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From: Sarah Morgan 
Sent: 11 September 2024 19:11
To: Planning; 
Subject: Concerned objections to the following applications:  24/1274/FH - 24/1280/FH and 

24/1330/FH - 24/1334/FH
Attachments: Objection_2024-1166-FUL_Dr Olle Johansson.pdf

Dear Councillors and Planning Officers, 
 
I hope this email finds you well.  

I would be grateful for your considered attention to applications for wireless technology 
infrastructure – it affects your very own health and wellbeing, as well as that of your families. 
I have now become Electrosensitive and I know of a growing number of people who are now 
experiencing symptoms. 

Your intervention is of great importance as, once up, this will expose us all indiscriminately to 
increasingly harmful levels of man-made radiation 24/7. There will be nowhere for respite 
and some people have even been made homeless, needing to be reimbursed by the local 
authority, due to the placement of such infrastructure making their lives unbearable, as 
recent case law has upheld (sources below). 

The increased risks of harm are so great that there has been an international 
appeal to the WHO & UN calling for a moratorium on the rollout of wireless 
technology, by 259 specialist scientists from 44 different countries 
https://emfscientist.org/ 

 
Please carefully consider the points raised in my objection below. Thank you for your 
attention. 

Yours sincerely, 

Sarah Morgan 

 
Subject: 24/1274/FH - 24/1280/FH and 24/1330/FH - 24/1334/FH - objection 
 
 
As a member of the public with close friends in the area who have expressed great 
distress at these proposals, I am writing to OBJECT to the following planning 
applications: 
 
24/1275/FH - 2024-08-20: Land Outside 31 Guildhall Street, Folkestone, CT20 1EB 
24/1330/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 7 West Terrace, Folkestone, CT20 1RR 
24/1332/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 36 Cheriton High Street, Folkestone, CT19 4EU 
24/1328/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 5 Guildhall Street, Folkestone, CT20 1EA 
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24/1327/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 61 Sandgate Road, Folkestone, CT20 1RY 
24/1324/FH - 2024-08-16: Shellons Street, opposite 20 Cheriton Road, Folkestone, CT20 
1BU 
24/1279/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Opposite The Saga Building, Middelburg Square, Folkestone, 
CT20 1AZ 
**24/1333/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 31 Guildhall Street, Folkestone, CT20 1EB 
**24/1277/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 7 West Terrace , Folkestone, CT20 1RR 
**24/1280/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 36 Cheriton High Street, Cheriton, CT19 4ET 
**24/1276/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 5 Guildhall Street, Folkestone, CT20 1EA 
**24/1278/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Outside 61 Sandgate Road, Folkestone, CT20 1RY 
**24/1274/FH - 2024-08-16: Shellons Street, opposite 20 Cheriton Road, Folkestone, CT20 
1BU 
**24/1331/FH - 2024-08-16: Land Opposite The Saga Building, Middelburg Square, 
Folkestone, CT20 1AZ 
** Denotes applications that appear to be duplicates. 
 
 
Please consider that under the GPDO, Prior Approval still needs assessing for new 
masts on reserved matters ‘siting and appearance’.  
 
Siting: far from being able to get outside for fresh air and a digital de-tox, these installations 
impose yet more mental and physical over-exposure to everyone indiscriminately – babies, 
sick and elderly. How can you justify this? 
 
Appearance: an industrialised giant computer screen on every corner, pushing tacky 
advertising onto the population – will there be any natural character left in the town? 
 
Justification: where is the demand? It comes from corporate entities down, to prey on the 
public. The local authorities’ role is to protect the community they serve. 
 
The applicant has not sufficiently demonstrated the need for this installation. This novel 
technology is an experimental roll-out. Where did we consent to this?  (NPPF 119 (115)). 
 
