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For many years, certain media interested in the mobile phone industry have told the public that there is
no evidence that wireless technology is harmful to health.

The claims of damage by 5G Technology have been billed as "conspiracy theory".

Now, a landmark case is launched against the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) in the
United States and which refutes these statements and affirms that the damages are well proven and
that there is an epidemic of diseases.

Recently, the main Environmental and Health Organizations have submitted a total of 11,000 pages of
scientific reports and evidence in support of their claims.

The case is being processed by the Courts of Appeals of the State of Columbia in the USA.

In December 2019, the FCC closed an investigation that began in 2013 in which the commission asked
the public to submit comments to the investigation file on whether the FCC should revise its 1996
Healthcare guidelines for radio frequency radiation. (RF) emitted by wireless networks, devices and
telecommunications infrastructure.

About 2,000 comments, an exceptionally huge number for that matter, were filed with the FCC.

These comments were submitted by Scientists and scientific organizations, such as BioInitiative and
EMF Scientist , by physicians and medical organizations, by cities, such as Boston and Philadelphia,
and by hundreds of people, including parents of children who were injured by this wireless technology.

Historic _Lawsuit Against 5G Technology_ 
in the US



The comments reference thousands of studies that show clear and profound evidence of harm.

However, the press release published by the FCC on December 4, 2019, concluded that there is no
evidence that wireless technology causes harm to Health and it did not consider it necessary to review
the guidelines already established.

The FCC's decision did not provide an analysis of the science, ignored disease evidence, and did not
defend its decision with evidence and force.

Consequently, two lawsuits were filed against the FCC:

one from Environmental Health Trust ( EHT ) and Consumers for Safe Cell Phones
one from Children's Health Defense ( CHD ) and other petitioners, including
Professor David Carpenter , co-editor of the BioInitiative Report , the most
comprehensive review of the science by 29 leading scientists and public health
experts

In the case of Children's Health Defense (CHD), doctors who see the disease in their clinics and
parents of children who have become ill with radiation sickness also joined.

One of the petitioners is a mother whose son died of a glioblastoma , the same brain tumor that killed
Beau Biden, the son of recent President Joe Biden .

The petitioners in the Environmental Health Trust (EHT) and CHD cases submitted joint briefs.

They argued that, considering the overwhelming evidence that was presented to the FCC file, and
given that the FCC order lacked evidence of reasoned decision-making, the FCC violated the
Administrative Procedures Act and that the commission's decision is capricious, arbitrary, abusive of
discretion and not based on evidence.

The petitioners also argued that the FCC violated,

the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) because the Agency did not consider the
environmental impacts of its decision and did not comply with the Telecommunications Act
of 1996 (TCA) because it did not consider the impact of its decision on public health and
safety.

The opening brief was presented by the petitioners on July 29, 2020.

The FCC submitted its brief on September 22, 2020; and the petitioners submitted their
response brief on October 21, 2020.

The court ordered that in oral arguments scheduled for January 25, 2021, only one attorney will present
the case for all petitioners. It allocated 10 minutes for the oral arguments of the petitioners and the
FCC.

The EHT and CHD Organizations have agreed that Attorney Scott McCullough, former Texas Deputy
Attorney General and an experienced Telecommunications and Administrative Law attorney, present
the joint Petitioners' argument.

The three-judge panel of the United States Court of Appeals in the District of Columbia presiding over
the case includes,

The Honorable Karen Henderson
Patricia millett
Robert Wilkins

EHT is represented by attorney Edward B. Myers , who intervened in the successful case against the
FCC with the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) and various Native American tribes when
the court upheld the relevance of NEPA to the proceedings of the FCC.

The NRDC filed an amicus brief in the case.

The Building Biology Institute and a telecommunications industry executive, Joe Sandri ,
also filed an amicus brief.

Sandri's brief included a statement from Dr. Linda Birenbaum , director of the National
Institute of Environmental and Health Services (NIEHS) from 2009 to 2019, stating that the
evidence for the carcinogenic effects of wireless technology has been established.

The evidence referenced in the case shows profound damaging effects and widespread disease from
wireless technology. The evidence was recently presented and includes 11,000 pages of scientific and
human material, yet it is only the tip of the iceberg.

