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Advertising Standards Authority (ASA)’s Ruling A17-388045,  

for release on April 4 2018, 

relating to the information poster displayed by three groups,  

including Electrosensitivity UK,  

during May-June 2017. 

 

 

1. Electrosensitivity UK considers the ASA’s ruling invalid on scientific grounds. 

(a) The World Health Organization’s IARC1 classifies radio frequency radiation, such as 

from mobile phones, phone masts and Wifi, as a 2B (possible) human carcinogen. The 

information poster follows this warning by WHO/IARC in stating that there are ‘potential’ 

health risks.2  

(b) To omit these ‘potential’ health risks – all mobile phones carry health warnings on 

the distance from the body at which they should be used - would have been ‘misleading’ 

and ‘unsubstantiated’, the very claims made wrongly by the ASA against the wording of 

the information poster. 

 

2.The poster is fully substantiated scientifically and by new scientific evidence, 

so it cannot be misleading. 

(a) Leading world experts state that new evidence requires that wireless radiation should 

now be reclassified by WHO/IARC as a class 2A (probable) or a class 1 (certain) human 

cancer agent.3 

(b) In March 2018 England’s Chief Medical Officer issued a health warning on mobile 

phones.4 

(c) In December 2017 California’s Public Health Director issued a health warning on 

mobile phones.5 

(d) In February 2018 the $25m National Toxicology Program study confirmed tumours at 

current exposure levels from mobile phones.6 

(e) In March 2018 the €5m Ramazzini Institute study confirmed tumours and cancer 

from phone masts at current levels and asked for reclassification of radiofrequency as a 

class 2A (probable) or class 1 (certain) human carcinogen.7 

(f) The increase in brain tumours (Glioblastoma Multiforme) in England 1995–2015 

suggests an adverse environmental or lifestyle factor, such as mobile phone use.8 

(g) From September 2018 France will extend its health ban on Wifi in nurseries and 

infant schools to include a ban on mobile phones in schools for those aged under 15. 

 

                                         
1 WHO’s IARC: International Agency for Research on Cancer: Baan et al, 2011 
2 This classification as a 2B human cancer agent also applies to power line frequencies. 
3 Carlberg et al., 2017; Hardell et al., 2013; Peleg et al., 2018; Morgan et al., 2015; 
(Miller), 2017.   
4 “Silent killer in your bedroom … a mobile phone” The Times, March 2 2018. 
5 “CDPH Issues Guidelines on How to Reduce Exposure to RF Energy from Cell Phones” 
6 “Comments on the NTP Technical report on the toxicology and carcinogenesis studies…” 
7 Falcioni L et al., 2018. 
8 Philips A et al., 2018. 

http://www.thelancet.com/journals/lanonc/article/PIIS1470-2045(11)70147-4/fulltext
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/bmri/2017/9218486/
https://www.degruyter.com/view/j/reveh.2013.28.issue-2-3/reveh-2013-0006/reveh-2013-0006.xml
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0013935118300045?via%3Dihub
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/ijo/46/5/1865
https://guardian.ng/business-services/communications/cell-phone-wireless-radiation-classified-group-1-carcinogenic-to-humans/
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/OPA/Pages/NR17-086.aspx
https://mdsafetech.files.wordpress.com/2018/03/hardell-comment-on-ntp-study-march-12-2018.pdf
https://ehtrust.org/wp-content/uploads/Belpoggi-Heart-and-Brain-Tumors-Base-Station-2018.pdf
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/jeph/aip/7910754/


3. The ASA, funded commercially by a levy on advertisers including wireless 

industries, lacks scientific expertise in this field. Its ruling does not quote a single 

peer-reviewed study showing that there is no risk. Instead, it quotes WHO Sheet 193 

and the NHS, but these are not peer-reviewed, while groups like Public Health England 

have serious conflicts of interest.9 ES-UK’s  Selected Studies10 provides 2,000 relevant 

studies and references confirming the growing evidence of potential health risks. 

 

4. What proportion of the ASA’s income comes from the mobile phone, Wifi and 
other related industries, and does it have a conflict of interest? 
 

5. The four Responses11 from Electrosensitivity UK submitted to the ASA since June 

2017 (available on the ES-UK website) fully substantiate the poster’s wording 

scientifically and confirm that it could not be considered misleading. They follow the 

majority international scientific opinion as represented by the International EMF Scientist 

Appeal to the UN and WHO, not the minority viewpoint of the wireless industry. 

 

6. Comments by trustees: 

 

Dr Andrew Tresidder, MBBS MRCGP, ES-UK Trustee, Physician Health Educator: 

 

“It is unfortunate that the ASA are behind the times and are unable to scientifically 

critique all the mounting evidence regarding health issues from Radiofrequency and 

other technology. Many people are aware that switching off mobile phones, Wifi, laptops 

and other technology at night stops the headaches, hot ears, poor sleep and other 

problems that they were suffering, and will be surprised at the ASA’s dismissal of the ES-

UK summary of scientific evidence. It is interesting that the ASA have been unwilling to 

give any details of their expert scientific committee.” 

 

 

Michael Bevington, Chair of Trustees, Electrosensitivity UK:  

 

“I am very concerned that a commercial group like the ASA is trying to prevent people 

being given accurate scientific information on health risks from mobile phones, phone 

masts and Wifi. There is ever increasing scientific evidence from world experts and 

authorities about cancer risks and cardiovascular, fertility and neurological harm from 

these wireless devices. The ASA lacks scientific expertise in this area of health and 

should not try to censor substantiated scientific evidence about the harm from wireless 

devices.” 

 

Michael Bevington,  

Chair of Trustees,  

Electrosensitivity UK 

March 26 2018 

                                         
9 “A hard nut to crack” 2017; DoH PHE’s AGNIR Report ‘inaccurate’ 2016; “Multiple 
countries ban wifi & cell phones around schools, young children & foetuses” 2018. 
10 Selected Studies: http://www.es-
uk.info/attachments/article/85/Selected%20ES%20and%20EHS%20studies.pdf 
11 2-ES-UK response to ASA Draft-March 7 2018; 3-ES-UK response to ASA Draft-
December 11 2017; 4-ES-UK response Part 2 to ASA-August 8 2017; 5-ES-UK response 
to ASA-July 4 2017. 

http://www.es-uk.info/attachments/article/85/Selected%20ES%20and%20EHS%20studies.pdf
https://www.emfscientist.org/
https://www.emfscientist.org/
https://www.spandidos-publications.com/ijo/51/2/405#b14-ijo-51-02-0405
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27902455
http://www.collective-evolution.com/2018/03/20/why-multiple-countries-have-banned-wifi-cell-phones-around-schools-young-children-fetuses/
http://www.collective-evolution.com/2018/03/20/why-multiple-countries-have-banned-wifi-cell-phones-around-schools-young-children-fetuses/
http://www.es-uk.info/attachments/article/85/Selected%20ES%20and%20EHS%20studies.pdf
http://www.es-uk.info/attachments/article/85/Selected%20ES%20and%20EHS%20studies.pdf