 
1. An estimated 3-5% of the population have Electrohypersensitivity. It is 

disingenuous for governmental bodies to keep claiming EHS is psychosomatic, as there 
are now legal precedents for the requirement of low EMF environments. Please include 
this group in your risk assessment. The screening for avoidable harm, injury, and 
nuisance needs to acknowledge and seek to accommodate the needs of people with EHS 
disability. Legal precedents have been set for those with EHS (See below) The 
proliferation of wireless radiation in Public Spaces does not comply with the 2010 
Equalities Act, nor does it comply with UK Inclusion Policy.  

 
 
2 -The detrimental effect of constant exposure to media is now being given due 
consideration within parliamentary discussions. This application undermines the efforts 
of these movements to limit and curb the detrimental influence of digital harms. 
 
 
Please see recent Westminster Hall debate headed by MP Miriam Coates regarding the clear 
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and urgent need to ban smartphones in schools, for the health of children and teachers. 
Apparently, so many MPs wanted to contribute that the Deputy Speaker had to limit 
responses to 4 mins per MP, demonstrating how many MPs and their constituents 
want this issue addressed. 
 
Parliamentary discussion: 
https://parliamentlive.tv/event/index/3e463ce6-15a2-4ecd-b033-5a55cafc20c5 
 
Guardian write-up: 
https://www.theguardian.com/technology/article/2024/may/25/mps-urge-under-16s-
smartphone-ban-statutory-ban-schools 
 
St Albans has taken a highly pro-active approach by banning smartphones in for under 14s: 
 
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/st-albans-wants-to-be-first-smartphone-free-city-for-
under-14s-jwskvks92 
 
There is currently a petition with over 25000 signatures requesting a ban on smartphones 
and camera phones for the under 16s: 
https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/655473 
 
The huge rise of the Smartphone Free Childhood group from setting up in February 2024, to 
having 60 000 engaged members within weeks, demonstrates that parents of our next 
generation want change – a protection of our rights to live in peace and privacy – NOT 
further developments.  
https://smartphonefreechildhood.co.uk/about 
 
YouGov Survey: 
 
‘According to a YouGov survey of more than 18,000 consumers in 17 key global markets, 
about three in ten adults say they’re generally worried about 5G networks’ 
 
https://today.yougov.com/technology/articles/37105-5g-gauging-concern-around-
world?redirect_from=%2Ftopics%2Ftechnology%2Farticles-
reports%2F2021%2F07%2F19%2F5g-gauging-concern-around-world 
 
 
It is clear that the intrusion into our daily lives by corporate advertising companies is robbing 
us of our rightful time to switch off and ‘clear one’s head’. This is taking its toll on everyone, 
with mental health concerns being a common, growing issue. We have a choice to turn 
media off in our homes but have lost autonomy if constantly exposed in public life. 
The whole purpose of electronic adverts with ever-changing flashing screens is to cause 
addictive viewing. 
 
It is up to councillors to protect our privacy and health. 
 
3- They are a costly, unnecessary use of electricity which completely undermines 
the net-zero, climate emergency agenda.  
Who is ultimately paying to power these? 
   
4 -Clutter on pavement contrary to any Clean Streets Charter – an obstacle for the 
mobility impaired and pushchairs.  The installation will limit the flow of pedestrian 
movement.  
 
5.1 -Physical harm caused by the emitting ultra-sonic frequencies of hubs which 
affect both wildlife and sensitive people.  
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They can trigger migraines and even epileptic fits. Having worked as a carer, I’ve often had 
to take sufferers’ outside for relief from these kinds of excessive exposures, present in 
shopping centres. There needs to be space to get away from what is now an electro & 
psychological pollutant. 
 
Are these hubs breaching the Equality Act 2010 by making public spaces a health hazard? 
 
Adding a defibrillator does not counter the actual, substantial and unnecessary 
harm a psychological and electro-pollutant itself causes! 
 
5.2 – Are these hubs the equivalent to a telecoms mast in the middle of the street, 
right next to babies in prams and elderly waiting for buses?! 
 
