ELECTROMAGNETIC POLLUTION MANIFESTO


40 national & international organizations demand 
that Spanish political groups implement urgent and concrete measures 
to protect citizens from electromagnetic pollution.

Madrid, June 22nd, 2011

On the International Day Against Electromagnetic Pollution, on Friday June 24th, a number of national & international organizations demand that Spanish central, regional and local governments initiate the application of the precautionary principle with the immediate establishment of maximum limits of 100 nT (nanoteslas) for low-frequency radiation and 100 μW/m2 (microwatts per square meter) for high frequency radiation.The organizations note that the suggested limits might be only temporary until a consensus on the risks of EMF has been reached.

This demand is now being made based on the European Commission Communication of 2nd February 2000, which states that the precautionary principle may be invoked when a potentially dangerous effects deriving from a phenomenon, product or process has been identified, and where scientific evaluation is not able to determine the risk with sufficient certainty.


This manifesto is based on the following facts:

1. Politicians are, in our democratic system, the representation of citizens and therefore have a responsibility and an obligation to actively promote policies and laws that put public health above any economic interest.

2. On the 31st May 2011 the World Health Organization has classified radio frequency electromagnetic fields as "possibly carcinogenic to humans (Group 2B)" based on an increased risk of glioma, a cancer of the brain associated with the use of mobile phones. In 2002 low-frequency magnetic fields, ie those produced by pylons, electrical transformers, etc. were included in the same risk classification. Adding to this, on the 27th May 2011 the Council of Europe has approved a resolution urging European governments to take immediate and appropriate steps to reduce public exposure to all types of electromagnetic radiation.

3. There is abundant independent scientific literature that establishes, unequivocally, that the levels of electromagnetic pollution to which people are exposed today pose a serious risk to the health and safety of current and future generations and to the environment. Examples of what the independent scientific community states can be viewed in the following documents: the Vienna Resolution (1998), the Salzburg Declaration (2000), the Alcalá Declaration (2002), the Medical Freiburg Appeal (2002), the Catania Resolution (2002), the Helsinki Appeal ( 2005), the Benevento Resolution (2006), the London Resolution (2007), the BioInitiative Report (2007), the statements of the International Panel on Electromagnetic Fields (2008), the Dutch Call (2009), the Venice Resolution ( 2008), the Benevento Resolution (2008), the Porto Alegre Resolution (2009), the Paris Declaration (2009), the International Convention of Würzburg (2010), the Copenhagen Resolution (2010) and the Seletun Declaration ( 2011), among others.

The organizations would like to highlight a number of fallacies regarding electromagnetic pollution:


1. It is false that there is a real scientific debate about the potential dangers of electromagnetic radiation. There is a vast amount of independent scientific literature that points out the potential dangers of EMF even as other studies--which are directly or indirectly financed by the electric power and the telecommunications industries--conclude that nothing is yet clear.

2. It is false that the current legal limits protect us from radiation effects. Current law texts recognize only the thermal effects of electromagnetic radiation and ignore non-thermal effects. Many studies have already associated non-thermal effects to DNA damage and the appearance of various terminal diseases, including leukemia and cancer.

3. It is false that citizens are protected by the judicial system with regards to EMF radiation. When citizens defend their rights the judicial system requires them to demonstrate EMF's harmful effects. According to the precautionary principle, it is the industry that should demonstrate that the products and technologies introduced in the market are safe for the population. It is necessary to remember, in this context, what happened after “potentially harmful” products such as asbestos, lead, benzene, DDT and other toxins were introduced into the market before later being proved to be harmful.

4. It is false that the radiation levels that the population is exposed to are safe. The industry argues that the radiation levels that the population are exposed to are safe as they oscillate within the "legal limits" established by international organizations. We cannot assume that these limits are dependable and safe simply because they have been mentioned in a legal document. These limits were set many years ago when these technologies were less powerful and less ubiquitous. Technologies have advanced dramatically in the last 10 years and the risks we are exposed to today are no longer the same as those due to the levels of radiation existent when the current legislation was passed.

