
Email sent 26.1.22 and copied to planningboard@mendip.gov.uk  

For the Attention of: Carlton Langford (Case Officer at Mendip District Council), Rachel 
Tadman (Head of Planning at Mendip District Council) and Stuart Brown (Chief Executive 
Mendip District Council) 

Dear Mr Langford, Ms Tadman & Mr Brown, 

We are writing to you to bring your attention further matters of policy and law relating to 
the regulation of public exposure to Radio Frequency Radiation (RFR). 

The National Planning Policy Framework para 118, documents presented by Ofcom such as 
the August 2020 publication “5G-What is 5G?” and a letter from Matt Warman (27/8/20 
DCMS)7 collectively convey that the assessment of the health implications of 4G/5G masts is 
a resolved and completed process. However, there are potential contradictions in NPPF 
policies and unclarified legal responsibilities may have important consequences both for the 
protection of local councils and for the protection of public health. 

We would therefore appreciate you addressing and replying to the following ten 
questions. 

1. Can further clarification be provided as to which public body/bodies are 
competent authorities who fulfil the remit of functions under the European 
Electronic Communications Code transposed into UK law in Dec 2020? (Recitals 
22, 105, 106, 110 and Article 45 2h). 

2. Can Mendip Council honour Glastonbury Town Council’s adoption of the 
Precautionary Principle and the outcome of the 5G Advisory committee by 
providing the following: - 

i) Copies of the science on Electrohypersensitivity (EHS) (Wireless radiation 
sickness) and non-thermal effects commissioned by PHE? (Reference 
correspondence below10). 

ii) Prima facie evidence that 5G technology is safe to humans, children, the elderly 
and the vulnerable including the immune compromised. 

For the purposes of fulfilling conditions for the Wells & Shepton Mallet 
Precautionary Principles (PP)11 and before Frome’s PP Policy can be overturned, 
Can Mendip Council supply: - 

iii) Prima facie evidence that there is a consensus in the independent science that 
5G is harmless to the environment, including fauna, flora and that the energy 
demand from 5G will not increase carbon emissions. 

iv) Enacting International Standards Organisations (ISO) procedures will place 
responsibility for producing risk assessments and evidence of safety in accordance 
with UK law with the Telecoms company themselves. Can Mendip send an ISO Non 
Compliance Report to the agents named in applications 2021/1951/FUL and 
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2021/1951/FUL? (See Appendix 2) The Applicant/Agent has not declared 
compliance with ISO Standards: ISO 9001 (Quality) or the equivalent TL 9000, ISO 
14001 (Environment) and ISO 18001(Health and Safety). This is needed for all 
equipment to be used on these monopoles, specified now and for the future, both 
for the erecting of the infrastructure and the operational use of the antennas 
during the terms of the contract length. (See Appendix 3) 

3. Can you ascertain and provide us with confirmation on what the UK Health 
Security Agency’s (UKHSA) position is regarding RFR regulation given that Public 
Health England is now disbanded? 

4. As representatives for planning for Mendip Council can you clarify the 
requirement to weigh up evidence and facts presented in objections to mast 
applications in order to resolve the material planning consideration 
“unacceptable and incompatible use of the site”? What is the requirement to 
assess evidence relevant to potentially conflicting policies NPPF 118 and NPPF 
185? 

5. Can you clarify whether the 2005 Nunn case4 indicates that the failure to account 
for evidence of health effects submitted in the objection was found to be a 
breach of Human Rights. If so, will this be upheld in your decisions? 

6. Can you seek clarification from the Secretary of State for Health, UKHSA and 
from Ofcom concerning the oversight of exclusion zones? Mistakes are being 
made by Telecoms which is leaving the public exposed in areas clearly 
designated by Telecom’s provider data as safe only for a maximum of 8 hours. 
Residents themselves are needing to calculate where the zones fall and inform 
planners when they find a breach. Ofcom taking measurements after the masts 
have been erected is insufficient protection for residents found within those 
zones. Regarding exclusion zones for 5G MIMO masts, can Mendip provide the 
power output in dbm in the near field of the antenna and the collimated beam 
drop off calculations with a comparison to the ICNIRP safety guideline of 
1mw/cm2? 

7. Can you clarify Mendip Council’s position on liability for claims for injury and 
harm to residents and the environment resulting from exposure to non-ionising 
radiation from the 4G/5G masts? 