I am deeply concerned to hear street hubs are bringing ultrafast Wi-Fi, 4G & 5G antennas 
and small cell technology (ie millimetre wave technology) to the middle of our streets.  Thus, 
they will bring microwave radiation ever deeper into our communities where people live, 
work and shop. There are NO human studies on the cumulative effects of exposure to this 
radiation over a lifetime.  This is new technology, there should be robust safety 
studies.  I do NOT consent. 
 
Professor Johanssan (PhD Neuroscience) explains in this 2 minute video that our radiation 
exposure is a quintillion times more than even 10 years ago. 
https://www.mothersforsafetech.co.uk/ 
  
I attach a recent objection by Professor Johanssan in which he outlines new research showing 
effects even on bacteria in the ground, indicating antibiotic resistance and super-bugs. 
  
 
Please make use of your obligations as councillors to serve the community and not 
corporate interests. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 
 
Sarah Morgan 
 



From: Olle Johansson   
Sent: 01 August 2024 19:30 
To: Planning.department@swansea.gov.uk 
Cc: Tanja Katarina Rebel <tankarebel@gmail.com>; Justin Walker <jrgwalker@aol.com>; Julian Rose 
<julian@icppc.pl>; Jadwiga Łopata <jadwiga@icppc.pl>; Claire <claireplm@aol.com>; Piers Gmail 
<corbynpiers@gmail.com>; kathy way <realign.mc@gmail.com>; slater425@hotmail.com; Susie 
Jewell <susiejewell@me.com> 
Subject: Re: Application Reference: 2024/1166/FUL 
 

Application Reference: 2024/1166/FUL 

Address: Swansea University Singleton Park Campus Oystermouth Road Sketty 

Swansea SA2 8PP 

Proposal: Installation of rooftop mounted 5g antennae and associated equipment to 

Vivian and Faraday towers. 

Case Officer: Stuart Hayes 

 

 

Dear Sir, 
 
This e-mail is an objection and I am asking for the planning application to go to full planning 

authority committee assessment. My name and address are found at the bottom of this letter. 
 
My name is Dr. Olle Johansson, and I am a professor, retired from the world-famous Karolinska 

Institute and the equally famous Royal Institute of Technology, Stockholm, Sweden, both with their 

close associations to the Nobel Prizes in Physiology or Medicine, Chemistry and Physics, 

respectively. 

 

I am contacting you because a personal friend of mine, Ms Tanja Rebel (cc:ed), sent me some 

material, and urged me to write to you. Also the Safetech Swansea Group, attn. Ms Rachel Susannah 

Jewell (cc:ed), and the Mayals Friends and Residents’ Group, attn. Mr. Phil Slater (cc:ed), have asked 

for similar assistance regarding the current plan to install rooftop-mounted 5G antennae and 

associated equipment to Vivian and Faraday towers, and the concomitant health concerns arising from 

wireless exposures, including 5G, as well as 4G, 3G, 2G, WiFi, etc. 

 

For many years, I have been studying the health effects of wireless devices and technologies, such as 

cell phones, WiFi, and general wireless infrastructure. My research decades ago was instrumental to 

determine the old CRT computer monitors were biologically harmful and that's why we switched 

them out for the less impactful flat-screen monitors. I also played a similar role in the protection of 

pregnant women in front of computers. 

  

Wireless communication is now being implemented in our daily life in a very fast way. At the same 

time, it is becoming more and more obvious that exposure to electromagnetic fields may result in 

highly unwanted health effects. This has been demonstrated in a very large number of studies and 

includes cellular DNA damage (which may lead to the initiation of cancer as well as mutations that 

carry down generations), disruptions and alterations of cellular functions like increases in intracellular 

stimulatory pathways and calcium handling, disruption of tissue structures like the blood-brain barrier 

(which may allow toxins to enter the brain), impact on the vessel and immune functions, and loss of 

fertility. It should be noted that we are not the only species in jeopardy, practically all animals, plants, 



and bacteria may be at stake. For the latter, Taheri et al (2017) have demonstrated that the exposure to 

900 MHz GSM mobile phone radiation and 2.4 GHz radiofrequency radiation emitted from common 

Wi-Fi routers made Listeria monocytogenes and Escherichia coli resistant to different antibiotics. 