5.It is false that people are aware of the risks that these technologies pose. There is not enough information to help the population to use certain technologies safely, specially those groups of the population that are most vanerable, such as children, pregnant women, the ill and the elderly.  Much of the population is not aware of the risks associated with radiation from mobile phones, electric transformers, antennas, wireless phones, WLAN, Wi-Fi, radars, electrical towers and other technologies that emit radiation. Professional independent scientific literature relates levels of radiation to damage of the immune, neurological and autonomic systems as well as cancer and leukemia. These studies have pointed out that effects of these technologies are cumulative and are particularly high for the vulnerable groups alluded to above. Electromagnetic radiation is also triggering a disease which was unidentified until very recently, and which is now called electrosensitivity or electromagnetic hypersensitivity. This disease is recognized in a number of countries, but not yet in Spain.

For all the above, the undersigned organizations urge legislators and government representatives, firstly, to implement the precautionary principle, and so reevaluate and modify legislation regarding the permitted levels of radiation that the population may be legally exposed to, and secondly, to force both of the industries involved (electric power and  telecommunications) to resolve all situations, in the shortest possible time, that have already caused, or may still cause in the future, harm to the general population. Among other things, they need to make sure that occupied dwellings are not exposed to radiation from electric towers or urban transformers, telephone antennas and other technologies such as military radars, and to eliminate Wi-Fi systems in schools, malls, hotels, parks and all public areas.
     
This manifesto has been sent today to the secretaries of the main political parties, since it is the political parties who have the responsibility to create public policies to protect their constituents, and society as a whole, form such harms. 


SINGING ORGANIZATIONS (in bold)
1. ABAF. Asociación Balear de Apoyo en la Fibromialgia 
2. ACEF. Asociación Cántabra de Enfermos de Fibromialgia 

3. AENFIPA. Asociación de Enfermos de Fibromialgia y Sindrome de Fatiga Crónica del Principado de Asturias 

4. AFFOU. Asociación de Fibromialxia e Síndrome de Fatiga Crónica de Ourense 

5. AFIBRODON. Asociación de Enfermos de Fibromialgia de Don Benito 

6. AFIBROM. Asociación de Fibromialgia de la Comunidad de Madrid 

7. AFIGUADA. Asociación de Enfermos de Fibromialgia de Guadalajara 

8. AFINA. Asociación de Fibromialgia de Navarra 

9. Alianza de Salud y Medioambiente (HEAL) 
10. Alianza de Salud y Medioambiente (HEAL) 

11. ALUFI. Asociación de Fibromialgia de Lugo 

12. ASAFA. Asociación Aragonesa de Fibromialgia y Sindrome de Fatiga Crónica 

13. ASAFIMA. Asociación Alavesa de Fibromialgia 

14. Asociación AFIBROSAL

15. Asociación de Fibromialgia de Gran Canaria

16. Asociación Española de Afectados por Mercurio de Amalgamas Dentales y Otras Situaciones
17. Asociación Española de Bioconstrucción (AEB)
18. Asociación Nacional de afectados por Dimetilfumarato

19. Asociación para el cuidado de la vida en un planeta vivo (Plural-21)
20. CAF. Colectivo de Afectados de Fibromialgia 

21. CAVIAS. Calidad de Vida. Asociación de Linares de Fibromialgia y Fatiga Crónica 
22. CEAPA

23. Centre d'ecologia i Projectes Alternatius (CEPA-EdC)

24. Científicos por el medioambiente CIMA

25. Confederación Nacional de Fibromialgia y Fatiga Crónica

26. Federación Andaluza de FM, SFC y SQM ´ALBA ANDALUCIA´ 

27. Federación d'ecologistes de Catalunya

28. FFISCYL. Federación de Fibromialgia y Fatiga Crónica de Castilla y León 

29. Fondo para la Defensa de la Salud ambiental (FODESAM)

30. Fundació per a la Prevenció de Residus i el Consum Responsable
31. Fundación Alborada
32. Fundación para la Salud Geoambiental

33. Fundación VIVOSANO

34. Instituto EcoHabitar

35. Instituto Español de Baubiologie 
36. Instituto Sindical Ambiente y Salud (ISTAS)

37. Instituto Tecnológico de Lleida (ITL)

38. La Asociación de Estudios Geobiologicos GEA
39. Network Europeo de científicos con responsabilidad social y medioambiental (ENSSER)

40. Organización para la Defensa de la Salud (HDO)

41. Pediatras y profesionales sanitarios por el medioambiente

42. Pediatras y profesionales sanitarios por el medioambiente

43. Red de construcción con balas de paja  

44. Revista EcoHabitar

45. TRÉBOL- Asociación Provincial de Afectados de Fibromialgia y Fatiga Crónica 

46. World Association for Cancer Research (WACR)
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