SECTION |

Preface

Prepared for the Biolnitiative Working Group
December 2012



PREFACE

Today, the Biolnitiative 2012 Report updates five years of science, public health, public policy
and global response to the growing health issue of chronic exposure to electromagnetic fields and
radiofrequency radiation in the daily life of billions of people around the world.

The Biolnitiative 2012 Report has been prepared by 29 authors from ten countries*, ten holding
medical degrees (MDs), 21 PhDs, and three MsC, MA or MPHs. Among the authors are three
former presidents of the Bioelectromagnetics Society, and five full members of BEMS. One
distinguished author is the Chair of the Russian National Committee on Non-Ionizing
Radiation. Another is a Senior Advisor to the European Environmental Agency. As in 2007,
each author is responsible for their own chapter.

The great strength of the Biolnitiative Report (www.bioinitiative.org) is that it has been done
independent of governments, existing bodies and industry professional societies that have clung
to old standards. Precisely because of this, the Biolnitiative Report presents a solid scientific and
public health policy assessment that is evidence-based.

The Biolnitiative Report was first posted in August 2007. It still has a significant international
viewing audience. Each year, about 1,000,000 people still visit the site. In the five years since
it’s publication, the Biolnitiative website has been accessed over 10.5 million times, or four
times every minute. Every five minutes on the average, a person somewhere in the world has
logged on. More than 5.2 million files and 1 million pages of information has been
downloaded. That is equivalent to more than 93,000 full copies of the 650+ page report (288.5
million kbytes).

The global conversation on why public safety limits for electromagnetic and radiofrequency
fields remain thousands of time higher than exposure levels that health studies consistently show
to be associated with serious health impacts has intensified since 2007. Roughly, 1800 new
studies have been published in the last five years reporting effects at exposure levels ten to
hundreds or thousands of times lower than allowed under safety limits in most countries of the
world. Yet, no government has instituted comprehensive reforms. Some actions have been
taken that highlight partial solutions. The Global Actions chapter presents milestone events that
characterize the international ‘sea change’ of opinion that has taken place, and reports on
precautionary advice and actions from around the world.

* Sweden (6), USA (10), India (2), Italy (2), Greece (2), Canada (2), Denmark (1), Austria (2),
Slovac Republic (1), Russia (1)



The world’s populations — from children to the general public to scientists and physicians — are
increasingly faced with great pressures from advertising urging the incorporation of the latest
wireless device into their everyday lives. This is occurring even while an elementary
understanding the possible health consequences is beyond the ability of most people to grasp.
The exposures are invisible, the testing meters are expensive and technically difficult to operate,
the industry promotes new gadgets and generates massive advertising and lobbying campaigns
that silence debate, and the reliable, non-wireless alternatives (like wired telephones and utility
meters) are being discontinued against public will. There is little labeling, and little or no
informed choice. In fact there is often not even the choice to stay with safer, wired solutions, as
in the case of the ‘smart grid’ and smart wireless utility metering, an extreme example of a failed
corporate-governmental partnership strategy, ostensibly for energy conservation.

A collision of the wireless technology rollout and the costs of choosing unwisely is beginning
and will grow. The groundwork for this collision is being laid as a result of increased exposure,
especially to radiofrequency fields, in education, in housing, in commerce, in communications
and entertainment, in medical technologies and imaging, and in public and private transportation
by air, bus, train and motor vehicles. Special concerns are the care of the fetus and newborn, the
care for children with learning disabilities, and consideration of people under protections of the
Americans With Disabilities Act, which includes people who have become sensitized and
physiologically intolerant of chronic exposures. The 2012 Report now addresses these issues as
well as presenting an update of issues previously discussed.
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