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April Lucas

From: Meredith McFadden <meredith@meredithmcfadden.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:33 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello Planning Dept. 
I am writing to urge you to OPPOSE and DECLINE the proposed cell tower by SOU!!!!! 
 
Meredith McFadden 
 
Meredith McFadden MA, LPC, CSHT 
Heart-Sound-Moves    
Healing Art Therapies 
www.meredithmcfadden.com  
541-621-8238  
 
"May you experience each day as a gift woven around the heart of wonder." John O'Donahue 
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April Lucas

From: jcamille@jeffnet.org
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:31 PM
To: planning
Subject: cell phone tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To Whom it may concern, 

This is a message to oppose the proposed cell phone tower.  The 5G technology is not safe for human 
health or our environment.  Please do not install it. 

Thank you, 

JC 
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April Lucas

From: Lynn Georgens <lmgeorgens@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:28 PM
To: planning
Subject: Proposed cell tower at SOU campus

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

I am writing to respectfully oppose the installation of cell antennas on the SOU fields, 

attached to the lights I am told. 

 

My reasons are as follows: 

 loss of property value 

 increased fire risk 

 Adverse affect to the character of our city (cell towers are ugly!) 

 Will weaken our rights to petition government for redress of future grievances  

 harm to flora and fauna 

 personal health effects (electro-sensitivity / ringing in the ears / disorientation / 

sleeplessness / agitation...etc.) 

 We don't need another cell tower.  (Our internet is plenty fast...we can make calls just 

fine) 

 
Sincerely,  
Lynn Georgens 
1131 Paradise Ln 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Lorry Plambeck <hooter1111@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:23 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 Please do not place a cell tower in this completely inappropriate location. I have been visiting Ashland for fifty years, but 
will do so no longer if this structure is built. 
Thank you, 
Lorry Plambeck 
Mt Shasta, Ca. 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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April Lucas

From: B. V. Leier Heyden <vrnda@mind.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:20 PM
To: planning
Subject: No cel tower please at the SOU field

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 Dear planning commission, 

 I would like to request that the cel tower planned to be erected at SOU Filed be stopped 

for my personal health effects, including electro-sensitivity / ringing in the ears  and 

sleeplessness  as well as for the health of the general public. 

 Thank you for your consideration, 

 B. Leier Heyden 



6

April Lucas

From: Victor Novick <avram97520@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:15 PM
To: planning
Subject: cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To whom it may concern  
 
I would like to have it on record that I am totally 
opposed to the construction of this new 5g cell tower 
near the Walker school.  
5g has been shown in many tests to be harmful to human health 
as well as to local animal and insect populations, including bees 
for example. Are we truly a bee city? 
We already have sufficient cell coverage without this tower. 
We humans are continually bombarded with harmful radiation. 
 
What we need is less not more! 
 
Sincerely 
Victor Novick 
532 Scenic Drive 
 
 
 
 
--  
Many Blessings 
Victor 
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April Lucas

From: Laura Marinelli <ellemarine@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:05 PM
To: planning
Subject: proposed cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed cell tower which would be near Head Start, Walker Elementary, SOU dorms, Ashland Middle 
School, John Muir Outdoor School and residential neighborhoods. This type of cell tower does not belong in the middle of our 
community! Please prioritize the concerns of our community members and the health of our children! Too much is unknown about 
health effects, especially pertaining to children's thin skulls and developing brains. Once these decisions are made and technology is in 
place there is no un-doing, so I urge you to proceed on the side of caution and not allow this in our community! IT IS NOT WORTH THE 
RISK... to health, to our beautiful community, to our surrounding property (fire threat, decrease in nearby property value), to wildlife-our 
important birds and pollinators. There is plenty of low density land (close enough to provide cell services to all of Ashland) on the east 
side of the freeway IF Ashland needs a tower of this sort! Protect this populated area, and protect Ashland students!   
Thank You, 
Laura Marinelli 
Ashland, OR 
 
 
 
--  
Laura Marinelli 
Maya Luna Healing Arts 
541.324.1450 
--  
Laura Marinelli 
Maya Luna Healing Arts 
541.324.1450 
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April Lucas

From: Kelly Marcotulli <kellymarcotulli@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 4:04 PM
To: planning
Subject: Deny AT&T app, additional public comment

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning,   
 
Please enter this testimony as a new opposition to the application for an AT&T tower at SOU stadium. I am again writing 
to explain why this tower should not be approved.  
 