(Very similar results have recently been published regarding soil bacteria.) To say these findings are 

"scary" is a classical English understatement. 

  

Because the effects are reproducibly observed and links to pathology can not be excluded, the 

Precautionary Principle should be in force in the implementation of this new technology within the 

society. Therefore, policymakers immediately should strictly control exposure by defining 

biologically-based maximal exposure guidelines also taking into account long-term, non-thermal 

effects, and including especially vulnerable groups, such as the elderly, the ill, the genetically and/or 

immunologically challenged, children and fetuses, and persons with the functional impairment 

electrohypersensitivity (which in Sweden is a fully recognized functional impairment, and therefore 

receives an annual governmental disability subsidy). Until revised exposure guidelines are developed, 

professional adults responsible for human lives in institutional or group settings, such as schools, 

offices, residential buildings, government buildings, hospitals, etc., should take heed of the large body 

of science showing serious risks and minimize these exposures at every opportunity by taking hard-

wired approaches to internet and computer connectivity. 

  

Science is providing ever more convincing evidence that the radiation emitted by our wireless 

telecommunications systems can affect biological systems including humans, wildlife, plants, and 

bacteria. These biological effects are acting even at very low exposure levels. 

  

The consequences on health and the environment can be all the more serious because: 

- exposure is ubiquitous, repeated and/or prolonged, 

- radiation from wireless technologies is modulated, pulsed, polarized, 

- some individuals may be more vulnerable (fetuses, children, sick patients, people with preexisting 

conditions), and/or the effects being much more prolonged (fetuses, children), 

- exposure is combined with other pollutants, in our air, water, and food (e.g. chemical pollutants). 

  

Damages on health and the environment are already noticeable at exposure levels similar to those 

currently found in our society, but also at substantially lower levels. 

  

It is clearly not enough just to ensure exposure levels are below WHO recommended levels. WHO 

recommendations are designed to protect cells from excessive temperature increase successive to a 

single (!) maximal 30 minutes exposure to radiofrequency/microwave radiations in an otherwise 

radiation-free environment, thus very far from reality. The bases for these recommendations were 

established in the late 1990s and have not been revised since then, even though: 

- wireless technologies have developed very rapidly over the past 20 years, 

- exposure pattern has completely changed (ubiquitous, repeated, prolonged exposure, exposure of 

children, fetuses, etc.) 

- considerable scientific progress has been made in the identification of biological and health effects. 

  

Not everyone agrees on the question of absolute proof of damage because a certain number of 

unknowns remain, even at the scientific level. But there is no point using the fact that not all the grey 

areas have yet been dispelled to assert that there would be no health and environmental effects caused 

by the widespread deployment of wireless devices and networks. This could even end badly from a 

legal point of view. 

  

To date, we can no longer deny that thousands and thousands of studies indicate very real effects. The 

unbridled development of wireless systems is, in the more or less short term, conflicting with the 

health and protection of ecosystems. Observations and return on experience indicate that damages are 

already in action. 

  



I would like to remind you that, in 2011, the World Health Organization classified the radiofrequency 

and microwave emissions of wireless technologies as possible carcinogens. However, cancer is only 

one of the long-term consequences of prolonged exposure. Radiofrequency radiation affects our cells 

long before cancer develops. Our body reacts with oxidative stress and inflammatory processes. When 

the exposure is repeated or prolonged, these mechanisms are maintained and may cause sleep 

disorders, disturbances in cognitive and reproductive functions, damage to cells and DNA. In the long 

run, the body's defense systems are being exhausted and diseases are threatening: 

- repeated infections, 

- infertility, 

- developmental disorders (e. g. embryonic), 

- neurological and neuropsychiatric disorders, 

- cardiovascular diseases, 

- neurodegenerative diseases including Alzheimer's disease, 

- cancers. 