The Joint Appendix contains 440 documents. The index alone is 54 pages long. Due to the large
volume of tests, it had to be divided into 27 volumes.



The court has seven sets of the Joint Appendix and therefore 189 folders, each containing
approximately 500 pages, were sent to the court. The printing and shipping costs for the joint Appendix
amounted to more than $ 15,000.

The Joint Appendix includes references to thousands of peer-reviewed scientific studies demonstrating
DNA damage, reproductive damage, neurological effects such as ADHD, and radiation sickness, which
appears to be the most widespread manifestation of damage from wireless devices.

Evidence shows effects on the brain, including,

impaired blood flow and damage to the blood-brain barrier
cognitive and memory problems and effects on sleep
melatonin production
mitochondrial damage

The causal mechanism of the damage was also established.

Oxidative stress, a damage mechanism that can lead to cancer, non-cancerous conditions, and DNA
damage, was found in 203 of 225 studies.

Unlike industry claims, both the majority of studies and the weight of evidence leave no doubt that the
harms are proven.

The Joint Appendix also includes,

reports from leading expert scientists such as the BioInitiative Report
opinions of medical associations such as the California Medical Association and the
American Academy of Pediatrics
Appeals from leading expert scientists
Reports from US government agencies, the Board of Access, NIBS, the Department
of the Interior, the US Navy, the military, the US Environmental Protection Agency,
government studies,

... including the recent National Toxicology Program (NTP), a $ 30 million study that found clear
evidence of cancer and DNA damage, as well as recognition of the damage by government agencies
and scientists in the States States that contradict the FCC's position.

In December 2020, the National Academy of Sciences, Engineering and Medicine (NAS) issued a
report determining that the most likely cause of the symptoms suffered by US diplomats in Cuba and
China is radio frequency (wireless) weapons.

The NAS was designated by the Department of State. The report references much of the same
evidence presented in the case against the FCC.

The NAS invited Professor Beatrice Golomb , MD, Ph.D., to present to the committee.

Golomb's 2018 article was the first to show that pulsed RF is the most likely explanation for diplomats'
symptoms.

He noted that diplomats probably suffer from the same condition that growing segments of the
population experience due to wireless technology known as radiation sickness , or also 'microwave
sickness' and electrosensitivity.

Hundreds of testimonies from people who have become ill such as diplomats and medical statements
were filed in the FCC file.

The petitioners argued that the FCC guidelines denying illness are being used to deny lodging to the
injured, in violation of the Americans with Disabilities Act .

"The Environmental Health Trust has worked for more than a decade to protect the public
from radio frequency radiation, testified before Congress and published critical research on
why children are more vulnerable," said Devra Davis Ph.D., MPH, President and founder of
the Environmental Health Trust.

"The FCC has ignored our extensive submissions over the years that clearly document
harm to Health.

As the legacies of lead, asbestos and tobacco teach us, for example, this issue deserves
immediate attention from our federal government to protect the healthy future of our people
and our children. "

"This is a landmark case and is of the utmost importance to Children's Health Defense,
which works tirelessly to eliminate the epidemic of disease in children," said the
organization's president, Robert F. Kennedy Jr.



"The American public has been poorly served by the FCC. The FCC guidelines are
decades old and are based on scientific assumptions that have proven false.

Their failure and disregard for public health is evident in the growing and widespread
conditions involving brain damage, learning disabilities, and a host of complex neurological
syndromes. "

Kennedy added:

"The overwhelming experimental and human evidence that the FCC has ignored leaves no
doubt that wireless technology is a major contributing factor to this epidemic.

The FCC has shown that its main interest is to protect the telecommunications industry and
maximize its profits and its position in the market, as stated in its report, is simply
indefensible. "

Oral arguments constitute the final stage of this case.

After the hearing, all that will be left is to wait for the court's decision, said Dafna Tachover , director of
the Project.

"We have invested significant resources in this case and we have all worked very hard over
the last 13 months. We believe we have a strong case.

Now it's up to the court. "

As William Wilberforce , who fought against slavery, said,

"You can choose to look the other way, but you can never say you didn't know again."

In Spain there is also a judicial process with similar characteristics, promoted by the Citizen Platform
QAE which has already prepared the entire documentary process and is in the 'fundraising' phase.

If you want to collaborate and participate, do not hesitate to visit the following link; It will be a pleasure
to have you on this important project.

