
Mr Chris Chapman, CEO and Chairman of     …………………… 

Australian Communications and Media Authority (ACMA)   …………………………………..,   

PO Box Q500, Queen Victoria Building, NSW, 1230   …………………, Victoria, …… 

         …………………………………………. 

Dear Mr Chapman, 

You are receiving this letter because it is my understanding that ACMA is responsible for 
regulating the Australian RF standards maintained by ARPANSA. In practice however, this does not appear to be 
happening with the deployment of microwave emitting devices in the environment occurring in an uncontrolled 
and unprecedented manner. We have Airlines looking at enabling Wi-Fi on aircraft, local government creating 
Wi-Fi access points that blanket the city and our community 24x7, wireless smart meters, mobile phone towers 
etc. all being deployed without proper due consideration to long term health risks that have been identified by 
leading independent scientist and doctors. What happened to applying a precautionary principle? It appears to 
have been thrown out the window in favour of corporate wealth and so called technological advancement. 
Meanwhile the incidence of many cancers and mental disorders are on the increase without any adequate 
explanations. Sure life styles and diet have a role to play but it cannot be fully explained by these 2 factors 
alone. The only thing that is changing rapidly and correlates to observable increases in a number of disease 
states is the ever increasing RF exposure that the population is being subjected to.  With the announcement in 
May 2011 by the IARC that microwaves (RF) are a class 2B carcinogen I am yet to see a satisfactory statement 
from the Federal Government, ARPANSA and ACMA that adequately addresses this issue. 

Included with this letter is a review of the current RF standards managed by ARPANSA and how they fall dismally 
short of offering long term health assurances. These RF “cooking standards” do not address non thermal effects, 
chronic exposure to pulsed radiation, or of sensitive populations, nor of people with metal and medical implants 
that can be affected by both localized heating and by electromagnetic interference (EMI). I am expected to feel 
safe because devices are tested against a standard that is at best useful for research purposes only. I am being 
made suffer in my own home because of the forced rollout of smart meters in my state and I have no say.  

As a regulatory body responsible for development and enforcement of public policy, I wonder how do you 
maintain independence, transparency and avoid conflict of interest scenarios when the Government makes 
money by providing access to the various bands within the RF spectrum for industry use? I am also interested in 
knowing what involvement does ACMA have in controlling what our Media reports on RF emission health and 
safety because I see a lot of spin being used in reports that relate to mobile phone safety? 

Your organisation has a moral responsibility to ensure that regulations are enforced, that health and safety of 
the community is not compromised in pursuit of increasing revenues. It is imperative that the latest scientific 
research, free from industry influence, needs to be taken into consideration when regulating the deployment of 
microwave technologies in our community. Where possible doubt remains with regards to the risks, a 
precautionary principle must be adopted and enforced. The consideration of potential health risks must be put 
ahead of short term economic costs especially when alternate non wireless technologies are available as is the 
case for smart meters.    

Yours Sincerely, 

 

………..  ………. (BSc. Monash) 


