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December 3.2018

The Honorable Brendan Carr
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445lzth Street. SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Carr:

We write with interest regarding your recent remarks on the safety of 5G technologies
during a Senate Commerce Committee field hearing in Sioux Falls, South Dakota.

During this hearing, the Mayor of Sioux Falls, the Honorable Paul TenHaken, asked
about "the health ramifications of 5G and small cell deployment." His request. as the leader of
his municipality, w'as for "clear direction, talking points, studies that have been done that show
that there is no harm to our constituents and to the ta.xpayers on putting these small cells on
towers close to libraries, close to schools, close to their homes."

Speaking on behalf of the Federal Communications Commission (FCC), you explained,
"Federal law actually says that state and local governments can't take [radiofrequency] concerns
into account given how much work has gone into this issue at the federal level...Both at the FCC
and other expert health agencies in Washington. they stay very much up to speed on these issues
and have reached the determination that these are satb."

Most of our current regulations regarding radiofrequency safety were adopted in 1996
and havE not yet been updated lbr next generation equipment ancl devices. For example, the
FCC's specific absorption rate (SAR) limits do not apply to devices operating above 6.0 GHz;
horr¤ver, 5G devices will operate at frequencies as high as or even exceeding 24 GHz. The FCC
has acknorvledged, "The SAR probe calibration, measurement accuracy, tissue dielectric
parameters and other SAR measurement procedures required for testing recent generation
wireless devices need further examination."l

Fufihermore. the final results of the world's largest and most expensive study to date on
the link between radiofrequency radiation and cancer were only just released on November 1,
2018 by the National Toxicology Program (NTP)-an inter-agency program within the U.S.

I Federal Communications Commission, OfTice of Engineering and Technology, Laboratory Division, "SAR
Measurement Requirements for 100 MHz TO 6 GHz,"
https://apps.fcc.gov/kdb/GetAttachment.html?id:RUMcMDLTfrnDLsdRSsbCNoA%3D%3D&desc:865664%20D0
I %20SARo/o20Measurementyo20100yo20MHzYo20toYo206Yo20GHz9620v0l r04&tracking_number:2E242.



Department of Health and Human Senices.2 That study. *'hich began in 1999, is limited in scope
to radiofrequency radiation associated with 2G and 3G cell phones. As you know, this study
found evidence of cancerous heart tumors, as well as some evidence of cancerous brain tumors,
in male rats exposed to exposed to high levels of radiofrequency radiation like that used in 2G
and 3G cell phone-s. However. researchers have cautioned that findings "do not apply to 4G or
5G technologies."3

To ensure we communicate accurate information to our constituents-many of whom
have concerns similar to Mayor TenHaken's-we respectfully request.vou provide to our offices
the 5G safety determination from FCC and relevant health agencies that you referred to during
the field hearing. Please also include current citations for the studies informing that safety
determination. Like Mayor TenHaken. we recognize that the literature on 5G technology may be
limited "because it's so new," and are interested in acquainting ourselves w.ith the latest studies
evaluating the health eflects of high-band frequencies and modulations rhat would be used in 5G
networks.

The cooperation and partnership of localities and states will be critical as we move
forward with this transformative technology, which promises wireless speeds as much as five
times faster and with much lower latency. Carriers will also need updated guidelines governing
the authorization of devices to be used with 5G. We also believe it is critical for the FCC to act
on its March ?7,2013 Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and Inquiry to ensure all
individuals. and especially those working in close proximity to the hundreds of thousands of
small cell facilities to be deployed, are protected from any kind of excess radiofrequency
radiation.a

We look forward to hearing from you on this important matter. We respectfully request a
response by December 17, 2018.

Sincerel)',

;
tilttrs\ l'rYrC

Anna G""EShoo
\=---*tfrrnber o f C ongress

! William J. Broad, "Study of Cellphone Risks Finds 'Some Evidence' of Link to Cancer, at Least in Male Rats,"
Nerv York Times (New York, Nerv York), November l, 2018,
hnps:/iwwu,.nyimes.com/20I8/1 1/0I /healthlcellphone-radiation-cancer.html.
3 National Toxicology Program, "Cell Phone Radio Frequency Radiation Studies."
https://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/materials/celljhone_radiofrequency_radiation studies_508.pdf.
a Federal Communications Commission, "Reassessment of Fedeial Communications Commission Radiofrequency
Exposure Limits and Policies; Proposed Changes in the Cornmission's Rules Regarding Human Exposure to
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields," 28 FCC Rcd 3498 (4), https:/docs.fcc.gov/public/attachmentVFCC-13-
39A I .pdf,