The FCC, on Aug. 13th, was indicted of basic malfeasance due to their unwillingness to look at the harmful effects of RF 
radiation. This means that the FCC has no jurisdiction over local and public living conditions and health. It has been 
determined, at the very least, that the FCC was negligent in their analyses of the harmful effects of wireless technology. 
Thus, they are not a respected and legitimate agency that would oversee this tower installation.  
 
As a community, we should be able to determine what is best for the local children, parents, and residents who will 
dwell near this tower. We must see proof of safety of this tower, not a big RED flag, indicating caution and danger!  
 
AT&T and SOU do not have more rights and dominion over the people who live here. Please oppose this tower in the 
name of Ashland residents who suffer from electro-magnetic radiation sickness. 
 

The court held that the FCC failed to respond to “record evidence that exposure to RF radiation at levels 
below the Commission’s current limits may cause negative health effects unrelated to cancer." Further, 
the agency demonstrated "a complete failure to respond to comments concerning environmental harm 
caused by RF radiation." The court further noted that the FCC failed to respond to approximately 200 
comments on the record by people who experienced illness or injury from electromagnetic radiation 
sickness.  

 
The complete ruling can be seen here: 
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/%24file/20-1025-
1910111.pdf 
 
 
Thank you and I hope to learn of a positive outcome for the City of Ashland.  
 
Kelly Marcotulli 
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April Lucas

From: Candace Martin <riverofthanks@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 3:45 PM
To: planning
Subject: Opposition to Unnecessary 5G Towers in Ashland, Oregon

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Commission of Ashland, 
 
I used to live in Ashland, and am now a frequent visitor. It is a favorite place for me. 
 
We cannot know the pressures you face from vested interests to place a redundant 5G tower so near a concentration of 
youth and humans of any age. Or anywhere on  the planet, for that matter. We can only guess that pressures may be 
significant for you to be considering debilitating these people and their futures with this potentially seriously harmful 
technology. Please stand up for the people who want to live long, healthy lives, and say no to 5G towers and technology 
at every turn. Life itself is in danger from this technology. Please put a stop to 5G in Ashland permanently.  
 
Installing a tower like this increases pain and suffering for those sensitive to electromagnetic frequencies. It weakens our 
rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, it weakens our health, local property values, our precious elders, 
the  beloved children, animals, and all humans. Further, it weakens our ability to petition against future incursions 
against our well- being, should we be alive to petition for our rights at all.  
 
Faster internet is not a need. Better phone calls are in general not a need. This time and these resources could be used 
to make 3G and 4G safer and more affordable. So much factual information has been suppressed extolling the dangers 
of 5G, but I hope you can find enough to let you know I am but one of many aware of this perilous wisdom. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration. Please make the well-being of people, of humanity, your own families, your 
priority over all other considerations. May God bless you! 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Candace Martin 
riverofthanks@hotmail.com 
 
 
 
 
Get Outlook for Android 
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April Lucas

From: Bill Kauth <bkindman@mind.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 3:38 PM
To: planning
Subject: No new cell towers in Ashland

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
To: Ashland Planning Dept. 
 
From:  Bill Kauth & Zoe Alowan Kauth 
258 Greenbriar Place 
Ashland, OR 97520 
Phone: 541-810-8264 
 
Re:  Please do not put a cell tower up at SOU field.  It’s too close to the grade school and I worry about the children's 
health.  And Ashland does not need another cell tower.  Our system are already fast enough. 
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April Lucas

From: jeanninemarie777@gmail.com
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 3:30 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
It has just come to my attention that you have approved the installation of yet another cell tower near Walker 
Elementary School and SOU field and in a neighborhood setting.  In so doing, you are  exposing people, most 
especially children who are still in their developmental stages to harmful frequencies that have been proven 
to cause physical, mental and emotional harm.  Symptoms include neurological disorders, disorientation, 
agitation, sleeplessness, learning disabilities and other side effects after prolonged exposure. 
 
The practice of passing such measures demonstrates a lack of concern for the well-being of those in your care 
and is unconscionable.  That main stream media continues to neglect to inform the public, who solely rely on 
them for news, of substantiated statistics and well-researched findings that highlight the harmful effects of 
cell towers, cell phones and other digital devices. What efforts have you taken to educate yourselves on this 
topic and other controversial issues that affect our lives?  Are you doing your own investigation and perhaps 
soul searching before taking action in this and other matters?   
 
These technologies are marketed as making progress when, in truth, they are shortening our lifespan and 
creating disease among our populace.   Like so many other governmental decisions being made, supposedly 
on our behalf, we are witness to blatant disregard and greed.  It is not lost of those of us who have been 
educating ourselves that grant money and expected subsidies are more often than not, behind what motivates 
our officials to vote a certain way.      
 
