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Industry-funded conference stifles

_criticism, misleads and produces little_

ANinternational, three-day Workshopon
exposuremeasurements for EMFepidemi-
ology washeldattheNRPBinSeptember,
1998. Thiswasa WHO and ICNIRP (Inter-
national Commission for Non-Ionising
Radiation Protection)and hosted by the
NRPBattheirDidcot headquarters. The
Workshopwasentitled "ExposureMetrics
andDosimetry for EMF Epidemiology”
and wasset uptodiscussand decidewhat
needed measuringin the multi-million-
pound, WHO-funded EMF Projectand
related studies.

Asakeyplayerin persuadingthelarge
UKCCS (Childhood Cancer Study) toadd
electric fields (against NRPB advice) to
Part 2 of its study, and co-author of the
Coghill EMF leukaemia study, I felt that
my participation would be useful - espe-
cially asThave considerable experiencein
designing EMF measurementsystems. For
several monthsbetweenMay and August
lastyearItried hard to getinvited but was
told firmly, "No, thereis no room for you."

I even contacted Dr Mike Repacholi,
Head of the WHO EMF Project, and re-
ceived thefollowingcrypticreply: There
will be further meetings without there-
strictions placed onthe NRPB meeting that
willallow you to provideyourinput.'

#—-—_TheProceedings of the Workshophave

now been publishedand, of the 49invitees,
14 havedirectindustry addresses. More
significantly, in my opinion, is what is
written on the front page which states:
"WHO/ICNIRP/NRPB Workshop with
funding from the Mobile Manufacturers

Forum (Alcatel, Ericsson, Mitsubishi,
Motorola, Nokia), the GSMMoU Associa-
tion, and the UK National Grid Co plc.’
[Radiation Protection Dosimetry, Vol.83,
No.1-2,1999. ISBN 1 870965 61 2]
Anyway, let'shavealookand see what
they say about electric fields in the 194-
. page Proceedings.Ifound it, aftermuch
careful searching - on page 110 we find
whatIthinkisthe only paragraphabout
electricfields:

‘There is no hypothesis tojustify data
collection of electric field data; however,
thismetricis currentlybeingexaminedin
studiesinthe UKand Canada.’

ThatisalltheseleadingEMFexperts'can
comeup withtosay about electricfields!
Andthey expecttobetakenseriously?

TheRappoteurherewasMary McBride,
whose Canadian study was the one she
mentioned. This used Positronmetersin
suchaway as to make the electric fields
readings quitemeaningless. They fixed the
e-field sensor/ meter on the back of the
childina pouch. Anyone who hasstudied
electric fieldswill realise that they will be
absorbedby thechildand notappearatthe
sensor unless the child only faces e-field
hazardsfrombehind -and eventhenonly
fromsourcesthatare notabovethechild's
head (otherwise most of the e-field willbe
attractedtoits headinstead).

Theother studyis the large UK Child-
hood Cancer Study which, after consider-
able pressure,added electricfield meas-
urementsto Part2 of thestudy. The NRPB
adaptationof the EMDEX meter/logger
andthemeasurement protocolsagreedmean
that their collection of electric field data
should be excellent. The UKCCSisdueto
announceits firstresultsinDecember, but
itseemsunlikelythattheelectricfield data
analysiswillbeready by then.

Whatabouttransients'-short-term, high-
frequency, switching pulseson theelec-
tricity supply? Thereisanincluded paper
called:'ELF MagneticFields, Transients
and TWA Metrics'. Useful? Maybe, but the
datainthetwographsshowingcleardiur-
nal (24-hour) patternshasbeennormalised
for' mean number oftransients for each
placemeasured’. Whatthatmeansisthatall
the places haveanominal transient of 1
whichvariesovera30-fold rangeoverthe
24hours,...sothe 'l canrepresent1 tran-
sientor 100transients, or1,000,000! There
isnoabsolute dataonnumbers of real-life
transientsinthis paper.

LookingthroughtheProceedingslsawa
Papercalled "Residential RF Exposures”.
Great, Ithought, thiswillreallybeinterest-
ing...butthereisnothinginitaboutactual
residential RF signals!...itjust talks about
typicaltransmitters withspurious graphs,
eg. Fig. 7: Electric field strength ofa TV
broadcasting antennaat the visitors' plat-
formofatelevisiontower; or Fig. 4: Elec-
tricfield strengthofamedium wave (1.422
MHz) broadcasting antenna onamotor-
way.... Residential ??

Overall, whatthey have publishedisa
mish-mashof pretty uselessacademicpon-
dering mixed in with a number of good
papers. RFand ELFExposure from cellu-
lar phone handsets: TDMA and CDMA
Systems' by Pedersen and Andersen,
Aalborg Univ,Denmark, isone of the best.

The Proceedings were officially edited
by AlastairMcKinlayand Mike Repacholi.
Itisa pity that they have failed tospot the
many typographical errors. Some like
'tesslars'instead of 'tesla’ are easy enough
fortherestof ustospot. Much harderare
the papers whichwereintended toread
‘uW'(microwatts)and havebeen printedas
'mW'(milliwatts) (ortesla, etc),anerror of
1,000-fold. Asthissymboltranslation quite
commonly occurs withimported docu-
ments, lam surprised the papers were not
better proof-read.

Comments onpostcardsonly, please, to
Dr Alastair McKinlay, NRPB, Chilton,
Didcot, Oxfordshire, OX100RQ.

WHO'sselective funding

IFINDthekind ofdirectindustry sponsor-
shipofepidemiology planningworkshops
(above) quite unacceptable. Furtherevi-
dence of industry influence has also re-
centlycometolight.
LastsummerMotorola'sMays Swicord
setupaMobileManufacturersForumwork-
ing group called the "Research Planning
Committee"andincluded (yetagain!)Dr
Alastair McKinlay of the UK NRPB to
'selectappropriate laboratoriestoreceive
funding fromthe WHO EMF Project'.
They have now submitted a proposed,
limited list of studiestobe carried out with
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