Richard Blumenthal
United States Senator
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ANDY KIM 
3RO DISTillCT, NEW JERSEY 

The Honorable Ajit Pai 
Chairman 

<ieongress of tf)e Wniteb 
of l\epresentatibes 

Dasbington, l\QC 20515-3003 

March 28, 2019 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12t11 Street, SW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Pai, 

1516 LONGWORTH House OFFICE BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

(202) 225-4765 

I write to you regarding the Accelerating Wireless Broadband Deployment by Removing 
Barriers to Infrastructure Investment order, the public health concerns surrounding 5G 
technologies, questions surrounding the safety measures taken by your agency prior to 
implementation of this technology and the role of local governments in overseeing deployment 
and retaining control over infrastructure and rights-of-way in their communities. 

As you know, current regulations governing radiofrequency (RF) safety were put in place in 
1996 and have not yet been reassessed for newer generation technologies. Currently, the FCC's 
specific absorption rate (SAR) limits only apply to devices operating at frequencies up to 6.0 GHz. 
However, 50 technology operates at frequencies at and exceeding 24 GHz, which requires 
numerous small cell sites to be densely installed close to homes, schools, and workplaces. Despite 
the close proximity to sensitive areas where these high-band cells will be installed, little research 
has been conducted to examine 50 safety. The FCC has admitted, "the SAR probe calibration, 
measurement accuracy, tissue dielectric parameters and other SAR measurement procedures 
required for testing recent generation wireless devices need further examination".1 

On November 14, 2018 the FCC initiated an auction for 28 GHz and 24 GHz bands.2 The 
deployment of these cells continues today despite little knowledge of the long-term health 
outcomes of this technology. Lacking existing studies into the human impact of high-band 5G 
cells, further investigation is needed to ensure that elevated RF levels in new locally deployed 
small cell sites will not be a health risk to communities on the ground. 

As you know, the FCC's Declaratory Ruling on September 26, 2018 made several regulatory 
changes to local governments' ability to administer the rollout of SG technology.3 These changes 

1 Federal Communications Commission, Office of Engineering and Technology, Laboratory Division, "SAR Measurement 
Requirements for JOO MHz TO 6 GHz" 

11id-RUM cM_D L 7 CT!!PJJsdRSsbCNoA o/o3D%3D&dcsc• 865664 %20QO I %20SAR% 
20Measurement0&>201 00%20M Ht>J 20to%206%20GHt>/ct21>\!Q lrM&tmdmg numbi;r28242 
2 Federal Communications Commission, "AUCTIONS OF UPPER MICROWAVE FLEXIBLE USE LICENSES FOR NEXT-
GENERATION WIRELESS SERVICES", Public Notice, FCC-18-109, August 3, 2018, 
huns://docs.fcc.gov/public/nUachrnenl'llFCC-18-109A I .pdf 
3 Federal Communications Commission, "Declaratory Ruling and Third Report and Order", FCC 18-133, September 26, 2018. 
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include restrictions on how towns and cities review small cell deployment applications, a new 
"shot-clock" that opens up local governments to lawsuits from 5G providers after 60 days without 
a final decision on a small cell application, and a cap on the fees that cities can charge for filing 
deployment applications. A .city's ability to regulate and manage 5G deployment is essential to 
protecting the health, safety and welfare of its residents.4 

I have heard from a number of my constituents in Lavallette, New Jersey who are worried about 
the deployment of small cell 5G networks in their neighborhoods. Specifically, my constituents 
worry that FCC has failed to thoroughly explore all potential safety concerns regarding 5G 
technologies for human exposure. They are also concerned that local government possess little 
power to oversee and influence the deployment process. In order to ensure that my constituents 
are aptly educated on 5G's potential impacts on public health, I would appreciate your response to 
the following questions: 

1. What recent, independent scientific studies demonstrate the safety of SG technologies? 
2. Has the FCC or any other agency conducted research into potential long-term health 

outcomes of repeated exposure to radiofrequencies similar to those present in high-band 
SG cells? If so, what were the results of such study? 

3. Have any 5G telecommunications service providers conducted studies into the long-term 
health outcomes of repeated exposure to radio frequencies similar to those present in high-
band 5G cells? If so, what were the results of such study? 

4. How are the FCC and 5G service providers working with local governments and 
municipalities to address citizens' concerns concerning 5G implementation? 

5. What procedure exists for residents to file complaints with the FCC regarding the 
installation of small cell 5G sites in their neighborhoods? 

In order to ensure accurate and swift communication of information to my constituents 
regarding this issue, I respectfully request a prompt response to these questions. 

