
portal of the Brazilian Soci .•ty for Progress Science (Sociedad Brasilefia para el Progreso de la

Ciencia.)

According to the study, mo]ethan 81 percent of people who die in Belo Horizonte by specific

types of cancer live less than 500 meters away from the 300 identified cell phone antennas in the

city.

Scientists found between 1996 and 2006 in Belo Horizonte, a total of 4924 victims within 500

meters and 7191 within l0fO meters died of cancer types that may be caused by electromagnetic

radiation, such as tumors i the prostate, breast, lung, kidneys and liver.

I

I
10) The Board of the Arne ican Academy of Environmental Medicine opposes the installation of

wireless "smart meters" in omes and schools based on a scientific assessment of the current

medical literature (referenoes available on request). Chronic exposure to wireless radiofrequency

radiation is a preventable e rvironmental hazard that is sufficiently well documented to warrant

immediate preventati ve pu lie health action.

As representatives of physician specialists in the field of environmental medicine, we have an

obligation to urge precaution when sufficient scientific and medical evidence suggests health

risks which can potentiall affect large populations.

The current medicalliterat re raises credible questions about genetic and cellular effects,

hormonal effects, male fe ility, blood/brain barrier damage and increased risk of certain types of

cancers from RF or ELF lrels similar to those emitted from "smart meters".

Children are placed at par icular risk for altered brain development, and impaired learning and

behavior.

Existing safety limits for pulsed RF were termed "not protective of public health" by the

Radiofrequency Interagen y Working Group (a federal interagency working group including the

FDA, FCC, OSHA, the EPA and others). Emissions given off by "smart meters" have been

12

JA 08980

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 103 of 454



classified by the World Health Organization International Agency for Research on Cancer

(IARC) as a Possible Hum n Carcinogen.

Hence, we call for:

• An immediate moratoriur on "smart meter" installation until these serious

public health issues are resflved. Continuing with their installation would be extremely

irresponsible.

• Modify the revised PropJsed decision to include hearings on health impact in

the second proceedings, al~ng with cost evaluation and community wide opt-out.

• Provide immediate relief to those requesting it and restore the analog

meters.

Members of the Board of merican Academy of Environmental Medicine

Respectfully submitted by

~M;01
Kathleen M. Sanchez

38 0 Toh Nahpo

Santa Fe, NM 87506

February, 6, 2013

13
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Radiation Sickness; John Edward Davie Comments, Feb. 6, 2013
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        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    John Davie 
    12748 NE 132nd Place 
    Kirkland WA 98034 
    johnsavitri@comcast.net  
    425.821.1423 
 
         February 4, 2013 
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 2 

 
AFFIDAVIT OF John Edward Davie_______________ 

 
 
State of    Washington  ] 
       
_King__________ County ] 
 
I,  _John Edward Davie_______________, attest that my statements are true to the best 
of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is John Edward Davie .  My address is 12748 NE. 132nd Place Kirkland 

WA 98034. 
 

2.  I  am  a Yoga Instructor. 
 

3. (Use concise (numbered) paragraphs to describe your interest and involvement 
that support your desire to change the FCC RF safety guidelines. We provided 
some sample text below. Please briefly discuss your personal experience with 
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). E.g.:) 
I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 
six months ago, I began having symptoms of a fuzzy brain, dizziness and nervous 
system problems. I had no idea of the risks posed by these devices to my health. As 
soon as I turned these devices off, I immediately started feeling better.  
 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
completely ridiculous.  
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 3 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      John E. Davie 

      12748 NE. 132nd Place 

      Kirkland, WA 98034 

      February 4, 2013        
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Radiation Sickness; Alison L. Denning Comments, Feb. 6, 2013
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        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    John Davie 
    12748 NE 132nd Place 
    Kirkland WA 98034 
    johnsavitri@comcast.net  
    425.821.1423 
 
         February 4, 2013 
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 2 

 
AFFIDAVIT OF John Edward Davie_______________ 

 
 
State of    Washington  ] 
       
_King__________ County ] 
 
I,  _John Edward Davie_______________, attest that my statements are true to the best 
of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is John Edward Davie .  My address is 12748 NE. 132nd Place Kirkland 

WA 98034. 
 

2.  I  am  a Yoga Instructor. 
 

3. (Use concise (numbered) paragraphs to describe your interest and involvement 
that support your desire to change the FCC RF safety guidelines. We provided 
some sample text below. Please briefly discuss your personal experience with 
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). E.g.:) 
I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 
six months ago, I began having symptoms of a fuzzy brain, dizziness and nervous 
system problems. I had no idea of the risks posed by these devices to my health. As 
soon as I turned these devices off, I immediately started feeling better.  
 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
completely ridiculous.  
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 3 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      John E. Davie 

      12748 NE. 132nd Place 

      Kirkland, WA 98034 

      February 4, 2013        
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Radiation Sickness; Susan Brinchman Comments, Feb. 6, 2013
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        ) 
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        )   
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PERSONAL AFFIDAVIT OF _Susan Brinchman, Center for Electrosmog 

Prevention,  

La Mesa, CA 

 

 

State of   California 

       

San Diego County  

 

I,  Susan Brinchman, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 

 

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 

 

1.  My name is Susan Brinchman .  My address is PO Box 655, La Mesa, CA 91944. 

2. FCC Guidelines for radiofrequency (RF) radiation (RFR) exposures are 3.5 million 

times higher than recommendations by independent researchers. The inaccurate FCC 

rf radiation guidelines and wanton allowances of the use of RF radiation frequencies 

not proven safe have led to personal and national disaster with the wireless 'smart' 

grid. 

3. Blog Article about my experience with smart meters for the first 1.25 years: 

Living Nightmare: How SDG&E Smart Meter Led to Headaches, Hearing Loss  

Posted on August 14, 2011 at 10:36 pm on La Mesa Patch 

by Susan Brinchman 

http://lamesa.patch.com/blog_posts/living-nightmare-how-sdge-smart-meters-led-to-my-

headaches-sleeping-ills-hearing-loss 

(Note: update as of Feb. 6, 2012 follows this article, on this Public Comment) 

One day in the middle of May 2010, SDG&E workers came to my La Mesa home to 

install a new meter for both my gas and electric service. They did the same for my 
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neighbors. I remember their trucks and the boxes on the sidewalk. How quickly they did 

it and left. How we turned off our computer and TV to prevent a power surge. 

When we least expect it, life sets us a challenge, it is sometimes said.  

I really didn't pay much attention to these installations, assuming that they were similar to 

the old ones, just digital. Boy, was I wrong. As an active, retired educator, I never 

expected that the challenge would come in the form of harmful radiation coming from 

these new utility "smart" meters installed by SDG&E. But that is just what has happened. 

Please note that everyone in our county and throughout SDG&E's territory had these 

installed in the past year and a half, except for a handful of people. None of us were told 

of any risks. 

Shortly after, when I began to have ringing ears and sleeplessness, I wondered why but 

kept thinking it would disappear. I'd hear ringing in my ears no matter what time of day. 

Even in the night, and it would be more apparent when it was quiet, it seemed. 

At night, I'd wake up suddenly around 2:00 or 2:30 AM, the same time every night, wide 

awake, and have trouble getting back to sleep for several hours. Some nights I didn't 

sleep much at all, just a couple of hours. 

This was also occuring to other members of the household, at times. There were peculiar 

symptoms that some of us experienced that we could not explain but was making life 

very complicated. 

Last summer was a rough time as a result. There were some headaches. I spent time 

reading in my room, something I like to do to relax. By fall, things didn't get any better, 

but worse. 

Add to the list, by October, a rapidly growing skin cancer on my face, looked like a 

largish pencil eraser, you could practically watch it grow ... and it hurt. 
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The doctors took a bit of time to schedule me in and removed it in January — cut it out, 

leaving a scar. By the end of November, I noticed in addition to the ringing ears and other 

symptoms, that I suddenly was extremely nauseous, dizzy, and developing headaches 

when I used my computer or cell phone. 

I'd always kept a good distance from the cell phone for safety sake, used speaker mode, 

but that wasn't helping. 

In frustration, I called a local environmental doctor I'd seen for a workplace mold 

exposure many years before. I remembered he knew something about electro-sensitivities 

and thought he might know what was going on. I told him about the computer and cell 

phone reactions, but nothing else, as I didn't think those things were pertinent. Wrong 

again. 

He asked if I had a smart meter on the house. 

I said, "Yes, but what does that have to do with it?" I thought he was changing the 

subject. He asked if I had any other symptoms and went down a list that included the 

ringing ears, sleeping problems, and more ... He said that a number of his patients were 

reporting these same symptoms after installation. 

During the few days before I got into see this doctor, I wrote and called SDG&E, with a 

negative response to my requests to remove the smart meters. 

While seeing the doctor, I was shocked to learn more about the new SDG&E meters, that 

they emitted pulsed RF radiation, something experts warn about, and that many other 

people in California had the same symptoms after installations of the meters. Further, my 

electric meter was right near the place where my head lay on the pillow, less than a foot, 

on the exterior wall. That was very unsettling.  

But I felt confident that I could solve this problem as the doctor wrote me a letter that 

strongly demanded SDG&E remove the meter and replace with an analog as it was 
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causing medical problems for me. In addition, he cited the Americans With Disabilities 

Act, as I qualified for that category.  

He provided me with a handful of current peer-reviewed scientific studies that showed 

this type of radiation and frequency was associated with the exact set of symptoms I had 

experienced. 

I went home, letter and studies in hand, and filed a complaint with SDG&E and the 

California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC), attaching my doctor's letter. 

My husband and I moved out of the master bedroom, temporarily, to wait for the meter to 

be removed. I bought shielding for my computer, to be able to use it. 

Meanwhile, I made numerous calls to SDG&E. Some left me in tears. It was very 

troubling to be emphatically told by the SDG&E representatives over the phone that the 

meters were perfectly safe and were mandated by the state CPUC. I called the state 

CPUC and they claimed that the federal government was making them mandate these for 

the state. 

Then, they changed their story. The CPUC admitted that it had authorized the use of 

wireless smart meters, not mandated them. SDG&E never backed down from their stance 

that everyone was going to have them, there was no "opting" out. I waited for my letters 

to be arrived and acted on. 

Eventually, I received a reply, within a week from SDG&E and about a month or more 

from the CPUC. Both sent what appeared to be personalized form letters, both denied the 

possibility of harm from the meters, and both said there was no chance of having the 

meters removed from my home. I remember bursting into tears when reading these. 

It was inconceivable to me that my home, my haven, would be polluted with dangerous 

radiation that was making me ill and no one in charge of these devices cared at all or 

would remove them. Ever. My doctor was shocked that they would ignore his letter.  
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As I researched this problem, for the first time in my life, I knew I was facing what 

seemed like a challenge without any recourse. And to top things off, the sensitivities to 

what turned out to be RF radiation, were getting worse by the month. I could not use my 

computer for several weeks, no more cell phone use, I had to strictly avoid all wireless 

and RF radiation sources. 

My life seemed turned upside down. Headaches, when going near the electric meter, in 

particular, inside or outside, were progressing into the most severe I'd ever imagined, 

lasting for up to three days, with chills and dizziness, memory problems ... Sleeping 

problems continued, the ringing of the ears got more intense till the sound actually hurt 

and there was loud clicking in my right ear. I later learned this was called "microwave 

click" from RF radiation exposure.  

During several weeks, pain in the right ear was like someone stabbing it. I went to the 

doctor a lot during this time, to my primary doctor and the environmental doctor, when I 

could. 

Both were supportive and avoidance seemed to be their main suggestions. I stopped 

going in the master bedroom to obtain clothing and other belongings as needed. I had to 

ask other family members to get them and move them out into another room. 

An ear, nose and throat doctor diagnosed me with significant hearing loss in the painful 

ear and hearing loss in both ears, noting that it was a result of exposure to 

electromagnetic fields. He commented that he had some other patients like this, and to 

avoid the meters. The ringing ears continued. 

I was determined to get help, but must tell you how awful it felt to be dismissed so 

mercilessly by SDG&E and CPUC. It seemed like a living nightmare. I kept calling and 

writing SDG&E and CPUC, without any help being given. We were still living outside of 

our master bedroom and bathroom — and in a small house, this was causing problems. 

After talking with a number of activists and experts, including scientists, around the state 

who had more information than me, I scheduled several consultations with electrical 
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engineers with a specialty in RF radiation. They advised that certain metals are what 

work to shield from the radiation. 

A series of experiments resulted, with me trying out their suggestions, to see if anything 

worked. We shielded, following their directions, behind the meter on the interior wall. 

This gave relief from the shrill, high-pitched ringing that was painful, it reduced it to a 

lower level. We still could not occupy the bedroom. 

In fact, things were getting worse for me by the month, as I would get an immediate 

headache and sinuses swelled shut, heart palpitations (typical of RF radiation reactions to 

overexposures), it seemed like my immune system was saying, "hey, stay away." 

I was a slow learner. I remember trying about twelve times in three months to enter the 

room, running in for just seconds. Didn't work. Headaches for three days. Sick often and 

had to cancel activities. 

I felt increasingly like this was incredible and there HAD to be a way to get this problem 

solved. Learned about many others, in fact, thousands and thousands of others had filed 

officially with CPUC on these very health issues related to the smart meters. 

By March and April, I watched online as the ill ones went twice a month into the CPUC 

meetings and explained their symptoms in tears or anger to the very uncaring CPUC 

commissioners, in the one minute each was given. I cried with them, watching. I kept 

thinking, this cannot be happening in America. Then the thoughts came: We cannot let 

this keep happening in America. 

Many Northern Californians knew about the problem of the smart meters and radiation 

— being more environmentally aware and not trusting PG&E, their local utility, after 

years of other types of problems, such as the poisoning of the town of Hinkley, 

CA (memorialized in the movie Erin Brokovich).   

They had activists protesting smart meters, laying down in front of trucks sent out to 

install the meters, with news articles by the hundreds. In Northern California, I was 
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encouraged that local governments, inspired by passionate activists, became concerned 

about protecting the health and safety of their citizens and passed ordinances to ban or 

even criminalize the installation of smart meters. 

The numbers grew - 20 - 30 - 40, including many major counties, such as Marin. There 

was even a smart meter bill in our state legislature, to effect a moratorium. As I suffered 

adjusting to the new life without use of my full home, and the changes in my health, I 

pondered all this. 

Southern Californians didn’t have anyone who knew anything, no media coverage except 

for glowing articles about how wonderful our lives would be with the new meters — 

straight from the utilities' brochures. 

No one I knew was informed, and it was hard to explain so they would be. Who would 

think that a utility company would come on your property and install something 

dangerous and leave it there? 

I learned how the mesh network of these meters emit so much radiation it is like a blanket 

on our neighborhoods and even the rural areas now have it, and at higher levels, as the 

signals are stronger to cover the distances. I learned that people with pacemakers and 

implants were at risk for rf radiation interfering with the functioning of their devices.  

I wanted to feel well again. I was in a daily struggle. At the same time, I didn't want the 

state of California to be polluted with this new form of smog — electrosmog, impacting 

the public health, our pets, and wildlife. 

I learned that a hundred million dollars of our Recovery Act funding had come down the 

pike quickly, funding much of the wireless meter development in a hasty manner, with 

environmental, health and safety testing waived by the CPUC. Recovery Act funds had 

paid for millions of meter readers to lose their jobs and the new meters to be made 

in China. That growing thousands of Californians were sick and some were worse 

off than me, even younger ones, with heart attack symptoms and more, die-offs being 
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reported in some areas. Government steadfastly refusing to help in our state and some 

others where smart meters were also being rolled out.  

I began to get headaches from sleeping in the spare room at the end by the smart meter, 

so had to begin sleeping on the couch. My husband and I, together for nearly 40 years, no 

longer able to sleep together.  

I learned to avoid the smart meter at all times, keeping at least 12-15-20 feet away, and 

not use 1/3 of my house or yard. I learned how to force myself to accept that for the time 

being, but not for the rest of my life. I felt improved by doing so, but still had lower level 

ringing in the ears, enough to wake me up at night, and some sleeplessness, dizziness, 

low-level headaches.   

Other people had to be ill, too, in Southern California. They would never suspect the 

meters, as I had not. 

I was trying to take care of myself while worrying about the bigger picture and public 

health problem. I learned of more people with very close exposures at night, on bedroom 

walls. Some of these were children, some I knew. 

The So CA media I called were resistant to articles on the topic. I made a website and 

gathered the scientific information I was directed to by experts, placing it all in one place, 

www.smartmeterdangers.org. Less than ten people in our county knew something about 

the smart meter problems.  

I was trying to live as normally as possible in the face of this challenge, but was now 

living in the middle of my home, away from both smart meters (one at each end). 

Something more had to be done. This could not become the new normal, even if people 

didn't realize the dangers. 

Then, in the midst of this, I found out that Helix Water District planned (very soon) to 

cover its territory with water smart meters, adding to the radiation. They had a large pilot 
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study on Mt. Helix, 322 smart meters had been there for the past year. Of course, no one 

had been told of the risks. 

My regular water meter was in the front of the house. When walking my dog, I'd be 

walking past all of the new smart meters they were planning to install. The water district 

assured me that it didn't matter as the radiation was low and wouldn't reach the house. I 

should stay inside all the time? 

I'd heard of people abandoning their homes and going to live in their cars or tents in 

Northern California media stories, due to the radiation reactions. I didn't want to have this 

happen to me, here. The water meter would then potentially cause the middle of my 

home, the place I was occupying like a studio, to be unlivable. 

This had to be stopped. 

I nearly panicked but then realized I hadn't known in time to stop the deployment of the 

SDG&E meters, but I wasn't going to stand by while Helix Water District finished me 

off. I had to take a stand, and quickly. 

Throughout all of this time, from early December through April, I kept thinking that this 

cannot happen in America. But it was. Something definitely had to be done, more, but 

what? I was struggling to stay well and struggling to figure out that answer. 

--------------------------------------------------------- 

SDG&E's answer to me: 

Susan Brinchman 

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

La Mesa, CA 91942 

Re: Account #xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx 

December 13,2010 
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Dear Ms. Brinchman: 

I want to follow up on the December 7, 2010 telephone call to you by my colleague 

Shannon Ray to discuss your request for San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) 

to remove the electric smart meter installed at your home on May 6, 2010. Thank you for 

sharing your questions and concerns about SDG&E’s smart meters. We understand from 

your telephone communications, and from the doctor’s letter you faxed, that you are 

concerned that the radio frequency (RF) electromagnetic fields emitted from the smart 

meter wireless communication equipment could possibly contribute to your pre-existing 

health conditions. It is also our understanding that you declined SDG&E’s offer to take 

measurements of RF from the smart meter at your home. [Note: this is inaccurate, as I 

now do not trust SDGE, I did not want them INSIDE my home, they could measure from 

outside. sb] 

SDG&E is committed to providing safe and reliable service for our customers, as well as 

a safe work place for our employees. To this end, we monitor the science concerning 

possible effects of RF from smart meters. The information that SDG&E has reviewed 

from the scientific community and regulators has not identified that radio frequencies, at 

the levels emitted by the smart meters, can cause adverse health effects. Specifically, we 

understand from respected agencies such as the World Health Organization, the U.S. 

Federal Communications Commission, and the U.S. Food and Drug Administration, that 

there has been no demonstration of either long- or short-term health effects from RF 

exposure. Vole will continue to monitor the situation closely and respond as necessary to 

any new scientific information and studies released in the future. 

As explained on SDG&E’s Smart Meter website 

(http://www.sdge.com/smartmeter/faq.shtml) the meters near your home transmit a radio 

frequency only a few times each day and only for a few seconds each time, for an average 

total of less than one minute. When the meters are transmitting, your exposure to RF 

from the smart meter is much lower than the exposure from energy than smart meters! 
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I also wanted to mention that the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) has 

directed SDG&E to install smart meters at the homes and businesses of all of our 

customers and has carefully considered any potential for smart meters to affect health. 

SDG&E is a regulated company and required to comply with the CPUC program. Also, 

the Americans with Disabilities Act mentioned by your doctor, does not require SDG&E 

to remove your smart meter. We received your letter to the CPUC Consumer Affairs 

Branch, dated December 8, 2010, and we agree that such a submission is the next 

appropriate step in resolution of your request for removal of the meter at your home. In 

this regard, SDG&E has carefully reviewed available factual information, and at this time 

respectfully declines your request to remove the smart meter at your home. 

Sincerely, 

Ted Reguly 

Director 

SDG&E’s Smart Meter Program 

[Enclosed] 

Source: Richard Tell Associates. Inc 

RF Energy Compared to a Smart Meter from 2 feet: 

Microwave oven, two inches from door, 550 times more 

Holding walkie-talkie at head, 55 – 4,600 times more 

Cell phone at head, 3.2 -1.100 times more 

Laptop computer, 1.1 – 2.2 times more 

Wi-Fi cyber cafe, 1.1 – 2.2 times more 
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[Note: The Smart Meter is inches from my head, not two feet. Also, I do not accept the 

above table, as no authoritative references are given, and it is too general. Nowhere are 

the technology effects for Smart Meters deemed safe. sb] 

---------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

4. Feb. 6, 2012 Update 

 

Since the above writing, the following has occurred: 

 

5. There was no helpful response to me as an individual,  with regards to the devastating 

and increasing illnesses occurring from exposure to smart meters and expanding to 

other devices that emit RF radiation, with any government entity, agency, or elected 

official, therefore... 

 

6. I formed the Center for Electrosmog Prevention (CEP) in May, 2011, a national 

nonprofit to prevent and reduce electrosmog pollution. Website: 

www.electrosmogprevention.org 

 

7. CEP became (and remains) an "Intervenor", a Party to the California Public Utility 

Commission (CPUC) proceedings in CA related to the smart grid and opting out of 

smart meters. 

 

8. I became aware that the chart used by SDG&E above was developed from industry 

sources and is misleading and incorrect. Actually, smart meters emit the RFR of up to 

160 cell phones (Hirsch, UCSC, 2011), as they are on virtually 24.7, with dangerous 

pulsed radiation that there are no guidelines for. 

 

JA 09003

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 126 of 454



 

(Daniel Hirsch, University of CA, Santa Cruz, Jan., 2011, 

http://www.scribd.com/doc/77657747/letter8hirsch) 

 

9. I personally became more and more sensitive and ill from the smart meters on my 

property (there were two, one gas and one electric at each end of the house, for two 

years, that communicated with each other, straight through my home, and with the 

others in the neighborhood), and also to all devices that emit RF radiation, including 

cell phones and Wi-Fi. After two years with two smart meters on my property, and 

blanketing my neighborhood, I am now highly sensitive to RF radiation and magnetic 

fields. I was not like this before the smart meters were installed. 
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10. This makes it very hard to go into public. I measure the RFR with a RF field meter so 

I can try to avoid it or go where the levels are reduced. Particularly Wi-Fi is a 

problem for me now. Smart meters use a Wi-Fi - like system, it should be noted. 

 

11. Public transportation has Wi-Fi, RF/EMF's, and people using cell phones, so it is not 

able to be utilized.  

 

12. I have had to stop using cell phones, remove all wireless from my home, and must 

shield my computer to use it. I cannot use a microwave now, nor be anywhere near 

them in use. When I am in line and cell phones are in use, I must get out of line or ask 

the person using the cell phone to stop using it, as they give me dizziness, nausea, and 

headaches. I cannot be in businesses where there is Wi-Fi, comfortably. I get sick 

from being there (headache, dizzy, nausea, heart pressure and skips). This includes 

Wi-Fi and RFR in doctors' offices and hospitals. There are wireless routers in grocery 

stores, strong radiation encountered in all public and business settings now. RFR 

measurements are even found to be strong on the sidewalk, in parks, and at the beach.  

 

13. In May, 2012, I was able to obtain a paid "opt-out" from the 2 smart meters on my 

property, which were removed. I had to pay $75 and $10 a month (ongoing) to be in 

the "opt-out" program, mandated by the CPUC. Two of my neighbors on our cul-de-

sac have opted out - one of these has bone cancer and is very concerned about these 

exposures, as he understands that RFR is associated with DNA breakage and 

disrepair. Another neighbor had developed headaches and opted out to try to relieve 

these. The other two have not opted out, and our entire neighborhood is full of smart 

meters and the mesh network, with significant levels of measurable RF radiation - 

hundreds of times higher than recommended by independent scientists - which 

impacts my property and me, when I am here or walk down the street, or drive 

through it. Many of my neighbors, like me, have (had) the smart meters on their 

bedroom walls or the smart meters of neighbors aimed at their bedrooms. 
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14. I cannot go in my neighbors' homes with smart meters, without reactions or risk of 

reactions. There are measurable (and measured) RF and EMF emissions coming into 

my home on the wiring from the smart meter network in the neighborhood. I cannot 

sleep in my own bedroom as a result, as the electric panel is on the bedroom wall and 

emissions are concentrated in there from the wiring. I get ill going into my bedroom 

now, but less ill than when the smart meters were in place, there is a reduction of 

about 50%. 

 

15. I have slept on the couch for two years and two months now, and am uncomfortable 

every night. It makes my back ache and I toss and turn to get comfortable. My 

husband and I of forty years remain very distressed about this interference with our 

ability to sleep together.  Due to my sensitivities, and the bedrooms being where RFR 

and the majority of the electrical and magnetic fields in the home are found, I cannot 

sleep elsewhere in the home. 

 

16. There are some nights I awaken at 2, 3 or 4 AM and cannot get back to sleep - wide 

awake, this is what results from RF exposures and the mesh network sending data in 

the early hours of the AM.  

