
 
 

Ellen Marks 
2 Theatre Square, #215 

Orinda, CA 94563 
925-285-5437 

  
September 30, 2019 
 
U.S. Rep. Anna Eshoo 
202 Cannon House Building 
Washington, DC 20515 
 
RE: FDA response to your inquiry to Dr. Shuren and Dr. Margerrison                     
  
Dear Honorable Rep. Eshoo, 
 
Thank you for your continued concern and actions concerning the oversight of radio-frequency (RF) 
testing and the guidelines for human safety. I work closely with Leonard Shen and Dr. Cindy Russell, 
both of whom are your constituents, and I am in receipt of the letter you received from Dr. Shuren and 
Dr. Margerrison.  
 
I am attaching a Legislative Briefing Book which I developed to help educate local, state and federal 
legislators. My letter will reference the “book” and I will direct you to the corresponding page.  
   
I have been quite involved in the cell phone and health effects issue for over a decade. I testified to the 

United States Congress Oversight Committee in 2008 on this topic. That hearing resulted in the 

introduction of a federal cell phone right to know bill which had little traction at that time.  

 

Dr. Shuren states "The available scientific evidence to date does not support adverse health effects in 

humans due to exposures at or under the current limits". That statement is absolutely false and the 

information he provided in his letter is insufficient. Apparently, the FDA’s Center for Devices and 

Radiological Health has not performed a systematic review of recent science and thus should not be 

advising the FCC to maintain the current RF guidelines. Also, Drs. Shuren and Margerrison failed to 

answer you about the important FDCA issue. In addition, it should be mandatory that the FDA and 

FCC perform a Quantitative Risk Assessment in regard to this issue. 

  
The FDA states they have “taken a comprehensive approach to evaluating the scientific evidence 

regarding the impact of RFR exposure on human health”.  Instead they have done cherry picked studies, 

most of which have ties to industry, and have eliminated many excellent studies that demonstrate a link. 

Even industry funded studies, such as the 2002 T-Mobile Ecolog study, found a link between cell phone 



radiation and cancer. https://www.emfresearch.com/ecolog-study/ “This review of over 220 

peer-reviewed and published papers found strong indications for the cancer-initiating and 

cancer-promoting effects of high frequency electromagnetic fields used by mobile telephone 

technology.”  

   

Dr. Shuren states that brain tumor rates have not increased. Studies have shown that gliomas (lethal 

brain tumors) have increased in the areas of the brain closest to where the phone is held, while tumors 

are down in other parts of the brain thus skewing the data. There is often a long latency period for brain 

tumors thus users may not be diagnosed for decades after exposure. Brain tumors are on the rise in 

Scandinavian countries where cell phones have been used longer then in the United States. (pg 17). 

  
Their letter focuses on brain tumors. The antennas of the phone are now at the bottom of the phone. 

Thyroid cancer is on the rise across the globe. (pg 26) There is excellent science from Harvard and 

Cleveland Clinic showing sperm death and damage from cell phones that are kept on in a pocket. (pgs. 

20-21) There is also science showing a large spike in salivary gland tumors. (pg. 28) Other science 

shows cell phone radiation linked to testicular cancer, miscarriages, infertility, bone cancer and more. 
The FDA letter also fails to mention the CDC findings that brain, renal, hepatic and thyroid tumors 

have increased in children. https://ehtrust.org/cdc-finds-brain-liver-and-thyroid-cancers-

increasing-among-us-children-2001-2014/ 

  
The FDA letter states “the gold standard for the assessment of risk….. is available from studying effects 

on humans”. This statement drastically contradicts the FDA and FCC’s own guidelines and the research 

which they nominated. In regard to the US NTP study the FDA has stated “Animal studies like this one 

contribute to our discussions on this topic, but we must remember the study was not designed to test 

the safety of cell phone use in humans, so we cannot draw conclusions about the risks of cell phone use 

from it.” 
  
If it was not intended to test safety for humans, what was the intent? They certainly did not spend $30 

million of taxpayer money to determine if rats get cancer from cell phone use. 

 

Additionally, the U.S. guidelines (SAR) for radio-frequency exposure that the FDA upholds were 

established by the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) and based on 

research conducted in the 1980s on animals. If we can’t draw conclusions about the NTP study 

because it was performed on rats, why is this earlier animal research still the basis of our safety 

limits?  

   
In their attempt to discredit the US NTP study they fail to mention that the renowned Ramazzini 

Institute in Italy replicated the exact findings in rodents exposed to less RFR than in the US NTP 

study. I personally visited the Ramazzini Institute last April and learned firsthand that the study 

conducted by them is similar to the NTP study with one major difference – while the NTP study used 

levels of radiation similar to those emitted from a cell phone, the Ramazzini used levels of radiation 

many times lower. The cancer results from the Ramazzini research replicated the US NTP study almost 

exactly. Both studies proved that non thermal exposure causes cancer. 

  

 

https://www.emfresearch.com/ecolog-study/
https://ehtrust.org/cdc-finds-brain-liver-and-thyroid-cancers-increasing-among-us-children-2001-2014/
https://ehtrust.org/cdc-finds-brain-liver-and-thyroid-cancers-increasing-among-us-children-2001-2014/


The American Cancer Society responded to the US NTP results: “For years, the understanding 

of the potential risk of radiation from cell phones has been hampered by a lack of good science. 

This report from the National Toxicology Program (NTP) is good science. The NTP report 

linking radiofrequency radiation (RFR) to two types of cancer marks a paradigm shift in our 

understanding of radiation and cancer risk. The findings are unexpected; we wouldn't reasonably 

expect non-ionizing radiation to cause these tumors. This is a striking example of why serious 

study is so important in evaluating cancer risk. It’s interesting to note that early studies on the 

link between lung cancer and smoking had similar resistance, since theoretical arguments at the 

time suggested that there could not be a link.” 

  
Dr. Shuren mentions the Interphone study but fails to mention that this partially industry funded 

study hid the truth in the appendix- with 10 years or more of use just 30 minutes a day one has a 

doubled increased risk of a brain tumor to the side of the head to which they held the phone. 
He also mentions Danish Cohort study which was deeply flawed and industry 

funded. https://ehtrust.org/science/danish-cohort-cell-phone-and-cancer-study/ (pg 7) 

  
Recently the Chicago Tribune investigated the testing of the phones and found that iPhones and 

Samsung phones emitted RF up to 5 times the allowable absorption levels. This is serious.   
There are already wrongful death and personal injury cases against the industry in the DC courts 

regarding cell phone use and cancer. The Italian Supreme Court ruled in favor of plaintiffs whose brain 

tumors were caused by cell phone use. 
 

I am requesting Congress hold a hearing on the lack of proper oversight by the FDA and FCC on cell 

phone radio-frequency radiation. The FDA and FCC should also be investigated about their collusion 

with industry.  
   

I greatly appreciate your attention to this serious issue. As Director of the California Brain Tumor 

Association I am witnessing the devastation firsthand. I have watched many young people die, more 

likely than not, from exposure to cell phone radiation. This is a needless travesty. 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

Ellen Marks 

 

  

 

 

https://ehtrust.org/science/danish-cohort-cell-phone-and-cancer-study/