I look forward to hearing from you on this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Andy Kim 
Member of Congress 

CC: The Honorable Michael O'Rielly, Commissioner, Federal Communications Commission 
The Honorable Jessica Rosenworcel, Commissioner, Federal Communications Commission 
The Honorable Brendan Carr, Commissioner, Federal Communications Commission 
The Honorable Geoffrey Starks, Commissioner, Federal Communications Commission 

1tuns:lfdoss.f«.covfn.ubfo;!n1t::1cbmcmslFCC- t 8-IJJA I 
4 City of Philadelphia Law Department, "Comments of the City of Philadelphia", September 19, 2018 
!Wps:/Jccf,<;_eioi. l«.govltUell 0919267 U02479/Cit)!:%2fiol1'Lo20Ph iludelphia%20Commcnts%20to%20Drnft%20Declarntoiy%20Ru 
Ii ng%20and%20Thi rd%20Reoort%20and%200rdei"Yo2-0(WI%2017- Bo/@WC%2G 17-84.pdf 



Anthony Maffuccio, City Council Member, City of Pittsfield Letter in Support of Wireless Right To
Know Bills in Massachusetts, October 3, 2021,

From: Maffuccio, Anthony <amaffuccio@cityofpittsfield.org>
To: jointcmte-consumerprotection@malegislature.gov
<jointcmte-consumerprotection@malegislature.gov>; tricia.farley-bouvier@mahouse.gov
<tricia.farley-bouvier@mahouse.gov>;
adam.hinds@masenate.gov<adam.hinds@masenate.gov>;
Sent: Sunday, October 3, 2021, 05:29:50 AM EDT
Subject: Resolve S. 186 and S. 187 Testimony

Dear Esteemed Legislators,

Thank you for advancing Senator Cyr's wireless radiation bills in prior legislative sessions.
Please do everything in your power to ensure these bills are passed this session as the
cumulative harm is mounting from today's rapidly increasing levels of radiofrequency radiation.

In Pittsfield, residents have been diagnosed with EHS, or electromagnetic sensitivity after they
developed symptoms of headaches, nausea, dizziness, insomnia, skin rash, palpitations and
tinnitus after a cell tower started transmitting adjacent to their neighborhood.

As taught by doctors at the international EMF Medical Conference 2021, electromagnetic fields
(EMFs) from radiation pulsed by cell towers, small cells and utility "smart meters" and wireless
devices is the leading cause of the rise in electromagnetic illnesses.

In their own homes, residents can choose to options like hardwired Ethernet connections,
increasing their distance from devices, and placing them on airplane mode or turning off Wi-Fi
when not in use, but only if they know these options are available. S. 183 is a “right to know” bill
and helps educate consumers about wireless safety practices.

As municipal leaders, we look to the state for guidance on wireless safety.

S.186, to form a commission to investigate the health and environmental impact of today’s
wireless technology is vital as the science has been shared with us. We are looking to you to
translate the science into policy change and protections that can then be applied across the
state.

Engineers can readily develop safe, sustainable, energy-efficient technology but it is up to our
legislatures to require it. You have that opportunity in Senator Cyr's Resolve S. 186 and S. 187.

https://ma4safetech.us20.list-manage.com/track/click?u=62f2cbcbd8eeef4c8fe3da281&id=d2ae306355&e=4485acfe47


Please pass these bills to form a commission to investigate the health and environmental impact
of today's wireless technology, especially as it impacts our children, our pollinators and our
planet.

Other states have implemented protections, and it's time for Massachusetts to ensure safe and
sustainable technology, too. Our municipal leaders and volunteer boards should not have to
navigate these issues alone. Thank you for providing our cities and towns with the guidance
they need to ensure the health and safety of all Massachusetts residents.

Respectfully,

Councilor Anthony V Maffuccio

Anthony Maffuccio
Ward 7 Councilor
City Council
City of Pittsfield
Download



Letter From Peter White Councilor City of Pittsfield to Massachusetts State Legislature in Favor of Wireless Right to Know
Legislation October 4, 2021

From: White, Peter <pwhite@cityofpittsfield.org>
To: jointcmte-consumerprotection@malegislature.gov <jointcmte-consumerprotection@malegislature.gov>; Tricia
Farley-Bouvier <Tricia.Farley-Bouvier@mahouse.gov>; Adam Hinds <adam.hinds@masenate.gov>;
Sent: Monday, October 4, 2021, 04:19:48 PM EDT
Subject: Resolve S. 186 and S. 187 Testimony

Dear Esteemed Legislators,

Thank you for advancing State Senator Cyr's wireless radiation bills in prior legislative sessions. Please do everything in
your jurisdiction to ensure these bills are passed this session as the number of reported people affected by today's rapidly
increasing levels of radiofrequency radiation is rising.

