My Tinal comment relates to the use of the precautionary principle; should it be adopled I it causes
more harm than good? The precautionary approach is used precisely because there is no generally
agreed scientific evidence of an adverse effect. However, the adoption of this approach is not without
its own consequences, A balance should be sought to weigh the uncertainty of the health risk against
the affects of introducing a precautionary approach. For example If an exclusion zone Is adopted near
power lines for new houses then existing houses near power lines will be at best devalued or worse
become worthless, The stress to the thousands of people affected by this will inevitably lead to iliness.
If the overall affect of introducing the precautionary approach is to increase adverse health effects
should it be adopted? The decision lies on the balance between a possible health risk of EMF and a
known health risk of stress.

| note that the charity Children with Leukaemia has provided the Commission with information and
support, The Charity makes no secret of its aims and obviously has its own viewpoint and agenda.
Given the amount of potential literature avallable, to come to your own independent view of the
scientific literature will require a considerable effort, | wish you success.

Yours sincaraly i

Dr L A Coulton
Senior Research Scientist






