EM-RADIATION

RESEARCH TRUST

Letter sent via Email to All Sefton Councillors and MPs on 22" February 2026
From Eileen O’Connor and Brian Stein CBE EM Radiation Research Trust
For the Attention of All Sefton Councillors and MPs

We wrrite further to your response dated 9 February 2026, in which you stated that the Council
has nothing further to add to our previous correspondence on the health impacts of wireless
radiofrequency (RF) radiation infrastructure.

Since our last communication, a significant legal judgment has been delivered that directly
reinforces the obligations of local authorities to residents presenting evidence of harm.

In Velma v Somerset Council (High Court, 12 January 2026), the Court quashed Somerset
Council’s decision not to treat a further homelessness application as a fresh application where
substantial medical evidence had been provided demonstrating vulnerability. The Court held
that local authorities must properly assess whether evidence presented gives rise to a fresh
duty to act and must not dismiss it without lawful and reasoned inquiry.

This judgment demonstrates that councils cannot lawfully ignore substantive medical or
scientific evidence. A full summary of the judgment and its implications can be reviewed here:
https://radiationresearch.org/wireless-radiation-hits-home-court-orders-council-to-reopen-
velmas-claim/

We also remind the Council of previously highlighted UK legal and welfare cases, reinforcing
that these are not isolated incidents:

o Steven Thomas’ legal challenge against Cheltenham Borough
Council (radiationresearch.org)

e A UKchild awarded a special education plan (EHCP) on the basis of
Electromagnetic Hypersensitivity (EHS) (phiremedical.org)

o Earlyill-health retirement and Employment Support Allowance awarded to a social
worker due to EHS (phiremedical.org)

These cases illustrate a continuing pattern of residents being affected by RF EMF exposure and
demonstrate the ongoing legal responsibilities of local authorities to take health concerns
seriously.

Local authorities frequently overlook risks to people with medical implants and fail to address
potential long-term outcomes such as cancer, neurological injury, reproductive harm,
cumulative biological effects, and oxidative stress. Even the limited effects acknowledged by
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ICNIRP, including impacts on peripheral nerves, are often not identified or properly assessed
in planning or housing decisions.

These systemic shortcomings leave affected individuals fighting not only for medical
recognition and appropriate healthcare, but also for basic protections such as a safe home,
school, or workplace.

Despite this, governments continue the rapid rollout of 3G, 4G, 5G, and now 6G technologies,
alongside the installation of Wi-Fi in schools and hospitals and smart meters in homes, often
without meaningful public consultation or precautionary measures. Wireless radiation now
routinely penetrates homes, schools, and neighbouring properties, raising urgent questions
about the pace, scale, and oversight of this technological expansion, particularly for those most
biologically vulnerable.

A detailed review of the WHO RF systematic review process has been conducted by Professor
James C. Lin, published in Health Matters, IEEE March edition. Professor Lin is Professor
Emeritus at the University of Illinois, Chicago, a Life Fellow of the IEEE, former President of the
Bioelectromagnetics Society, former Chair of the IEEE Committee on Man and Radiation, and
served on the International Commission on Non-lonizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) from
2004 to 2016, including chairing ICNIRP’s Standing Committee on Physics and Engineering from
2008 to 2012. He has authored hundreds of scientific publications and received numerous
international awards, including the IEEE Microwave Career Award, the IEEE Committee on Man
and Radiation Recognition Award, and the d’Arsonval Medal from the Bioelectromagnetics
Society. His professional profile can be viewed here:
https://ece.uic.edu/profiles/james-lin-phd/

Professor Lin highlighted 11,599 studies on oxidative stress considered by the WHO, of

which 11,543 were dismissed, leaving only 56 studies (45 animal and 11 cellular studies). The
WHO concluded these were inconsistent, effectively ignoring overwhelming evidence that RF
radiation induces oxidative stress, increases reactive oxygen species, overwhelms cellular
defenses, and contributes to cancer, neurological disease, reproductive harm, and accelerated
ageing. Ignoring this evidence represents a grave scientific omission. His review can be
accessed here: https://radiationresearch.org/an-exclusive-review-of-professor-james-c-lins-
report-on-the-who-rf-systematic-reviews/

We are aware that some councils are awaiting the outcome of the WHO review process before
considering further evidence. Professor Lin's report highlights that the WHO systematic
reviews are fundamentally flawed, dismissing thousands of relevant studies. One
independent scientist involved in the WHO process refused to follow instructions that would
have biased the outcome and instead published a fully transparent review highlighting the
failure to properly account for animal research and cancer risk.

On the basis of this, we emphasise that the Council must reject the incomplete and biased
WHO systematic reviews that ignore substantial evidence, and instead give full consideration
to independent, credible scientific analyses, including the findings of Professor Lin. For further
details on the independent scientist’s review, see: https://radiationresearch.org/ G} -new-at-
microwave-news-inside-look-at-whos-rf-review-process/

Itis also important to clarify the Council’s legal obligations. Ofcom is the National Regulatory
Authority for electronic communications. The local authority is a competent authority under
the European Electronic Communications Code (EECC), brought into UK law in late
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December 2020. The EECC establishes the legal framework for electronic communications
networks and services. Recitals 106 and 110, and Annex |, require competent authorities to
consider public health in all authorisations for networks and related infrastructure. Authorities
must assess potential health impacts and may attach conditions to ensure protection. These
are binding statutory obligations. (rfinfo.co.uk)

ICNIRP guidelines are voluntary scientific recommendations and do not replace or override
statutory duties. Compliance with ICNIRP limits alone does not satisfy the EECC requirement to
protect public health. Authorities are therefore legally required to ensure that all health
considerations, including historic and current evidence and expert consensus, are fully
assessed and taken into account in planning and network decisions.

Itis also appropriate to highlight that responsible local leadership is possible. While Sefton
Council continues to fail to address public health concerns arising from wireless RF
infrastructure, Castle Point Borough Council has demonstrated that a different approach can
be taken. During the 2025 public consultations on the Castle Point Plan, Castle Point Borough
Council acknowledged the submission made by the EM Radiation Research Trust along with
many other community stakeholders. This demonstrates that local authorities can engage
constructively with public health evidence and community concerns within the planning
framework. https://radiationresearch.org/castle-point-leads-the-way-on-4g-5g-

communications-infrastructure/

Given the recent High Court judgment in Velma v Somerset Council, the expert critique
provided by Professor Lin, the independent scientist’s findings, the oxidative stress evidence,
and the binding legal duties under the EECC, it is the Council’s legal and public duty to
seriously consider the risks posed by RF EMF exposure to residents, particularly in relation
to health, wellbeing, housing, and welfare.

The Council is aware of these concerns and cannot reasonably assert that it did not know.
We therefore request:
e Confirmation of receipt of this letter; and

o Aclear statement setting out how the Council intends to comply with its statutory
responsibilities in light of the High Court judgment and the scientific evidence provided.

We further request that the Council undertake a substantive review of relevant housing
decisions, planning determinations, and public health considerations to ensure the health and
safety of residents are fully and properly assessed.

We look forward to receiving your considered response.
Yours sincerely,

Eileen O’Connor
Charity Co-founder and Director EM Radiation Research Trust

Brian Stein CBE
Chairman EM Radiation Research Trust

www.radiationresearch.org Registered charity since 2003 (No.1106304)
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