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I am concerned about the FCC’s plan to establish exposure limits for higher 
frequencies without performing safety testing first, and without including input 
from physicians and biologists. I hold two Master’s degrees- one in Public 
Health and one in Psychotherapy, and I am concerned about my own safety 
and that of the general public, especially our nation’s children.  
 
I am one of a steadily increasing number of people who has become sensitive 
to RF radiation- it has become almost impossible for me to travel or find a 
place to live without symptoms including pain, insomnia, and cognitive 
impairment. Although I found this hard to believe at first, I can now state that 
there are biological effects from the wireless frequencies currently in use, 
based on my own experience, that of many others, and review of the 
research. In fact, there are thousands of published, peer-reviewed, non-
industry sponsored(!) studies showing biological effects, including harm from 
wireless radiation. (Some of these studies are listed here: 
https://ehtrust.org/science/research-on-wireless-health-effects/) 
  
The FCC's repeated refusal to consider biological effects from exposure to all 
types of wireless radiation shows a clear and dangerous intention to disregard 
the emerging science which must inform its decisions regarding public health. 
The FCC's own admission that it is unaware of any other types of 
effects demonstrates a failure to actively investigate the issue by proactively 
engaging with the scientific community studying the short and long-term 
biological impacts of exposure to humans and possible interference with 
systems of the natural world. Failure to seek out and consider the latest 
science makes decisions of the FCC suspect.  
 
Moreover, the complex comment process used by the FCC virtually ensures 
that most commenters will be those who follow the activities of the agency 
closely and have a financial interest in the agency's decisions.   
 
Thank you for your fair and unbiased consideration of these matters.  
 
Sincerely, 
Margaret 

 