It matters not I reside in California for we are all facing the same issues.  I am asking that you review and 
adhere to the oath of office you took when accepting your current position.  Your responsibility, not only to 
your community but to all in this nation is to protect and defend the rights of we the people to clean air, food 
and water.  This includes giving our consent as to those devices that are placed in our living space (cell 
towers), not to mention those chemicals/toxins that are being injected into our physical bodies/cellular 
structure.    
 
Please wake up to the detrimental choices you are making and take your power back for your own sake, if not 
for those who you presume to represent at a time when we are each being asked to be in our integrity.         
 
Thank you, in advance, for taking time to consider my viewpoint.    
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeannine Michaelson 
606 Sunset Drive 
Mount Shasta, CA  96067            
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April Lucas

From: Elated Family Acupuncture <eleyahk@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 2:49 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower opposition- PLEASE SAY NO

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hi,  
 
My name is Eleyah and I am a local health clinic owner.  
There are many logical reasons to say NO to ATT&T's invasive, inappropriate, and ridiculous 2nd proposal for a very 
unwanted cell tower that many people shot down originally with the 1st proposal. Here are just a few: 
 

 loss of property value 

 increased fire risk 

 Adverse effect to the character of our city (cell towers are ugly!) 

 Will weaken our rights to petition the government for redress of future grievances  

 against flora and fauna (literally, the radiation burns nearby foliage) 

 personal health effects (electro-sensitivity / ringing in the ears / disorientation / 

sleeplessness / agitation...etc.) 

     .   We don't need another cell tower.  (Our internet is plenty fast...we can make calls just 

fine) 

 

Thanks for taking your time to read this. 

 
 
 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the  
Internet.

Eleyah Knight, L.Ac., Master of Traditional Oriental Medicine 
                      Natural Parenting, True Health, and Informed Consent Advocate       
                                 We Have the Power to Heal Ourselves.  
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April Lucas

From: Tim Oates <timoates@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 2:38 PM
To: planning
Subject: SOU Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

I'd like to express my dismay over the plans to erect a cellular communication tower at the SOU track. 
This location is too close to Walker Elementary School to ensure a healthy learning environment for 
our young developing children.  
 
Both anecdotal reports and some epidemiology studies have found headaches, skin 
rashes, sleep disturbances, depression, decreased libido, increased rates of suicide, 
concentration problems, dizziness, memory changes, increased risk of cancer, tremors, 
and other neurophysiological effects in populations near base stations.  
 
Overlooking such studies is an irresponsible move and puts the city in a position of risk and liability. 
There is not a lack of cellular bandwidth in the area. There is not a functional benefit to placing a 
station in the middle of a heavily populated area, especially in proximity to our children. I urge the city 
to withdrawal the plans for placing this antenna near any school or facility serving children. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tim Oates 
541-631-1768 
24 year Ashland resident 
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April Lucas

From: Kim Murphy <kmurfsurf@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 2:12 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower at SOU

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Hi, 
 
I have written a more detailed message re: the construction of a cell tower at SOU. I feel strongly that this is an unsafe 
location due to be located in the center of town near so many schools and other community resources. If an additional 
tower is needed, which I do not think is the case, perhaps an alternate location outside the city limits would be a better 
option. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kim Marie Murphy 
1449 Mill Pond Rd. 
Ashland 
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April Lucas

From: Juno Dawson <junodawson2012@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 2:09 PM
To: planning
Subject: Opposed to Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Commission,  
 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed 5G cell tower at SOU. 
 
The radiation from 5G will be harmful to the young people at the University, as well as to the younger children at the 
elementary school, and Headstart program, all who are in proximity of the proposed tower. 
 
The mobile phone coverage in Ashland presently is excellent, and quite sufficient for all residents. 
 
This proposed tower is definitely Not needed. 
 
I love Ashland and am very concerned about the damage that would be done by the proposed tower. 
 
Please vote Against the proposed 5G cell tower at Southern Oregon University. 
 
Thank you so much for your consideration of this very important matter. 
 
Very truly yours, 
Juno Dawson 
Mount Shasta, Calfornia 
junodawson2012@gmail.com 
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April Lucas

From: Lauren Ayers <lauren.yolocounty@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:49 PM
To: planning
Subject: Re microwave tech-- we don't know what we don't know
Attachments: SST – DILBERT questions wireless tech, 7-15-21.docx

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello Planning Commission,  
 
This week the Precautionary Principle won in court when the FCC was 
ordered to study the safety of modern wireless tech, since their last study 
is 25 years old, done in 1996. 
 