 

17. The smart meter opt-out has reduced some of my suffering but not all of it, as I am 

permanently, it would seem, sensitized now, to RF radiation. 

 

18. I have nowhere that I can go, no place to live free of RF radiation, as FCC guidelines 

are allowing it to be everywhere, via cell towers, smart meters in all our states, cell 

phones being used everywhere, wifi in all businesses and medical establishments. 

 

19. I have health impacts that I never had before. These lead to dizzy spells resembling 

strokes, heart palpitations and arrhythmias that last up to three weeks following 

strong exposures, headaches, nausea, and ringing in the ears (which is normally less 

than when the smart meters were on the house but with RF exposure can go up).  I 

have unprecedented and new skin cancers that began four months after the smart 
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meters were installed, that continue to proliferate. My hair is falling out. There have 

been weeks at a time where I feel so ill that I have felt that I could die - as when my 

heart was impacted for three weeks.  

 

20. I am aware that cell towers and smart meter emissions are going UP, due to 

increasing strength of the signals and adding more infrastructure. I am aware that cell 

phones are increasingly stronger. I am aware that SDG&E, my utility, is turning on a 

second radio in the smart meters, a Zigbee transceiver that operates at 2.45 GHz, the 

same range as microwave ovens, that will communicate with all wireless enabled 

household appliances in the Home Area Network (HAN), filling the homes and the 

community with yet more pervasive frequencies of microwave radiation, provided to 

an unsuspecting public. I am aware that FCC is releasing thousands of new 

frequencies that are not proven safe and very likely can never be safe, to business 

entities. I am aware that the White House and President Obama, based no doubt on 

the current grossly inaccurate FCC guidelines, thinks these technologies are safe and 

beneficial. We are being experimented on in a manner that is torturous, horrific, and 

can lead to the end of humanity, and all life on earth. 

 

21. Everywhere I go I see babies, toddlers, children, teenagers, pregnant women, men, 

women, senior citizens and the elderly playing with or using cell phones and other 

devices like notebooks. They are enthralled by and addicted to these new wireless 

technologies which are dangerous for them as well as others, with the second-hand 

RF radiation that they emit - based on thousands of RFR studies. 

 

22. Some of my personal friends have had young adult children, grandchildren, or 

spouses die from glioma tumors related to their cell phone use.  

 

23. I know a teenager who could not sleep at night and was unable to concentrate in 

school until the smart meters were removed from his property. Now he can sleep and 

is doing much better in school. 
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24. I know a young adult who was hospitalized, quite unusually, three times for psychosis 

despite being on medications that normally worked, and only got better after the 

smart meters were removed from the property. The downspin began after the smart 

meters were installed. 

 

25. I know a married couple in their early 40's who both developed glaucoma with a year 

after the smart meters were installed on their home. They are also now sensitized to 

RFR and have moved a score of times to try to find relief and safety. 

 

26. I know a dentist who is going blind following the smart meter installation in her 

neighborhood. When she is around the smart meters or in her home, her vision loss is 

extreme. When she is out of the area and in a rural setting, the vision problem is less 

extreme. 

 

27. I know of a local physician who is very talented and world renowned in her field who 

is so sensitive to RFR now that she struggles to go to work. 

 

28. I know a university professor who is on disability leave due to the smart meter 

installations in her neighborhood. 

 

29. I know an attorney who is unable to practice due to RFR sensitivities and illness. The 

installation of more cell towers, and smart meter mesh network has exponentially 

increased her suffering. 

 

30. I know teachers and parents concerned about the Wi-Fi and other RFR sources in 

their schools. I know that if I had a child of school age I would NOT allow him/her to 

attend a school with Wi-Fi, wireless enabled computers, or wireless-enabled 

whiteboards. 

 

31. I measured our local library, part of an "award-winning" San Diego County library 

system (due to installation of RFID systems and Wi-Fi) and found that places where 
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children and pregnant mothers were found contained emissions 300,000 times higher 

than the biologically-based levels recommended by independent researchers and 

BioInitiative 2012 authors. Those emissions greatly sickened me for many weeks 

following the measurements, lasting only 45 minutes. 

 

32. I have family members who live elsewhere, whose lives I fear for. I do not think that 

they will have healthy lives as they use cell phones often, and live with all the RF 

exposures in their own communities and homes. I know that the research supports 

that they will have a significant increase in cancer risk and that their sperm is likely 

being damaged and mutated. I fear for my future grandchildren, that they may be born 

disabled (autistic, etc.) or with cancer  - and that due to what I have learned from 

reading RFR and infertility studies, they may end up infertile.  

 

33. I have communicated with thousands of people with the same concerns and who are 

sick from RFR. They also have nowhere to go. Some have moved 12 or more times. 

They are in despair. Some are homeless, even though they have a home, it has 

become unlivable. Some are now at the point of complete disability, or near death. 

Before the recent wireless craze hit, they were normal and functioning normally. 

 

34. As a former special education teacher, I am very concerned about the future of our 

nation as we exponentially add to the numbers of disabled and medically ill. This will 

become untenable and destructive to our nation and national security. 

 

35. I realize that our federal government is failing to protect the people of the United 

States. I realize that internal corporate greed and the federal lack of a desire to protect 

our citizens is more dangerous than any outside attack on our nation. 

 

36. I realize that the US EPA and CDC feel they have no permission to explore these 

problems, as I have communicated with both agencies on this topic. Also that some of 

their personnel are either completely "bought and paid for" by the Industries that 

benefit from ignoring science, or are hopelessly prejudiced against the (new) and 
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correct paradigm, that RFR is dangerous. They refuse to consider the independent 

science. 

37. I am aware that this is very similar to the set of circumstances experienced with the 

dangers of ionizing radiation, which took 50 + years to protect the public from, even 

after reports of and research documenting serious health impacts and bio-effects such 

as burning of tissues. 

 

38. I am aware that the US Dept of Energy is handing out billions of dollars, with the 

approval of President Obama and the US Congress, to foster development of a 

wireless electrical grid that exposes all Americans to extremely dangerous levels of 

RFR. Their justification is the current (grossly inaccurate) FCC guidelines. 

 

39. I am aware that the military has research proving that exposures to microwave 

radiation produces all the health impacts and bio-effects that people are complaining 

about with RFR and that this type of RFR exposure is used in weaponry as a result. I 

have written Revealed: SDG&E Smart Meter Technical Data and Bio-Effects to 

document this, linking a military report to SDG&E data. It includes the following: 

"A recently declassified U.S. Army scientific study[2]] on the bio effects of 

radiofrequency microwave radiation for the purposes of the development of new 

weaponry and behavioral control (currently in use by military and police) reveals 

that microwave radiation exposures have been linked to a large number of 

biological and health effects. 

Many of the effects they note are virtually identical to the unusual clusters of 

health complaints of people (also related to reactions of their pets) following the 

installation of smart meters, routinely denied by the state utility regulatory 

commission (CPUC) and utilities. 

These include increased aggression and irritability, inhibition of food and drink 

intake, increased mobility or conversely, incapacitation via loss of muscle control, 

muscle weakness, intense muscle spasms, loss of consciousness; cognitive effects 

such as loss of memory and confusion; microwave hearing (buzzing, ticking, 

hissing, or knocking sounds that originate within the head or behind it), and even 

damage to multiple organs or the brain, seizures (convulsions), and death. 
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This study clearly supports that subtle heating of tissue does occur with 

radiofrequency microwave radiation, associated with these undesirable and 

potentially very dangerous biological effects. 

Importantly, U.S. Army scientists agree with a growing number of independent 

scientists worldwide, in emphatically stating that 100% of the human population 

is susceptible to radiofrequency microwave radiation effects, caused by subtle 

heating, with some sectors of the population more reactive at lower doses, 

including those with thermoregulatory mechanisms (impacting temperature 

control, respiration, water loss). 

[I should note that I am one of these persons, with asthma and temperature 

regulation problems. One may contemplate whether those on certain medications 

that impact temperature regulation and sweating might also fall into these 

categories.] 

Significantly, likely pertaining to the ringing of ears (tinnitus) that people 

experience with smart meters, the U.S. Army study says this, with regard to 

exposure to pulsed microwave radiation: “At this time, virtually all investigators 

have studied the [microwave hearing, acoustic] phenomenon now accepted as 

thermoelastic expansion of the brain, the pressure wave of which is received and 

processed by the cochlear microphonics system, to be the mechanism of acoustic 

perception of short pulses of rf energy” (p. 8 of 20). 

Notably, in one study, this microwave hearing was triggered through exposure to 

2450 MHz radiofrequency energy, which is exactly one of the radiofrequencies 

used by antennas contained within current smart meters. “The sounds are heard as 

the individual pulses are absorbed. The effect is immediate, within milliseconds” 

(p.9 of 20). Army scientists describe a range of sensitivity, with some people 

unable to hear it, possibly due to cochlear damage."  

[2] Bio Effects of Nonlethal Weapons (fn 1) addendum to the Nonlethal 

Technologies * Worldwide (Ne GIC-I1 47-101-98s) 

(http://lamesa.patch.com/blog_posts/revealed-sdge-smart-meter-technical-data-

and-bio-effects-of-microwave-radiation) 

 

40. I request that the FCC put the public health first, reduce the limit for RF radiation to 

be in alignment with the BioInitiative 2012 Report, and enforce it. That limit would 

be 3 microwatts per centimeter squared.  
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41. I request that the FCC consider cumulative exposures and additive exposures, and 

warn the public. I request that the FCC put out a recall for all wireless devices and the 

removal of all smart meters, Wi-Fi, and cell towers and antennas, as none are safe 

according to the findings of independent researchers. We must use the former safe 

technologies and tehn find new alternative technologies proven safe before 

unleashing them. 

 

42. We must take these steps or we will be truly lost as a nation and as a global web of 

life. 

 

Respectfully submitted by 

        

 

 

      Susan Brinchman  

      PO Box 655  

      La Mesa, CA 91944 

      February 5, 2013       
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Radiation Sickness; Terilynn Langsev Comments, Feb. 6, 2013
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        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    (Terilynn Langsev ) 
    (965 Village Lane 
    (Santa Barbara CA 93110   ) 
    (tlburt@aol.com     )  
    (805.687.2279   ) 
 
         February 2013 
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 2

 
AFFIDAVIT OF ____Terilynn Langsev___________ 

 
 
State of     California     
       
Santa Barbara_ County 
 
I,  Terilynn Langsev, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1.  My name is Terilynn Langsev.  My address is 965 Village Lane Santa Barbara CA 
93110 
 
2.  I am retired, former Principal Planner for the City of Santa Barbara. 

 

3. I respectfully submit that the FCC make a determination that it is in the best 

interest of the health and safety of the general public, particularly infants and 

young children, that the FCC amend its rules to ensure that the public is 

appropriately protected from any potential adverse effects from RF exposure.  

 

4.I am aware that the FCC’s current RF safety guidelines do not take into account 

published research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals 

to communicate with living tissue, and the potential health effects of the multiple 

layering of RF signals from the many and diverse wireless devices and 

technologies that are being used and which, when combined, may have even more 

potential for adverse health effects. 

 

5. I have personally experienced increased sensitivity from the proliferations of 

wireless transmissions in the form of a variety of uncomfortable, painful and 

disabling symptoms. I have been told by many physicians that I am “the canary in 

the coal mine” and that they know that there are effects on all living beings at the 

cellular level, but we just don’t yet know how harmful and how serious of a 
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problem it is. A local physician has recently published a article suggesting that 

everyone un-plug their wireless equipment at night and when not in use because of 

the neurological disruption that it results in.  

 

6. Please be the leaders, not the followers, of the science and protection of human, 

and all forms of living health, please change the FCC RF safety guidelines. 

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

 

 

      Terilynn Langsev 

965 Village Lane 

Santa Barbara 

CA, 93110 
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Radiation Sickness; Beth Ann Tomek Comments, Feb. 6, 2013
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        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    Beth Ann Tomek 
    5303 Brandenburg Ct. 
    Dallas, TX  75287 
      
     
 
         February 4, 2013 
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 2 

 
AFFIDAVIT OF Beth Ann Tomek_______________ 

 
 
State of    Texas  ] 
       
_Collin__________ County ] 
 
I,  _Beth Ann Tomek_______________, attest that my statements are true to the best of 
my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is Beth Ann Tomek___________ .  My address is_5303 Brandenburg Ct., 

Dallas, TX  75287_________________________________. 
 

2.  I  am a homemaker.  
 

3. A smart meter was installed at 5303 Brandenburg Ct. in September or October 
of 2012.  I was not there at the time nor am I now.  I’m temporarily living in a 
state where smart meters have not been installed.  I have returned to 5303 
Brandenburg Ct., my primary residence, on several occasions to visit.  During 
these visits, I experienced headache, nervous system discomfort, neck pain, eye 
pressure, vertigo, restlessness, sleep disturbances, nausea and bowel discomfort.  
These symptoms eventually resolved once I left. My son visited on these same 
occasions, as well.  He experienced flu-like symptoms of headache, neck pain, 
nausea, sleeplessness, body pain.  These resolved upon leaving 5303 Brandenburg Ct. 

4. I have sensitivity to cell phones.  If I hold a cell phone too long, I will have ear and 
neck pain, as well as tingling and pain in the hand and arm that held the phone.  If I 
sit too long at a computer, I’ll have strange nervous system feelings.  Therefore, I 
knew adding a smart meter would have negative affects on me.  I’m not a scientist, 
but from what I’ve researched it seems we have a massive health crisis heading our 
way.  We’re living in a electromagnetic smog that is detrimental to our health and to 
the health of all living creatures.  Adding smart meters to our houses is needless 
additional RF radiation.  Smart meters will not save homeowners electricity costs. 

 
 
5. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 

even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
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Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
completely ridiculous.  
 

6. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Beth Ann Tomek 

      5303 Brandenburg Ct. 

      Dallas, TX  75287 

      February 4, 2013        
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Radiation Sickness; Sandra Storwick Comments, Feb. 5, 2013
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        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    (Sandra Storwick . ) 
    (12828 NE 75th Street .) 
    (Kirkland, WA 98033  ) 
    (Sandra.clea@gmail.com   )  
    (425 803 5085  ) 
 
         February 4, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF SANDR STORWICK____ 

 
 
State of    Washington  ] 
       
_King__________ County ] 
 
I,  _SANDRA STORWICK____________, attest that my statements are true to the best 
of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is __SANDRA STORWICK _ .  My address is__12828 NE 75TH STREET 

KIRKLAND WA 98033 ________________________________. 
 

2.  I  am  a licensed massage practitioner and home maker . I have university degrees in 
Education and International development.  
 

3.  
I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 
20 years ago, I began having symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system 
problems whenever I used or was in the proximity of cordless phones. I found that I 
experienced the  same symptoms  when I used a cell phone. I am unable to use 
wireless computers (my computer equipment is all wired and that poses no problem) . 
Now as the use cell phone technology, wifi and other wireless technology  is 
becoming more wide spread, I am feeling more and more limited by what I can use 
and be around. I am extremely concerned about the use of wifi on airplanes as this 
means that now air travel will also be a challenge for me and others who are  sensitive 
to electromagnetic radiation.  I am unable to use toll bridges or freeways that use 
wireless radio wave tolling systems are so intense, it takes my body weeks to recover. 
My concern is not just for myself, but it is more for all the others who are unaware of 
the health effects of wireless HF radiation, all the children and unborn babies who are 
being exposed to this radiation are being prevented from reaching their full potential. 
As the use of wireless technology has expanded, more and more independent research 
has been done.. linking exposure to adult and childhood nervous system diseases such 
as ADHD. Autism spectrum disorder, Anxiety, Alzheimer's and cancer (leukemia and 
brain tumors especially ) I believe that HF (radio and microwave radiation ) should 
not be used at all  - as it has been proven to me through my experience and also 
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through countless research studies  that it is toxic to the human for,  Hhere are just a 
few examples  of respected research. aaemonline.org/pressadvisoryemf.pdf, 
neilcherry.com/documents/90_m2_EMR_Evidence_That_EMR-EMF_is_genotoxic.pdf,  

magdahavas.com/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/Blake_Levit-Henry_Lai.pdf 

The frequencies that being used in wireless systems  is not compatible with the human  
electrical system .  For me – I know that how I am feeling is linked to the presence of 
wireless radiation as  - as  soon as I turned these devices off, I immediately started feeling 
better.  
 
4. Thousands  of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human 

health, even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are 
the Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold 
for “extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On May 31, 2011, 
the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on Cancer 
(IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” The 
FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
completely ridiculous.  
 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  Even though I feel that HF radiation should not 
be used at all. I am content to ask as an interim step  - could we at the very least adopt 
the baubiologie guidelines.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Name – Sandra Storwick  

      Address – 12828 NE 75th Street  

      Kirkland WA 98033  

      February 4, 2013        
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       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-
137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-
357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
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To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
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    odessarae@gmail.com 
    3109207832 
 
         February 4, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF Odessa Rae______________ 

 
 
State of    California  ] 
       
_Los Angeles_________ County ] 
 
I,  _Odessa Rae_____________, attest that my statements are true to the best of 
my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is ___Odessa Rae________ .  My address is__718 14th street 

Santa Monica CA 90402_ 
 

2.  I  am  an Actress/Producer on many big TV shows/movies. 
 

Approximately a year ago Edison started installing Smart Meters in Santa 
Monica. I have never been particularly sensitive to radiation but this was so 
significant I noticed the difference right away. I was getting headaches and 
feeling very tired. My friends started having symptoms like headaches and 
chronic fatigue as well. I moved out of my house one month after the installation 
and I started feeling better right away.  Utilities have received tens of thousands 
of similar reports from individuals just like myself, even though the chronic 
radiation exposure is far less than current FCC exposure limits there is obviously 
a miss match between health symptoms being experienced and what you are 
saying is safe.  
 
3. In early 2013 a well respected group of scientists and doctors published a 

major update to the Bioinitiative Report (www.bioinitiative.org). This report 
summarized biological effects from thousands of published peer-reviewed 
scientific studies. It's conclusions:  “Bioeffects are clearly established to occur 
with very low exposure levels (non-thermal levels) to electromagnetic fields 
and radiofrequency radiation exposures.”  Also look up American Academy of 
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Environmental Medicine (www.aaemonline.org), who have several position 
statements and press releases on how critical this issue is to public health. 
Excerpt from recent AAEM position paper “It is clear that the human body 
uses electricity from the chemical bond to the nerve impulse and obviously 
this orderly sequence can be disturbed by an individual-specific 
electromagnetic frequency environment. Neighbors and whole communities 
are already exercising precaution, demanding abstention from wireless in 
their homes and businesses. “ Dozens of scientific studies have shown 
negative impacts of EMR on human health, even at low levels of exposure. 
The most commonly accepted guidelines are the Building Biology 
recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for “extreme 
concern” (http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for 
Research on Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly 
carcinogenic to humans.” The FCC does not use biologically determined 
guidelines that affect health, but rather uses a standard that measures 
thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that there are no adverse 
impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is completely ridiculous.  
 

4. The FCC must act to drastically reduce the levels at which it deems safe if a 
massive public crises is to be avoided.  Specifically, adopt new RF safety 
guidelines that take into account published research on the biological effects 
brought on by the ability of RF signals to communicate with living tissue, and 
more specifically, to consider the Building Biology guidelines for human 
health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Odessa Rae  

      718 14th street Santa Monica 90402   

 

      February 4, 2013        
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AFFIDAVIT OF KENNETH LINOSKI___________ 

 
 
State of    Texas 
       
_Tarrant_________ County ] 
 
I,  _Kenneth Linoski_____________, attest that my statements are true to the best of my 
knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is Kenneth Linoski.  My address is 1133 Countryhill dr. Keller TX 76248. 

 
2.  I  am an electrical engineer. 

 
3. (Use concise (numbered) paragraphs to describe your interest and involvement 

that support your desire to change the FCC RF safety guidelines. We provided 
some sample text below. Please briefly discuss your personal experience with 
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). E.g.:) 
I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 
a year ago, I began having symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system 
problems. Like most people, I had a cordless phone and a wireless modem near my 
computer. I had no idea of the risks posed by these devices to my health. When I 
measured the EMR emitted by these devices, the readings were greater than 2,000 
microwatts/m2 for each of these devices. As soon as I turned these devices off, I 
immediately started feeling better.  
 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
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completely ridiculous.  
 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Kenneth Linoski 

      1133 Countryhill Dr 

      Keller TX 76248 

      February 4, 2013        
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AFFIDAVIT OF _______________ 

 
 
State of             British Columbia 
       
Canada 
 
I,  Elissa Michaud, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1.  My name is Elissa Michaud.  My address is 110-174 Wilson Street, 238 Victoria, BC 
Canada, V9A7N7 
 
2.  I  am   salesperson 

 

3. I lived in a home where unbeknown to me, the local electrical company had 
"upgraded" the analogue meter to a smart meter.  During 3 years there I experienced 
insomnia, buzzing sensations that could best be described as internal shaking or 
vibrations, heart palpitations and tachycardia, ringing in my ears, memory loss, trouble 
thinking, concentrating, dizziness,  and varying degrees of fatigue. I was prescribed 
thyroid medication by my doctor as an attempt to hedge a possible subclinical thyroid 
issue. Near the end of the three years, I began to have brief episodes of shooting blood 
pressure. I didn't know that the smart meter had been installed prior to moving in until 
just a few weeks before moving.  
 
It's important to state that I had not experienced any of these symptoms before and prior 
to the time the smart meter and was healthy 39 year old who follows a very healthy 
organic eating, vegetable juicing and daily exercise lifestyle (walking, yoga, cycling, 
running) a non-smoker, non-drinker with no prior health conditions, surgeries, 
medications, or accidents. My symptoms suggested a possible suspect thyroid condition  - 
although lab values were well within the normal range as shown on the tests ordered by 
my physician.  
 
After years of internet research and reading the experience of others, I now understand 
the (not yet commonly known, or medically recognized) connection between wireless 
technologies and their influence on the thyroid gland, which when sub-clinically 
functioning, will produce several of the above mentioned symptoms, as well as the subtle, 
but profoundly debilitating effects on human biology (all tests of equipment and devices 
have been physics based). There are thousands of people writing about the exact same 
symptoms on the internet, who after receiving smart meter installation, or living near cell 
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phone masts, began experiencing.  Each person’s set of symptoms is almost identical to 
mine with one exception.  I did not have the severe headaches that many seem to have. 
 
Within a few days of moving from that home the symptoms began to subside. In my new 
residence, I could not see smart meters anywhere in the vicinity of my apartment unit. 
After a few weeks most symptoms were partially to completely gone.  And after a several 
more months the lingering symptoms began to improve memory had improved 
considerably after the six month mark and the erratic heart rate episodes were gone. 
During that time, while still experiencing heart irregularities, I took, besides a complete 
(plus) blood work test -  several cardiology tests, including ultrasounds, eeg, holter test 
and all were normal.   
 
In July of 2012 I moved into a rental that has a smart meter at the base of the stairs.    
After just a little over a month I began to experience a few of and a very mild variation of 
the symptoms experienced before - mostly the ear ringing and vague fatigue.  But around 
the 4.5 month mark, I began an increase in minor heart irregularities, fatigue and memory 
issues.  When I leave the apartment, after being out in my car or outside (not in a coffee 
shop wi-fi or other wi-fi area), it takes anywhere from 15 - 30 minutes to a few hours, but 
the symptoms gradually subside, I can relax and think clearly.   
 
In January 2013 I took a trip to California, where I rented a sublet that unknown to me 
beforehand had 8 - 10 smart meters in a group for the apartment complex about 15 - 20 
feet from the door.  By the end of 3 weeks, several of the more troublesome symptoms 
re-appeared- the loud ringing ears, feeling of inner shaking/vibrating, dizziness,  
insomnia and varying heart irregularities (much more severe in nature) as well as 
memory and concentration issues.  When I would leave the apartment for a time, the 
harsh symptoms would subside, followed by fatigue and recovery. 
 
After vacating the short-term rental it took 3-4 days for all of the symptoms to subside.  It 
seems the closer I am to the devices and the longer time spent in proximity, the more 
severe the symptoms and the longer recovery. However each time this happens, I am left 
with an obvious sensitivity to wireless systems when for a time thereafter I am within a 
wi-fi zones - hotels, coffee shops, after a few minute, one or more of the symptoms 
appear - with extreme dizziness and confusion being the first - basically unable to think 
with a feeling like there is a huge clamp or vice on my head.  During the drive back to 
Canada while traveling the distances between hotels (wi-fi spot) and on the road, I was 
exhausted from the assault of these technologies, but symptom free.   I have always been 
sensitive to the effects cell phones  - I use one only for occasional text messages and 
emergency calls on speaker phone; as well as the public wi-fi areas, but it seems like the 
more exposure, the worse it gets.  
 
