
 My n%me is Alison Morrow Westover. I %m % two-time Emmy winning 
bro%dc%st journ%list turned mother %nd f%rmer. I recently represented my 
neighborhood in its st%unch opposition to % 185-foot-t%ll cell tower pl%nned just % 
few hundred feet from homes in Cryst%l River, Florid%. 

 Blue Sky Towers, IV LLC (“Blue Sky Towers”), % specul%tive cell tower site 
developer, sought to construct %nd oper%te % new 185-foot-t%ll commerci%l multi-
c%rrier g%lv%nized monopole tower %t 8557 N H%tfield Terr%ce in Cryst%l River, FL 
34428 (Site ID: FL-00444 – Citrus Applic%tion No. CU-2026-00003). Per the site 
pl%n provided by Blue Sky Towers, the proposed tower w%s sl%ted to 
%ccommod%te four “levels” of wireless %ntenn%s. The proposed le%se %re% w%s 
6,400 squ%re feet.T-Mobile %sserted % need for enh%nced wireless cover%ge %t 
%nd %round the N H%tfield Terr%ce inst%ll%tion site. To justify this need, T-Mobile 
submitted unv%lid%ted RF prop%g%tion m%ps. The m%ps provided f%iled to meet 
even the most b%sic scientific st%nd%rds in the field of RF prop%g%tion %n%lysis for 
two prim%ry re%sons. First, T-Mobileʼs “RF engineer” f%iled to specify the 
p%r%meters used to gener%te T-Mobileʼs RF prop%g%tion m%ps, %nd second, T-
Mobile f%iled to produce %ny re%l-world d%t% to v%lid%te the %ccur%cy of the 
model(s) used to gener%te its m%ps. 

 In direct contr%vention to the “evidence” provided by T-Mobile to support the 
inst%ll%tion of this tower, the Feder(l Communic(tion Commissionʼs (“FCC”) 
N(tion(l Bro(db(nd M(p demonstr(tes 100% outdoor 4G LTE (nd 5G-NR 
wireless cover(ge for T-Mobile, AT&T, (nd Verizon (t (nd (round the 
proposed N H(tfield Terr(ce inst(ll(tion site. The FCC N%tion%l Bro%db%nd 
M%p %lso demonstr%tes 100% in-vehicle wireless cover%ge for AT&T %nd Verizon 
%t %nd %round the proposed N H%tfield Terr%ce inst%ll%tion site. The presence of 
100% outdoor %nd in-vehicle AT&T %nd Verizon wireless cover%ge %t %nd %round 
the proposed inst%ll%tion site indic%tes th%t T-Mobile, with the proper engineering 
%nd %ntenn% colloc%tion configur%tion(s), c%n %chieve the s%me or comp%r%ble 
levels of in-vehicle wireless cover%ge to AT&T %nd Verizonʼs in-vehicle cover%ge 
without the need for % new 185-foot-t%ll industri%l structure %t 8557 N H%tfield 
Terr%ce. 

T-Mobile presents wh%tever cover%ge m%ps serve its present business go%ls. 
While cl%iming th%t out neighborhood “needs” % microsite, their website 
concurrently offers customers in our community “ultr% c%p%city 5G service” 
%lre%dy.  If T-Mobile w%nts % tower somewhere – it hires %n “RF engineer” (often 
someone with rudiment%ry knowledge of RF prop%g%tion %nd RF modeling)  to 
submit % “study” showing % signific%nt g%p in wireless cover%ge %t %nd %round 
the proposed inst%ll%tion %re%. If T-Mobile w%nts customers, it presents m%ps th%t 



show th%t its wireless cover%ge is the best %round. 

 Through my journey fighting this tot%lly unnecess%ry steel monstrosity from 
being inst%lled in our residenti%l %re%, I h%ve come to le%rn th%t wireless 
telecommunic%tions comp%nies %re intention%lly deceitful or misle%ding when 
presenting %pplic%tions for wireless f%cility projects before loc%l pl%nning %nd 
zoning bo%rds. The %ttorney for BlueSky Towers the comp%ny seeking to profit off  
the tower, spent h%lf of her present%tion bullying %nd misle%ding our 
commissioners into believing they h%d virtu%lly no rights to deny the tower even 
though the tower did not comport with our ordin%nce. She cited the 
Telecommunic%tions Act of 1996 which censors citizens true concerns %bout the 
documented he%lth %nd environment%l effects of r%diofrequency (“RF”) r%di%tion 
exposure. Though we h%ve 1st Amendment rights to spe%k %bout such effects, our 
loc%l governing body c%nnot t%ke those concerns into %ccount when deciding 
where % cell tower should %nd shouldnʼt go. This ridiculous re%lity forced our 
community to focus our %rgument %g%inst the proposed tower on its 
incomp%tibility with the ch%r%cter of our neighborhood %nd T-Mobileʼs l%ck of 
prob%tive evidence th%t % signific%nt g%p in cover%ge exists %t %nd %round the 
proposed inst%ll%tion site. Our silence on the issue of RF r%di%tion me%ns the 
public record of the cell tower he%ring is %bsent of these pressing, very re%l 
concerns. The medi% cover%ge reflects this “bl%ck hole” %s well. This me%ns th%t 
the incredibly robust body of peer-reviewed, published scientific studies 
demonstr%ting serious biologic%l h%rm %ssoci%ted with or linked to RF r%di%tion 
%nd EMF rem%ins % conspir%cy in the eyes of the gener%l public, governing 
offici%ls, l%ndowners, %nd he%lthc%re pr%ctitioners – bec%use weʼre %ll b%rred 
from t%lking %bout it if we w%nt to properly stop %n unnecess%ry %nd improperly-
sited cell tower from being inst%lled. 