  

Fetuses, and children, are particularly affected because they may be more vulnerable, and/or the 

effects being much more prolonged. Also, they form the only basis for the future of mankind. 

  

Every generation of wireless technology also swells the ranks of electrohypersensitive people who 

physically suffer from being exposed to electromagnetic radiations, whether or not they are aware of 

their electrohypersensitivity. Nocebo or psychological explanations are clearly not sufficient to 

explain the phenomenon. 

  

Deploying 5G (the 5th Generation mobile telephony technologies) in addition to existing 

technologies, for sure, will increase exposures for all. But beyond the additional layer of 

electromagnetic pollution it will constitute, there is a strong suspicion that 5G, because of its highly 

artificial nature due to new and different technological specificities (frequencies, modulations, 

pulsations, narrowly focused and directional beams, densification of the antenna networks), will 

present even more serious health and environmental risks than existing technologies. 

  

Engineers and the telecom industry readily argue that there is nothing to worry about because the 

high-frequency radiation of 5G will be absorbed mainly at the periphery of the body. This is based on 

the presumed skin characteristic that the higher the frequency of radiation, the shallower the depth of 

radiation penetration. In other words, most of the electromagnetic absorption (and heating) would 

occur over the first few millimeters of the body's surface. But from practical tests, no such shielding 

effect has ever been demonstrated pointing to that the penetration is, after all, total.  

  

Concluding that there is no risk is, furthermore, forgetting that surface effects can be significant on 

external cells and tissues (skin, eyes for example), as well as on all blood cells which will pass the 

outer portion of the skin every five minutes. There are reasons to suspect that the deployment of 5G 

may be accompanied by an increase in the number of melanomas and other skin cancers and eye 

disorders. 

  

But not only surface effects are of concern. There is also a strong suspicion that 5G radiation can have 

impacts far beyond the peripheral layers of the body. Living materials are not just homogeneous and 

inert conductive materials. It is a major mistake to omit the complexity of biological systems capable 

of responding to external electromagnetic stimuli otherwise than just through heating. 

Electromagnetic disturbances and chemical mediators (e.g. inflammatory mediators) can rapidly be 

spread throughout the body and induce biological (non-thermal) effects deep into the body. Such 

disturbances will also have an ideal avenue of spread via the peripheral nerves, the latter being found 

as superficial as 20-40 µm from the outer surface. 

 

+++++ 

 



One should also remember that Professor Paolo Vecchia, head of ICNIRP at the time, at a conference 

at the Royal Society in London, said this in 2008 about using ICNIRP's (ICNIRP = the International 

Commission on Non-Ionizing Radiation Protection) technical exposure guidelines: 

 

"What they are not: 

   Mandatory prescriptions for safety 

   The “last word” on the issue 

   Defensive walls for industry or others" 

(verbatim quote from voice recording) 

 

He strongly emphasized that the ICNIRP guidelines are only technical in nature, and never were 

intended to be used as safety recommendations for medical issues or biological ones. 

 

Furthermore, it should be noted that only one hygienic safety value ever has been 

proposed: 0.0000000001-0.0000000000001 µW/m2 – this is the natural background during normal 

cosmic activities; proposed by myself at a trade union meeting in Stockholm, already in 1997 (i.e. one 

year before the publication of ICNIRP's 1998 paper), as a genuine hygienic safety value, and since 

then many times repeatedly presented. (Given the highly artificial nature of the current wireless 

communication signals, e.g. of their pulsations and modulations, it may actually boil down to 0 (zero) 

µW/cm2 as the true safe level.) And do not ever believe it is possible to play it “safer” by only 

somewhat reducing the exposure levels! (cf. Johansson O, “To understand adverse health effects of 

artificial electromagnetic fields…  …is “rocket science” needed or just common sense?”, In: Essays 

on Consciousness – Towards a New Paradigm (ed. I. Fredriksson), Balboa Press, Bloomington, IN, 

USA, 2018, pp 1-38, ISBN 978-1-9822-0811-0). Ironically, this means that even a Precautionary 

Principle – if it is not firm enough – may not prove precautionary at all. Instead, it could lead to the 

classical “Late lessons from early warnings” or to my quote “Too late lessons from early warnings”… 

(Are you prepared to risk that for a set of toys, rather than life necessities..?) 