If I understand well, the damage that wireless and EMF systems do to the body is well 
known in  Sweden and this sensitivity is medically recognized.    These technologies 
cause biological harm and based on what I've learned, whether are not the majority of the 
general population experiences symptoms, or the same severity of symptoms, or even 
knows to link their symptoms to the source (which is rare because no public information 
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or warnings are made), the same unhealthy biological changes are taking place and that 
goes for humans, wildlife and nature.  One area of concern are these huge wi-fi free zones 
in cities that are popping up.  Another are the cell phone masts placed on the tops of 
buildings, hidden as trees - so you can't even avoid them if you want to.  The existing 
areas and stations should be clearly marked for everyone to know.  Even better, they 
should be re-located in low populated areas and not by schools, where the young minds 
of children are in danger, churches, offices and the like.  It’s unnecessary for human 
beings to be the guinea pigs in an unwilling experiment for the profits of corporations 
with their newest biologically untested technologies.  Cigarettes were cool and hip like 
wi-fi and the latest technologies are now, until we knew better.  Many more third party 
research must be done including long term health studies; and in the meantime, 
biologically untested wireless/EMF/EMR technologies should not be allowed.  Those that 
already are available/active need to have strictly enforced safety regulations and health 
warnings made available to the public. 
 
This technology, while convenient and popular is to our detriment in the long run. 
Regarding the smart meter technology – at the very least people should have the right to 
opt out of receiving a smart meter and when the larger systems related to the products are 
being placed in neighborhoods, such as smart meter hubs and cell phone towers, all 
residents should be informed and included in the decision making process as to where 
they are placed in proximity to homes, schools and areas of work.  They should receive a 
piece of mail and be able to see large ads in the local paper easily. These meters do not 
just "have the range of a cell phone" as is stated by the manufacturer -  since many factors 
need to be taken into consideration in terms of where the signal travels, where the central 
hub is, distance from the hub, and whether or not the wireless signal extends to all 
appliances in the residence.  The electric companies are bullying people and using sneak 
tactics such as short or no notice before installation, and offering incentives to people to 
agree to the meters, or in my case the meter was installed without my presence, or being 
informed.  And for the few that have received advance notice, have an opportunity to opt 
out, or wish to change back to the previous equipment, the electric companies make their 
actions appear law-like in nature, using unlawful force, the unspoken threat of not being 
able to have service, not giving the public a choice, and telling half truths or offer pal mal 
compensatory benefits to get everyone to agree to their corporate agenda, such as having 
better knowledge and management and breakdown of your electricity use.  
 
Although I am unable to contribute with hard scientific evidence since this is not my area 
of specialty, my personal experience and the experience of thousands of others speaks 
volumes. And again, we represent only a handful who know enough to link the health 
symptoms with the source, the remainder who are affected receive a flimsy diagnosis and 
are run through a gamut of inconclusive tests and are unnecessarily placed on 
medications, ranging from anti-depressants to anxiety and/or thyroid, heart/arrhythmia 
medications,  
 
 The medical doctor that I have come across that may be able to contribute concrete 
evidence with regards to the effects of wireless technologies and biological issues and  
who is actively helping people with sensitivity to wireless technology is Dr. Dietrich 
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Klinghardt, and my suggestion as to who has and may be willing to contribute supportive 
research is Dr. George Carlo.  I highly suggest requesting and reviewing their work and 
other similar professional's  information and contributions to this ticking time bomb that 
is already causing harm in our workplaces, schools;  and one that will eventually take it's 
toll on all nation’s healthcare system - directly or indirectly.   
 
 

 

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Name: Elissa Michaud 

      Address: 110 – 174 Wilson St. 238 

      Victoria, BC, V9A7N7 

      February 6, 2013  
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AFFIDAVIT OF Ella Elman 

 
 
State of    Washington  ] 
       
_King__________ County ] 
 
I,  _Ella Elman_______________, attest that my statements are true to the best of my 
knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is _Ella Elman__________ .  My address is___834 171st PL NE, Bellevue, 

WA, 98008_______________________________. 
 

2.  I  am a forest ecologist.  
 

3. I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 
a year ago, I began having symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system 
problems. Like most people, I had a cordless phone and a wireless modem near my 
computer. I had no idea of the risks posed by these devices to my health. When I 
measured the EMR emitted by these devices, the readings were greater than 2,000 
microwatts/m2 for each of these devices. As soon as I turned these devices off, I 
immediately started feeling better. Due to my prolonged exposure to EMF from 
wireless, cordless phones and other sources, I am unable to be in spaces with strong 
sources of EMF. As a result, I have a real disability, as I am no longer able to work in 
most office environments (which have wireless) and cannot use a computer for long 
periods of time.  
 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
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there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
completely ridiculous.  
 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Ella Elman 

      834 171st PL NE 

      Bellevue, WA  98008 

      February 4, 2013        
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To: Office of the Secretary 
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    (+1 305 924 1213) 

 

         February 5, 2013 
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 2 

 

AFFIDAVIT OF Andrew Swerling 

 

 

State of    Washington  ] 

       

_King__________ County ] 

 

I,  Andrew Swerling attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 

 

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 

 

1. My name is _Andrew Swerling__________ .  My address is_17202 NE 85 Place, Apt 

1H-216, Redmond, WA 98052. 

 

2.  I  am a consultant on computer issues 

 

3. I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 

a year ago, I began having symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system 

problems. Like most people, I had a cordless phone and a wireless modem near my 

computer. I had no idea of the risks posed by these devices to my health. When I 

measured the EMR emitted by these devices, the readings were greater than 2,000 

microwatts/m2 for each of these devices. As soon as I turned these devices off, I 

immediately started feeling better.  

 

4. I find it difficult to do my work since all of the computing devices I must use emit 

substantial amounts of EMR. I consider this a potential workplace hazard.  

 

5. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 

even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 

Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 

“extreme concern” 

(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 

May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 

Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 

The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 

uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
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there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 

inconsistent with my experience.  

6. For these reasons, I am dismayed by the continual introduction of new mechanisms 

using EMR that exacerbate the problem. Based on my understanding, this expansion 

of EMR is being done with no consideration of the impact to human health because it 

is happening either in open bands like 900MHz or 2.4GHz or in regulated bands 

supporting functions like LTE cellular. I believe the government should consider 

human health when issuing licenses to emit EMR. 

 

7. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 

research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 

communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 

Biology guidelines for human health. I further urge the FCC to work with OSHA to 

establish guidelines around workplace exposure for EMR. 

 

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Andrew Swerling 

      17202 NE 85 Pl, Apt 1H-216 

      Redmond, WA 98052 

      February 5, 2013        
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Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    Natalie Smith 
    12233 168th Place NE 
    Redmond WA 98052 
    Natalie@yogabehindbars.org  
    206-372-6776 
 
         February 4, 2013 
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 2 

 
AFFIDAVIT OF Natalie Smith 

 
 
State of    Washington  
       
_King__________ County  
 
I,  Natalie Smith, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is Natalie Smith  My address is 12233 168th Place NE Redmond WA 

98052. 
 

2.  I  am the Executive Director of Yoga Behind Bars, a nonprofit based in Seattle that 
creates stronger communities through Yoga. 
 

3. (Use concise (numbered) paragraphs to describe your interest and involvement 
that support your desire to change the FCC RF safety guidelines. We provided 
some sample text below. Please briefly discuss your personal experience with 
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). E.g.:) 
I am an individual who is slightly sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Using cell 
phone and wifi often give me headaches or tingling numbness in my hands. When I 
measured the EMR emitted by these devices, the readings were greater than 2,000 
microwatts/m2 for each of these devices. As soon as I turned these devices off, I 
immediately noticed a reduction in these symptoms.  
 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
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completely ridiculous.  
 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

       
      Natalie Smith 

    12233 168th Place NE 
    Redmond WA 98052 

      February 4, 2013        
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        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    (Name . . . ) Mana Iluna 
    (Street or P.O. Box . . .)4415 145th Ave.NE H-2 
    (City   State   ZIP Code   )Bellevue, WA 98007 
    (E-mail . . .     ) manailuna1@msn.com 
    (Telephone Number   )425 882-2503 
 
         February 4, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF (Your Full Name Here)_Mana Iluna_____________ 

 
 
State of    Washington  ] 
       
_King__________ County ] 
 
I,  _(Mana Iluna attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1. My name is Mana Iluna___________ .  My address is_4415 145th Ave. NE H-2 

Bellevue, WA 98007_________________________________. 
 

2.  I  am   (describe your occupation).a Spiritual Coach and a Yoga Teacher 
 

3. (Use concise (numbered) paragraphs to describe your interest and involvement 
that support your desire to change the FCC RF safety guidelines. We provided 
some sample text below. Please briefly discuss your personal experience with 
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). E.g.:) 
I am very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Some time ago, I began having 
symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system problems. Like most people, I 
had a cordless phone and a wireless modem near my computer. Unfortunately, I 
didn’t know about the risks to my health, posed by these devices. When I measured 
the EMR emitted by these devices, the readings were greater than 2,000 
microwatts/m2 for each of these devices. As soon as I turned these devices off, I 
immediately started feeling better.  
 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” 
(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 
May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 
The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 
uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 
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there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 
completely ridiculous.  
 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health.  
 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Name: Mana Iluna 

      Address: 4415 145th Ave.NE H-2 

      City  State  Zip: Bellevue, WA 98007 

      February 4, 2013        
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        FCC 12-152

Before the 
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of      ) 
       )
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    )
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 
03-137
        )
And        )
        )  
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 
12-357
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  )
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  )
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   )
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   )

To: Office of the Secretary
 Federal Communications Commission
 Washington, DC 20554

Comment Filed by:    Jayne G. Cagle
    9220 Sunny Shore Lane
    Chattanooga, TN  37416
    jaynecagle@me.com 
    423-344-6401

         February 4, 2013
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AFFIDAVIT OF JAYNE G. CAGLE_______________

State of    Tennessee
      
_Hamilton__________ County

I,  _Jayne G Cagle_______________, attest that my statements are true to the best of my 
knowledge.

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357.

1. My name is Jayne G. Cagle .  My address is 9220 Sunny Shore Lane, Chattanooga, 
TN 37416-1343.

2.  I  am a yoga instructor, meditation instruction wife, mother, neighbor and 
grandmother.

3. (Use concise (numbered) paragraphs to describe your interest and involvement 
that support your desire to change the FCC RF safety guidelines. We provided 
some sample text below. Please briefly discuss your personal experience with 
electromagnetic radiation (EMR). E.g.:)
I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. In March 2012, 
I began having symptoms of extreme and constant headaches, daily heart palpitations, 
sleeplessness and nervous system problems like irrational irritability. Unlike most 
people, my husband and I had already hardwired the internet system in our home 
including the TV access to the internet.  We replaced all cordless phones in the house 
with regular ‘land-line’ style wiring.  I was already in the habit of not holding my cell 
phone to my head as it would cause headaches; preferring rather to use the speaker 
option on the phone.  I generally walk around with my cell phone off unless I need it.  
While using the GPS option in the car, it is wired to an auxiliary line in the car’s 
electrical system.  I limit the amount of time I am exposed to computers, TV’s and 
any wifi systems when possible.   Because I had an idea of the risks posed by these 
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devices to my health, we fought to have the smart meter removed from our house; 
replacing it with an analog meter.  On Wednesday March 14, 2012, the instant the 
smart meter was disconnected, the headache stopped.  Within 2 nights, restful (deep) 
sleep patterns began to return and I have not experienced one heart palpitation since.       

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 
even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 
Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
“extreme concern” (http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/
richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's 
International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields 
as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” The FCC does not use biologically determined 
guidelines that affect health, but rather uses a standard that measures thermal heating 
of biological tissue. The premise that there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the 
human body until it is cooked is completely ridiculous. 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 
research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 
communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 
Biology guidelines for human health. 

      Respectfully submitted by

      Jayne G. Cagle

      9220 Sunny Shore Lane

      Chattanooga, TN  37416-1343

      February 4, 2013       

JA 09059

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 182 of 454

http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf
http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf
http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf
http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf


Radiation Sickness; Mark Summerlin Comments, Feb. 4, 2013

JA 09060

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 183 of 454



 1 

        FCC 12-152 
 

Before the  

Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

 

 

 

 

 

In the Matter of      )  

       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 

18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 

        ) 

And        ) 

        )   

Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 

H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 

Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 

2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 

1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 

 

 

 

 

To: Office of the Secretary 

 Federal Communications Commission 

 Washington, DC 20554 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Filed by:    Mark Summerlin  

    410 Mesquite Circle 

    Copperas Cove, TX 76522 

    summerlincrew@aol.com  

    (254) 542-1139 

 

         February 4, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF MARK A. SUMMERLIN 

 

 

State of Texas  ] 

       

Coryell County] 

 

I,  Mark Summerlin,  attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 

 

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 

 

1. My name is Mark Summerlin .  My address is 410 Mesquite Circle. 

 

2.  I  am  a Wastewater Plant Operator in Copperas Cove, TX. 

 

3. I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 

a year ago, I began having symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system 

problems. I have been having sharp pains in my head for over a year now. After 

several trips to the doctor, without remedy, I continued to have pain.  Like most 

people, I had a cordless phone and a wireless modem near my computer. I had no idea 

of the risks posed by these devices to my health. My wife has also displayed 

sensitivity to electromagnetic radiation with these same symptoms to include nausea 

and vomiting. My daughter, whose room in next to ours, has also suffered from 

headaches and nausea. My daughter was diagnosed with Crohn’s disease January 

2012, which we also were told from her pediatrician that the disease has dramatically 

increased in recent years. The medical community has no answer as to why this is so. 

The doctors were puzzled as it did not seem to be hereditary as in all other cases. 

Upon further research, I see that EMR is especially damaging to stomach and 

gastrointestinal areas.  These findings cause me and my family great concern. Once 

we did research on the smart meters and took measures to distance ourselves from our 

bedroom where the meter is located, turned off wireless equipment in our home we 

began to feel some relief. I beg of you to PLEASE reconsider the damage that this has 

been proving to cause for millions of American families. 

 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 

even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 

Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
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“extreme concern” 

(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 

May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 

Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 

The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 

uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 

there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 

completely ridiculous.  

 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 

research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 

communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 

Biology guidelines for human health.  

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Mark Summerlin 

      410 Mesquite Circle 

      Copperas Cove, TX 76522 

      February 4, 2013        
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        FCC 12-152 
 

Before the  

Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

 

 

 

 

 

In the Matter of      )  

       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 

18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 

        ) 

And        ) 

        )   

Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 

H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 

Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 

2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 

1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 

 

 

 

 

To: Office of the Secretary 

 Federal Communications Commission 

 Washington, DC 20554 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Filed by:    LaShanda Summerlin  

    410 Mesquite Circle 

    Copperas Cove, TX 76522 

    summerlincrew@aol.com  

    (254) 542-1139 

 

         February 4, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF LASHANDA M. SUMMERLIN 

 

 

State of Texas  ] 

       

Coryell County] 

 

I,  LaShanda Summerlin,  attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 

 

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 

 

1. My name is LaShanda Summerlin .  My address is 410 Mesquite Circle. 

 

2.  I am an Office Administrator on Fort Hood, TX. 

 

3. I am an individual who is very sensitive to electromagnetic radiation. Approximately 

a year ago, I began having symptoms of headaches, dizziness and nervous system 

problems. Like most people, I had a cordless phone and a wireless modem near my 

computer. I had no idea of the risks posed by these devices to my health. My husband 

has also displayed sensitivity to electromagnetic radiation with these same symptoms. 

He has been having sharp pains in his head for over a year now. After several trips to 

the doctor, without remedy, he continued to have pain.   My daughter, whose room in 

next to ours, has also suffered from headaches and nausea. My daughter was 

diagnosed with Crohn’s disease January 2012, which we also were told from her 

pediatrician that the disease has dramatically increased in recent years. The medical 

community has no answer as to why this is so. The doctors were puzzled as it did not 

seem to be hereditary as in all other cases. Upon further research, I see that EMR is 

especially damaging to stomach and gastrointestinal areas.  These findings cause me 

and my family great concern. Once we did research on the smart meters and took 

measures to distance ourselves from our bedroom where the meter is located, turned 

off wireless equipment in our home we began to feel some relief. I beg of you to 

PLEASE reconsider the damage that this has been proving to cause for millions of 

American families. 

 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 

even at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 

Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 
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“extreme concern” 

(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 

May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 

Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 

The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 

uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 

there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 

completely ridiculous.  

 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 

research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 

communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 

Biology guidelines for human health.  

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      LaShanda Summerlin 

      410 Mesquite Circle 

      Copperas Cove, TX 76522 

      February 4, 2013        
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In the Matter of      )  

       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 

18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 

        ) 

And        ) 

        )   

Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 

H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 

Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
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To: Office of the Secretary 
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 Washington, DC 20554 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Filed by:    Kath Mason 
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st
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Bellevue, WA 98008  

Kathmason47@gmail.com 

    February 4, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF Kath Mason_______________ 

 

 

State of    Washington  ] 

       

_King__________ County ] 

 

I,  _Kath Mason_______________, attest that my statements are true to the best of my 

knowledge. 

 

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 

 

1. My name is _Kath Mason__________ .  My address is_834 171
st
 Pl NE Bellevue 

WA 98008_________________________________. 

 

2.  I  am  retired. 

 

3. I have recently found that I am sensitive to electromagnetic radiation.  When I am 

exposed to wireless fields, power lines and cordless phones, I get dizzy and feel 

tingling in my hands. Until recently I had no idea of the risks to my health posed by 

these things. When I am away from electromagnetic radiation,  the symptoms 

disappear. 

4. Dozens of scientific studies have shown negative impacts of EMR on human health, 

often at low levels of exposure. The most commonly accepted guidelines are the 

Building Biology recommendations that list 1,000 microwatts/m2 as the threshold for 

“extreme concern” 

(http://www.baubiologie.de/downloads/english/richtwerte_2008_englisch.pdf). On 

May 31, 2011, the World Health Organization's International Agency for Research on 

Cancer (IARC) classified radiofrequency fields as “possibly carcinogenic to humans.” 

The FCC does not use biologically determined guidelines that affect health, but rather 

uses a standard that measures thermal heating of biological tissue. The premise that 

there are no adverse impacts of EMR on the human body until it is cooked is 

completely ridiculous.  

 

5. I urge the FCC to adopt new RF safety guidelines that take into account published 

research on the biological effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 

communicate with living tissue, and more specifically, to consider the Building 

Biology guidelines for human health.  
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Respectfully submitted by 

Kath Mason 

834 171
st
 Pl NE

Bellevue, WA 98008 

February 4, 2013       

JA 09071

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 194 of 454



Radiation Sickness; Daniel Kleiber Reply Comments, Nov. 1, 2013

JA 09072

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 195 of 454



FCC 13-39

Before the

Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of )

)

Reassessment of Federal Communications   )         ET Docket No. 13-84

Commission Radiofrequency Exposure Limits and )

Policies )

)

Proposed Changes in the Commission’s Rules )         ET Docket No. 03-137

Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency  )

Electromagnetic Fields )

)

To: Office of the Secretary

Federal Communications Commission

Washington, DC 20554

Reply Filed by:  Daniel Kleiber 

N9387 Riverview Dr.

Waterloo, WI 53594

kleiber@gdinet.com 

(920) 478-9696

November 1, 2013

1
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AFFIDAVIT OF DANIEL KLEIBER

State of Wisconsin � ]
� � � ]� ss.  
County of Jefferson� ]

DANIEL KLEIBER being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1. My name is Daniel Kleiber.  I live in the country at N9387 Riverview Drive, Waterloo, 
Wisconsin.  

2. My wife and I have lived on our farm in Waterloo, Wisconsin since 1996. 

3. The current FCC radiofrequency radiation limits are too high to protect human health.  The 
limits need to be lowered immediately.  New safety limits should be enacted using a 
biologically-based model.

4. I categorically disagree with the FCC's statement in paragraphs 8 and 9 and footnote 10 that a 
NEPA evaluation is unnecessary and premature.� The FCC fails to consider that there are 
actually two options needing evaluation - the considerable environmental and human health 
costs of doing nothing and the environmental and human health benefits of basing safety 
limits on biology, along with the monetary costs of both.� This is a situation that calls for 
NEPA review, Envtl. Def. Fund v. Tenn. Valley Auth., 468 F.2d 1164, 1174 (6th Cir. 1972), 
specifically a formal Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) .� My experience alone, outlined 
below, provides the evidence of injury under existing inadequate radiofrequency (RF) limits, 
causality, along with the potential for remedy with the enactment of meaningful biologically-
based RF safety limits that, indeed, necessitates a full NEPA evaluation of the options: 
keeping RF limits at thermal levels or setting meaningful biologically-based RF safety limits.

5. The NEPA evaluation and EIS are necessitated by the presence of two options which have the 
potential to have radically different impacts Burkholder v. Peters, 58 F. App’x 94, 96 (6th Cir. 
2003) (quoting42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C)).� The EIS should include a review of the impact of 
both options on the environment, as well as on human health and safety.� "The Report on 
Possible Impacts of Communication Towers on Wildlife Including Birds and Bees" 
commissioned on 30th August, 2010 by the Ministry of Environment and Forest, 
Government of India� (incorporated by reference herein in its entirety http://
www.moef.nic.in/downloads/public-information/final_mobile_towers_report.pdf) and 
"Impacts of radio-frequency electromagnetic field (RF-EMF) from cell phone towers and 
wireless devices on biosystem and ecosystem – a review,"� (incorporated by reference herein 
in its entirety http://www.biolmedonline.com/Articles/Vol4_4_2012/
Vol4_4_202-216_BM-8.pdf) both provide enough compelling evidence of potential 
environmental harm at existing RF limits to necessitate an EIS evaluating existing limits 
compared to biologically-based RF safety limits.

2
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6. The FCC has a duty to the public to protect the public health and safety from harm from 
radiofrequency radiation (H.R. Report No. 104-204, p. 94).

7. In May 2011, IARC classified radiofrequency radiation, including radiation from all wireless 
technologies, as a class 2B possible carcinogen.

8. In the 2012 BioInitiative Report, the authors conclude radiofrequency radiation is a 
carcinogen.  The 2012 BioInitiative Report is incorporated by reference herein in its entirety 
(http://www.bioinitiative.org/)  

9. “Public safety standards are 1,000 – 10,000 or more times higher than levels now commonly 
reported in mobile phone base station studies to cause bioeffects.”(http://
www.bioinitiative.org/conclusions/)

10. The FCC radiofrequency radiation limits are outdated and obsolete.  They are based on 
physics, not biology and, therefore, the limits are so high that they are useless for protecting 
the population from harmful biological effects.  (http://www.bioinitiative.org/)  Since the 
FCC lacks the expertise to establish meaningful biologically-based safety limits, it is the duty 
of the FCC to advocate for allocating funding and authority to the EPA to establish 
biologically-based safety limits.  2012 HR6358 exists as a model of legislation to do just that.

11. The FCC is not entitled to essentially disregard comments from citizens because they cannot 
provide global cost-benefit analysis (Scenic Hudson v. Federal Power Commission), as is 
suggested by paragraphs 109 and 209.  The Commission has an affirmative duty to inquire 
into and consider all relevant facts.� They must use government resources to perform the 
relevant analysis.� The FCC should request that the EPA use its taxpayer-funded resources 
and experts present at its National Risk Management Research Laboratory to conduct all of 
the cost analyses the FCC has asked for in this proceeding.

12. In paragraphs 65, 66, and 67, I provide information about the monetary costs incurred by me 
and my family as a direct result of the FCC's negligence in not putting into place 
biologically-based RF safety limits years ago.� The emotional and social costs have also been 
very steep.� None of the common uses of wireless technology comes close to justifying the 
monetary, physical, emotional, and social price our family has been forced to pay for it.

13. My family’s on-going health nightmare, caused by the presence of biologically active levels 
of radiofrequencies on the electrical grid and radiofrequency radiation transmitted into the 
environment through use of wireless technology, is illustrative of why it is essential that the 
EPA finally be empowered to establish biologically-based radiofrequency radiation safety 
limits.

14. I am a type 1 diabetic and I use an insulin pump.  My blood sugar is under good control, as 
long as I can avoid exposure to high frequencies. 

15. I have had many instances where my blood sugar has increased dramatically in response to 
high frequency exposures and I have not been able to lower it with additional insulin until the 
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high frequency exposure has stopped.  One particularly memorable incident occurred when 
the neighbor, for whom I custom combine and who carries a cellphone that is turned on, 
joined me in the combine for about 3 hours.  Prior to him entering the combine with his 
cellphone my blood sugar was 100-120.  A short time later I tested and it was over 300.  I 
took a bolus of insulin several times and my blood sugar did not respond.  Minutes after he 
left the cab with his cellphone I tested and my blood sugar was dropping.  It bottomed out 
near 30.  I drank four cans of soda to get my blood sugar back to normal.  This is far more 
than normally required and seemed to be because the insulin was finally able to act properly.  
Another incident occurred when we were visiting my wife’s relatives in Canada.  I again had 
high blood sugar that would not respond properly to insulin.  We discovered that the 
neighbor’s wireless router was responsible.  I have also had similar reactions to high 
frequencies on electrical wiring, also known as “dirty” power or electrical pollution. 

16. Greater exposure to radiofrequency radiation from the ever increasing use of wireless 
technology will endanger my health by making my blood sugar harder to control.  

17. Data cited in the review of Soviet literature related to the biological effects of exposure to 
radiofrequecy (rf) radiation suggest this is true.  It mentions that in one study 75% of people 
working in rf fields were prediabetic. (See Dodge, incorporated by reference herein in its 
entirety http://www.magdahavas.com/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2010/08/
Dodge_1969.pdf)

18. Two papers looking at the historical incidence of diabetes provide further evidence of harm 
from exposure to rf.  [“Historical evidence that electrification caused the 20th century 
epidemic of ‘diseases of civilization’” by Samuel Milham (http://www.medical-
hypotheses.com/article/S0306-9877(09)00579-9/abstract) and “The Rise of Childhood Type 1 
Diabetes in the 20th Century” by Edwin A.M. Gale (http://diabetes.diabetesjournals.org/
content/51/12/3353.full)] Milham finds a significant correlation between electrification and 
increased rates of diabetes mortality.  Gale concludes that increases in prevalence of type 1 
diabetes through the last century must be linked to environmental factors.  Both provide 
objective support for my personal observations that rf affects my blood sugar levels and 
interferes with the ability of the insulin from my pump to act.  Presumably my body’s own 
insulin was similarly affected, stressing my pancreas, and resulting in me developing type 1 
diabetes.