 Due to my b%ckground in journ%lism %nd public spe%king skills, I w%s %ble to 
successfully le%d our neighborhood effort %g%inst % trillion-doll%r industry. But the 
%ver%ge citizen would h%ve found this % d%unting - if not impossible - t%sk. It is %n 
underst%tement to s%y th%t this is not % f%ir fight. The protections gr%nted to the 
“Cellul%r Industri%l Complex” (%s I now like to c%ll it) by the feder%l government 
p%ve the w%y for wireless comp%nies %nd cell tower site developers to run 
roughshod over our communities. Successfully thw%rting this tower turned into % 
ne%r full-time job for me %nd took both physic%l %nd emotion%l tolls on myself %nd 
my f%mily. I w%lked from house to house r%ising %w%reness %bout the tower 
propos%l (since only those within 500 feet of the proposed inst%ll%tion site 
received notice of the tower) -  g%rnering sign%tures for our petition, instructing 
people %bout how to %ttend the Pl%nning Commission meetings %nd how to em%il 
% public st%tement in opposition to the propos%l. I h%d to become % qu%si-
%ttorney, RF engineer, community %ctivist %nd more within % m%tter of weeks. I did 
this while %lso continuing my life %s % full-time mom %nd % f%rmer who c%res for 



ne%rly 50 %nim%ls. 
 

While b%ttling the telecommunic%tions industry is extremely time consuming, 
stressful, %nd %t times, demor%lizing, I %m very gl%d HHS is focused on the he%lth 
%nd environment%l effects of RF %nd EMFs more gener%lly. EMFs %re %rgu%bly 
%mong the most perv%sive environment%l exposures in modern society, %nd the 
f%ct th%t we still l%ck % comprehensive underst%nding of their potenti%l long-term 
he%lth effects is % very serious public he%lth m%tter.

HHS should t%ke % le%ding role in est%blishing he%lth-b%sed RF r%di%tion 
exposure st%nd%rds th%t reflect the best %v%il%ble scientific evidence %nd current/
projected use p%tterns of wireless devices. The worldʼs biggest insur%nce 
comp%nies like Swiss Re h%ve EMF exclusions in their policies bec%use they 
underst%nd the risks of wireless r%di%tion exposure. Congress should consider 
legisl%tion est%blishing % form%l role for HHS in setting or %pproving these 
st%nd%rds, in coordin%tion with the FCC, whose current limits h%ve not been 
upd%ted in over 30 ye%rs. Decisions %bout %ccept%ble levels of hum%n exposure 
to RF r%di%tion should be grounded in independent scientific %ssessment %nd 
public he%lth expertise, r%ther th%n left prim%rily to %n %gency th%t h%s no he%lth 
expertise wh%tsoever. 

I %lso %sk th%t HHS urge members of Congress to %mend Section 704 of the 
Telecommunic%tions Act of 1996 to %llow our loc%l governing %uthorities the 
%bility to consider the he%lth %nd environment%l effects of wireless r%di%tion  
when deciding where wireless f%cilities should %nd should not go within our 
communities. Equ%lly troubling is the l%ck of me%ningful leg%l recourse for 
individu%ls who suffer h%rm from wireless r%di%tion exposure, p%rticul%rly where 
feder%l l%w %nd regul%tory st%nd%rds constr%in the %bility to r%ise these concerns. 
No individu%l should be left without %n %venue to seek justice bec%use the l%w 
f%ils to %dequ%tely %ccount for he%lth risks. 
 

Our county codes, he%lth recommend%tions %nd building permits reflect 
outd%ted science %nd it is time to upd%te policies with the known science of EMF / 
RF r%di%tion h%rm. The bottom line is this: The r%pid exp%nsion of wireless 
technology must not continue to outp%ce our commitment to protecting hum%n 
he%lth, the environment, %nd the rights of our communities.