In Pittsfield, residents have reported to us they have been diagnosed with electromagnetic sensitivity after developing
symptoms of headaches, nausea, dizziness, insomnia, skin rash, palpitations and tinnitus after a cell tower started
transmitting adjacent to their neighborhood.

In their own homes, residents can choose to use options like hardwired Ethernet connections, increasing their distance
from devices, and placing them on airplane mode or turning off Wi-Fi when not in use, but only if they know these options
are available. S. 187 is a “right to know” bill and helps educate consumers about wireless safety practices.

As a municipal leader myself, I look to the state for guidance on wireless safety.

S.186, to form a commission to investigate the health and environmental impact of today’s wireless technology is vital as
the science has been shared with us. We are looking to you to translate the science into policy change and protections
that can then be applied across the state.

Engineers can readily develop safe, sustainable, energy-efficient technology but it is up to our legislatures to require it.
You have that opportunity in Senator Cyr's Resolve S. 186 and S. 187 to help Massachusetts municipalities have
consistency.

Please pass form a commission to investigate the health and environmental impact of today's wireless technology.

Other states have implemented protections, and it's time for Massachusetts to ensure safe and sustainable technology, as
well. Our municipal leaders and volunteer boards should not have to navigate these issues alone. Thank you for providing
our cities and towns with the guidance we need to ensure the health and safety of all Massachusetts residents. We also
need verified information and guidance moving forward to assist with decision making.

Respectfully,

Pete White

Pittsfield City Councilor At Large

Pittsfield, MA 01201



 

 

 

 

 

August 16, 2023 

 

Mr. Robert Fisher 
Senior Vice President, Federal Government Relations 
Verizon 
One Verizon Way 
Basking Ridge, New Jersey 07920 
 
 
Dear Mr. Fisher: 
 
            I write to express my strong opposition to Verizon’s plans to install imposing, unsightly 
5G infrastructure along the beachfront in the Borough of Belmar in my Congressional District. 
 

In light of the shocking revelation that Verizon had erroneously filed suit against Belmar 
to push through its proposal—when the Borough had no jurisdiction over the property in 
question—I urge you to seize this opportunity to work transparently with the lawful owner of the 
right-of-way, the County of Monmouth. 

 
I have worked closely with Monmouth County Commissioner Director Tom Arnone, who 

has advised me that the County is requesting that Verizon rescind its initial plan.  I support this 
recission, as it will allow Verizon to re-examine the substantial objections raised by members of 
the local community and respond to the concerns of Belmar residents and those of other shore 
municipalities throughout the State of New Jersey.   

 
Belmar is a booming tourist destination and is regularly named among the best beach 

towns in New Jersey. Not surprisingly, Belmar’s pristine beaches create significant seasonal 
revenue which helps to sustain the town’s economy throughout the year.  Local community 
leaders and residents of Belmar have reasonably argued that the 30-foot 5G towers will obstruct 
ocean views, devalue real estate, hurt tourism and harm local businesses.  

 
Additionally, many residents have raised serious questions about the potential health 

ramifications of this new technology on residents and wildlife.  And though long-term human 
health studies have yet to be completed on 5G frequencies utilized in this relatively new use of  

 



Robert Fisher, Verizon • August 16, 2023 • Page 2 of 2 
 
 
 

the technology, I believe it would be short-sighted to dismiss health concerns until adequate and 
comprehensive studies have been conducted. 

 
Why the rush?  Why the aggressive legal battle against the wrong governing body?   
 
I believe that the rights of public and private property owners should not be summarily 

dismissed in the name of “so-called” tech progress, and I urge Verizon, as a good corporate 
citizen, to heed the genuine economic, aesthetic, environmental and health concerns of the 
community. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
Member of Congress 

 



 
  

March 28, 2023 
 

The Honorable Jessica Rosenworcel  
Chairwomen  
Federal Communications Commission  
45 L Street NE 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Dear Chairwomen Rosenworcel: 

 
I am writing to relay the well-founded concerns of my constituents in Wyandotte, 

Michigan. T-Mobile has recently begun the construction of a 5G cell phone tower situated above 
the playground area of Washington Elementary School, causing a great deal of concern and 
apprehension for parents. Many of the parents have specifically voiced their concerns regarding 
the impacts of radiofrequency radiation (RF) on their children, faculty, and staff. To this end, 
more than 1,500 individuals have signed a petition demanding for the swift removal of the tower. 
The parents have repeatedly stated that they are not opposed to 5G Technology, but there is no 
doubt that the placement of a cell phone tower near a children's schoolyard is precarious. 