19. In 2011, I spent about 22 hours a week in the Madison, WI area vending at farmers markets 
during the spring, summer and fall.  After market season ended and I finished custom 
combining, I was no longer around cellphone radiation on a daily basis.  I had to decrease my 
basal insulin rate.  Over about a month it dropped about 16%.  Since then our rf environment 
has deteriorated and my basal insulin use has increased.

20. When I am exposed to high frequencies, I feel ill.  If I have to run errands in town, I usually 
return home with a headache.  I often find my blood sugar goes up in stores.  I have been 
forced to leave meetings early because of feelings of nausea.

4

JA 09076

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 199 of 454



21. We have two small children whom we are homeschooling so they will not be exposed to the 
dangerous high frequency environment in our local public school (Waterloo, WI).  The 
school has both WiFi and high electrical pollution levels. 

22. Our children both experience health problems when exposed to high frequencies.  They feel 
sick, become hyperactive, less able to think logically and control their behavior.  They also 
sleep poorly in bad high frequency environments.  The recent increase in radiofrequency 
radiation exposure has given them chronic cardiac arrhythmias.

 
23. The drastic measures we have taken to reduce their exposure has momentarily stabilized 

them at about early stage 2 radiofrequency sickness.  (See Dodge)  We are very concerned 
that any increase in the radiofrequency radiation levels could again push them over the edge 
toward stage 3 radiofrequency sickness.  They should not be involuntarily exposed to a 
pollutant that has such profound detrimental effects on them.    

24. Because of the serious effects exposure to high frequencies has on our health, we do not own 
a cellphone, cordless phones, wireless router, baby monitors, or subscribe to wireless 
internet.

25. My personal experience has shown me how serious the effects of exposure to high 
frequencies can be.  Over the years I have only occasionally had time to read the research on 
high frequency exposure.  I recently read the paper by Halberg and Johannsen in 
Pathophysiology [Ö. Hallberg, O. Johansson, Apparent decreases in Swedish public health 
indicators after 1997—Are they due to improved diagnostics or to environmental factors? 
Pathophysiology(2009)].  I believe that paper alone should raise enough doubts to halt all 
additional spectrum rollouts, the smart meter rollout, expansion of wireless internet and 
expansion of other wireless communications until safety limits to protect the public health 
during continuous exposure to high frequencies from all sources including transmitted and 
electrical pollution are established.  For more information about electrical pollution as a 
potent source of high frequency exposure please see www.electricalpollution.com.

26. I knew that an increase in levels of transmitted radiowave and microwave radiation would be 
very detrimental to my health and that of my family and would further impair our ability to 
live a normal life. 

 
27. Therefore, we refused installation of the We Energies AMR meters, which transmits a spike 

of microwave radiation (approximately 1800 μW/m2) every 6 seconds 24 hours a day, 7 
days a week, on our two electrical services.  

28.  We had to turn away at least one installer who came to install meters after we were on the 
record with We Energies and the PSC as not wanting an AMR meter installed.

29. We were concerned that we would find AMR meters installed despite our clearly expressed 
refusal to have AMR meters, so we padlocked our meter pedestals and installed clearly 
worded permanent signage.  
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30. In response to our continued refusal to allow installation of the meter, we were threatened 
with disconnection.  (See WeEnergies9Dec2011.pdf)

31. My parents tried to refuse to take a transmitting meter so we would still be able to visit and 
were bullied into taking the meters by a disconnect threat.  We can no longer visit.  Our one 
try was cut short by our younger son feeling so ill that he was crying and begging to leave - 
in spite of it being Christmas with relatives, presents, and candy.

32. Both We Energies and the PSC maintained, over the phone and at a meeting with our state 
legislators, that we had three choices and represented them as accommodation. 

1. Take the AMR meters.
2. Take the AMR meters and move them anywhere on our property at our 

considerable expense (thousands of dollars to move them even short distances).
3. Get off-grid.

33. We do not consider these choices to have been any form of accommodation since we could 
not have moved the meters far enough to protect our health.  Also, the radiofrequencies the 
meters produce get on the wires, essentially turning the house into a low-power microwave.  
This proved to be a problem even though our nearest neighbor is over half a mile away.  
Having two meters of our own would have worsened the effect.

34.  We consider the refusal to accommodate us and the threat to disconnect us to have been 
bullying and intimidation on the part of We Energies and the Wisconsin Public Service 
Commission.  

35.  My wife met, as part of a group, with state legislators (Sen. Grothman, Rep. Jorgensen, and  
Connie Schulze, a staff-member of Sen. Darling’s, who were supportive, but unwilling to 
sponsor legislation to help us.

36.  My wife called numerous federal agencies - to no avail.

37.  In March 2011, we received a letter from We Energies threatening to disconnect us within 48 
hours for denying them access to the meter pedestal, which we own.  This, in spite of the fact 
that, during a conversation about the supposed safety issue and the fact that We Energies can 
easily disconnect power to our farm at our transformer in case of an emergency, Tom Held 
(Supervising Engineer Meter Technology) concurred saying “I know.  They can pull the 
fuse.”  

38. We had been customers in good standing.

39. Again we appealed to the PSC (PSCMarch2011WEcutoff.pdf) for accommodation under the 
ADA and asked that they address the radiation coming off of our transformer and causing 
cardiac arrhythmia for our son, only to be told that they would stand by and watch us 
disconnected, although they would make We Energies wait until after April 15.  They did not 
address the dangerous radiation at all.  
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40. After consulting multiple lawyers, realizing that the sole power to provide or deny 
accommodation resided with the PSC, and even being told outright by one lawyer that our 
best bet was to get off the grid, we began making preparations -at considerable expense- in 
case we were forced off-grid, fighting all the while.  

41. We got a propane refrigerator, a pilot light gas stove, installed a gravity flow hot water 
heating system, acquired a generator to run our commercial freezer and installed a solar 
photovoltaic system to run a new  DC well pump and sump pumps and converted our 
computer to run on DC. 

42.  We felt that the PSC was in violation of its own statutes in standing by and watching 
customers in good standing get disconnected and that We Energies was in violation of the 
law, but with no one to defend us, we had no recourse other than the one easily accessible 
public forum - a Letter to the Editor.  (We had contacted various legal organizations 
including the ACLU, Public Citizen, Common Cause, and NRDC.  All said that they have 
limited funding and they had never heard of this before.  News outlets were similarly 
uninterested - utilities and telecom companies provide substantial funding through 
advertising or outright ownership.)  We did also reply to the PSC.  

43. The PSC once again refused to exercise their right to stop We Energies from disconnecting us 
for refusing the transmitting meter.  

 
44. The PSC refused to accommodate us in large part because the AMR meters were supposedly 

in compliance with FCC radiofrequency limits (see PSC27Apr2011reDATCP.pdf), in spite of 
the fact that FCC limits were never intended to protect anyone from the biological effects we 
experience.  Compliance with FCC limits has been used to force many many people from 
across the country to have devices which compromise their health.

45. After we wrote the letter to the editor, Sue Crane, Manager Special Projects at We Energies 
contacted us and asked that we remove the padlock stating that she would personally 
guarantee in writing that the meters would not be changed for 6 months.  

46.  On October 8, 2011, we sent letters to the PSC and We Energies  requesting that they 
remove our electrical service since they had repeatedly ignored our requests to address the 
problems on their system that were causing large amounts of very high frequency radiation to 
radiate off of our transformer and our house wiring. 

47. We had been forced to sleep in a tent a half mile from our home site (and at least that from 
other electrical services) from the end of July through October 13, 2011 - the start of early 
deer hunting season -  in order to stabilize our sons’ cardiac health. (From the start of deer 
hunting until the secondary wires were removed on October 19, 2011 we slept in the bed of 
our full-sized truck parked in our metal machine shed with the openings facing the 
transformer electrically shielded and the bed opening away from the transformer.  The 
electrical service to the shed was already disconnected thus preventing it from conducting the 
radiofrequencies in.)
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48. Both sons were affected, although our younger son was affected more severely.  After initial 
tachycardia incidents which we became aware of in the fall of 2010, they moved on to 
irregular heartbeat and heart rate which finally got quite slow and irregular, particularly 
during sleep.   Additionally, Holter monitoring found that both boys had sinus arrhythmia.    
This is consistent with the descriptions of stages one and two of radiofrequency sickness in 
Dodge (attached).  On a Holter monitor, our younger son only had a high of 242 bradycardia 
incidents hourly at the tent versus 1637 hourly at home.  Our older son had a high of 165 
bradycardia incidents hourly at home with no comparable due to a mistake on the part of the 
hospital.  Our younger son’s heart rate got so slow one night when we were forced by broken 
tent poles to sleep at home that he lost bladder control, wetting only his underwear because 
the volume of urine was so small.  When my wife went to him in response to his call, he was 
agitated and upset, but his heart rate was very slow and the beats were weak and irregular.  
This continued for a couple of hours.  We did not sleep in the house again after that until after 
the secondary lines were removed.

49. The deterioration in our health began shortly after the smart meters were installed in our area.  
Strong power line communication signals (likely related to broadband over power lines) in 
the 12.4 to 13.2 MHz and 25.5 to 26.3 MHz range along with communications signals 
radiating from our end of the line transformer and our home wiring seem to have been the 
final straw.

 
50. Signals in the 1 MHz to 80 MHz range used for broadband over power lines and 

communications signals are not supposed to cross the transformer.  However, what happens 
when the signal hits the end of the line has not been considered as far as I know.  Our 
experience suggests that it radiates and does cross the transformer enough to radiate off of the 
wiring and plumbing throughout the house at biologically-harmful levels.

51. We are now off-grid to protect our family’s health.

52. After going completely off-grid, I had three heavenly weeks.  I slept well, felt well, and had 
lots of energy.  Our pets’ health improved.  Most importantly, our sons’ cardiac rhythms had 
almost completely normalized.

53. Then, in early January 2012, 4G cellphone service was installed in our area.  Within a week, 
our sons’ cardiac rhythms were again highly irregular.  Our younger son was again waking us 
in the night crying and feeling unwell with a highly irregular cardiac rhythm. 

54. I screened all the windows with aluminum screen to reduce his exposure.  Again, he slept 
through the night and was less clingy, but their cardiac rhythms remained irregular.

55. We are currently essentially housebound, unable to spend significant time in houses or 
businesses which have transmitting meters, which includes almost every electrical service in 
our area. 

 
56. Due to the detrimental health effects that we experience, we are unable to visit friends and 

relatives who have transmitting meters. 
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57. We cannot completely escape the constant exposure from neighbors transmitting utility 
meters, 4G cellphones, and the power line frequencies which still radiate from the junction 
box down the road that terminates the line. 

 
58. As 2012 passed, we had to do more and more shielding to compensate for the ever increasing 

levels of radiation from wireless technology.  We have had to restrict the amount of time our 
outdoors-loving sons can be outside.  They are now only able to be out an hour a day.  If they 
are out more than that with any regularity their cardiac arrhythmias become severe enough 
that they become clingy and we are awakened in the night.

59. I am a beekeeper.  My bees used to be healthy.  The increased radiofrequency radiation in the 
last couple of years has not been good for their health.  We lost all of our hives over winter 
the past two years.  The winter of 2011-2012, with removing the transformer and its radiation 
from our yard, 80% survived the winter.  Last year with the 4G cell service and dramatically 
worse RF environment, we again lost all our bees by the end of winter.  Even losing one hive 
by the end of summer.   Radiofrequency radiation can interfere with bee navigational 
abilities, impair their immune systems, and therefore decrease the health and vigor of my 
hives.  Please see “The Birds, the Bees and Electromagnetic Pollution” by Dr. Andrew 
Goldsworthy, May 2009, for more information.

  
60. We do not want to continue to be guinea pigs for the government-sanctioned rollout of new 

technologies with insufficient safety standards, in total disregard for the Nuremberg Code of 
Ethics (http://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/archive/nurcode.html).  We do not want to continue to be 
part of the experiment being involuntarily carried out on the American people verifying the 
results of decades old research showing that the long-term health effects of these wireless 
signals can be profound and dangerous. (See Dodge) 

61. I have had difficulty keeping up with outdoor work such as planting, cultivating, harvesting, 
and animal care duties, as well as building maintenance projects, since I also feel unwell if I 
have to spend too much time outdoors.  We are working on shielding some of my working 
spaces, but the outdoors is my work area and there is no good way to shield that.

62. Radiofrequency radiation levels have climbed high enough that even being inside most of the 
time was not protective enough to keep our sons from being symptomatic.  We have had to 
begin shielding further.  Every little bit helps for awhile, then more people use their phones 
more, stream video more, etc and the levels increase further and we have to shield some 
more.  How long before radiofrequency radiation levels climb high enough that being outside 
at all is dangerous?  What happens when we have shielded the whole house and even so 
being inside does not offer enough protection?

63. I wonder if I will get to see my sons grow to adulthood together or if one or both will have 
their lives cut short by the lack of meaningful biologically-based safety limits for radiation 
from wireless devices.  They are sweet intelligent wonderful children and do not deserve to 
suffer or pay the final price so telecom companies can make more money.
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64. Our situation perfectly illustrates the absolute inadequacy - irrelevance even - of the FCC 
radiofrequency radiation limits for protecting human health.  These adverse effects are 
happening at levels far below existing radiofrequency radiation limits.

65. The FCC has asked for monetary costs, as though money is all that matters.  The meters 
necessary to verify RF related problems cost us over $1,500.  Going off-grid, which was 
necessary to protect the lives of our sons, cost us over $70,000 dollars based on simple 
addition of the costs of all the separate parts and steps necessary to make that happen.  The 
cost was that low because we were able to do much of the work ourselves.  The solar installer 
estimated that the system we wished to put in at that time would cost us over $80,000 just for 
the solar system, not including the new heating system, refrigerator, well-pump, super-
insulating the freezer, freezer generator, freezer/generator control switches, etc.

66. Shielding materials have cost us over $2,500 so far, also based on simple addition, and are 
likely to cost us at least $4,000 more just for the shielding materials, also based on simple 
addition.  It has cost over $7,000 to get new windows for the low E coating which helps 
block RF, again far less than most people would pay because I can install them.  I cannot 
stress enough that these are only the monetary costs and do not include the physical, 
emotional, and social price our family has been forced to pay for the FCC’s negligence in not 
implementing biologically-based safety limits.  We are not wealthy and do not earn vast sums 
each year so it is a real question as to how long we can continue to pay for the continuous 
upgrades necessary to protect our family’s health, yet how can we not?  But, if we lose the 
farm doing it, what will happen to us?

67. FCC negligence in not establishing meaningful RF safety limits has caused us to pay more 
for health insurance.  My diabetes diagnosis is probably due to “dirty” electricity exposure in 
my childhood, another potent source of exposure to RF.  My blood sugar levels, mentioned in 
paragraph 15 are quite reactive to RF radiation from wireless devices.  They are also reactive 
to “dirty” electricity.  RF exposures can stimulate autoimmune reactions.  My diabetes 
diagnosis put me in the uninsurable category.   I was fortunate to be able to get health 
insurance through the Wisconsin Health Insurance Risk Sharing Plan (HIRSP), however even 
with the subsidy it was quite a bit more expensive than insurance I could have gotten as a 
healthy young man.  We had to have HIRSP policies for our sons as well, not due to their 
health which was great prior to the RF toxicity problems outlined above, but because you 
cannot insure children without at least one adult as primary on the policy.  As an example of 
the great expense this caused us, the non-HIRSP insurance quote we got in 2012, necessary 
to re-apply to HIRSP, for the whole family was $713.54/month.  The premium for my 
insurance alone through HIRSP  at that same time for the same $1,000 deductible was $554/
month.  HIRSP premiums at that same time and deductible level were $729/month for 
Catherine and $387/month for each of the boys.  Up until the 2008 flood and policy changes 
allowed us to qualify for health insurance assistance we were paying similar large monthly 
premiums.  Thus, FCC negligence, resulting in the absence of biologically-based RF safety 
limits for electrical quality, caused my wife’s CFS diagnosis (actually RF sickness verified 
time and again by improvement in low RF environments) and my diabetes, and forced our 
family to pay significantly more (nearly 3 times more) for health insurance than we would 
otherwise have had to.
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68. Not only is the absence of biologically-based RF safety limits in violation of common sense, 
the Nuremberg Code of Ethics, and the principles of public health protection, but the 
promotion of wireless technology, a technology that so severely restricts the activities of a 
portion of the population, violates the ADA, including the 2008 ADA amendments.  The 
physical, social, and emotional costs of exclusion in spite of ADA protections and previous 
inclusion must be weighed in the EIS when it compares costs and benefits of the existing RF 
limits and enacting biologically-based RF safety limits. 

69. The levels of radiation our family experiences on a daily basis from transmitting utility 
meters, cellphones, cell towers, wireless broadband, and other sources,  - WITHOUT OUR 
PERMISSION - is already causing serious daily health problems for us.  (All from devices 
that are supposedly individually compliant with the meaningless thermally-based FCC 
radiofrequency radiation limits.)

70. The FCC has no expertise for evaluating radiofrequency research and setting biologically-
based safety limits.  The FCC is not serving the public well by allowing the public health to 
be endangered by their lack of expertise.  The FCC needs to tell Congress that they lack the 
needed expertise and ask Congress to provide funding to the EPA and invest them with the 
authority to set the biologically-based safety limits necessary to protect the public health and 
safety.

71. Without conservative safety standards designed to protect the public health of our entire 
population during continuous exposures from all detrimental health effects and the rigorous 
enforcement of such standards, we fear the long-term hazards to our family's health.

72.  We have a right to be safe in our homes and our schools and workplaces, and we have a right 
to modern safety standards based on current science, not mistaken assumptions (the thermal 
model) and wishful thinking. 

73. The existing FCC radiofrequency radiation exposure limits are way too high.  Severe 
biological effects occur at far lower levels, as demonstrated by my family’s experience, as 
well as in studies.  If the FCC persists in ignoring this fact and does not adopt biologically-
based radiofrequency radiation safety limits, it will be directly responsible for the ill health, 
even death, of millions of people.  (See the 2012 BioInitiative Report - http://
www.bioinitiative.org/ - for mechanisms and diseases for which links have been made in 
recent scientific literature and  Dodge - incorporated by reference herein in its entirety http://
www.magdahavas.com/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2010/08/Dodge_1969.pdf - for 
connections made over 40 years ago.)
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74. I reaffirm that the information contained in the paragraphs above are true and correct.

75. End of affidavit.

Dated this ~ day of November 2013.

State of Wisconsin ]
] ss.

County of Jefferson ]

Subscribed and sworn to (or affirmed) before me this () I day of November, 2013, by Daniel Kleiber of
N9387 Riverview Dr., Waterloo, WI 53594, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis of
satisfactory evidence to be the person who appeared before me.

Notary Public Seal
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Radiation Sickness; Susan MacKay Comments, Sep. 3, 2013
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The FCC standards for human exposure to radio frequency (RF) radiation should, in my opinion, be

much more restrictive.  Current standards use only the thermal model of harm as the basis for

determining RF radiation safely policies.  This is not sufficient and does not address the harm caused

by the non-thermal biological effects from radiation transmitted by all forms of wireless electronic

devices.  The standards should be changed to take into account, and protect the public from, these

non-thermal biological effects.

 

I have become electrochemically sensitive from exposures to radio frequencies from cell towers, cell

phones, smart meters and other wireless devices.  I cannot live in proximity to, or use, any of these

devices.  Because of my reactions to RF frequencies, I have had to relocate to a rural area where I

am away from RF exposures which cause me to have severe migraine headaches, painful and

debilitating muscle spasms, insomnia, and cognitive and memory problems.  Now there is a new cell

towers being built within a few miles of my home and smart meters being installed by the electric

power company.  These encroachments on my "safe" space will make it very difficult, if not

impossible, for me to avoid RF exposures.

 

I urge you to make the standards for installation and use of wireless devices more restrictive so that

the public will have some protection from the proliferation of these devices across all parts of our

country without consideration of the devastating health effects they can cause.
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FCC 12-152

Before the 
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of )
)

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking )
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003) ) ET Docket No. 03-137

)  
And )

                     )  
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services ) WT Docket No. 12-357
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the )
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of )
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and )
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95 )

To: Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Comment Filed by:  Theresa McCarthy
8746 Wahl Street
Santee, CA 92071
theresamcc@msn.com

March 4, 2013
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AFFIDAVIT OF Theresa McCarthy

State of    California  ]
  

San Diego  County ]

I,  Theresa McCarthy, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge.

Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357.

1.  My name is Theresa McCarthy .  My address is 8746 Wahl Street, Santee, CA 92071.

2.  I  am employed as an Administrative Assistant.

3. A smart meter was installed on my condo unit, a community of 119 units side-by-side 

of approx 800 sq ft -1020 sq ft each with electric meters attached to each unit and approx 

5-10 feet to the closest room of each unit, those being a bedroom and the kitchen. The 

Attachment A image shows one rowhouse of 7 condos (119 units in the community) and 

proximity of each unit to the other.  A wireless meter is on each unit's wall nearest a 

bedroom and in the patio.  The neighborhood is comprised of other condo communities.

4. Within a few months  a skin lesion suddenly appeared on my face above the right 

upper eyelid, it concerned me but I did not quickly seek medical advice as it was not 

painful and instead I kept checking it for any change.

5. During that time I had become aware of a strange and worrisome bodily sensation at 

my small 822 sq ft home (where I used wireless internet connection & a cell phone) that 

had  become  unmistakeably  intense  with  what  felt  like  heart  palpitations  and  sleep 

disturbance.   As  an  individual  that  loves  a  good night  of  restful  sleep;  this  was  not 

imagined.  When the lesion appeared and then stayed, the instant connection in my mind 

to information I had read about Radiation Frequency frightened me.

6. I  came to learn  that  FCC’s  current  RF safety guidelines  do not take into account 

published research on the bioloigcal effects brought on by the ability of RF signals to 

communicate  with  living  tissue  and  that  IARC  of  the  World  Health  Organization 

classified radiofrequency radiation as a class 2B possible carcinogen in May 2011. 

2
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7. I also learned from a retired electrical engineer that “Fast reproducing and dividing 

living cells in all living things appear to have some degree of vulnerability when in close 

proximity to such potential RADHAZ power sources as electrical equipment. Few dare to 

take a stand on this subject or even seek funding to conduct effective research studies. 

Such a controversial subject can lead to unknown future results and expenses.” 

8. I made changes:  a) ordered removal of the Smart Meter attached to my home, b) 

ceased wireless internet connectivity within my home, c) ceased keeping my cell phone 

on my person, d) avoid locations  with wifi  connectivity  as much as possible,  and e) 

resorted to shutting off all energy power strips when any electrical unit's power is not in 

use within my home.

9. The skin lesion which had appeared near my eye, vanished.  My sleep pattern resolved 

and sense of normalcy returned versus the strange, constant, static nervousness, I had felt.

10. Scientific evidence is mounting as is public awareness as outlined by these points and 

references:

• 2012  BioInitiative  Report  classifies  radiofrequency  radiation  as  a  carcinogen. 

http://www.bioinitiative.org

• “Public  safety  standards  are  1,000  –  10,000  or  more  times  higher  than  levels  now 

commonly  reported  in  mobile  phone  base  station  studies  to  cause 

bioeffects.”(http://www.bioinitiative.org/conclusions/) 

• The  Fenton  Reaction,  which  is  partially  responsible  for  the  carcinogenic  nature  of 

exposure to low levels of ionizing radiation, also occurs with exposure to radiofrequency 

radiation. See 2012 BioInitiative Report. 

• The FCC has a duty to the public to protect the public health and safety from harm from 

radiofrequency radiation. 

• US  citizens  and  tax  payers  deserve  radiofrequency  radiation  safety  limits  based  on 

biology, not physics. In order for the FCC to fulfill its Congressional mandate to protect 

the public health and safety from harm from radiofrequency radiation it must update its  

RF safety regulations. 

“In  the  Telecom  Act  of  1996  Congress  directed  the  FCC  to  set  its  own  RF  safety  

regulations for emissions from Personal Wireless Services Facilities (PWSF). The House 

Committee on Commerce said it was the Commission’s responsibility to adopt uniform 

RF regulations “with adequate safeguards of the public health and safety.” (H.R. Report 

No. 104-204, p. 94) 

3
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The  FCC’s  failure  to  protect  the  health  and  safety  of  citizens  by  providing  updated 

biologically- based RF safety limits on electromagnetic radiation exposure goes to the 

heart  of  the Chevron and Massachusetts v.  EPA rulings on an agency’s  authority to 

disregard its Congressional mandate. Such agency action and inaction are “arbitrary and 

capricious…[and] otherwise not in accordance with law.” (Massachusetts v.  EPA, 549 

U.S. 497, 534-535 (2007)) 

The  statute  requiring  the  FCC  to  adopt  and  update  RF  safety  regulations  is  not 

ambiguous,  and therefore the clear  intent  of  Congress applies.”  EMR Policy Institute 

Comment in FCC Docket 

• FCC does not possess the expertise to set biologically-based radiofrequency radiation 

safety limits. EPA does. Therefore, the FCC should advocate that Congress direct the 

EPA to establish biologically-based radiofrequency radiation safety limits and provide the 

budget and resources to carry out that task. 2012 HR6358 was an excellent example of 

legislation to authorize the EPA to establish biologically-based radiofrequency radiation 

safety limits 

• Compliance with FCC radiofrequency radiation limits is often cited as an excuse to ignore 

evidence  of  harm  by  transmitting  utility  meters…etc  and  force  harmful  exposure  on 

people against their will. Be sure to support with documentation from your experience. 