The QAE Platform has analyzed and classified the 11,000 documents filed in the US Courts against 5G
Technology and makes them available to the public:

VOLUME 1

Includes the FCC Resolution on the Notice of Consultation Order and the Notice of
Consultation



VOLUME 2 

includes FCC; CTIA Comments and Response The Wireless Association & Mobile
Manufacturers Forum ET Docket No. 13-84

VOLUME 3 

Research compilation; Summaries of more than 2,100 studies published between
1990 and 2017; Prof. Henry Lai (tab 7, part 2)

VOLUME 4

includes the collection of research; Summaries of more than 2,100 studies published
between 1990 and 2017; Prof. Henry Lai (tab 7, part 3)

VOLUME 5

includes the collection of research; Summaries of more than 2,100 studies published
between 1990 and 2017; Prof. Henry Lai. (Tab 7 Part 4) Research compilation;
Abstracts of more than 600 studies published between August 2016 and August
2019, Dr. Joel Moskowitz; 2019 (tab 8, part 1)

VOLUME 6

includes the collection of research; Abstracts of more than 600 studies published
between August 2016 and August 2019, Dr. Joel Moskowitz; 2019 Research Build
(Tab 8, Part 2); Summaries of 15 New Studies, Dr. Joel Moskowitz Ph.D., 2016,
Research Collection; Studies and Documents; City of Pinole, CA

VOLUME 7

includes US exposure limits: A history of their creation, comments and explanations;
Ing. Lloyd Morgan, Biosystem & Ecosystem; Birds, Bees and Humanity: Destroying
Nature by 'Electrosmog': Effects of Mobile Radio and Wireless Communication.
Ulrich Warnke, Ph.D., 2007, Cancer; IARC Monograph: Non-ionizing Radiation Part
2: RF EMF, 2013 (Tab 13 Part 1)

VOLUME 8

Includes BioInitiative Comments, Cancer; IARC Monograph: Non-ionizing Radiation
Part 2: RF EMF, 2013 (Tab 13 Part 2), NTP; Comment on the usefulness of the
National Toxicology Program study of cell phone radiofrequency radiation data in
assessing risks to human health despite unfounded criticism aimed at minimizing
findings of adverse health effects. Environmental research. Dr. Ron Melnick; 2019

VOLUME 9

Includes BioInitiative Comments, Cancer; IARC Monograph: Non-ionizing Radiation
Part 2: RF EMF, 2013 (Tab 13 Part 2), NTP; Comment on the usefulness of the
National Toxicology Program study of cell phone radiofrequency radiation data in
assessing risks to human health despite unfounded criticism aimed at minimizing
findings of adverse health effects. Environmental research. Dr. Ron Melnick; 2019

VOLUME 10

BioInitiative-Mechanisms of damage; Comparison of percentage showing effect
versus no effect, DNA (comet assay), 2017 and free radicals (oxidative stress), 2019,
Biological Initiative Working Group; Epidemiological Studies, RF Field Epidemiology,
Comments by Drs. Lennart Hardell, Dr. Fredrik Soderqvist. and Michael Carlberg,
MSc. Section 3.5.1.1 Epidemiological studies (Annex B); 2014, BioInitiative Author;
Statement of Prof. Martin Blank PhD., PhD .; 2016

VOLUME 11 



 
Dr. Paul Dart MD. (Submitter) Comments, The Biological Effects of Weak
Electromagnetic Fields, Problems and Solutions, Prof. Andrew Goldsworthy; 2012,
Comments by Dr. Richard Meltzer, Radio Frequency (RF) Exposure: A Cautionary
Tale, Dr. Donald R. Maisch Ph.D. Comments, biological effects of RF radiation in low
intensity exposures, based on the BioInitiative 2012 report, and the implications for
smart meters and smart devices; Dr. Ron M. Powell, PhD .; 2013
 
VOLUME 12
 
Organizations - Cyprus National Committee on the Environment and Children's
Health, Neurological and Behavioral Effects of Non-ionizing Radiation Emitted by
Mobile Devices on Children: Measures to be taken as soon as possible for the
protection of children and future generations. Presentation slides; 2016,
Organizations; Austrian Medical Association, Evaluation of Electromagnetic Fields in
Environmental Medicine; Dr. Jerd Oberfeld MD .; 2007, Organizations; The American
Academy of Pediatrics, Letter to the FCC; 2013 and more ...
 