 
Furthermore, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has sustained a twenty-

six-year-old precedent in maintaining radiofrequency exposure limits, which have not been 
updated since 1996. We have made significant technological advancements since, particularly in 
the realms of telecommunications and other wireless-related technologies. As a result, the FCC 
should reconsider the exposure limits currently in place. Moreover, the U.S. Government 
Accountability Office previously stated that the FCC’s exposure limit might not reflect the latest 
research as international organizations have updated their exposure limit recommendations 
which countries in the European Union (EU) have implemented. Similarly, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia judged in favor of environmental health groups and 
petitioners on August 13, 2021, citing the current limits as “arbitrary and capricious.” 
 
           Research, specifically the impacts of RF on children, warrants increased attention from 
government agencies and academia. Although, the prevailing theory is that the effects of RF 
exposure produce minimal defects, it remains inconclusive. The current research should be 
interpreted cautiously as studies and methods must be improved immensely to reach a consensus. 
Thus, placing cell phone towers on school grounds should be reviewed by the agency and 
external partners.  
 

Lastly, the voices of my constituents and their children are profoundly important to me. 
The FCC must become more responsive to the needs of our citizens and devise ways to increase 
trust among the American public. I implore the FCC to revise the RF limits, collaborate with 



leading researchers and academic institutions, and promulgate essential research findings to the 
American public. 
 
Thank you for considering this important matter. 
 

 
Sincerely,  

 

 
 
Shri Thanedar, Ph.D. 
Member of Congress 
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State Representative Cindy Abrams 
Ohio House of Representatives 

77 SOUTH HIGH STREET, COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215-6111 
www.ohiohouse.gov 

 

29TH HOUSE DISTRICT 
PARTS OF HAMILTON COUNTY 

INCLUDING: VILLAGES OF CLEVES AND 
NORTH BEND, CITY OF HARRISON, CITY OF 
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Marlene H. Dortch 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
45 L Street NE 
Washington DC, 20554 

 
Dear  Secretary Dortch, 
 
I am writing to you today to call attention to an alarming issue brought to me by several residents of the 
29th Ohio House District. These constituents expressed concerns that the FCC’s agency rules and 
regulations for radiofrequency emissions need to be updated. My constituents highlighted that the 
human exposure limits for radiofrequency have remained unchanged since 1996. Furthermore, there is 
great apprehension regarding the proliferation of cell towers and the associated levels of electromagnetic 
field (EMF) exposure in Hamilton County, Ohio. 
 
I urge you to take these concerns into consideration when reviewing and revising the current regulations. 
It is crucial to prioritize the well-being and safety of the residents in District 29. Thank you for your 
attention on this matter. Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact my office at your 
earliest convenience. 

 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
Cindy Abrams 
State Representative 
29th Ohio House District 
Office: (614) 466-9091 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 

Adam Mathews 
State Representative 
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Marlene H. Dortch 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
45 L Street NE 
Washington, DC 20554 

 

Dear Secretary Dortch, 

 

I am writing you today to notify you of an issue brought forth to me by a constituent located in 
the 56th House District of Ohio. This constituent has expressed concern that the FCC’s agency 
rules and regulations governing radiofrequency emissions need to be updated. She noted to me 
that some of the rules governing exposure limits to radiofrequencies have gone un-updated since 
1996, and she further expressed concern with the number of cell towers and the level of exposure 
in Warren County, Ohio. 

 

I kindly request that you hear my constituent’s concerns, and I thank you for your attention to 
this matter. If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact my office. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
 
 
Representative Adam Mathews 
56th District 
 
 
 

mailto:Rep56@ohiohouse.gov
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State Representative P. Scott Lipps 
Ohio House of Representatives 

 
 

June 28, 2023 
 
Marlene H. Dortch 
Federal Communication Commission 
Office of the Secretary  
45 L Street NE  
Washington, DC 20554 
  

 

Dear Secretary Dortch,  

We are writing you today to call attention to an issue presented to us by a Warren 
County resident. This resident voiced to us that the FCC’s agency rules and 
regulations regarding radiofrequency emissions may need to be updated. 
According to our resident, the human exposure limits regarding radiofrequency has 
not been updated since 1996.  