• A moratorium should  be  placed  on  sales  of  new spectrum,  transmitting  utility  meter 

installation,  and  installation  of  additional  base  stations  for  wireless  service  while 

biologically-based safety limits are being developed. 

11.  Exponential RF exposure within multi-unit residential communities, such as in my 

case, is an immediate, tremendous, health and safety issue.

12.  All humans, especially the most vulnerable, from the unborn developing infant to the 

elderly, rely on expedient, earnest, and diligent government response, regulation, policy 

protections and enforcement to shield humans from the invisible, increasing, onslaught of 

RF.   

Respectfully submitted by:

Theresa McCarthy

8746 Wahl Street

Santee, CA 92071

March 4, 2013      

4

JA 09091

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 214 of 454



Radiation Sickness; L S Murphy Comments, Jul. 11, 2016

JA 09092

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 215 of 454



 
ID  10712942612314 

Proceedings 
GN 14-177 
IB 15-256 
WT 10-112 
IB 97-95 
ET 13-84 

Names of Filers L S,Murphy 
Type of Filing COMMENT      Filing Status DISSEMINATED 
Viewing Status Unrestricted 
Date Received Jul 11, 2016      Date Posted Jul 12, 2016 
Address 1191 telegraph road 
City west chester    State PA     ZIP 19380 
 
Brief Comment 
i strongly oppose implementing the 5G network. I am electromagnetically sensitive and can no 
longer tolerate wifi, cell phones or smart meters. Because of the proliferation of wireless technology, 
as opposed to wired fiber optic technology, I am confined mostly to my home, the interior of which i 
have been forced to protect with EMF shielding paint and emf shielding curtains in the windows. This 
is an intolerable situation that the wireless industry has disregarded the rights of all US citizens to 
enjoy this wonderful country of ours, and especially the disabled, like myself. The recent National 
Toxicology Program study has confirmed what thousands of previous independent scientific studies 
have shown: wireless technology causes harm, and we should not be exposed to it if we choose not 
to be exposed to it; this 5G technology serves only one purpose: enrich the wireless industry at the 
expense of the health of everyone exposed to wireless technology, which already has caused 
increases in autism, alzheimers, obesity, infertility, brain cancer and the inability to heal from 
oxidative stress injuries. One presidential candidate has formulated a campaign slogan: "Make 
America Great Again." While I do not endorse any presidential candidate, I do endorse that slogan. 
One way to "make America great again" is to reduce unnecessary environmental exposure to EMF 
for the health of all people in the US and for the sake of the environment. This country should be the 
world leader in health and in many other areas. It is not. Our health standards and our environmental 
standards are way below many other countries. Many European countries and Russia are far ahead 
of us in the arena of EMF exposure safety limits. Let's start protecting the health of our children and 
grandchildren and the elderly and disabled, and no longer yield to the pressure from the cell phone 
and wireless industries. Please look ahead, as Teddy Roosevelt did more than a century ago, 
establishing a national park system, after seeing how much of the country was being gobbled up by 
development. Resist the pressure from industry to sell more gadgets in the present, at the expense 
of the future of this planet. Listen to the scientists and doctors who have studied the effects of low 
level EMF on humans. And listen to all of us who are electromagnetically sensitive, and are already 
barred from taking part in many of the activities that we used to enjoy so much, all due to the 
proliferation of wireless radiation signals in the air. Don't make it any worse, and work to reduce our 
exposure, not to increase it. Thank you. Laura Sunstein Murphy, PhD, Esquire 
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FCC 
Comments on Notice of Inquiry,  
ET Docket No. 13-84 
 
Patricia Burke 
77 Himelfarb Street  
Millis, MA 02054 
 

 

I’m Patricia Burke.  I’m speaking about civil rights, and health, in favor new FCC 

guidelines in alignment with the precautionary principle, and recognition of 

biological impact below the thermal threshold for non‐ionizing radiation.  I’ve 

lived most of my life in Massachusetts. Unfortunately, I lived in Northern 

California from 2008‐2010, and my health was destroyed as the result of smart 

meter installation. I’ve moved 16 times in 6 years. 

 

I’m a lightning strike survivor. I was injured while lifeguarding on a beach in 

Hopkinton.MA in the 1970’s. I avoid store security systems, airport scanners, cell 

towers, and wireless devices.   

 

For me, RF causes a spike in blood pressure, changes in cardiac function, 

impaired digestion, and a simultaneous sense of feeling overcharged, exhausted, 

out of rhythm, with urgent thirst.  In short, I re‐experience the lightning strike 

response. If the United States examined rather than ignored two thousand health 

complaints in CA alone, affecting mostly women, the mechanism of injury could 

have already been addressed regarding the smart meters.  
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However, my uninformed physician suggested that I eat more fiber, move to 

Montana, or see a psychiatrist. Because there is no medical coding or recognition 

of EMF health impacts, there is no data.  

 

Despite the Dept. of Justice questioning how affected individuals will be 

accommodated back in 2002,  the question is no longer whether these affected 

individuals can buy stamps or serve jury duty. It is whether they have the basic 

right to live in their own homes, or anywhere. What percentage of the U.S. 

population should be so marginalized? 

   

 

This health challenge has been called premature aging syndrome.  Many 

individuals have unwittingly crossed a line to support human experimentation 

without knowledge or consent. This includes placing (cheap) micro‐chipped 

appliances in homes of low‐income families under the guise of weatherization 

grants in order to test grid technologies.  I chose my words carefully.  These are 

not the values of United States residents, who were not consulted, and instead 

are being subjected to convert installations and upgrades of utility meters. The 

FCC has the responsibility to draw a line addressing the disregard for human 

rights, and the rights of all of nature, regarding technologies that have never 

been proven safe. Thank you. 
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Comments on Notice of Inquiry, ET Docket No. 13-84

The current RFR exposure limits have impacted my well-being and caused me to experience health

problems.  I have for 20 years had to avoid wireless devices such as Wi-Fi and cordless phones in

the home.  Their presence always induced an inability to concentrate and deep brain fog.

When a smart meter was attached to my house I immediately experienced an inability to mentally

focus and exhaustion.  Upon continued exposure this developed into a deep inner ear pressure, heat,

and pain.  I had to camp out away from my home for months until I could get an opt out option in

which the transmitting module was removed.

Now that I have been sensitized by exposure to a smart meter, I experience this deep ear pressure

and pain when around RFs that did not previously affect me.  The Dect phones and Wi-Fi?s that are

ubiquitous in most public buildings and private dwellings make it very difficult for me to go anywhere.

Electrosensitivity is one of the most limiting disabilities one can experience in our wireless world.  This

sensitization is permanent and avoidance is the only recourse.

Please lower the RF exposure limits to truly protect the population, and especially those of us who

are most vulnerable, from the non-thermal health impacts of RF.  

JA 09098

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 221 of 454



Radiation Sickness; E Renaud Comments, Aug. 18, 2013

JA 09099

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 222 of 454



Comments on Notice of Inquiry, ET Docket No. 13-84 / 03-137 
 
 
In January 2013 (after the smart meter was installed) strange things starting happening to 
my body.   I didn’t know what was going on.   I heard high pitched sounds and then a 2-toned 
noise that wouldn’t stop.   It continually woke me up.   My sleep was being affected so I 
started sleeping in a different room, but that didn’t help.   I was waking up every couple hours 
either from heart palpitations or the noise.    
 
The sleep deprivation was seriously affecting me and my job.   Two of my neighbors 
informed me that they also had similar symptons and it happened after their smart meter was 
installed.   I had no idea what a smart meter was. 
 
I contacted my electric company to no avail.  The lack of sleep and the ignorance of what 
was happening to my healthy body was incapacitating me quickly.    I put one and one 
together and realized the smart meter on the wall next to the bedroom might be the problem.    
Sleeping at the other side of the house helped only slightly, I still woke up every couple hours 
with this pulsing in my body and the noise in my ears and head. 
 
I was forced to ask my employer to let me work part time because I had to get some sleep. 
I had to take a cut in pay, a cut in hours, and also a demotion in my job description.   
 
I finally told the power company to remove the meter.   They refused.   I then told them, to 
remove the meter, or else turn off my power and then remove the meter.    After a week or so 
of their contemplating what to do, they removed the meter and replaced it with an old analog 
meter – but only temporarily they said.    I had hoped this would solve the problem.   It did 
not.   My neighbor’s smart meter is about 10 feet from my bedroom and the electric pole 
where the meter is transmitting to is just across the street from my house.   
 
In order to get sleep, I had to find somewhere else other than my house.    I tried a 
neighbor’s house who didn’t have a smart meter.   It was a little better, but the noise  and 
strange feelings were still there.    I tried a neighbor’s motor home but the noise and heart 
palpitations were still there. 
 
At this time I was also driving as far away from the city limits as I could in an attempt to get 
away from the pulsations and noise and electricity.    Driving for 2 or more hours to try and 
get away from “electricity”? was adding to the physical and mental stress. 
 
I started sleeping (in desperation) on a chaise lounge outside (in the middle of the winter – 
January/February/March).   I could still hear the sounds traveling around the city almost 
constantly.   I slept out in the open for many weeks.   Ear plugs didn’t really help this 
pulsating feeling and the sound, but I did manage to get a few hours sleep almost every 
night, in order to be able to keep my job and sanity. 
 
Also there was pain behind my eyes, and strange red marks that looked like broken blood 
vessels would appear and go away after a week or so.    
 
I work with the public in a health food store.   During this time, several people came up to me 
and mentioned to me the problems they were having sleeping and the constant noise.  Proof 
to me that something very strange was going on in the atmosphere.   
 
I am an avid reader, but because of the physical and mental stress and the constant “noise” I 
got to the point I not could concentrate enough to read.    My life was focused on getting 
through work, dinner and sleeping. 
 
When the rainy season began, I started sleeping in a tent. 
 
At one point in time during this, I was having pains in my chest.   I went to an Emergi-clinic.   
They thought I might be having a heart attack or something and sent me to the Hospital 
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Emergency Room.   They took x-rays, etc., but nothing was found wrong.    I had also gone 
to an ear specialist to see if there was anything wrong with my ears.    I had a clean bill of 
health from him also.     
 
Sleeping in a tent added to my hours that I could sleep.   The heart palpitations decreased 
over time.    And now the 2-toned noise has decreased quite a bit.   Either I have gotten used 
to it, or, I believe, the power company has adjusted somehow whatever it is they are doing 
through the electric wires and the smart meters.     
 
I hear constant high pitched noise pretty much all the time.  There is a pressure in my head 
when I am in certain areas (the bedroom is one).   And there is a constant struggle to 
maintain energy and concentration. 
 
I just take as much as I can and some days are worse than others.    
 
Right now, the main physical affects I have are the constant hissing sound, and a lack of 
energy.    There is still a constant battle to maintain sleep.   It is rarely “sound” sleep. 
I should say that I am a person who never EVER had a problem sleeping.    
 
I have lived in my home for over 30 years.   I had planned to work at least 3-5 more years 
before I retired.    Now I just hope to be able to work another 4 months.    Since no one will 
take responsibility for the damage to people’s health that is happening here, disability would 
be very hard to prove to the government.   Most doctors either won’t admit what is happening 
or have not a clue what is happening. 
 
Now that I have researched what is going on across America and the world with these smart 
meters and cell towers and massive grids and microwave radiation, I understand what is 
happening to my body and to others as well.     
 
Unfortunately, I cannot see what is happening INSIDE my body.    What the electric 
companies and cell companies, and governments, etc., are doing to the world is nothing 
short of evil.    No one can hide from this, and as they continue to increase this problem, 
without adequate regulations, more and more people are going to be affected and suffer.    
 
http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/comment/confirm?confirmation=2013817074220 
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To the FCC – COMPLAINT! 
 
We are without electricity after over 12 weeks of having been wrongly disconnected by Central 
Hudson.  Keep in mind, there was no effort on behalf of Central Hudson, prior to them coming to clip our wires 
at the pole, right in front of me, to resolve this issue – even after they had been sent numerous, certified, return 
receipt documents, indicating why we absolutely must have our analog meter restored and giving them over 2 
months to do so.  Even after knowing that I had gotten very ill from the smart meter (YES, this IS what the 
meter they had our home was – no matter how much they deny it!) and that I was then hospitalized for 2 days 
standing 8 feet from that meter and diagnosed with a mini stroke – even though ALL my tests – an EEG, an 
MRI, a CATScan, and scanning my heart arteries and major arteries in the throat area – were all 100% 
CLEAR!  I was told by the doctors that they were amazed that someone my age was in such good health – 
AND YET, I had a mini stroke standing 8 feet from that meter and upon being released, was told that I am now 
at HIGH RISK of a full blown stroke! 
 
The smart meter was installed without Central Hudson ever having told us they would install it, without Central 
Hudson educating us about the meter, and without Central Hudson ever asking us if they could install a 
radiating device on our home.  The doctors at the hospital also told me that after leaving the hospital I was now 
at high risk of having a full blown stroke!  THIS IS WHY WE WERE FORCED TO TAKE THINGS INTO OUR 
OWN HANDS AND REMOVE THE METER – 100% SELF DEFENSE – AFTER HAVING CENTRAL HUDSON 
IGNORE OUR REQUESTS FOR OVER 2 MONTHS – ONLY THEN DID WE REPLACE THEIR RADIATING 
SMART METER WITH A BRAND NEW, SAFE, ZEROED OUT, CALIBRATED GE ANALOG METER!  We 
video taped the replacement, zooming in on the numbers so that they could not accuse us of stealing 
electricity, and we zoomed in on the analog meter wheel turning and everything working perfectly.  We also 
reminded them that we were the ONLY people on our block with a smart meter, and thus it would not be an 
inconvenience for them to read the meter as they already had to come down our block to read our neighbors 
meters. We then sent their smart meter, the DVD and a final letter to both the President and the CEO of 
Central Hudson.  This was on May 16th.  On May 20th, Central Hudson sent someone to our home, without any 
notice, and without any explanation, and the worker clipped our wires at the pole with a big pair of clippers, 
right in front of me.  My neighbor was a witness.   
 
We are well aware that both Central Hudson and our NY PSC (the organization that is supposed to be 
assisting customers in resolving issues with the utility company!) tell your office and EVERYONE who inquires, 
that the meters they are installing are “not smart meters” (a false statement) and that they are “safe” (another 
false statement).  We can prove to you this is false information.   
 
We know that our NY PSC and Central Hudson claim we had an “ERT” meter and that it is not a “smart meter”.  
And yes, even though they both say “there are no smart meters in the state of new york” – this is a false 
statement.  They can change the name of the meter, and try to use all kinds of “smoke screens and mirrors” to 
make it look like it is not a smart meter, but it is – without a doubt – a smart meter or at the very least, a meter 
that is able to be converted to a smart meter at any time with a flick of a switch or a minor revision.  The meter 
on our home, regardless of what they want to call it, was a microwave pulsing meter, which emitted harmful 
EMR every 14 seconds or so, 24/7!!!  They want these meters on every home and business and they want it 
done fast. This is happening simultaneously with utility companies across our nation – and in other 
countries as well.  There are people fighting this all over the world!  This fact alone SHOULD cause a 
HUGE red flag of concern to be raised in the minds of those who have the people's interest at heart.   
 
You should know that the meters they say are “safe”, what they are now calling “ERT meters” (by the way, the 
actual meter used to have the words “Smart Meter” on them – until they discovered people were on to them 
and then they started having the manufactures remove those two words) – broadcast pulsing microwave EMF 
radiation, and thus cause negative health effects – no mater what they call them – no matter what false 
statements they make!   
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We have spoken with 5 different employees in Smart Meter departments of the manufacturers of these meters 
(GE and Landis+Gyr) and they have told us (in writing) that the model number we had on our home (GE I-210) 
is, in fact, a Smart Meter.  It is on their website as well.  We asked SPECIFICALLY if our model/make of meter 
(GE I-210) would NOT be called a smart meter and was whether it would actually be referred to as an ERT 
meter – and a GE smart meter department employee told us, “No, that is definitely a smart meter – not an ERT 
meter.  It has an ERT module in it, but it is definitely a smart meter!”  GE's OWN WEBSITE states they are 
Smart Meters!!! 
 
We were told that it is “illegal to install Smart Meters in the State of New York” by Central Hudson AND by the 
NY PSC.  If this is true, this issue should be deemed urgent and of top priority. 
 
Neither the NY Public Service Commission nor Central Hudson (nor anyone else) has the right to force 
us or ANYONE to live with these emissions in our living spaces nor do they have the right to deny us a 
basic human right and vital need, in this case electricity, because we won't comply with the NY Public 
Service Commission's authorization of these unsafe, not UL approved, unlawful pulsing microwave 
ERT meter being placed on our home.  Further, we have every right to have our electricity restored, 
contrary to what the NY PSC states - that we “did something wrong” by replacing a radiating, pulsing 
microwave meter ourselves with a safe, analog meter.   
 
For your information, IT IS A LAW that a person 62 or over cannot have their electricity shut off – and my 
significant other, Stephen Romine, is 62 years of age.  It also states that the electric company MUST give you 
prior notice – which they did not.  When this was pointed out to the NY PSC, they simply “changed the rules” 
and stated that because we took the smart meter off the home ourselves that these laws do not apply to us.   
 
THE LAW STATES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Central Hudson's procedures and safeguards work and how you can contact us. In addition, it explains the 
rights you are entitled to as a residential Central Hudson customer under the New York State Public Service 
Commission Rules and the Home Energy Fair Practices Act (HEFPA). 
 
Protections for Utility Customers 
 
Residential gas, electric, and steam consumers are protected by the Home Energy Fair Practices Act (HEFPA), 
also known as "The Utility Consumers' Bill of Rights." The law went into effect in 1981 and helps keep gas, 
electric and steam service on. It establishes, among other rights, protections against shutoffs, restrictions on 
deposits and the right to a payment plan. Here are some highlights of the Home Energy Fair Practices Act. 
 

Special Protections for Disabled or Elderly Consumers - Customers who are elderly, blind or disabled: 

No utility shall terminate, disconnect or suspend or refuse to restore service where a residential customer is 
know to or identified to the utility to be blind, disabled or 62 years of age or older... 

Gas, Electric and Steam Customers 

Personal Contact Before Shutoff 

Your utility company must call or, if they can't reach you, make a personal visit to your home 72 hours before a 
scheduled shutoff and/or to try to work out a payment plan. 

It is a known fact as demonstrated by thousands of military reports done since the 1930's, that the effects of 
low level, pulsing, microwave radiation on the human being is harmful and can cause an array of negative 
health effects.  These reports were done in the development of pulsing microwave weapons and have all been 
declassified for everyone to read.  You can find them easily online.  Note that these documents state “100% 
of the population will be affected by LOW LEVEL PULSING MICROWAVE RADIATION! 
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It is a known fact that this pulsing microwave radiation – no matter how “low level” they claim it is – causes all 
kinds of ill health affects.  Look at the ABSOLUTE PROOF we are providing you.  The false statements made 
indicating these meters are “safe” is NOT accurate and based upon research that was done in the 1970's.  I 
understand your husband is a physicist – so he surely must know of The BioInitiative Report 2012, a recent 
1500 page report, prepared by 29 authors from ten countries, ten holding medical degrees (MDs), 21 
PhDs, and three MsC, MA or MPHs.  Among the authors are three former presidents of the Bio-
Electromagnetic Society, and five full members of BEMS.  This document makes it clear that the standards that 
our utility companies and our PSC are deeming “safe” are grossly outdated and no longer anywhere close to 
being “safe”.  Almost all other countries have updated their standards to meet today's research and these 
standards are MUCH lower than the USA.  In the USA that number is 600-1000 and in other countries that 
number is 10 – a drastic and shocking difference in terms of safe levels determined, wouldn't you say? 
 
There is NO scientific data to determine if there is a safe RF exposure level regarding its non-thermal effects!  
Governmental agencies for protecting public health and safety should be much more vigilant towards 
involuntary environmental exposures! 
 
Below we have provided you with links that will be extremely informative and crucial for you to look at carefully.  
Please take the time to look at each link.   
 
Please take some time to look at the following – they are each extremely educational and informative: 
 

1) http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gR8tILAxhjI   If you cannot find with this link, go to YouTube and type 
in the search box, "Face to Face with Smart Meters".  A woman from Canada speaks about the fact 
that our World Health Organization IS recognizing RF as Class B2 Carcinogen, ETC. 

 
2) http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c-F3nf47kAs  If you cannot find with this link, go to YouTube and type 

in the search box, "National Day Of Action Against Smart Meters with Jerry Flynn"  Jerry Flynn – a 
retired Navy man who worked for over 20 years in EMF / EMR warfare technologies.  Here he speaks 
directly to the Smart Meter issue and addresses point by point concerns – with absolute PROOF to 
back it up! 

 
3) http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=n7L21XOC2wA  - If you cannot find with this link, go to YouTube and 

type in the search box, "Public Health Physician Warns of Smart Meters..."  Dr. David O. Carpenter 
– a Harvard Medical School-trained physician who headed up the New York State Dept. of Public 
Health for 18 years before becoming Dean of the School of Public Health at the University of Albany, 
NY, where he currently is the Director of the Institute for Health and the Environment. 

 
4) http://www.electrosmogprevention.org/public-health-alert/smart-meters-radiation-exposure-up-to-160-

times-more-than-cell-phones-hirsch/  Scroll down the page to watch the video with Hirsch and what he 
has to say.  A hard copy of his report is also enclosed. 

 
5) http://www.smartmeterdangers.org  Please go to this site and click on all links on first page in order to 

educate yourselves! 
 

6) http://www.bioinitiative.org   **  PRIORITY –  important information on Health issues. 
 
Please note and be aware, that The BioInitiative Report 2012 is 1500 pages in length. This report is based 
upon 1800 new studies. The Bio Initiative 2012 Report has been prepared by 29 authors from ten countries, 
ten holding medical degrees (MDs), 21 PhDs, and three MsC, MA or MPHs. Among the authors are three 
former presidents of the Bioelectromagnetics Society, and five full members of BEMS.  
 
Dr. David O Carpenter, MD, USA is one of the authors of the Bio Initiative Report 2012– and he is located in 
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Albany, New York.  Dr. Carpenter is a public health physician whose current position is Director of the Institute 
for Health and the Environment at the University at Albany, as well as Professor of Environmental Health 
Sciences within the School of Public Health at the University at Albany.  
 
That having been said, and in an effort to save you time, we are providing you with what we feel are key 
areas to read within that report.  Of course, you need not limit yourself to our suggestions.   
 
Our suggested reading of the BioInitiative Report are as follows: 
 
SECTION 4 – Evidence for Inadequacy of the Standards: 
 
Chapter II:  USGAO (Government Accounting Office Report of 2012) 
 

Chapter III:  International Agency for Research on Cancer - World Health Organization Classifies Radio 
Frequency Radiation as 2B Possible Human Carcinogen 
 

Chapter V:  President's Cancer Panel Report of 2010 
 

Chapter IX:  European Union Treaty Article 174 
 

Summary:  Please read the entire Summary – it holds a wealth of knowledge 
 
Contrary to what Central Hudson is telling their customers and the press, we have measured these meters all 
over Woodstock, NY (where we live) and they do, in fact, emit radiation spikes about every 14 seconds or 
so – not what Central Hudson employees are stating – which is “4-6 times per day” nor “several seconds once 
or twice a month” (as noted in a Letter to the Editor – April 18th, 2013 – from the Senior Vice President of 
Central Hudson, in our local Woodstock Times newspaper).   
 

Please look at the PSC hearing in Sacramento, where the utility company there (SMUD) was stating this exact 
same false statements about this same issue – telling their customers that the radiation spikes only occurred 4-
6 times per day (or something close to this number) and when they were under oath, in front of a judge, they 
had to admit the truth – the meters spiked radiation over 13,000 times per day.  SMUD was then ordered to 
take every digital meter off every home and business in Sacramento and replace them with safe, analog 
meters – if the customer decided to take advantage of the new Opt Out program.  SMUD was given 30 days to 
do this.  At the very LEAST, the state of New York should have an Opt Out program for it's customers!  
This was part of a bill that got squashed before it made it through the entire system.  Please look this up! 
 

The ERT meters that Central Hudson claims are “safe” also radiate at higher than safe levels and they do so 
when ever the spiking occurs 24/7 – every 14 seconds or so.  So even though Central Hudson is trying to pull 
the wool over the eyes of their customers, we know the truth about the supposed “safe” ERT meters that they 
have begun to install after the customers started to realize they were installing Smart Meters.  IN FACT, we 
heard directly from a Central Hudson employee, who installs the meters, that he was told to “install an 
ERT meter when the customer complains about a Smart Meter being installed” and that “the agenda is 
to have these broadcasting two way communication meters (ALL which emit radiation spikes OFTEN 
on 24/7 basis) on every home and business by the end of the year”!  
 
