
 
 

 
 

September 08, 2017 

 

The Honorable Jerry Brown 

Governor, State of California 

c/o State Capitol, Suite 1173 

Sacramento, CA 95814  

 
RE: SB 649 (Hueso) – Small Cell Wireless Facilities  

Honorable Governor Brown,   

I have recently learned of proposed Bill SB 649 regarding the streamlining of small cell wireless 

facilities.  

As a member of the Physics department of Ariel University, and before that the Hebrew University of 

Jerusalem, I have studied the subtle effects of electromagnetic radiation on biology and biological 

materials. I have published more than 50 articles in the field of Dielectrics (the study of the interaction 

of materials with radio waves), including many on the interaction of cellular frequencies with biological 

materials such as proteins and blood. My last article investigated the interaction of 5G electromagnetic 

radiation with human skin.1 One could argue that I have a certain amount of expertise. 

In light of our work and a growing number of publications showing the frequency range of 5G can have 

serious biological effects, we believe that current efforts to accelerate the implementation of 5G should 

be delayed until additional studies are made to assess the critical impact on human health.  

It is not for me to lecture to elected officials on how cities should develop technologically, nor is it for 

me to try and stop the juggernaut that is the cellular industry. However, I would like to point out to you 

important information on the possible public health implications of the explosion in unregulated cellular 

phone and wireless device use. 

The term “health” has never featured too heavily in the lexicon of the Cellular Industry. It has been 

assumed, conveniently, that any possible effects on the human anatomy from the use of cell phones 

would be only mild heating. And that this is something that the body could easily deal with. As a 

consequence, the governing safety limits were set in 1998 by the International Commission on Non-

Ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP) based on the premise that if radiofrequency radiation limits 

protected human tissue from overheating, then the public was adequately protected. They considered 

that the effect to humans would at most cause the agitation of water inside cellular tissues that would 

dissipate as heat, similar to what a microwave oven does, but at far lower energies.  

The trouble is that our knowledge has progressed in the last 19 years and we now understand that the 
interaction of microwave energy and our tissues is far more subtle. There is increasing evidence of non-

thermal biological consequences arising from our interaction with cellular phone radiation. A few 

examples; in 2014 a team from the University of Exeter, UK published a report linking the effect of 
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cellular phones on declining sperm quality.2 They based their research on over 1492 subjects from 

around the world. In 2009, Columbia University showed that radio frequencies were leading to stress 

in living cells.3 This in turn seriously affects their ability to perform, as particular cellular pathways 

were disrupted. Further evidence along this direction was provided by a group from the University of 

Rennes.4 I can add plenty more examples, but I think that it is summed up by a recent public 

announcement. Advisors to the World Health Organization International Agency for Research on 

Cancer (WHO/IARC), themselves well versed in radio frequencies and in cancer, have publicly stated 

that evidence has been met to classify cellular radiation as meeting scientific criteria for a Group 1 

carcinogenic agent to humans.5,6 

As I said above, it is not my job and neither is it realistic for me to stop the placing of thousands of 

antennas throughout your state. But it is my job to point out the health hazard to you before you make 

such a momentous decision.  

Yours sincerely 

 
Dr. Paul Ben Ishai 

Department of Physics 

Ariel University 

 

 

 

CC 
Tom Dyer, Chief Deputy Legislative Affairs Secretary  
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