We would like you to consider my residents’ concerns and when the time comes to 
re-evaluate the rules, that you keep our district in mind. If you have any questions 
please do not hesitate to contact my office.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

P. Scott Lipps 

55th District 



   
  
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Marlene H. Dortch        
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
45 L Street NE 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Dear Secretary Dortch,  
 
I am writing you today to call attention to an alarming issue presented to me by 
one of my constituents located in the 8th Senate District of Ohio. The constituent 
has expressed concern that the FCC’s agency rules and regulations for 
radiofrequency emissions needs to be updated. According to the constituent, the 
FCC’s human exposure limits for radiofrequency has not been updated since 1996, 
and she is greatly concerned with the number of cell towers and the levels of EMF 
exposure in Hamilton County, Ohio.  
 
I kindly request you consider my constituents concerns and re-evaluate the rules 
surrounding radiation. I thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any 
questions please do not hesitate to contact my office  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 
 
Louis W. Blessing III 
State Senator 
Ohio’s 8th Senate District 

Louis W. Blessing III 
 

State Senator 
8th Senate District 
1 Capitol Square 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 
(614) 466-8068 
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Columbus, Ohio 43215-6111  

 
 

07/15/2024 
 
Marlene H. Dortch 
Federal Communication Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
45 L Street NE 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Dear Secretary Dortch, 
 
I respectfully request your attention concerning an issue that has been brought to me by a 
constituent. There is growing apprehension that FCC agency rules and regulations regarding 
radiofrequency emissions are outdated. Several constituents voiced concerns that human 
exposure limits regarding radiofrequency have not been updated since 1996. The ubiquity of cell 
towers and the associated levels of electromagnetic field (EMF) exposure in my district has 
caused trepidation over the safety and well-being of residents in District 45. 
 
As the FCC reviews its agency rules and regulations, please consider these concerns, and re-
evaluate the rules referencing radiofrequency. Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you 
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office. 
 
 
Respectfully, 

 

Jennifer Gross 
State Representative  
45th Ohio House District 



 
Cecil Thomas 

State Representative, Ohio House District 25 
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Phone: 614-466-1646 | Email: rep25@ohiohouse.gov | Mail: 77 S. High St, 10th Floor, Columbus OH 43215 
 

Representative Cecil Thomas                                                                    
District 25 – 135th General Assembly 

  
Marlene H. Dortch 
Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 
45 L Street NE 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Dear Secretary Dortch, 
 
I am writing to bring to your attention an issue raised by one of my constituents in the 25th House District 
of Ohio. The constituent has expressed concern that the FCC’s rules and regulations regarding 
radiofrequency emissions need to be updated. Specifically, she is worried that the FCC’s human exposure 
limits for radiofrequency have not been revised since 1996. She is particularly concerned about the 
proliferation of cell towers and the resulting levels of electromagnetic field (EMF) exposure in Hamilton 
County, Ohio. 
 
I respectfully request that you consider my constituent’s concerns and carefully re-evaluate the rules 
governing radiofrequency radiation and emissions, as the FCC was ordered to do by the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the D.C. Circuit in 2021. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this important matter. My office stands ready to address any questions or 
concerns you may have. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

mailto:rep18@ohiohouse.gov


 
Jean Schmidt  

State Representative  
 
 
 
 
Jessica Rosenworcel, Chairwoman 
Federal Communications Commission 
45 L Street NE 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Chairwoman Rosenworcel, 
 
It has been brought to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission’s rules and 
regulations regarding radio frequency emissions and public exposure limits have remained the 
same for nearly 30 years. Some of my constituents have expressed serious concerns that the current 
emission and exposure limits have not been revised in decades. With the widespread use of radio 
and cell towers across my district and the State of Ohio, I believe it would be beneficial for the 
FCC to examine whether the existing limits protect humans from the signals these towers transmit 
or if they need to be revised. 
 
The health and safety of the residents in my district is of the utmost importance to me. For this 
reason, I respectfully request that you fully and fairly consider the public health concerns I have 
raised when determining whether to review and revise the current limits. Thank you for your 
attention to this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Jean Schmidt 
State Representative 
Rep62@OhioHouse.Gov 
 

mailto:Rep62@OhioHouse.Gov
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January 2025 
 
 
 
Federal Communications Commission  
Attn: Jessica Rosenworcel 
45 L Street NE  
Washington, DC  20554  
 
Dear Chairwoman Rosenworcel, 
 

I respectfully request your attention concerning an issue that has been brought to me by a 
constituent. There is growing apprehension that FCC agency rules and regulations regarding 
radiofrequency emissions are outdated. Several constituents voiced concerns that human 
exposure limits regarding radiofrequency have not been updated since 1996. The ubiquity of cell 
towers and the associated levels of electromagnetic field (EMF) exposure in my district has 
caused trepidation over the safety and well-being of residents in District 55.  