 
VOLUME 13
 
Organizations; Appeal to the FCC signed by 26,000 people and organized by the
Environmental Working Group, 2013 (Tab 68 Part 2), Organizations; Freiburger
Appeal - Physicians Appeal; 2002, Organizations; Benevento Resolution,
International Commission on Electromagnetic Safety (ICEMS), 2006, Organizations;
The Porto Alegre Resolution; 2009
 
 
VOLUME 14
 
Mechanisms of damage; Meta-analysis, Oxidative mechanisms of the biological
activity of low intensity radiofrequency radiation. Electromagn Biol Med (Yakymenko
et al); 2016, Mechanisms of damage; Blood brain barrier; Increased permeability of
the blood-brain barrier in the mammalian brain 7 days after exposure to radiation
from a GSM-900 mobile phone. Pathophysiology (Nittby, Salford et al); 2009,
Mechanisms of damage; DNA damage; Microwave RF interacts with molecular
structures; Dr. Paul Dart MD .; 2013
 
 
VOLUME 15
 
Prenatal and Children; Letters from Doctors and Scientists on Wi-Fi in Schools, Dr.
Devra Davis PhD., President of the Environmental Health Trust (petitioner)
Comments, Children; Letter to Montgomery County Schools, Prof. Martha Herbert
MD., PhD .; 2015, Neurological - Children; A prospective cohort study of adolescent
memory performance and individual brain dose of microwave radiation from wireless
communication. Environmental health perspective. (Foerster et al); 2018, prenatal
and children; Cell phone use and behavior problems in young children. J Epidemiol
Community Health. (Divan et al); 2012 and more ...
 
 
VOLUME 16
 
Prenatal and Children; "Mobile Phones and WiFi: Are Children, Fetuses, and Fertility
at Risk?"; 2013, Prenatal and Children; Safe Schools 2012, Medical and Scientific
Experts Call for Safe Technologies in Schools, Prenatal Education and Children:
Stem Cells; Cell phone microwaves inhibit 53BP1 focus formation in human stem
cells more strongly than in differentiated cells: possible mechanistic link to cancer
risk. Environmental health perspectives (Markova, Belyaev et al); 2010, Radiation
sickness - Children; Angela Tsiang's comments and more ...
 
 
VOLUME 17
 
5G; Tom Wheeler, FCC President, "The Future of Wireless: A Vision for American
Leadership in a 5G World"; 2016, 5G; Letter to the House Communications and
Technology Subcommittee; Tsiang; 2016, 5G; Ask Congress to vote No, 2016, 5G;
Frontiers of the 5G Spectrum: The Next Big Unknown Experiment on Our Children,
Collection of Letters to Congress; 2016, 5G; what you need to know about 5G
wireless and "small" cells and more ...
 
 
VOLUME 18
 



Mobile phones; Research summaries of more than 700 studies showing health
effects of radio frequency radiation from cell phones; Prof. Henri Lai, (Tab 142 Part
2), Cancer - Brain Tumors; Using the views of Hill from 1965 to assess the strength
of the evidence for the risk of brain tumors associated with the use of mobile and
cordless phones. Rev Environ Health. (Hardell and Caarlsberg); 2013, cancer-brain
tumors; Mobile phone use and risk of brain tumors: early warnings, early actions?
(Gee, Hardell Carlsberg) (Report Chapter 21: "Late Lessons from Early Warning:
Science, Caution"); 2013, Jullian Gehman Esq. Comments

VOLUME 19

Dr. Joel Moskowitz PhD. Responder Comentarios, Por qué la FCC debe fortalecer
los límites de radiación de radiofrecuencia en los EE. UU., Cáncer: niños; Radiación
de teléfonos celulares: Revisión científica sobre riesgos de cáncer y salud infantil;
Grupo de Trabajo Ambiental; 2009, Teléfonos móviles - Plantas; Revisión:
Exposición débil a la radiación de radiofrecuencia de la radiación de teléfonos
móviles en plantas. Biología y Medicina Electromagnéticas (Malka N. Halgamuge);
2016, pruebas; Las emisiones de microondas de los teléfonos móviles superan los
límites de seguridad en Europa y EE. UU. Al tocar el cuerpo. Acceso IEEE. Prof. Om
P. Gandhi PhD.; 2019, Pruebas - Niños; Absorción de radiación inalámbrica en el
cerebro y el ojo de un niño versus un adulto a partir de una conversación por
teléfono celular o realidad virtual Investigación medioambiental. (C. Fernandez et al);
2018 y más...