 

So to believe that one single 6-, 10-, or 30-minute exposure of a fluid-filled plastic doll, in an 

otherwise completely radiation-free environment, only calculating acute heating effects, will be any 

form of safety measure is more than naive. It is dangerously naive. 

 

The big players, like the WHO, the radiation protection authorities, the telecom manufacturers, the 

telecom operators, the insurance and the reinsurance industry, are not naive, and they have, therefore - 

legally - all 'abandoned ship', some more than 20-30 years ago, leaving the consumers and their 

parliaments and governments completely behind on a ship that floats helplessly around. The big 

player's decisions are far more telling than any test tube, mice, or rat experiments I can show you, and 

it is therefore very high time to call these big players back. They sold us this "safe" ship, and now 

they need to prove that it actually is. And also for the other G:s, like 2G, 3G, and 4G, and the 

upcoming 6G and 7G, as well as for WiFi, powerfrequency magnetic fields, electric fields, etc. 

 
+++++ 

 

It is important to understand that, in fact, all living beings are electrosensitive! And given the 

extraordinary electromagnetic sensitivity of living systems, it is not a surprise that they can be 

affected even at lower exposure levels, especially if the exposure is ubiquitous and prolonged. And 

the exposure levels, as you know, are not "low" - compared to the natural background of such 

frequencies the man-made ones come at colossal, astronomical, biblical levels; for example, the 3G 

systems are allowed at a maximal exposure level that is 1,000,000,000,000,000,000 times the natural 

background! 

 

All around the world dramatic reductions in pollinating insect populations are noted, for instance in 

Germany where more than 75% of them are just gone, Canada has lost more than 90% of their honey 

bees, and the USA more than 90% of their bumble bees. I am particularly concerned about this 

because I already have a number of papers in my files dealing with this angle; I have even recently 



written a short commentary based on them: Johansson O, "To bee, or not to bee, that is the five “G” 

question", Newsvoice.se 28/5, 2019, https://newsvoice.se/2019/05/5g-question-olle-johansson/. I also 

know that other areas around the world have reported similar huge bee colony collapses, and my 

strong efforts now are to seek ways to conserve, protect and enhance our pollinators, wherever they 

reside, and thus conserve, protect and enhance ourselves. If we do not engage, then we certainly may 

head towards a moment in history where future generations - if any - will ask us "Why didn't you react 

and act?" 

  

We all have an incredible opportunity to take a stand for our local residents' health by reversing the 

decision to install transmitters in - or on - buildings & towers. Such a step, while preventing more 

people from becoming ill, and preventing cumulative biological effects, that possibly all could 

experience, would also preserve owner's equity, as real estate values are known to significantly 

decline in high electromagnetic field environments. 

 

Remember, this issue is not about natural exposures, it is about adverse health and biological effects 

of artificial electromagnetic fields. It behooves all of us to understand this distinction and take steps to 

minimize biologically disregulating effects from artificial electromagnetic fields. 

  

Thank you so much for your time and consideration, dear Sir. Please, do not hesitate to contact me if I 

can provide additional information, more complete scientific references (some few are given below), 

or give a lecture about the risks from wireless radiation. I'd be very happy to support your further due 

diligence work on this matter. 

 

Respectfully, Stockholm, August 1, 2024 

Olle Johansson 

Professor, PhD 

 

+++++ 
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