 
As the FCC reviews its agency rules and regulations, please consider these concerns, and 

reevaluate the rules referencing radio frequency.  
 
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration. Please do not hesitate to reach out to my office 

or myself if there is anything I can do to assist in this process or to clarify my support. 
 
Respectfully Submitted,  
 
 
Michelle Teska 
State Representative  
55th Ohio House District 
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TIMOTHY N. BARHORST
State	Representative	|	Ohio	House	District	85

  
March 11, 2025 

Dear Chairman Carr,  

We are writing to request the FCC ensure its wireless radiation guidelines are up to date and protective.  

In August 2021, a U.S. Court of Appeals for the DC Circuit decision  in Environmental Health Trust et al. v. 1

FCC mandated that the agency provide a reasoned explanation for its 2019 Order  retaining 1996 wireless 2

radiation limits and cell phone test procedures. The court ordered the FCC to address specifically address record 
evidence related to the impacts of wireless on children, the health implications of long-term RF exposures, and 
RF impacts to birds, bees and trees. 

Yet the FCC has done nothing in response to the court order.  

We are writing to request the FCC comply with the court order and produce a reasoned and robust examination 
of wireless RF regulations that  take into account all living things. The court found the FCC  failed to  
adequately review the science. In addition, since 2019, several major studies on the impacts of wireless to 
human health and the environment-- have come  out that must be considered in the review.  If the FCC does not 3

refresh the record with recent data,  its conclusions would again be deficient because it would have ignored the 
latest findings.  

Currently there is no federal agency with health or environmental expertise ensuring that cell towers and 5G 
small cells are safe for public health, nor for the environment (birds, bees and trees). These are significant 
regulatory gaps.  

 United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. (2021). Environmental Health Trust, et al., Petitioners v. Federal Communications Commission and United States of 1
America, Respondents, No. 20-1025, Consolidated with 20-1138, Argued January 25, 2021, Decided August 13, 2021.

 Federal Communications Commission. (2019). FCC 19-126: In the Matter of Proposed Changes in the Commission’s Rules Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency Electromagnetic 2
Fields: Reassessment of Federal Communications Commission Radiofrequency Exposure Limits and Policies: Targeted Changes to the Commission’s Rules Regarding Human Exposure to 
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields (ET Docket No. 03-137, ET Docket No. 13-84, ET Docket No. 19-226). Washington, D.C.

 Levitt BB, Lai HC, Manville AM. (2021)  Effects of non-ionizing electromagnetic fields on flora and fauna, Part 3. Exposure standards, public policy, laws, and future directions. Rev 3
Environ Health. Sep 27.  Choi Yoon-Jung et al.,  (2020) Cellular Phone Use and Risk of Tumors: Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. International Journal of Environmental Research and 
Public Health.  17(21), 8079 Schuermann, David, and Meike Mevissen  (2021) "Manmade Electromagnetic Fields and Oxidative Stress—Biological Effects and Consequences for Health" 
International Journal of Molecular Sciences 22, no. 7: 3772. and Halgamuge MN, Skafidas E, Davis D. (2020) A meta-analysis of in vitro exposures to weak radiofrequency radiation exposure 
from mobile phones (1990–2015). Environmental Research, Volume 184  and Uche, U.I., Naidenko, O.V. (2021) “Development of health-based exposure limits for radiofrequency radiation 
from wireless devices using a benchmark dose approach.” Environmental Health 20, 84 (2021)  Davis, D., Birnbaum, L., Ben-Ishai, P., Taylor, H., Sears, M., Butler, T., & Scarato, T. (2023). 
Wireless technologies, non-ionizing electromagnetic fields and children: Identifying and reducing health risks. Current Problems in Pediatric and Adolescent Health Care, 53(2), 101374.  

https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/20-1025-1910111.pdf
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/20-1025-1910111.pdf
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/20-1025-1910111.pdf
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-19-126A1.pdf
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-19-126A1.pdf
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-19-126A1.pdf
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-19-126A1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1515/reveh-2021-0083
https://www.mdpi.com/1660-4601/17/21/8079
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22073772
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0013935120301195
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0013935120301195
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12940-021-00768-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12940-021-00768-1
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36935315/


Thus, in order to provide a comprehensive basis on which to set standards, the FCC, before responding to the 
court order, should: 
: 
Refresh the record by reopening Docket 13-84 “Reassessment of FCC Radiofrequency Exposure Limits and 
Policies to ensure recent science is included.  
Ask the relevant U.S. health, safety and environmental agencies to systematically review the relevant science on 
wireless technologies in a transparent process.  