We let Central Hudson know from the beginning that there is someone sick in our home and that we wanted 
our analog meter to be restored.  We let them know again – after getting no response – that that same person 
was hospitalized for 2 days.  We did our best in many attempts to get Central Hudson to replace the Smart 
Meter with a safe, Analog Meter, and received attempts to contact us and no attempts of resolution.  When I 
was released from the hospital, the hospital informed us that I was now at high risk for a full on, debilitating 
stroke. We simply could not take that risk by leaving the Smart Meter on our home!  We explained this to 
Central Hudson.  We believe that the PSC and Central Hudson created an “unsafe situation” on, around and 
within our home when they installed a pulsing, microwave meter (without our consent or knowledge) and that 
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we were the recipients of that harm – contrary to their conclusions that we were the ones who created an 
unsafe situation by removing the meter from our home.  We were under severe amounts of pressure with a 
threat of a full blown stroke on the horizon if we did not remove that smart meter from our home.  We acted in 
self defense – period. 
 

Please take some time to find and read the below documentation for your perusal – we urge you to read them 
thoroughly: 
 

 Getting Smart About the Smart Grid 
 The Cindy Sage Report 
 The BioInitiative Report of 2012 
 The AAEM information on this issue 

 

Central Hudson (“CH”) did finally contact us AFTER cutting our wires (no surprise there) – to offer to restore 
our power IF we paid them an extortion fee of $385 and IF we would allow them to install one of their ERT 
meters - which also radiates every 14-30 seconds – pulsing, microwave radiation!    
 
We informed CH the only meter we could accept would be, as stated from day one, is an analog meter.    
 CH told us that they did not have the analog meters anymore, even though we had no trouble 
whatsoever ordering a brand new analog meter online!   
 
We informed CH we have a brand new analog meter on our home and that we ordered it very easily 
online and that IF certification and safety were the issue, then we would happily offer to have CH or the NY 
PSC come to our home and certify this existing meter, which was working perfectly before they cut our wires.   
 CH and the NY PSC said they could not do that with no further explanation provided.   
 
We have asked to have a true analog meter restored to our property - period.  We have been very specific and 
said that we would not and cannot, (due to health risks that we made crystal clear to them over the past 2 
months), accept any meter that has any of the following: 
 

 SMPS, Switch Mode Power Supply 
 RF Transmitter or transmissions 
 Antenna 
 PC printed circuit board 
 Interface port for upload or download of data 

 

We also required a clear “yes” or “no” answer as to whether or not Central Hudson's analog meter meets the 
above requirements from the manufacturer and that includes the exact make and model of the meter selected 
by Central Hudson.  We told them that we would be checking the meter they installed for radiation with our 
brand new, Megahertz Solutions, high frequency analyzer. 
 

Based upon the evidence demonstrated in documentation and links provided herein, we believe that we have a 
right to NOT have a radiating emitting device on our home of any kind.  There is no doubt that EMF radiation 
has adverse health effects, as proven in above research and documentation supplied.  There is no doubt that 
adverse health affects were incurred by two individuals, due to the smart meter installed – myself and my 
significant other, Steve Romine.   
 

Raji (Nicole) Nevin:  Adverse health affects were initially dizziness, spiking headaches, severe vertigo, nausea 
and brain fog.  On May 7th, mini-stroke and hospitalized for 2 days - still not fully recovered from this incident. 
 

Stephen Romine:  Adverse health affects were a persistent and severe neck pain, due to inflammation, 
requiring him to take a pain killer (Advil) ongoing and daily, twice per day.  Since the smart meter was removed, 
the neck pain is no longer present and he is no longer is taking any pain killers. 
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We believe that we are not be required to live in our own home with a class b2 carcinogen being broadcasting 
out into our front yard or through our electrical wiring.  Once again, we state the resolution we are seeking from 
our NY PSC and Central Hudson – and have been seeking all along – is that we will only accept a safe, analog 
meter, per the above list of qualifications, as is our constitutional right, as citizens of the USA. 
 
We do not want, nor will we accept, a pulsing, microwave radiation meter in our living space and we have 
every right to refuse a meter that emits pulsing microwave radiation from being installed on our home!   
NO AMOUNT OF REGULATORY JARGON CAN DENY OUR RIGHT TO BE FREE FROM A POSSIBLE 
CLASS 2 B CARCINOGEN IN AND AROUND OUR HOME.  FURTHER, WE HAVE A CONSTITUTIONAL 
RIGHT TO DEFEND OURSELVES FROM ANY HARM – WHICH IS EXACTLY WHAT WE DID IN REMOVING 
THAT METER FROM OUR HOME! 
 
The NY PSC and Central Hudson are demanding that we be forced to live with a possible class 2B carcinogen, 
while the President's Cancer Panel of 2010 is telling us to reduce our EMF exposure.  The problem here is the 
President's Cancer Panel of 2010 and the World Health Organization have made their declarations AFTER the 
utility companies began installing these pulsing microwave meters.  In spite of this truth, neither the NY PSC 
and Central Hudson want to do the right thing and make the appropriate changes in accordance with the 
latest Governmental declarations regarding low level pulsing microwave radiation and it's ill health affects on 
human beings!  IF CENTRAL HUDSON CAN GUARANTEE IN WRITING AND ACTUALLY PROVE TO US 
(they should be held accountable and provide proof – just as we are being held accountable), THAT THEIR 
ERT METER DOES NOT BROADCAST EMF RADIATION INTO THE LIVING SPACE OF THE HOME AND 
OUTSIDE IN OUR FRONT YARD, THEN WE WILL CONSIDER ACCEPTING ANOTHER TYPE OF METER 
FROM THEM.  The truth is, no matter what name they give the meters they are installing and no matter 
how much they make false statements, Central Hudson and the PSC know that these meters DO, in 
fact, broadcast low level, pulsing radiation.  Otherwise, the would be able to provide the facts to us and to 
the entire world that these meters they are installing, in fact (according to their false statements) do NOT have 
any ill health affects.  The fact is, to date, they have not provided this proof, because they cannot!  Their 
false statements are NOT proof and should not simply be accepted as such! 
 
There should be an immediate moratorium on the smart meter technology pending a series of 
independent hearings on the problems that have been identified.  There needs to be a National and 
International halt to these meters being installed. We need further investigations into the safety of 
these meters!  The National Institutes of Health have found changes in neurological chemistry because 
of exposure to wireless.  These smart meters are what seem to be tipping the scale on the unsafe 
levels of EMF.  There are hundreds of peer reviewed articles that show impacts on human health and 
behavior at levels far below what the FCC guidelines are finding permissible.  At the VERY LEAST, we 
need an Opt Out program in the state of New York, just as they have done in cities in California and 
Maine and other states! 
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Radiation Sickness; Robert VanEchaute Comments, Sep. 30, 2016
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ID 1093073639345 
Proceedings 
GN 14-177 
ET 13-84 

Name of Filer Robert VanEchaute 
Type of Filing COMMENT 
Filing Status DISSEMINATED 
Viewing Status Unrestricted 
Date Received Sep 30, 2016 
Date Posted Sep 30, 2016 
Address 18 East Liberty Street Apt. #2 
City St.Johnsville 
State NY 
ZIP 13452 
 
Brief Comment 
I have been seriously ill for over seventeen years from the extreme use of a cellphone. I know first 
hand how dangerous wireless technology is and I shutter to think you are actually pushing to add 
even more radiation to the already over burdened environment. You know the truth, you know 
microwave radiation is harmful, yet you continue to act as though it's alright to kill so much life. This 
isn't going to play well when the lives of so many are being destroyed, who is going to pay for all the 
damages. Some one has to be accountable. 
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Radiation Sickness; Daniel Berman Comments, Sep. 6, 2013
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ID 
1090539610189 
Proceedings 
GN 14-177 
IB 15-256 
WT RM-11664 
WT 10-112 
IB 97-95 
ET 13-84 

Name of Filer 
Daniel Berman 

Type of Filing 
COMMENT 
Filing Status 
DISSEMINATED 
Viewing Status 
Unrestricted 

Date Received 
Sep 6, 2016 
Date Posted 
Sep 6, 2016 

Address 
3809 Hazelwood Drive 
City 
Vancouver 
State 
WA 
ZIP 
98661 
Zip4+ 

Brief Comment 
I am 66 years old. A former psychiatric social worker. Always a Type A personality and successful. A 
few years ago became severely sensitive to emfs. You are allowing technologies which are causing 
physical harm to thousands of individuals, which will only grow in number as more and more wi-fi, 
bandwidths, etc are allowed. If you have children, consider what a vast medical experiment you are 
running upon them. Many of us are already ill, and you are about to increase the dosages. 
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Radiation Sickness; Edna Willadsen Comments, Sep. 2, 2013
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Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

In the Matter of 

Reassessment of Federal Communications 
Commission Radiofrequency Exposure Limits and 
Policies 

Proposed Changes in the Commission's Rules 
Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency 
Electromagnetic Fields 

To: Office of the Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, DC 20554 

Comment Filed by: Edna Willadsen 
1719 E Lambert Lane 
Port Angeles, W A. 98362 
willadsen716@msn.com 
(360-565-1119 ) 

1 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FCC 13-39 

Received & Inspected 

SEP 0 3 2013 

FCC Mail Room 

ET Docket No. 13-84 

ET Docket No. 03-137 

(8/26) , 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF Edna Willadsen 

State of Washington ] 

_Clallam Xxxx county] 

I, Edna Willadsen attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 

Comment round for FCC ET Docket No. 013-84 and ET Docket No. 03-137 

1. My name is Edna Willadsen_ . My address is _1719 E Lambert Lane, Port Angeles, 

Washington 98362 X )( '>( Y J< X 
' 

2. I am retired. 

To Whom I! May Concern: 

I am hopeful that the FCC will get the RF /EMF guidelines for non thermal radiation set 

after they have taken in consideration all of the contributing factors, and the effects 

on the population. 

The city is in the process of installing Smart Meters. I have found that if I go into a home 

or a place of business that has a smart meter , I get a terrible ringing in my ear and light 

headed to the point I feel faint, along with lack of sleep and headaches. The City is 

continually adding additional Smart Meters and programs that have a direct effect on 

the amount of RF /EMF non thermal radiation released into the environment. 

The city is so small and I have so many contributing factors in a small area, (112 mile radius) 

such as radio towers for the local station, Coast Guard, and police radio towers. I have 

interstate and, city electric lines, microwave dishes for Cable TV, an Electric Sub Station, 

WiFi for the Cities new mesh system and Smart Meters. 

I have called the FCC in the past and ask that we have someone check the non 

thermal radiation and was told that it was not necessary, even when your web site says 

2 
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it could prove to be an issue 

Everything that I have read on the subjec4 of non-thennal radiation has not been good. 

I have read findings by the Military, renowned Doctors and Scientist from all over the 

World and they have found people are becoming violently ill from the non thermal 

radiation. 

We have the time to correct this before it becomes another issue like DDT, Lead in Paint, 

smoking, etc. 

I can only hope you put the people first and not big business. 

Sworn tome 

This date ~f;i-~?< (}_tJf3 

~l!i:f?e~~ 
Notary Public 

Respectfully submitted by 

Edna Willadsen 

1719 E Lambert Lane 

Port Angeles, W A. 98362 

8/26/,2013 

(your signature) 

3 

Notary Public 
Stitt ot WllllifiiiOn 

USA H PIERSON 
My Appointment Expire' Apr 1, 2017 

JA 09116

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 239 of 454



Radiation Sickness; Susan Molloy Comments, Aug. 29, 2013
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Comments on Notice of Inquiry, ET Docket No. 13-84 

August 30, 2013 

Office of the Secretary 

Federal Communications Commission 

445 12th Street, SW 

Washington DC  20554 

I have been injured by RF radiation that complies with current exposure limits. 

I was forced to leave my home, graduate school, work, relationships, church and pretty nearly all the 
rest of my life in 1992. 

I was then living just north of San Francisco, and was made ill repeatedly by Sutro Tower and numerous 
other exposures to EMFs and radio frequency.  I had migraine, and frequently experienced a seizure-like 
disorder which made walking difficult so I frequently had no choice but to stay home. 

I moved to the remote high desert in Northern Arizona, where I have been able to recover substantially 
by avoiding exposures. 

Avoidance is becoming harder even here because new cell towers are being erected all the time. 

It’s very common for me to receive inquiries from people all over the U.S. who need to find a place to 
live where they can avoid RF exposures. 

I receive many dozens of inquiries per year from people who are newly sickened by RF. 

The frequency of these new inquiries has increased steadily over the years. 

Please lower your exposure limits to protect people like us who were productive until we became ill.  

Susan Molloy 

 

 

Susan Molloy 

8657 Hansa Trail 

Snowflake, AZ  85937 

molloy@frontiernet.net 
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Radiation Sickness; Kathleen Christofferson Comments, Sep. 2, 2013

JA 09119

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 242 of 454



I ask that you investigate the effects of wireless technology on the central nervous system and make

radiation exposure limits more restrictive.  In the past 5 years, wireless technology has triggered

debilitating migraines and severely limited the places I can go.

 

Seven years ago, after purchasing a new cordless phone, I realized that using it for more than a few

minutes at a time triggered a migraine.  I tried several different models and manufacturers with the

same result.  I now use a speaker phone or rotary model.

 

I can no longer visit my elderly parents because their apartment complex has wireless internet.

Before this was installed, I had no ill effects after being in their home.  The same situation has

occurred at my dentist's office after their suburb received wireless internet.

 

Although it is inconvenient, I can change dentists and limit the places I go.  However, deciding

whether to visit my parents at their home or accepting 3 days of pain and nausea is a major problem.

I know there are many people affected in much the same way I am with some having much worse

symptoms. 
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Radiation Sickness; Juli Johnson Comments, Sep. 2, 2013
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Since the smart meter bank was installed behind my condo's bedroom wall in 2009, I developed and

was diagnosed with Atrial Fibrillation and it has increasingly become worse.  

 

The FCC maximum persmissible exposure limits were established to prevent thermal affects of radio

frequency radiation.

 

The vast majority of new research and more recent summari

es on the health effects of radio frequency radiation (RFR) have focused on non-thermal effects.

Other issues of

interest include concerns that certain people are more sensitive to RFR than others, that certain

frequency modulations are uniquely harmful, and that long-term exposure to RFR can have

cumulative effects.

 

Included in the non-thermal clinical studies are the studies done by scientiests and medical doctors

contained within  the 2012 Bioninitiative Report showing that:

 

"Bioeffects are clearly established and occur at very low levels of exposure to electromagnetic fields

and radiofrequency radiation. Bioeffects can occur in the first few minutes at levels associated with

cell and cordless phone use. Bioeffects can also occur from just minutes of exposure to mobile phone

masts (cell towers), WI-FI, and wireless utility ‘smart’ meters that produce whole-body exposure.

Chronic base station level exposures can result in illness."

 

Juli Johson

http://www.bioinitiative.org/conclusions/
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Radiation Sickness; Annalee Lake Comments, Sep. 3, 2013
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I have a friend whose life has been destroyed by the increase in  electromagnetic frequencies in our

country from cell phone towers, smart meters, etc. I also know several others who have lost much of

the quality of their lives due to the same causes.

 

Politics and pressure from lobbyists and those who profit from the technologies that are responsible

for the proliferation are dictating the policies of our laws or lack thereof.

 

It is time to take measures to protect the people of our country from enduring further ill effects from

radio frequency.

 

Please have the courage to do the right thing.

 

Thank you.

 

 

Annalee Lake 
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Radiation Sickness; Alan Marks Comments, Aug. 22, 2013
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FCC NOI 

13-84 

August 22, 2013 

I was diagnosed with a glioma and had a craniotomy in June, 2008. While I am grateful that I 
am still alive, this illness has been devastating for my family and for me.  

Scientists and other worldwide experts have reviewed my medical records and my cell phone 
records and attribute my brain tumor “more likely than not” to my ipsilateral cell phone use. I 
held the phone to my right ear for over 20 years when diagnosed and the tumor was in my right 
frontal lobe. 

I did not have any other exposures. I am shocked and saddened by what I have learned and by 
how many others I have met that are now dying or already dead from brain tumors they or their 
doctors attribute to their cell phone use.  

Had the FCC standards been set to protect me and others from the non thermal effects of 
this radiation I would not be enduring this horrific illness.  

Please change your standards to properly protect others, especially children, teens and young 
adults from the agony my family has suffered.  

Please have your standards reflect how cell phones are actually used by most people; smashed 
directly to their heads, kept in pockets and placed under pillows all night long. 

Please provide disclosures at the point of sale as to safest use practices without pre-empting 
states or local governments from requiring greater disclosure. 

Please protect the citizens of the United States NOW and stop the FCC collaboration with the 
CTIA- wireless association.  

Please do not let my family’s suffering be in vain.  

Thank you.  
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Radiation Sickness; Peggy McDonald Comments, Jun. 9, 2013
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For two years I was ill.  Then I discovered that about the same time I got ill, the power company had 
put in a “Smart Meter” right across the wall from my bed where I spent 24/7.  I also was sleeping next 
to my “Smart phone” and my DECT phone.  I finally got a meter and the RF exposure I was getting 
was enormous.  I disconnected the DECT phone and got a wired phone and turned off my cell and have 
tried to screen the “Smart Meter” (Texas does not have an opt out and the screening has cost thousands 
and still is not good.  Forcing me to have this spying unhealthy device is unAmerican.  I should be able 
to opt out.  Also my “usage” has gone up by 20% since the “Smart meter” is installed.  ) 
 
I have read many studies.  Even the best are with one device.  We are being saturated with them with no 
way to protect ourselves. 
 
Since I have disconnected and shielded myself I am almost functional again.  It is my belief it almost 
destroyed my health. 
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Radiation Sickness; Mark Zehfus Reply Comments, Feb. 25, 2013
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 1

        FCC 12-152 
 
Before the  
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
 
 
 
 
 

In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Reply Filed by:    (Mark Zehfus) 
    (N6158 N. 61st Street) 
    (Sheboygan, WI 53083   ) 
    (zehfusm@yahoo.com     )  
    (920-467-4853   ) 
 
         February 26, 2013 
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 2

 
AFFIDAVIT OF Mark Zehfus 

 
 
State of  Wisconsin] 
       
Sheboygan County ] 
 
I, Mark Zehfus, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Reply round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1.  My name is Mark Zehfus.  My address is N6158 N. 61st Street, Sheboygan, WI 53083. 
 
2.  I am a public library deputy director. 

 

3.  My wife is being hurt from the growing wireless radiofrequency exposures. This hurts 

both of us as a couple, since my wife cannot go to the places we enjoy, like restaurants, 

concerts, etc. that we did before. We can’t visit family, stay in motels with WiFi or travel 

to places with a lot of wireless emissions, such as citywide broadband and cell towers, or 

she becomes ill. 

4.  What is missing in FCC standards is consideration of people affected by lower levels 

of wireless RF. Seems like standards should protect everyone including wives, children, 

elders, etc. FCC should adopt lower standards that protect people like my dear wife. I 

want her back. I want our life together back.  
 
 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

 

      Mark Zehfus 

      M6158 N. 61st Street 

      Sheboygan, WI 53083 

      February 26, 2013       
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       ) 
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        ) 
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        )   
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AFFIDAVIT OF _______________ 
 
 
State of Michigan      ] 
       
Oakland County ] 
 
I, Jennifer Zmarzlik, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 
1.  My name is Jennifer Zmarzlik .  I live in Madison Heights, Michigan 48071. 
 
2.  I  am disabled with nerve damage. 

 

3. I am unable to be in direct contact or near any wireless devices without extreme pain 

occurring.   

 

Wireless is microwave technology and is not monitored by the FCC in its’ current usage 

levels in the public or private sector.  There are no limits or standards for the application 

of this technology which curb or stop business use, personal use and military use for the 

safety of our citizens.  Any party desiring to use this technology for their own purposes is 

able to tap into the grid and use it for reasons good or bad. In my county the entire traffic 

light system is becoming a fully wireless system.  The state of Michigan is planning on 

using this technology in every government system.  What is going to happen when 

interference from the manufacturing plant next door or the cell phone store on the corner 

is bombarding the frequencies and the traffic lights are overloaded and burn out.  Drivers 

will be paying even higher rates for the collisions occurring because the lights are erratic.  

The insurance companies will need a good reason to pay out the claims yet find a 

responsible party and that could be the government officials who decided it was cheaper 

to go the wireless route instead of continuing the old standard wired system.  There are 

too many possible scenarios for lawsuits when a city, county, state or business make 

decisions based on a less expensive plan with wireless.  Governments must be informed 

of the dangers of overloading the wireless system.  The wireless companies are not 
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disclosing the safety issues although the studies have been completed by the correct 

sciences.   

 

I am very concerned with the non-thermal but destructive abilities of the microwaves.  I 

physically sense when I am near a wireless device.  My skin and nervous system begins a 

burning sensation that does not go away until I am away from the device near me.  At this 

point, almost all citizens use cell phones, wireless computers, and smart meter technology 

and there isn’t any way to keep myself away from them.  Cell towers are also a major 

concern as they are in every city and state, even the most remote areas.  Cell tower 

antennae are found even on apartment buildings, hospitals and in any place they can sell 

the idea to unsuspecting customers.  I can also sense the hidden antennae that are put in 

buildings just by the burning sensation and high pitched noises I hear with my sensitive 

hearing.  Hidden antennae are even more of a problem as one cannot seem to find the 

reason for one’s unusual physical feelings or cancer causes, and they are no standards for 

disclosure.   

 

The specific absorption rate science that is currently used by cell phone companies is not 

taking into consideration many factors.  First, is the test dummy they use is not an actual 

human being.  It is a piece of plastic with fluid inside.  It is not electric like a human 

being.  It is the electric part of a living being that is affected by these frequencies.  When 

using a cell phone your head is not heating up from direct heat but from the overloading 

of radiation to the electricity in the body.  Cell towers also send this same radiation out 

for miles, 24 hours a day, every day.  This radiation is hitting every human, every animal, 

every insect and plants.  Constant pressure will cause failure at some point.   Please refer 

to the Specific Absorption Data at the following link:  

http://www.thermoguy.com/blog/index.php?itemid=112 

 

I would like to refer you to  O.S.H.A. Occupational Safety & Health Administration’s 

web site and it’s documentation on the safety standards for radio frequency radiation.  

This will directly affect all unions, government offices and the private sector.  It will be 

an issue with Workman’s Compensation in every state of the union.  There will need to 
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be a responsible party or parties for the decisions made to use wireless instead of a wired 

system.  City Halls are usually base stations for the police, firefighters, and all 

government officials as well as community centers where children play.  In my state all 

the cities are following the same procedure and putting cell towers with an unlimited 

amount of cell antennae right in the center of their buildings, and may be possibly putting 

antennae on the opposite wall where offices are, not always on the cell tower above.  And 

yet they are still not being informed of the harm it can do to one’s body.  Again, 

companies are not required to disclose this information even to government officials.  

Hospitals and office buildings are putting cell antennae on the top of the buildings they 

own and on the sides of the offices with no protection from the large amounts of 

radiation.  I shudder at the thought of the lawsuits when unions discover O.S.H.A. 

standards are not being followed. 

The link is   http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/radiofrequencyradiation/index.html 

 

The American Disabilities Act is also a factor in your decision.  Disabled people with 

nervous system disabilities, pacemakers or electronic devices in their bodies will be 

affected immediately by direct hits of microwave technology.  Pacemakers will go offline 

and/or stop completely.  People with nervous system problems will become unnerved and 

act out because they cannot think clearly.  People with brain chips to help them function 

with prosthesis or manage cerebral palsy will be unable to stabilize the computers in their 

bodies.  Protection for this group is essential for the stability of living optimally. 

The link for the American Disabilities Act  is:  http://www.ada.gov/ 

 

These technologies are not a wired system. We become the wires, the circuit for the 

information to travel through.  Our bodies will be overloaded with electromagnetic 

energy to the point of failure if there are no standards or limits put in place by the FCC.   

 

The solution is to wire everything.  Using wireless is extremely inexpensive compared to 

a wired system and is the reason all governments, business and personal homes are 

choosing to use it.  Wireless is inexpensive now, however, the consequences financially 

of the overloading of this technology is going to be catastrophic in punitive damages.  
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The cancer causing agents, the accidental burning of homes, businesses, and the disabling 

effects of all living beings ability to function at normal levels will be hindered.   The 

frequency interference is also an issue as there are no jurisdictional lines or laws set for 

this technology.  Please reference a blog at this link: http://www.thermoguy.com/blog/ 

which explain alternatives to wireless  A wired system may cost more but according to 

the National Electric Code for the United States and Safety Code 6 of Canada wireless 

systems are unable to remain stable and there will be cause and effect scenarios as a 

result. 

 

Please enact new and safe standards for all businesses, government at all levels, personal 

use and military for the safety of our citizens. 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Jennifer Zmarzlik 

      Administration@SmartMeterUpdate.com 

      Madison Heights, Michigan 48071 

      February 6, 2013 
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In the Matter of      )  
       ) 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking    ) 
18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    (Catherine Ryan ) 
    (PO Box 67, 8 Blue Hill Road) 
    (Monterey, MA   01245  ) 
    (kryan007@verizon.net)  
    (413-528-4355) 
 
         February 5, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF Catherine E Ryan_______________ 

 
 
State of  Massachusetts            
       
Berkshire County 
 
I,  Catherine E Ryan, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 

1. My name is Catherine Ryan.  My address is 8 Blue Hill Rd., PO Box 67 
__________________________________. 

 
2.  I am a concerned citizen and researcher of the history of wireless technology, 

especially the Non thermal effects and effects of infrasound.  