VOLUME 20

Industry influence; World Health Organization, Radio Frequency and Health: A Tough
Nut to Break (Review). International Journal of Oncology. Prof. Lennart Hardell MD.
Doctor.; 2017, industry influence; Common business bias: the case of
electromagnetic pollution. Prof. Levis, Prof. Gennaro, Prof. Garbisa, Industry
Influence; Prof. Martha Herbert MD PhD., Letter from Harvard Pediatric Neurologist
to Los Angeles Unified School District; 2013, industry influence; The Procrustean
Approach: Establishing Exposure Standards for Telecommunication Frequency
Electromagnetic Radiation, Dr. Donald Maisch PhD .; 2009 (Tab 172 Part 1) and
more.

VOLUME 21 

Industry influence; The Procrustean Approach: Establishing Exposure Standards for
Telecommunication Frequency Electromagnetic Radiation, Dr. Donald Maisch PhD .;
2009 (Tab 172 Part 2), Industry Influence; Illusion and Escape: The Swamp of Cell
Phone Disease. Dr. George L. Carlo PhD., JD .; 2008, industry influence; Quote by
Professor Henry Lai PhD from New York Times article on percentage of negative
studies funded by industry; 2013, industry influence; Warning: your cell phone can be
dangerous to your health. Christopher Ketcham, GQ; 2010 and more ...

VOLUME 22

United States agencies; US Naval Medical Research Institute Bibliography of
reported biological phenomena ("effects") and clinical manifestations attributed to
microwave and radio frequency radiation; 1971 (Tab. 185 Part 2), US Agencies;
United States Department of Labor Commentary, Radiation Sickness; Fire Station
Exemption, California Assembly Bill No. 57 (2015), codified at Cal. Government
Code 65964.1, Radiation Sickness - Firefighters; Comments from Susan Foster,
Radiation sickness; Electromagnetic Hypersensitivity, Dr. Erica MalleryBlythe; 2014
and more ...

VOLUME 23

Radiation sickness; Comments by Brent Dalton, Radiation sickness; Comments by
Elizabeth Barris (petitioner), Radiation sickness; Comments Olemara, Radiation
sickness; Comments by Melissa White, Radiation sickness; Comments by Carol
Moore, Radiation sickness; Comments from Michele Hertz (petitioner) and more ...

VOLUME 24

Radiation sickness; Comments by Catherine Morgan, Radiation sickness; Comments
by Angelica Rose, Radiation sickness; Comments by Brian J. Bender, Radiation
sickness; Comments by Maggie Connolly, Radiation Sickness; Comments by



Gregory Temmer, Radiation sickness; Commentary from Bernice Nathanson and
more ...

VOLUME 25
Radiation sickness; Testimonies of twelve people; 2013, Radiation sickness;
Testimonials of nine people; 2013, Radiation sickness; Testimonials from twenty
people, compiled by StopSmartMeters; 2013, Radiation Sickness: Doctor's
Diagnostic Letter to Peter Rose; 2010, Radiation sickness; Medical Diagnostic Letter
to Steven Magee, European Manifesto in Support of a European Citizens' Initiative
(ECI)

V OLUME 26
Individual rights; R. Paul and Kathleen Sundmark Respond to comments, individual
rights and the ADA; Comments by Cynthia Edwards, Individual Rights; Diana
Ostermann, Comments, Individual Rights; BC Human Rights Court Approves Smart
Meter Class Action, Citizens for Safety Technology

VOLUME 27 
Tests: children; Exposure limits: underestimation of radiation absorbed by cell
phones, especially in children. Electromagnetic Biology and Medicine (Gandhi et al);
2011, BioInitiative Response Comments, Environmental Health Trust
INTERNATIONAL POLICY BRIEF: Precautionary Policy on Radio Frequency
Radiation Actions by Governments, Health Authorities, and Schools Worldwide