8. Can you seek clarification on the purpose of consulting schools re Telecom mast 
planning applications? 

9. Can you read & forward Lopez (2021) and Pearce and Belpomme (2019) to the 
UK Health Security Agency (UKHSA) and seek specific comment on the risk to the 
public that these papers indicate. Lopez et al is a paper which post-dates the 
March 2020 guidelines and the Pearce paper recommends, based on current 
peer reviewed science, that positioning masts 500m from residents will limit 
liability costs. Please can you read ex ICNIRP member James Lin’s January 

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33434609/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/337624982_Limiting_liability_with_positioning_to_minimize_negative_health_effects_of_cellular_phone_towers


20228 report and the Cipracem report 9 and ask specifically for comment on the 
details in both reports from UKHSA. 

10. How will Mendip Council consider objections from those currently suffering EHS 
Disability living in direct line of a proposed 5G mast? Will the fact that the 
microwave/millimetre waves will penetrate and invade their homes making 
their homes intolerable be given weight when assessing the “compatibility and 
acceptability” of the site”? How will the following laws be referenced? Healthy 
Homes Bill 2020 Fair Society Healthy Lives, The Marmet Review, Disability Act 
20, Housing Act 1985 and the European Electronics Communications Code Recital 
110 Public Health Imperative. How will the Council ensure that persons with 
Electrohypersensitivity Disability have access to the same Equality Rights to a 
healthy home as enjoyed by those who don't suffer EHS Disability? 

The attached document contains these questions, background information and references. 

We would respectfully request a response by February 10th and request that decisions on 
open 5G mast applications be paused until the questions are answered. 

Yours sincerely, 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

Rode Parish Councillor 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

Frome Councillors 

xxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxx 

Frome Residents 

xxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxx 

Glastonbury Residents 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxx 



xxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

 

January 26th, 2021 

Re question 2 (1) above: 

Letter from Dept of Health and Social Care received on 20 October 2020 by Glastonbury 
Town Council in response to requests resulting from the 5G Advisory Committee. 

Our ref: DE-1234995 
Dear Mr Tucker, 

 

Thank you for your correspondence of 11 May to Michael Gove about 5G. Your letter has been 

passed to the Department for Health and Social Care. I have been asked to reply and I apologise for 

the long delay in doing so. 

Public Health England (PHE) and the UK Government convened an independent scientific 

study into the non-thermal effects of 5G cellular network technology, along with the research 

that PHE commissions into electromagnetic hypersensitivity (EHS). [Emphasis added] 

PHE does not make decisions on the roll-out of 5G technologies but advises the Government on all 

aspects of public health, including the exposure to the radiofrequency electromagnetic fields (EMFs), 

or radio waves, from 5G and other radio communications systems. PHE’s advice is that the guidelines 

from the International Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection should be adopted for 

limiting exposures. The guidelines address exposure to EMFs and they apply irrespective of the 

technology giving rise to the exposure. 

5G systems produce radio waves in the frequency range covered by the guidelines and both non-

thermal effects and electrical hypersensitivity have been considered in the formulation of the 

guidelines. 

Information setting out PHE’s position on 5G technologies radio waves and health can be found 

at www.gov.uk by searching for ‘5G and health’. The main conclusion is that, although there may be a 

small increase in overall exposure to radio waves when 5G is added to an existing network or in a 

https://emea01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.gov.uk%2F&data=04%7C01%7C%7Cefee357bd7e94005d1fc08d9d173dcc7%7C84df9e7fe9f640afb435aaaaaaaaaaaa%7C1%7C0%7C637771117824498565%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=8HyZR3Jza9ojWfsOWtciqoeJaMzGRqJNhOwet7qRu0o%3D&reserved=0


new area, the overall exposure is expected to remain low, relative to the guidelines, and there should 

be no consequences for public health. 

Further information about exposure to radio waves from mobile phone base stations, including those 

for 5G networks, can be found in the webpage above. This highlights comprehensive evidence 

reviews, such as those performed at UK level (AGNIR 2012) and EU level (SCENIHR 2015), that 

reference many original scientific studies that have been performed around the world. More detail can 

be found at www.gov.uk by searching for ‘mobile phone base stations’. 

PHE is also a World Health Organization (WHO) collaborating centre, and the WHO is preparing a 

major review covering evidence that has accumulated since 1993 relating to frequencies up to 300 

GHz, which includes those used by 5G. Further information can be found at www.who.int/peh-

emf/research/rf_ehc_page/en/. 

I hope this reply is helpful. 

Yours sincerely, 

Joshua Fayle 

Ministerial Correspondence and Public Enquiries 

Department of Health and Social Care 

* All other notes are contained within the attached document “5G-Mendip-Questions regarding RFR 

regulation.pdf * 
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