullies and get away with it. Politicians are wined and dined by the corporate bosses and public opinion is controlled by the media. Media companies rely on advertising revenue for their survival and, like the universities, they are not about to offend their major income streams. As independent as they would like to think they are, they must bow to a certain amount of pressure to feature stories that paint their major sponsors in a positive light and contribute to a view of the world that will benefit their sponsors’ corporate ambitions.

But even while the mobile phone operators exhibit the worst attributes of some pretty immoral institutions, they have one thing that beats them all. Their masts. Each of us can choose not to eat McDonalds, not to buy Microsoft products and not to smoke. We can even choose not to use mobile phones but if a phone operator sets it sights on a little patch of ground near where you live, that’s it. You’d better learn to like basking in microwaves and if you are in any way electrosensitive you may want to start thinking about your new bald look for when the chemo starts.
Surely we think the government wouldn’t allow that! Not so. The government’s official guidelines to councils (PPG8 paragraphs 29 & 30) are so ambiguous that it took two court cases to decide that councils can not use health grounds as a reason to refuse a mast. In September 2003, in the ‘Skelt vs Orange’
 case the judge was about rule that health should be taken into account when the government (fighting the case for Orange) conceded the case with full costs which, while seeming generous at the time,  prevented a ruling as such which could be cited later. Then in June 2004, in the Harrogate case
, the government was apparently fighting the case for local residents against the operator. The government barrister made a poor case and failed to mention any evidence of health risks that had not already been dismissed. (All the good lawyers must have been busy that day finding ways to make a war in Iraq legal.) Subsequently the case went in favor of the mobile phone operator. The media the next day talked about how the government lost the case whilst fighting valiantly to save a community from a mobile phone mast.  This is now the case that is cited in all other court cases on the issue. 
Any official government guidance written so vaguely would have to end up in the courts at some stage. And eventually the side with the most money (with a little help from government solicitors) will get it interpreted in the way they want. Well done John Prescott’s ex department - causing a law to exist in favor of the corporate fat cats whilst making it look like you fought but lost the good fight. The Blair government must deserve some recognition for that one. Heil Blair! Do you think the government appealed against the decision? Take a wild guess… 
The government, who charged  £22.5 billion from the mobile phone industry in ‘licence fees’
 as well as eliciting a promise to provide 80% coverage, defend themselves using the NRPB – ‘National Radiological Protection Board’ who state that current exposures are well inside the ICNIRP guidelines and that they are following the precautionary principle. These Particular guidelines are based on research from the last century that only takes into account what? - Yes that’s right - the heating affects of the radiation. This ‘safe’ level is set at 3,300 units in Britain compared to 100 Units in Poland, 10 Units in Italy and Russia and 6 units in parts of Canada.
 And allowing unlimited phone masts to remain centimeters from children’s bedrooms while installing even more is apparently following some sort of precautionary principal, according to this government.
After this court ruling, few councils will stand up to the operators and many that have, have had their decisions overturned on appeal, only to have to pay costs as well. Something the mobile phone operators enjoy reminding other councils of.

So, with government in bed with the operators, the ‘independent’ research facilities, protection boards and the media all bought off and silenced and local councils’ hands all but tied, perhaps mobile phones have become the new symbol of corporate greed and super control. Symbols not of our trendy coolness and social influence but of our submission. We are slaves to them one way or another. And many people’s health will suffer regardless of whether they choose to consume this product or not. To those who have seen even a fraction of the real evidence, that is quite clear. 
In a small percentage of the population the headaches, sleep disorders, nosebleeds etc are almost instantaneous. And they disappear just as quickly when they are separated from the source of microwaves. This is not psychosomatic because the same phenomenon has been observed in animals as well.
 The cancers take a little longer but the number of cancer clusters found close to, and in particularly in the main beam from phone masts, is increasing all the time
.
In twenty years time we will see the results of another failure of spineless western governments to restrain the ruthless and blinkered corporate obligations to the bank accounts of its dumb shareholders, together with a society that refuses to take off the rose coloured glasses. And all we will be able to do, once again, is quietly mutter to ourselves ‘I told you so’.
For more info look at:
http://www.mastsanity.org 
http://www.tetrawatch.net
http://breakfornews.com/forum/viewtopic.php?t=121
http://www.emfacts.com/
http://llanidloes.org/
http://www.newmediaexplorer.org/sepp/2006/04/20/mobile_and_wireless_largest_biological_experiment.htm
Suggested action:

- If you have a mobile phone destroy it; preferably publicly and violently.
- Politics is a numbers game – keep annoying you MP and councilors; get as many people as possible to turn up at any meeting remotely connected with the issue. 

- Start a campaign or join an existing one.

- Get rid of any other wireless devices you may have. Particularly wireless modems and digital cordless phones – they are like putting a phone mast in your living room.

- If you have to have a mobile phone, don’t use a 3G one (2G phone radiation is not quite as bad as the 3G stuff) and use it as sparingly as possible. It’s not just for your own health, for every 32 phones there needs to be one more mast - probably one near someone’s house or school.
- Do something that will force the national media to stop ignoring the issue.

Point form comparison of the tobacco industry to the mobile phone industry:

Similarities:

· They were first both marketed as a fashion icon that would improve your social life.

· No link with cancer has ever been proven in a strict scientific sense with either of them.

· Both industries use this lack of a link to justify claims that the product is safe.

· There is huge amount of evidence that shows the use of both products can lead to ill health and cancer.

· Both industries have hired scientists to create 'research' that shows their product is safe.

· Both industries have had some these scientists turn whistleblower and try to alert the public to the health risks of the product, and that the industry knows but is consciously withholding the information.

· Both industries pore millions of pounds into promoting the product while ignoring these health problems.

· Using both products near other people can affect those people too.

· The health problems associated with the products usually take many years before becoming apparent.

· Not everyone who uses the products will suffer ill health or cancer as a result of using the product.

· Some people don't care that their use of the product might be causing other people harm.

· The use of both products generates huge amounts of revenue for the government.

Differences:

· The tobacco industry is centuries old and the health effects are now well known even though it took decades for the government and the public to acknowledge it. The mobile phone industry is only 15 or so years old and but there is just as much evidence as there was for tobacco. Even so while the government now acknowledges that smoking tobacco is a health hazard, it has invested too much in the mobile phone industry to publicly acknowledge there might be a problem.

· Most members of the public accept that smoking tobacco leads to ill health and often cancer. Members of the public don’t want to accept that there is a health risk associated with mobile phones.

· The government has legislated against the use of tobacco in all but a limited number of places. The government has actively promoted the use of mobile phones and the growth of the wireless industry.

· The mobile phone industry requires the existence of phone masts. People who live near a phone mast are subject to low intensity microwaves 24 hours a day which have been shown to affect quality of sleep including the production of melatonin - the body’s only serious defense against cancer.
· No government has ever forced people to breathe tobacco smoke. With recent legislation people can choose not to smoke or to avoid environments where there is tobacco smoke. However the government has caused phone masts to be able to put near homes, schools and hospitals and has gone as far as blocking people’s ability to challenge their placement, particularly if they are challenging due to the health risks.
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� Book: Cell Phones: Invisible Hazards in the Wireless Age: An Insider's Alarming Discoveries About Cancer and Genetic Damage by Dr. George Carlo and Martin Schram.
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� Yasmin Skelt -v- The First Secretary of State and Three Bridges District Council and Orange PCS Limited


� T Mobile (UK) Ltd, Hutchinson 3g UK ltd, Orange personal communications services Ltd -v-The first secretary of state, Harrogate borough council
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