
From: Antoinette Janssen 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2019 12:54 PM
To: SANTE CONSULT-C4 
Cc: Martin L. Pall ; Frans  Timmermans; DSA (Staatens Strålevern, Norway); Laura 
Bromet 
Subject: Letter from EU, d.d. May 6, 2019 

Dear Wojciech Kalamarz,

 

The information in your answer to me via a PDF -6 May 2019-, has not been helpful in the 
meaning of taking away my concerns about 5G. On the contrary. 

 

In order to find out what exactly is true, or not, in your answer, I have forwarded your email
and PDF to Dr. Martin L. Pall, asking him to pay attention to especially this sentence in 
your answer: 

“In his extensive review Prof. Pall makes reference to the last one of January 2015 which 
concluded that current exposure limits as laid down in the Council Recommendation are 
protective for the public.“ 

 

On May 15, 2019, Dr. Martin L. Pall reacted as follows and Dr. Pall sent also two 
documents, which are attached in this email as well: 

"There are actually two falsehoods in that letter from Wojciech Kalamarz.  1. The one that 
you commented on was the claim that I concluded that current exposure limits are 
protective.  2. The other one is that we had an interchange.  

I did, of course email information to them, but this is the first time I have received any 
response confirming receipt.  And because I have not had any communication back from 
the Commission, it is false to state that we had an interchange. The implications there are 
obvious.

I am attaching two documents which you are free to use as you wish.  The first document 
clearly shows that when the predictions of the safety guidelines are tested based on 8 
different types of repeated studies, in each case they fail predict biological effects and 
therefore fail to predict safety.  In several cases, these are massive failures.  In six of the 8,
those failures are of multiple types.  It is as clear as anything ever is in science, therefore, 
that the safety guidelines have been falsified and therefore, any assurances of safety 
based on them are false.

The second document is a series of 12 questions, that should be asked to any defender of 
the 5G rollout based on those guidelines.  

I hope that it speaks for itself."

 

Since I have added the email address of Dr. Martin L. Pall in the Cc, it is possible to send 
Dr. Martin L. Pall a comment via a direct message. Since I am working at this case already
for several months and since I publish all the details with PDFs and links in two blogs, I 
would appreciate it if you would include my email address in your answer to Dr. Martin L. 
Pall as well. As you can see: in the Cc are also included EU vice president Frans 
Timmermans, who I have sent in the first place an email; DSA: Norwegian Radiation 

https://multerland.files.wordpress.com/2019/05/safetyguidelinefraud.pdf
https://multerland.files.wordpress.com/2019/08/12safetyguidquestions-1.pdf


Protection Authority, who's guidelines are, as they say, according to the EU guidelines, and
who I have sent several emails, but without any positive result; to Laura Bromet, Dutch 
politician for the "GroenLinks" / GreenLeft party, who are going to discuss the 5G health 
hazards in the Dutch parliament this month.

 

Sincerely worried, and urging you therefore to read and answer the 12 questions in Dr. 
Pall's document.

 

Antoinette Janssen 

Norway

https://multerland.files.wordpress.com/2019/08/12safetyguidquestions-1.pdf
https://multerland.files.wordpress.com/2019/08/12safetyguidquestions-1.pdf