 

  

3. RF-emf radiation pollution was a neglected issue prior to the proliferation of wireless 

devices.  Since 2006, with Wi-Fi and Smart Grid Network installed in my town, I and 

other members of our community are literally being tortured 24 hours a day by the dirty 

electricity riding on the power lines, as well as the signal of the 217Hz which is audible 

in my home, inside and out. It has caused much mental and physical stress, sleep 

deprivation, side effects such as headaches, nausea, constant hissing, humming, rumbling 

vibrating in my heads and body, and sleep deprivation.  This was not present until the 

utility companies turned on the smart grid network ie. two way power line 

communication by using TWAC, PLC, BPL on the communication layer, necessary to 

maintain the global smart grid network.  It is a daily living hell trying to maintain any 

type of normalcy, while being assaulted by the bio active frequencies leaking into our 

environment.  I have no way to escape this hazards and no way to seek relief.  It is a 

constant stressor.  My complaints have gone unanswered at times and unsolved. In 

addition, as many of people in our country have found, bringing this to authorities has 

resulted in “whistleblower abuse” by the utilities and those in the community that will 

financially gain from the wireless technology. I worked very hard all my life and was 

extremely active. This issue has changed my life forever and I know technology is such 
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that this issue could be solved if health – not money - were the bottom line as it should 

be. 

 

I have audio instrument evidence proving this audible noise is present; a constant 

modulating pulse everywhere in the air trespassing into every public and private space.  

The power grid is serving as one continuous antenna, carrying this pollution on the lines 

and into my home.  There is a definite increase at night of these disturbing effects which 

each day leave me feeling ill, electrifying my nerves with a burning sensation and 

causing difficulty concentrating with the resultant trembling. In addition I have had long 

term damage from the bone conducting vibration causing great sensitivity, which has 

been extensively written about in a bound research report which I purchased as proof that 

continuous exposure can lead to physical damage, even death.  Updated information from 

scientist has proved that non thermal effects are much more detrimental than previously 

reported and FCC standards need to be brought up to date to the current findings. When I 

complained to the phone company, a technician did a reading and found that power 

influence was in the danger zone at my home (over 90db). After he did line work, I asked 

that the test be repeated. It was not. To date all calls to have the test repeated have been 

ignored and most technicians said they never heard of the test. The technician that did the 

test showed me the test was in the Verizon manual that all technicians have access to yet 

they do not carry their manuals which they are supposed to follow. It is extremely 

upsetting to have calls regarding this ignored even by the individual at Verizon who is the 

supervisor in this area.  Each evening the infrasound rises to an uncomfortable level and 

yet the utility refuses to work in evening hours when the problem is at its worst. The 

same is true of National Grid. I have had my meter replaced by an analog one which has 

made some difference but the problem is still there. Life – not money – needs to be the 

bottom line when the FCC sets down standards. 
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      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Catherine Ryan 

      PO Box 67 

      Monterey, MA 01245 

      February5, 2013 
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       ) 
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18 FCC Rcd 13187, 13188 ¶1 (2003)    ) ET Docket No. 03-137 
        ) 
And        ) 
        )   
Service Rules for the Advanced Wireless Services  ) WT Docket No. 12-357 
H Block---Implementing Section 6401 of the  ) 
Middle Class Tax Relief and Job Creation Act of  ) 
2012 Related to the 1915-1920 MHz and   ) 
1995-2000 MHz Bands ¶53 footnote 95   ) 
 
 
 

 
To: Office of the Secretary 
 Federal Communications Commission 
 Washington, DC 20554 
 
 
 
 
 
Comment Filed by:    Name: L. Meade 
    Street Address: Somewhere not to be publically available 
    Town, state, zip: southeast area, MI 48104 
    Email: Wish not to be publically available 
    Phone: Wish not to be publically available 
 
         February 5  , 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF L. Meade 

 
 
State of  Michigan        
       
Washtenaw County  
 
I, L. Meade, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 

1. My name is L. Meade.  My address is southeast area, Ann Arbor, MI 48104. 
 

2. I am in the Health Care profession. 
 

3. I am officially informing the FCC of my desire to have you change the RF 
standards as the Commissions RF safety rules are inadequate because the current 
rules are based on physics and engineering rather than biological studies.  

 
4. Most specifically I am writing to you about the Advanced Meter (aka Smart 

Meter) as I believe the RF involved with them is quite hazardous and these 
devices are not safe for use at this time. We have extensive research, regarding 
use of smart meters and objections to these being installed on our homes, schools, 
or businesses. We are requesting a moratorium on use or installation of smart 
meters in Michigan. 

 
5. Looking at the type and levels of RF from these meters, I ask that you at least 

require reduction of these meters, and require the Utility Companies to offer at 
least a suitable opt out, where analog meters may be kept, without any fees, 
because you will declare the type of RF the smart meters put out as unsafe for use.  

 
6. Also, I believe that no smart meter be allowed to be placed within a certain 

distance of ones’ home or business. And if one chooses to opt out in order to 
reduce the RF levels, since the effects from neighboring smart meters can cause 
damage to the home or business occupants as well, then the smart meters be 
removed in that area. 

 
7. The level and specific type of RF from smart meters (and cell phone towers) is 

dangerous for our atmosphere and it is getting dangerously polluted with unsafe 
types /levels of RF. 

 
8. Reports of illness from these “Smart Meters” have been documented nation-wide, 

and lawsuits have been and continue to be drawn against utility companies that 
are choosing to install these meters. These “Smart Meters,” in effect, are exposing 
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people and animals to carcinogenic levels of radiation at close range.  The effect 
of this radiation would be magnified in many areas with placement of so many 
meters in close proximity to one another.  Particularly susceptible to this radiation 
are young children, the elderly, our pets, and those who are ill, or who have heart 
sensitivities. We have researched this extensively and have also experienced 
negative effects from this type of radiation until we were able to move away from 
the source of it. 

 
9. We urge you to act in good conscience, and help us to protect our homes and our 

families.  Please make it known to DTE, our electric service provider, that the 
potential hazards of these meters is significant and documented, and no school, 
business, or home should have them placed on mandatorily as the RF levels are 
unsafe.   

 
10. Many are not yet aware of the potential hazards, and yet their unknowing 

acceptance of these new meters may very well affect the health of not only 
themselves, but of their neighbors, people, animals, and wildlife everywhere so 
we ask for a moratorium. 

 
11. Members of our family have health conditions which can not tolerate this 

unnecessary exposure. We should have the freedom to maintain quality health and 
not have these meters cluttering up our neighborhood with excessive and unsafe 
type of EMF. With a ruling from you we could be protected. 

 
12. The Detroit Edison (DTE) company who provides our electric service here in 

Southeast Michigan proposed, after a hearing in the MPSC,  that those opting out 
of smart meters would be charged $86 up front plus $15/month indefinitely – or 
until next year when fees might be still further increased. Also Detroit Edison has 
proposed that people opting out will have to pay (extortionate) fees and only be 
allowed a smart meter with the radio turned off, and will not be able to keep their 
analog meters, which the consumer is requesting. Most of us who have studied 
these matters consider the Utility Company proposal unacceptable. When they 
decided to install smart meters I imagine they did not have the evidence about the 
harm these meters cause. We need you to intercede for the people and put a 
moratorium on these meters and allow people to keep their safe analog meters. 

 
13. In light of so much astounding and credible evidence world wide regarding smart 

meters I, along with many of my friends, family, and neighbors, in Ann Arbor and 
other communities in Michigan ask that you consider the health risks seriously 
before allowing any company to continue installation. Please stop any further 
installation and require a reversal free of charge for all consumers. I prefer a 
moratorium on smart meters in Michigan to protect and preserve the health of all 
our people, also animals and nature, having all meters removed at the utilities 
expense. As I believe they went ahead with this project before properly 
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investigating this matter with outside studies etc. I understand that the Utility 
Company thought this would be acceptable, but they likely did not have the 
research and now need to hold off so they can find a way to serve the people 
safely. Unfortunately, even once hearing of all the medical ailments people are 
suffering from these meters they are not budging and are not listening to the pleas 
from consumers asking to stop installation and requests to keep their analog 
meters. There needs to be intervention.  

 
14. I request that you mandate a complete moratorium on use of smart meters in 

Michigan, as the extensive use of electromagnetic fields needs to be reduced. We 
are beginning to see that the extensive use of smart meters has documented ill 
effects on all biology and pushes our exposure to unacceptable levels.  

 
15. Simply put, a moratorium on smart meter installation due to unsafe RF should be 

introduced by FCC. Until such is in place please require the Utility companies to 
offer an opt-out program that protects people from these health hazardous smart 
meters; that easily allows anyone to have the smart meter removed, to replace 
their analog meter (or to keep their safe analog meter), and also not be charged 
any fees for any of this. 

 
16. Even if only some meters are not placed they will still be here and there, will be 

emitting waves everywhere and people will not be able to maintain the quality of 
health they desire and deserve in many areas of the community.  

 
17. Members of you own family and people everywhere will be subjected to 

damaging RF unless you rule to change the RF levels. If this is not stopped our 
society’s atmosphere will be too polluted to maintain proper health. Individuals 
and businesses should not be required to have these meters. Employees and 
customers will be harmed by the radiation put out by smart meters in businesses 
also.  

 
18. Anyone who asks to opt out while waiting for you to rule on this should not be 

required to have a smart meter placed near their home or business, should be 
granted this easily, and without any additional fees by their electric service 
provider. Digital meters are not an acceptable alternative, and any customer 
(individual or business) who wants to keep their analog meter, or have their smart 
meter replaced with an analog, must be allowed to do so, without a fee of any 
kind from their service provider. Individuals can read their own meters if they so 
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choose, thus negating the need for a fee, according to a MPSC (Michigan Public 
Service Commission) rule. 

 
19. I am asking you to ask DTE and other utility providers  to change their course of 

action and use only safe sources of technology that do NOT have all the 
dangerous health risks as these smart meters do, and for you to recommend that 
based on changing the RF levels to exclude use of smart meters.  

 
Thank you for protecting our public health. 
I look forward to your decision regarding this important matter! 
 
 
Thank you very much, 
 
L. Meade 
Southeast area, Michigan 
 

 

 

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      L. Meade 

      Somewhere  

      Southeast area, MI 48104 

      February, 5, 2013   
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The FCC's exposure limits for radio frequency radiation are completely inadequate to protect human

life, animal life, or plant life.  I have been injured, and continue to be injured, by levels of radiation that

are presently legal.  I am from Brooklyn, New York.  On November 14, 1996 Omnipoint (now T-

Mobile) began offering digital cell phone service for the first time in New York from 600 new cell sites.

I could not eat, sleep, or think, my airways closed shut several times, and I was almost dead within

seven days.  To save my life I left on November 22, and I have not been able to return.  My mother is

93 years old and I cannot travel to see her because of the radiation.  I have been driven out of 5

homes, 3 cities or towns,and 2 states by legal levels of microwave radiation.  I cannot go out in public

because of cell phones and WiFi everywhere.  I cannot stay in any hotels.  I cannot go to the hospital

in an emergency because of wireless technology.  I cannot call the police in an emergency because

of their radios.  I cannot call a taxi, ride a bus or a train, or fly in an airplane.  I cannot go to concerts,

or to the movies, or to restaurants or coffeehouses.  I have had to live in my car for years at a time

while I searched for a house that had sufficiently little radiation from the neighborhood, or from

neighbors, that I could live in it.  Current exposure limits protect from thermal injury only and do not

protect me or countless other people from continuous injury.  They are orders of magnitude too high.

They should be scrapped and completely revised based on all of the current science.
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Reply in FCC Proceeding Numbers: 03-137 & 12-357 

Submitted by Jeromy Johnson 

March 5, 2013 

Throughout the United States, citizens are having ill-effects from the exponential rise in pulsed 

microwave radiation in our living environments. This is because current FCC guidelines do not account 

for the long-term, cumulative, non-thermal exposures that we are all now exposed to. 

My wife and I were both harmed when a bank of wireless smart meters were put into our building, next 

to our bedroom. I can no longer use or be around wireless technology without headaches, tinnitus and 

heart palpitations. These smart meters supposedly met FCC guidelines. However, we were harmed by 

the devices. That this is happening to thousands of people across the country shows that current FCC 

guidelines are highly inadequate. 

The makers of wireless technology such as cell phones, cell towers, Wi-Fi routers, tablet computers, 

smart meters and baby monitors all assure us that their products are safe because they emit less than 

the FCC requirements for pulsed microwave radiation. However, a growing percentage of the public now 

understands that these claims are meaningless because current FCC guidelines only protect people from 

the thermal effects of microwave radiation. Until the FCC considers the biological impact of long-term, 

cumulative, non-thermal exposures, citizens of the United States will continue to be harmed by wireless 

technology. The FCC should take a precautionary approach to this technology when so much new 

evidence points to biological harm. It is your duty to protect the people of the United States and it is 

time that you do so. 

As part of this reply, I affirm my support for the comment f iled on 2/4/2013 by Joel Moskowitz, Ph.D: 

http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/comment/view?id=6017161984. 

I also respectfully submit the following pages which outline thousands of studies showing biological 

impacts of microwave radiation at levels below current FCC guidelines: 

http://www.emf-portal.de/ 
http://www.bioinitiative.org/ 
http:Uwww.powerwatch.org.uk/science/studies.asp 

Sincerely, 

Jeromy Johnson 
San Francisco, CA 
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ID 
10924021917463 
Proceedings 
GN 14-177 
IB 15-256 
WT RM-11664 
WT 10-112 
IB 97-95 
ET 13-84 

Name of Filer 
Jeanne Insenstein 

Type of Filing 
COMMENT 
Filing Status 
DISSEMINATED 
Viewing Status 
Unrestricted 

Date Received 
Sep 26, 2016 
Date Posted 
Sep 26, 2016 

Address 
100 Centre St. 
apt. 310 
City 
Brookline 
State 
MA 
ZIP 
02446 
Zip4+ 

Brief Comment 
I urge the FCC to study the health effects on humans of the spectrum currently in use before 
expanding to higher spectra. I have developed sensitivity to electromagnetic fields from cell phones, 
cell towers, wifi routers, "smart" electric meters and parking meters. Also high magnetic fields from 
TVs, power lines, even high magnetic fields from the wiring in my walls. I can no longer go places 
where there will be people with cellphones, watch TV, use the computer, and I get a headache 
walking down the street. Please stop experimenting on humans. Put human health before business 
interests. We need stronger regulatory standards for radio frequency and all EMF. 
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Before the Federal Communications Commission Washington, D.C. 20554 

FCC 13-39  

In the Matter of

ET Docket No. 13-84  Reassessment of Federal Communications Commission Radiofrequency 
Exposure Limits and Policies
ET Docket No. 03-137  Proposed Changes in the Commission’s Rules Regarding Human Exposure to 
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields

To:  Office of the Secretary Federal Communications Commission (FCC), Washington, DC 20554 

Reply Comments Filed by: Angela Flynn, PO Box 1439, Kilauea, HI  96754 

November 18, 2013

The FCC has not revised it exposure guidelines for RF/MW since 1996. While they rely on The 
Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) for their exposure guidelines, this organization 
is comprised of engineers, not doctors, physicists or biologists and the IEEE relies on the measurement 
of the Specific Absorption Rate (SAR) which can only account for a thermal effect in dead animal 
tissue and cannot be considered protective for non thermal biological health effects in living beings. 
SAR, which is currently used for near field measurement cannot measure the cellular, atomic or sub-
atomic level of change while it is quite clear from the scientific evidence that there are disturbances and 
oscillations within cells induced by environmentally accounted RF/MW that do not cause heating.

The Telecommunications Industry Association (TIA) http://www.tiaonline.org/standards/buy-tia-
standards  is the entity which the FCC proposes to use for “harmonizing” the U.S. RF exposure 
standards. TIA standards are made up entirely by engineers and it is their business to sell the standards.  
This conglomerate is made up of 400 telecommunications companies who have an interest in keeping 
radio frequency (RF) exposure guidelines as high as they can.   The FCC ignores the fact that 
approximately 40% of the world have lower RF exposure guidelines -  FCC at 1,000 microwatts per 
square centimeter (uW/cm2) as compared to Russia, China, Italy, Switzerland, Monaco and some 
Eastern European countries at 10 uW/cm2.  

At heart of this controversy is the debate over thermal versus non thermal effects.  This debate is only a 
debate for engineers.  The medical community is well aware of non thermal RF effects and utilizes 
these effects in medical treatments.  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pulsed_radiofrequency

“There are two general categories of pulsed radiofrequency field therapies based on their mechanism of 
action: thermal[5] and non-thermal[6] (athermal). While thermal radiofrequency ablation for tumors 
and cardiac arrhythmia has been used for over 25 years, non-thermal pulsed radio frequency is 
currently being developed for the ablation of cardiac arrhythmias and tumors. The technique uses 
pulsed radio frequency energy delivered via catheter at frequencies of 300–750 kHz for 30 to 60 
seconds Thermal pulsed radio frequency takes advantage of high current delivered focally by an 
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electrode to ablate the tissue of interest. Generally the tissue/electrode temperature reached is 60 to 75 
°C resulting in focal tissue destruction. Thermal pulse radio frequency ablation has also been used for 
lesioning of peripheral nerves to reduce chronic pain. Non thermal therapeutic uses of pulsed radio 
frequency are currently being used to treat pain and edema, chronic wounds, and bone repair. Pulsed 
radiofrequency therapy technologies are described by the acronyms EMF (electromagnetic field), 
PEMF[7][8](pulsed electromagnetic fields), PRF (pulsed radiofrequency fields),and PRFE[9][10]
(pulsed radiofrequency energy). These technologies have been varied in terms of their electric and 
magnetic field energies as well as in the pulse length, duty cycle, treatment time and mode of delivery. 
Although pulsed radiofrequency has been used for medical treatment purposes for decades, peer 
reviewed publications accessing the efficacy and physiological mechanism(s) are now starting to 
appear addressing this technology.”
http://www.arthrocare.com/our_technology/ot_coblation_explained.htm

“Coblation technology — a controlled, non-heat driven process — uses radiofrequency energy to excite 
the electrolytes in a conductive medium, such as saline solution, creating a precisely focused plasma.”

There are thousands of studies by biologists which provide proof of non thermal effects from RF 
exposure at the levels present near cell towers and other infrastructure transmitters as well as from 
household and hand held wireless devices.  

The National Toxicology Program headquartered at the National Institute of Environmental Health 
Science is currently leading the largest laboratory rodent study to date of which the final results are not 
expected until 2014.  (Ref. - http://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/topics/agents/cellphones/)

Why isn't the FCC waiting for these results before they revise our RF exposure standard?  

Why does the FCC rely on engineers rather than biologists for setting biological exposure standards?

Most exposure to RF/MW is involuntary and with no informed consent due to the proliferation of cell 
towers, WiFi and wireless utility meters and the general lack of public knowledge on the harm from 
exposure to RF/MW (i.e., people do not read user's manuals which warn not to hold phones and other 
devices to the head or body or know of the thousands of studies indicating harm from such exposure).  
These effects include: DNA damage which may lead to cancer, neurodegenerative diseases, 
reproductive declines or even heritable mutations. Brain tumors, decrease in reproductive capacity, 
headaches, memory loss, fatigue, insomnia, heart arrhythmias, etc. are reported among people exposed 
to RF/MW. 

The FCC ET Docket No. 13-84 recommends moving to a SAR value only for near and far field 
exposures. This is entirely inadequate and would also make it impossible for field measurements to 
verify compliance as it requires a transmitter and a thermal probe inserted into dead animal tissue to 
measure and verify. (Ref. - http://www.plosone.org/article/info%3Adoi
%2F10.1371%2Fjournal.pone.0062663 Evaluation of Specific Absorption Rate as a Dosimetric 
Quantity for Electromagnetic Fields Bioeffects) 

Additionally, the current guidelines are based on a study performed on monkeys which determined that 
the harmful level of RF/MW exposure was when the monkeys stopped eating. Or as this military report 
puts it: "The most sensitive and reliable confirmed biological response that could be considered 
potentially harmful to humans has been found to be the disruption of food-motivated learned behavior." 
This basis is not up to date science and the guidelines need to reflect the thousands of studies that find 
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harmful non thermal biological health effects from low level RF/MW exposure. [Ref. - 
http://health.mil/dhb/afeb/meeting/0417slides/RFR%20Standards.pdf Safety Standards for exposure to 
RF Electromagnetic Fields] 

The guidelines also do not take into account that in 2011 The International Agency for Research on 
Cancer (IARC) classified RF/MW as a Class 2B Possible Human Carcinogen (May 31, 2011). This is 
the same class as DDT, lead, dioxin, chloroform, gasoline, diesel fuel, fuel oils, welding fumes, and 
ethylbenzene. [Ref. - http://www.iarc.fr/en/media-centre/pr/2011/pdfs/pr208_E.pdf IARC 
CLASSIFIES RADIOFREQUENCY ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELDS AS POSSIBLY 
CARCINOGENIC TO HUMANS] 

“Although it has been argued that RF radiation cannot induce physiological effects at exposure 
intensities that do not cause an increase in tissue temperature, it is likely that not all mechanisms of 
interaction between weak RF-EMF (with the various signal modulations used in wireless 
communications) and biological structures have been discovered or fully characterized. Biological 
systems are complex and factors such as metabolic activity, growth phase, cell density, and antioxidant 
level might alter the potential effects of RF radiation. Alternative mechanisms will need to be 
considered and explored to explain consistently observed RF dependent changes in controlled studies 
of biological exposure.” [emphasis added] [Reference: IARC Monograph, Volume 102, for non-
ionizing radiation (and radiofrequency electromagnetic fields), published April 2013, page 104.] 

The FCC RF/MW SAR exposure guidelines do not account for non thermal biological health effects. 
There are thousands of studies and millions of people which provide evidence of a non thermal effect 
that occurs far below the FCC RF/MW exposure guideline. The exposure guideline needs to be lowered 
to the recommendation of the BioInitiative Report 2012, comprised by 29 world-recognized experts in 
science and public health policy. The 2012 update reviewed 1,800 new studies on RF/MW exposure 
and recommends an RF/MW exposure guideline of .0003 micro watts per square centimeter (uW/cm2) 
power density value. The current FCC RF/MW exposure guideline is 1,000 uW/cm2 which only 
allegedly accounts for a thermal effect. (Ref. http://www.bioinitiative.org THE BIOINITIATIVE 
REPORT 2012 A Rationale for Biologically-based Public Exposure Standards for Electromagnetic 
Fields (ELF and RF)) Safety standards for sensitive populations need to be set at lower levels than for 
healthy adult populations. Sensitive populations include the developing fetus, the infant, children, the 
elderly, those with pre-existing chronic diseases, and those with developed electrical sensitivity (EHS). 

Conclusions: We must have biologically based RF/MW exposure guidelines that protect from non 
thermal effects. The FCC must drop SAR values and use only electric field based power density values. 
They must lower the exposure value to a level that protects from non thermal biological health effects 
for the general population and for sensitive populations. It is obvious that other living beings which are 
smaller than humans would also be considered sensitive populations and special consideration needs to 
be given to animals and organisms that rely on magnetic fields for navigation and orientation. (Ref. 
http://www.omicsonline.com/open-access/0974-8369/0974-8369-4-179.pdf? aid=12830 Impacts of 
radio-frequency electromagnetic field (RF-EMF) from cell phone towers and wireless devices on 
biosystem and ecosystem – a review) 

I am one of the millions of people who have been harmed from RF/MW exposure from our wireless 
communications transmitters. There is ample epidemiological evidence that low level continuous 
RF/MW exposure of the type present near cell towers causes harm. (To date the U.S. has not conducted 
ONE epidemiological study on RF/MW.) There are also millions of people world-wide who have 
recognized that they are harmed by this low intensity exposure. I, for example, had a close encounter 
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with cellular antennas located on a building. I developed muscle aches, memory loss and insomnia 
during this exposure. I was able to make the connection and now go to great lengths to avoid being in 
the vicinity of RF/MW transmitters in order to stay healthy and functioning. This includes quitting my 
job and moving from my home. It also includes avoiding homes and businesses that have RF/MW 
transmitters. (Ref. http://www.nrcresearchpress.com/doi/pdf/10.1139/A10-018 Levitt, B.B. and Lai, H. 
2010. Biological effects from exposure to electromagnetic radiation emitted by cell tower base stations 
and other antenna arrays. Environmental Reviews, 18 : 369-395. DOI:10.1139/A10-018 and 
http://www.avaate.org/IMG/pdf/ESTUDIO_BRASIL_BrazilCellTowerStudy.pdf Mortality by 
neoplasia and cellular telephone base stations in the Belo Horizonte municipality, Minas Gerais state, 
Brazil) 

Therefore this proceeding requires a NEPA evaluation contrary to the FCC assertion that it does not. 
(Ref - http://www.ca6.uscourts.gov/opinions.pdf/10a0374p-06.pdf Per No. 09-5761 Heartwood, Inc., et 
al. v. Agpaoa, et al. there is standing to challenge the current exposure guidelines because people have 
suffered an 'injury in fact' that is concrete and particularized; is actual or imminent; is traceable to 
wireless exposure; and that it is likely that this injury will be redressed by lower exposure guidelines.) 