Sincerely,  

Tim Barhorst  
State Representative | District 85  

https://www.fcc.gov/ecfs/search/search-filings/results?proceedings_name=13-84&sort=date_disseminated,DESC
https://www.fcc.gov/ecfs/search/search-filings/results?proceedings_name=13-84&sort=date_disseminated,DESC
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April 23, 2025 
 

Dear Chairman Carr,  
 
I am writing to request that the FCC ensure its wireless radiation guidelines are up to date and 
protective.  
 
In August 2021, a U.S. Court of Appeals for the DC Circuit decisioni in Environmental Health Trust et 
al. v. FCC mandated that the agency provide a reasoned explanation for its 2019 Orderii retaining 1996 
wireless radiation limits and cell phone test procedures. The court ordered the FCC to specifically 
address record evidence related to the impacts of wireless on children, the health implications of long-
term RF exposures, and RF impacts to birds, bees, 
 and trees. 
 
Yet the FCC has failed to respond to the court order.  
 
I am writing to request that the FCC comply with the court order and produce a reasoned and robust 
examination of wireless RF regulations that consider all living things. The court found the FCC failed 
to adequately review the science. In addition, since 2019, several major studies on the impacts of 
wireless on human health and the environment have come out that must be considered in the review.iii 
If the FCC does not refresh the record with recent data, its conclusions would again be deficient 
because it would have ignored the latest findings.  
 
Currently, there is no federal agency with health or environmental expertise ensuring that cell towers 
and 5G small cells are safe for public health, nor for the environment (birds, bees, and trees). These are 
significant regulatory gaps.  
 
Thus, to provide a comprehensive basis on which to set standards, the FCC, before responding to the 
court order, should: 
 
Refresh the record by reopening Docket 13-84 “Reassessment of FCC Radiofrequency Exposure 
Limits and Policies to ensure recent science is included.  
 
Ask the relevant U.S. health, safety, and environmental agencies to systematically review the relevant 
science on wireless technologies in a transparent process.  
 
 
 
Sincerely,  

 
 

https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/20-1025-1910111.pdf
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-19-126A1.pdf
https://www.fcc.gov/ecfs/search/search-filings/results?proceedings_name=13-84&sort=date_disseminated,DESC
https://www.fcc.gov/ecfs/search/search-filings/results?proceedings_name=13-84&sort=date_disseminated,DESC


 
 

 

              
 
Mike Odioso 
State Representative 
30th Ohio House District 
 

 
 

i United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. (2021). Environmental Health Trust, et al., Petitioners v. Federal Communications Commission and United 
States of America, Respondents, No. 20-1025, Consolidated with 20-1138, Argued January 25, 2021, Decided August 13, 2021. 
ii Federal Communications Commission. (2019). FCC 19-126: In the Matter of Proposed Changes in the Commission’s Rules Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency 
Electromagnetic Fields: Reassessment of Federal Communications Commission Radiofrequency Exposure Limits and Policies: Targeted Changes to the Commission’s Rules 
Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields (ET Docket No. 03-137, ET Docket No. 13-84, ET Docket No. 19-226). Washington, D.C. 
iii Levitt BB, Lai HC, Manville AM. (2021)  Effects of non-ionizing electromagnetic fields on flora and fauna, Part 3. Exposure standards, public policy, laws, and future directions. 
Rev Environ Health. Sep 27.  Choi Yoon-Jung et al.,  (2020) Cellular Phone Use and Risk of Tumors: Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. International Journal of Environmental 
Research and Public Health.  17(21), 8079 Schuermann, David, and Meike Mevissen  (2021) "Manmade Electromagnetic Fields and Oxidative Stress—Biological Effects and 
Consequences for Health" International Journal of Molecular Sciences 22, no. 7: 3772. and Halgamuge MN, Skafidas E, Davis D. (2020) A meta-analysis of in vitro exposures to 
weak radiofrequency radiation exposure from mobile phones (1990–2015). Environmental Research, Volume 184  and Uche, U.I., Naidenko, O.V. (2021) “Development of health-
based exposure limits for radiofrequency radiation from wireless devices using a benchmark dose approach.” Environmental Health 20, 84 (2021)  Davis, D., Birnbaum, L., Ben-
Ishai, P., Taylor, H., Sears, M., Butler, T., & Scarato, T. (2023). Wireless technologies, non-ionizing electromagnetic fields and children: Identifying and reducing health risks. 
Current Problems in Pediatric and Adolescent Health Care, 53(2), 101374.   
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