The FCC must work with Congress to re-fund the EPA's non ionizing radiation protection research 
program for developing safe exposure guidelines because the FCC cannot both promote wireless 
technologies and regulate RF/MW radiation. The FCC must stop facilitating, encouraging, and 
supporting the reckless expansion of WiFi and other wireless exposures due to the involuntary exposure 
of our population to RF radiation which is inherently biological harmful to humans and other living 
beings. 

Most exposure to RF/MW is involuntary and with no informed consent due to the proliferation of cell 
towers, WiFi and wireless utility meters and the general lack of public knowledge on the harm from 
exposure to RF/MW (i.e., people do not read user's manuals which warn not to hold phones and other 
devices to the head or body or know of the thousands of studies indicating harm from such exposure). 

Millions of people have managed to make the connection between their ill health and RF/MW 
exposure, but there are millions more who are being harmed, or have even died from cancers, etc. who 
do not know the cause or how to protect themselves. The FCC must act responsibly or it will be held 
accountable for these injuries and deaths and can be sure that every day people are making the 
connection between their ill health and RF/MW exposure deemed safe by the FCC. This situation will 
not be tolerated for long. 
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Comment for FCC ET Docket No. 13-84. 

 

Lenient radiofrequency exposure limits have caused health problems for my family, to the point 

where our long term health has been endangered and many aspects of our quality of life have 

been affected.  I suspect this because we were a very healthy family until a smart meter was 

installed on our home. 

 

1. Our problems began when the meter was installed and meshed into the neighborhood 

smart grid in the fall of 2011.  At the time, we were unaware of the installation.  Here is 

what has happened to us since then. 

 

2. I began having low-grade headaches, popping in my sinuses and ringing in my ears.  I 

started having periods of profound deafness in one or the other ear.  This lasts for about a 

minute, and has occurred about 20 times since the fall of 2011.  The University of 

Virginia medical center cannot find a physical problem inside my ears. 

 

3. Immediately after the smart meter was installed, my entire family started having skin 

irritations and itching. 

 

4. My husband began having spontaneous, projective nosebleeds. 

 

5. One evening, my husband experienced teeth-chattering chills.  The chills were so severe, 

I considered calling an ambulance.  The onset was immediate, lasted about a half hour, 

and then abruptly disappeared. 

 

6. I developed two large cysts on either side of my wrist, and my dogs developed growths 

on their legs and eyelids. 

 

7. I have continuous popping deep in my sinuses at all times of the day.  I believe this 

comes from the changing pressure of my brain inside the skull cavity.  Of course this has 

to be dangerously unhealthy for the brain tissue. 

 

8. The following website relates that non-thermal radiofrequency radiation can be absorbed 

by the brain, causing thermo-elastic expansion of brain tissue.  This results in a pressure 

wave transmitted through the skull; I believe this is the source of the popping deep in my 

sinuses.   

 

http://transition.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Engineering_Technology/Documents/bulletins/oet56/oet

56e3.pdf. 

 

9. It is suspected that radiofrequency radiation causes issues such as breaching of the blood 

brain barrier, irreparable DNA damage leading to premature aging, and the possibility of 

autism in children. 

 

10. Without a legal mandate from the FCC, power companies are measuring smart meter RF 

radiation using an AVERAGE measurement, which ignores the constant, huge spikes of 
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pulsed radiation thrust through children and adults in their own home.  As a comparison, 

that is like saying a car averaged 45 miles per hour on a trip, when in fact, the car was 

driven over 125 mph for half the time. 

 

11. Wireless communication is a dangerous, reckless technology speeding ahead faster than 

research can keep up with.  Should any corporation, be it a communications company, a 

power company, or what have you, be allowed to blanket an individual with 

radiation?  This is not a subjective, whimsical or rhetorical question.  This is a bona fide 

problem that is becoming more of an issue as wireless communications usage explodes.   

 

12. The FCC has a mandate to keep Americans safe.  You are not doing your job unless 

you diligently analyze and enact stricter regulations resulting from data that is pouring 

in suggesting a link between radiofrequency radiation and the recent surge in autism, 

Alzheimer’s, brain cancer and other health issues.  If one could actually SEE 

radiofrequency radiation, I believe these issues would have been addressed long ago. 

 

13. It is imperative that you reduce allowable radiofrequency limits.  Our schools, 

workplaces, homes and neighborhoods are saturated with RFR.  Radiofrequency radiation 

is cumulative and is exacting a severe toll on human health. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted by 

 

Kathryn K. Wesson 

438 Wellington Drive 

Charlottesville, Virginia 22903 

September 3, 2013 
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Comments on Notice of Inquiry, ET Docket No. 13-84 

 

I spent several years holding a cell phone next to my head for several 

hours a day a couple days every week. When I heard this could present a 

health hazard, I switched to a blue tooth headset. After using the headset 

for a couple years, I used a meter to find out if EMF was being emitted by 

the headset. I was shocked to learn that the headset is also emitting non-

ionizing radiation. I switched to using the speaker on my cell phone. 

When I am forced to hold the phone to my head because I am in a location 

that would not be appropriate for speaker phone, I develop headaches. 

When I use the speaker phone capability and do not hold the phone to my 

head, I do not feel any discomfort. 

I wish the FCC would reduce the amount of EMF allowed to be emitted by 

cell and cordless phone manufacturers, so the potential danger would be 

lessened. 

I am so concerned about my children keeping their phones in their pockets 

and putting their laptop computers on their laps. They need their phones to 

be in touch with their parents when they are away, and they need their 

computers to do their homework. I try to force them to put the computers on 

a desk and keep their phones in their backpacks. If you are a parent, you 

know it is difficult to force teenagers and pre-teens to do what you want, 

especially when they are at school and at activities and at friends’ houses. 

I wish the FCC would reduce the amount of EMF allowed to be emitted by 

cell and cordless phone manufacturers, so the vulnerable children in our 

population would not be bombarded by this possible carcinogen for 

decades of their life. 

I am so sad that I know two beautiful, smart, seemingly healthy women in 

their 40s who were both killed by brain cancer. A friend of mine knows 

another one. I am so sad my husband’s uncle was killed by brain cancer.  
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I am concerned that my friend who is a nurse in a brain trauma ward says 

she sees more and more people with brain tumors, and the patients 

afflicted are younger and younger. 

Please look at the studies done outside of the United States as well as the 

“studies” done in the United States that were funded by the 

telecommunications industry.  

Please don’t wait for 30 years to take action, as previous leaders did when 

tobacco was thought to be dangerous but the “studies” didn’t confirm it. My 

friend’s mother died of lung cancer. Perhaps if her doctors didn’t tell her to 

have a cigarette when she was nervous during pregnancy and while raising 

four children, she would have gotten to meet and nurture her grandchildren. 

But the doctors believed those studies, because the government confirmed 

their validity. 

Don’t make the same mistakes as your predecessors. 

Please do the right thing, not the easy thing. 

Diane St. James 
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Dear Federal Communications Commission Staff:

 

The United States radiation standards have not been reviewed in 16 years, and there is ample

evidence to conclude that these standards should be significantly lowered and replaced by standards

taking into consideration bioeffects.

 

According to the 2012 BioInitiative Report, which reviewed over 1800 scientific studies, ?Bioeffects

are clearly established and occur at very low levels of exposure to electromagnetic fields and

radiofrequency radiation.  Bioeffects can occur in the first few minutes at levels associated with cell

and cordless phone use. Bioeffects can also occur from just minutes of exposure to mobile phone

masts (cell towers), WI-FI, and wireless utility ?smart? meters that produce whole-body exposure.

Chronic base station level exposures can result in illness.? 1

 

Certain international laboratories have replicated studies demonstrating adverse effects on sperm

quality, motility and pathology in men who use and in particular men who wear a cell phone, PDA or

pager on their belt or in a pocket (Agarwal et al, 2008; Agarwal et al, 2009; Wdowiak et al, 2007; De

Iuliis et al, 2009; Fejes et al, 2005; Aitken et al, 2005; Kumar, 2012).

 

Most recently, research from Japan on a mouse cell line, Mobile phone radiation induces mode-

dependent DNA damage in a mouse spermatocyte-derived cell line: a protective role of melatonin

stated, ?results conclude that 3G mobile phone radiations affect the brain function and cause several

neurological disorders.?  2

 

Another current study released in August 2013, Effect of 3G Cell Phone Exposure with Computer

Controlled 2-D Stepper Motor on Non-thermal Activation of the hsp27/p38MAPK Stress Pathway in

Rat Brain, concludes that ?3G mobile phone radiations affect the brain function and cause several

neurological disorders?. 3

 

Physicists argue that such a low amount of energy emitted from wireless products cannot affect living

matter. If medical devices are permitted to emit pulsed radiofrequency radiation for medical therapy

under monitored and short-term conditions, there must be bioeffects.  Why can?t the pulsed radio

frequency radiation also negatively impact our cells as the research above indicates?

 

I have experienced health effects from exposure to pulsed radiofrequency radiation emitted from my

cell phone and wireless laptop.  In 2007, when I was working at home and using a cell phone for work

purposes, I often had a headache, especially at the end of the day.  When I worked, I also had neck

pain, only in the front of my neck. I later realized that my neck was directly in front of my wireless

laptop. During the days in which I didn?t talk on the cell phone, I didn?t experience headaches.
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When I stayed away from my laptop, I didn?t have frontal neck pain. Therefore, after reading further

research, I came to the conclusion that my health effects, which could go away, were directly

impacted by my use of wireless products. 

 

I respectfully request that the FCC review all of the research associated with radiofrequency radiation

and not discount the 1800 studies cited in BioInitiative Report. Since most teenagers and adults in the

United States use cell phones at this point and are exposed to wireless radiation from Wi-Fi, cordless

phones, and smart meters, it is imperative that the FCC establishes updated standards that truly

protect the health of all Americans. 

 

Sincerely,

 

Christine M. Hoch

 

Footnotes

 

 1. http://www.bioinitiative.org/table-of-contents/

 

 2. Int J Radiat Biol. 2013 Aug 19. [Epub ahead of print), Liu C, Gao P, Xu SC, Wang Y, Chen CH, He

MD, Yu ZP, Zhang L, Zhou Z., http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23952262

 

 3. Cell Biochem Biophys. 2013 Aug 15. [Epub ahead of print], Kesari KK, Meena R, Nirala J, Kumar

J, Verma HN. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23949848 School of Life Sciences, Jaipur National

University, Jaipur, 302017, Rajasthan, India, kavindra_biotech@yahoo.co.in.
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FCC 13-39 

Before the 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

In the Matter of 

Reassessment of Federal Communications 
Commission Radiofrequency Exposure Limits 
Policies 

Proposed Changes in the Commission's Rules 
Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency 
Electromagnetic Fields 

To: Office of the Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, DC 20554 

Comment Filed by: Arlene Ring 
30245 Meadowview Dr. 
Wickliffe, Ohio 44092 
p;nir20l@aol.com 
(440)-944-9053 

1 

and 

) 
) 

~ ET Docket 
No. 13-84 

) 
) 

~ ET Docket 
No. 03-137 

) 
) 

Se:pt. 1, 2013 
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AFFIDAVIT OF ARLENE RING 

State of Ohio ) 

Lake County ) 

I, Arlene Ring, attest that my statements are true to the 
best of my knowledge. 

Comment round for FCC ET Docket No. 013-84 and ET Docket 
No. 03-137 

1. My name is Arlene Ring. My address is 30245 Meadowview 
Drive, Vlickliffe, Ohio, 44092. 

2. I am a homemaker. 

3. My husband and I have lived at our current address for 
about 24 years. Our house faces a cell tower that is owned 
by T-Mobile and that has been operating for about 6~ years. 
The tower is visible from our house and our bedroom -faces 
it. 

4. The tower is located at the football field at Wickliffe 
High School, approximately 1100 feet from our house. 

5. Near the time the tower became operational, I noticed 
an increase in the number of headaches I would experience 
upon waking in the morning. 

6. Around the same time, I started having eye symptoms that 
were partiall~ brought on and/or aggravated by radiofrequency 
radiation (RFJ, high electric, and high magnetic fields. 

7. I was diagnosed as having partial vitreous detachment in 
my eyes. 

B. I stopped using a cell phone, and due to incre2sed 
difficulty tolerating the electromagnetics of a computer, 
I stopped using computers. 

9. About 3 years ago we discovered that a wireless 
transmitter had been placed on our gas meter by the gas 
company. This turned our formerly analog gas meter into 
a digital smart meter. The meter is located near the side 
of our house. 

10. In October of 2010 I went outside and looked at the 

2 
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smart meter to find out \vhat the serial number was. A 
few minutes after I looked at it, the floaters in my eyes 
got worse. Everything looked fuzzy. I noticed a pain in 
the left side of my forehead, pain on the bottom and inner 
sides of my eye sockets, and I felt weak. 

11. Two days later my eyes felt gritty and I was having 
trouble seeing while driving. 

12. Some time after the smart meter was installed near my 
house I realized I had another symptom: ringing in my ears. 
I have read that this symptom can be caused by RF radiation. 

13. I am including medical documentation that I am 
sensitive to, and adversely affected by, RF radiation. Please 
see Exhibit A (1 page), Exhibit B (1 page), and Exhibit C 
(2 pages). 

14. I have read parts of the BIOINITIATIVE REPORT 2012, 
including the conclusion, and it presents a strong consensus 
of 29 independent scientists and health experts from around 
the world, that '_'Public safety standards are 1,000 - 10,000 
or more times higher than levels now commonly reported in 
mobile phone base station studies to cause bioeffects," 
(See SECTIOii I, page 2, Preface; and Conclusions, LOW 
EXPOSURE LEVELS ARE ASSOCIATED WITH BIOEFFECTS ••• 
www.bioinitiative.org.) 

15. Their conclusion also states that "overall, these 1800 
or so new studies report abnormal gene transcription ••• ; 
genotoxicity and single and double-strand DNA damage ••• ; 
stress proteins ••• ; loss of DNA repair capacity in human 
stem cells ••• ; reduction in free-radical scavengers ••• ; 
neurotoxicity in humans ••• ; carcinogenicity in humans ••• ;" 
and so on and so on. (See Conclusions: BIOINITIATIVE 2012-
CONCLUSIONS Table 1-1) 

16. The Bioinitiative Report presents clear and abundant 
evidence that current RF safety limits are unsafe. 

17. The Bioinitiative Report 2012 defines new recommended 
standards: "a 0.3 nanowatts to 0.6 naowatts per square 
centimeter as a reasonable precautionary action level for 
chronic exposure to pulsed RFR" (radiofrequency radiation). 
(See Conclusions: DEFINING A NEW 'EFFECT LEVEL' FOR RFR) 

18. This recommended level takes into account long-term 
exposure. It is essential to provide a buffer for long­
term exposure because that is how RF exposure will be 
experinced as time goes by. 

3 
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19. It is also essential to factor in what real exposure 
will be from all the sources one would be exposed to at one 
time: the cell tower across the street, the smart meter on 
the side of the house, possibly a few more smart meters 
on the house, the smart meters on the neighbors houses, the 
collector on the next street, and so on ••• all radiating at 
us at the same time. 

20. The Board of the American Academy of Environmental 
Medicine (AAEM) concurs with the Bioinitiative Report in 
concluding that the current FCC guidelines are -"inadequate 
for use in establishing public health standards." (See 
exhibit D (2 pages) and www.aaemonline.org.) 

21. The AAEM further states that "existing FCC guidelines 
for RF safety ••• only look at thermal tissue damage and are 
obsolete, since many modern studies show metabolic and 
genomic damage from RF and ELF (extremely low frequency) 
exposures below the level of intensity which heats tissues." 
(See exhibit D) 

22. The AAEM also notes "that the US NIEHS National Toxicology 
Program in 1999 cited radiofrequency radiation as a potential 
carcinogen." (See EXHIBIT D or P .. AEivi' s January 23, 2012 
statement) 

23. Lastly, the AAEM statement-pointed out: "Existing safety 
limits for pulsed RF were termed 'not protective of public 
health' by the Radiofrequency Interagency Working Group 
(a federal interagency workin~ group including the FDA, 
FCC, OSHA, the EPA and others)." (See Exhibit D) 

24. It confuses me that the FCC and other federal agencies 
were already involved in assessing the existing safety 
limits. It is noteworthy, however, that their conclusion 
agrees with others who have assessed sound scientific 
evidence and also found existing safety limits not protective. 

25. The World Health Organization/International Agency for 
Research on Cancer, (IARC), has classified RF electromagnetic 
fields as possibly carcinogenic to humans (Group B). 
(See IARC CLASSIFIES R.ADIOFREQUENCY ELECTRm~AGNETIC FIELDS 
AS POSSIBLY CARCINOGENIC TO HUI·1NANS, t1ay 31, 2011, 
www.WHO.RFR.class2BCarcinogen.pr208_E) 

26. People who are concerned about the hazards of RFR, and 
those who are hindered by symptoms caused by RFR, can choose 
to forgo the use of cell phones, computers, and WI FI in 
their own home. However, they have no choice in the vast 
bulk of exposure that they are subjected to. There is no 
place to escape to. 

4 
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27. It is also possible that others are being injured by 
RFR and are not aware of it as yet. 

28. Never before in the history of the world have people been 
exposed to the frequencies, the signal strength, and the 
duration of RFR, as they are today. It is as if we are the 
experiment. 

29. I do not want to be part of a giant experiment of new 
and ever increasing technologies which are proven to be 
hazardous to health. 

30. This is why it is vital for the FCC safety limits to be 
greatly lowered and become true safety limits. 

31. The FCC would do well to implement a plan to establish 
the well-researched recommended new standards in the 
Bioinitiative Report 2012. 

32. A moratorium should also be placed on transmitting 
utility/smart meter installation, and installation of 
additional base stations for wireless service while 
biologically-based safety limits are being worked out. 

33. In general, RF industry-funded studies on safety limits 
of RFR should not be given weight due to obvious conflict 
of interest concerns. 

34. As per the Scenic Hudson court decision of 1965, the 
FCC has the responsibility to seriously consider my Comment, 
including the evidence I reference, in order to fulfill 
its obligation to represent the public. 

~5. Protecting the health of the nation by greatly lowering 
the exposure limits for cumulative RFR so that they are 
safe for everyone,will likely avert a national health crisis. 
There is nothing more useful, efficient, and practical that 
the FCC can do, than that. 
(See FCC 13-39, paragraph 6) 

5 

Respectfully submitted by 
Arlene Ring 
30245 Meadowview Dr. 
Wickliffe, Ohio 44092 
September 1, 2013 
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5-3-12 

Family Holistic Health 
Karin D. Cseak D.O. 

556 W. Portage Tr. Ext. 
Cuyahoga Fans OH 44223 

Office 330-923-3060 
Fax 330-923-7705 

To Whom lt. May Concern: 

I am writing as the primary care physician for Arlene Ring. Arlene has 
reported worsening symptoms related to exposures to electromagnetic 
fields (EMF) and wireless transmissions. Her reactions to these fields have 
been getting more pronounced in the last several years, and include 
symptoms related to nervous system function and vision. 

I recommend that no wireless transmissions be used on her property. 
Please contact my office if you should require any further information. 

Cordially, 

~,....____-
Karin Cseak, DO. 

I 
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SHERR! J. TENPENNY, D.O. 

DEA It "7:===-:-:-::-"7 
PAULA VETTER, N.P., -C. 

CTP: RX 00873 
7380 ENGLE ROAD 

MIDDLEBURG HEIGHTS, OH 44130 
(440) 2~ 8 TEL. (440) 239-3440 FAX 

TAMPER-RESISTANT FEATURES INCLUDE: SAFETY-BLUE 
ERAS&RESISTANT BACKGROUND, "ILLEGAL" PANTOGRAPH, 
QUANTITY CHECK-OFF BOXES AND AEFlU.INDICATOR 
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Refill NR 

To ensure brand name dl onslng, prescriber must write 'Dispense As 
Written' or 'D.A.W.' on the prescription. 
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ARLENE M. RING 
MAYS, 2012 

Born. and raised in Cleveland, O!f ... has ~achelor of Science in Education ... taught for few years/married at the a e of 

makin
23/still t? the s~e gentleman/his hobby ts photography/his occupation is quality control engineer/he works with ~etals 

g Jet engine blades. 
Her kids are grown and on their own. 

h
There is manufacturing is in her areal at times she can smell it when driving past the plant, but can't smell it at her own 
om e. 

X-rays taken last winter, benign growth noted on liver/she looked it up but can't remember what it said. 

80 min. interview 5-8-2012 By Nora Kerry, RN 

ROS CANDIDA SCORE 

Isr ov Pulse <i0 
Temp (oral) 

/:hJf -·· 
BP (sitting) 7JJJ 

VC!i'1F 

'-"~ 
Ll~ 

TIME IN TIME OUT__ SIGNED -------

Arlene Ring- 501004 - 5/9/12 - PV - She has a history of sensitivity to electromagnetic 
type transmission. She is concerned mostly with the gas meter transmitter. It appears the 
transmitter on the gas meter, which makes it easy for the reading to be done 

- electronically; - This-is giving her-symptoms-since-installation. -The-symptoms get worse 
as described when she is close to the unit outdoors. There is a metal shield put in by her 
husband to protect it from the interior of their house and she doesn't have as much 
symptoms when she is near it on the inside of the home. She has aluminum siding on the 
home, which probably protects her from electromagnetic transmission. She does live 

-near a cell transmission tower that has given her additional difficulty since it was 
installed. She has a lot of sensitivities. Note she has been under the care of Dr. 
Frackleton and Dr. Sherry Tenpenny for various allergic mechanisms. We find the 
electromagnetic sensitivity heightens in people with other allergies. Therefore discussed 
the possibility of the low dose antigen therapy, which would be a way to reduce her 

_ alJergic }oa_!i from fo_ods ~d inllalants.. This can be do~e without further testing of the 
various foods since it has over 300 items in the injection to help control the allergies• to 
dust, molds, pollens and foods. It doesn't physically protect from the electromagnetic 
field. 

Did check her briefly with the reflex technique on foods and she shows reactive to a 
. nlimber of common foods aga.Inwith baker's and brewer's yeast, sUgar arid milk allergic 
even though she did have treatment 6-8 years ago from Dr. Tenpenny. A technique loses 
its effectiveness over time. The low dose antigen therapy seems to be enhanced and 
works better over time. This would simply lower her allergic over load and perhaps give 
her some protection from the EMF. 

Cont' d on next page 
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\ Arlene Ring cont' d 

In the meantime it would be best if the transmission unit from the gas meter would be 
removed for her medical benefit and not have any further installation. She owns another 
home where her son will be living. Would recommend that it not be applied to that 
home. Also not permit the installation of the transmission unit to the electric meters on 

-these -homes. 

There are just a few things that can be done to protect the home from the cell tower 
affects. Her aluminum siding is one factor that is already there. Perhaps she could use 
an aluminum vapor barrier in the attic that would be helpful also. But these procedures 
are expensive and not completely beneficial so much so as the simply elimination of the 
transmission in its own home. - This can easily be avoided by simply: reading the meter 
digitally by an employee ofthe gas and electric company. 

Dx: Electromagnetic Sensitivity 
Multiple Food Allergies 

-
Physical Exam: 
Ears: Canals are clear. TM's look normal. 
Nose: has slightly pale membranes, commonly seen with allergic patients 
Dentition; Is in excellent repair with composite fillings. No residual amalgams. 
They were removed over 5 years ago. I don't find indication for further detoxification 
smce she did have some DMSA. tlierapy. I don't find-indication to need the DMSA-or 
Glutathione, which aids in detoxifying. 

Would like to do a test on her reverse T3 and total T3 to see if there is any affect of the 
heavy metals on her thyroid function. 

Reviewing her previous lab work from Dr. Frackleton shows relatively normal TSH and 
T4 and free T3. They are all within reasonable limits. 

She has done significant things in her home. Protection of electromagnetic factors with 
removing the electric clock from her bedroom and now even turning off the circuit 
breaker to her bedroom electric. This does give her a better sleep pattern. She reacts to 
wireless internet and fluorescent mercury lights with mental confusion and headaches. 
Her personal use of a computer has limited due to the exposure from even the mouse 
affecting her finger control. This is further documentation of her difficulty. 

Dx: Allergic patient with Food Allergies 
Significant Electromagnetic Sensitivity to a degree that is beginning to cause 

physical harm and handicapping functions 

A~ 
Roy E. Kerry, M.D./slw _ iJ_ __ 

Cc: To Patient 

) 

0 

I 

JA 09178

USCA Case #20-1025      Document #1869762            Filed: 11/04/2020      Page 301 of 454



For Distribution: 

January 26, 2012 

The American Academy of Environmental Medicine has adopted a resolution calling for 
a halt to wireless smart meters. 

The full text of the resolution is below. A hard copy on letterhead is available on the 
AAEM website at www.aaemonline.org. 

From the AAEM website: 

Who WeAre 

The American Academy of Environmental Medicine was founded in 1965, and is an 
international association of physicians and other professionals interested in the clinical 
aspects of humans and their environment. The Academy is interested in expanding the 
knowledge of interactions between human individuals and their environment, as these 
may be demonstrated to be reflected in their total health. The AAEM provides research 
and education in the recognition, treatment and prevention of illnesses induced by 
exposures to biological and chemical agents encountered in air, food and water. 

AAEM's January 23, 2012 statement represents the first national physician's group to 
look in-depth at wireless health risks; and to advise the public and decision-makers 
about preventative public health actions that are necessary. 

8Xhi bi f­
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