This is the beginning of the tipping point that brings some real facts into 
play after decades of ignorance that was even greater than Americans' 
passivity regarding cigarettes.  
 
As a retired teacher I speak for Safe School Tech, a group of activist 
volunteers attempting to awaken the public about the hazards of cell 
phone towers and other wireless technology. Dilbert appears in our 
document, attached, to add his voice to the citations showing the 
thousands of medical and technology professionals who are concerned 
about cell phones and cell towers, especially the expansion to 5G. 
 
Think of the children! They are depending on you to protect them. A little 
caution now will be repaid by much misery avoided in the future. 
 
Thank you for being open-minded. 
 
Lauren Ayers 
 
landline: 530  796-2463   
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Guinda, CA 



SST – DILBERT questions wireless tech, 7‐15‐21.doc 
 

Dilbert — Wireless Tech Hazards & Solutions for Schools 
 

Hello School Trustees,   
 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/a11e4f00b7ff013817ab005056a9545d 

 
Dilbert asks, “Is 5G dangerous?” When his boss can’t reassure him, he says, “Maybe I should study it.” 
 

Our goal for Safe School Tech is to clear “electrosmog” from today’s classrooms by providing you with 

the latest facts about EMFs (electromagnetic fields), in particular microwaves, that are used in cell phones 
and WiFi internet. These microwave technologies (which also include smart meters, baby monitors, home 
security, smart TVs) are much more dangerous than most experts predicted at the start of the Cell Phone 
and WiFi Age in 1983, especially for kids. The 2‐minute Generation Zapped trailer gives a great overview.  

 
 1  A picture is worth 1000 words. 

Here are MRI images showing that everyone absorbs microwaves when holding a cell phone to their ear. 
But the absorption is far greater for children than for adults. Children using their classroom computers are 
exposed to the same microwaves as 3G, 4G, and 5G cell phones produce, so these MRI images should be 
a wake‐up call for parents and educators. (Or skip the picture, and read Professor Butler’s 18,000 words.)  

     https://th.bing.com/th/id/OIP.pFzfGpBu-Uc345jnQlwhrAHaFl?pid=Api&rs=1 
 

.2  Glossary 
This essay doesn’t use tech jargon, such as ISP, SOHO, LAN, switch, server, WAP. Nor do we explain things 
like how the World Wide Web is different from the internet. For our purposes, “access to the internet” is 
like turning on a faucet to “access” water, or going somewhere in a car: We don’t know the technical 
explanations for how cars work, but we can explain why wearing a seat belt is better than sitting on it. 



 

•  WiFi          Wireless access to the internet via microwave antennas. (Cell phones also use microwaves to 
access other phones, via cell towers, as well as the internet.) 

 

•  Ethernet  Wired access to the internet is possible via an Ethernet cable connecting one’s computer or 
tablet, to a router which accesses the internet by cable (like Comcast) or by phone lines (like 
Frontier) or via fiber optics (the least available due to the construction expense). An Ethernet 
connection not only provides faster service but it’s impossible to hack, and dangerous microwaves 
are not used. By adding a Thunderbolt or Lightning adaptor to the Ethernet cable, people can use 
their cell phone to access the internet without microwaves.  (However, calls still use microwaves.) 

  

•  EMFs        Electromagnetic fields have a common trait: These energy frequencies are able to pass through 

the near‐vacuum of space at the speed of light (or nearly that fast), and these frequencies travel 
almost instantaneously in Earth’s atmosphere. See these charts. This paper doesn’t address the 
most energetic frequencies— x‐rays and gamma rays because they aren’t an issue in schools.  

 

                                     The  Electromagnetic  Spectrum                         . 
  

 Non‐ionizing (not radioactive)                                                                 ..  Ionizing (radioactive) . 

Radio Waves    Microwaves          .  Infrared   Visible Light   Ultraviolet   X‐rays    Gamma rays 

AM & FM         1G‐5G, WiFi, radar 
 

•  Meter      An EMF detector can reveal the level of exposure to the microwaves used for cell phones, WiFi 
used in computers and tablets, cell towers, 5G small antennas, smart meters, cordless landlines, 
baby monitors, Bluetooth, wireless security systems. A Safe & Sound meter uses lights to show 

exposure:  green = safe, yellow = unsafe exposure, orange = highly unsafe, red = extremely unsafe. 
 

 

•  EHS          Electromagnetic hyper sensitivity: poor health resulting from WiFi and other wireless tech. 
 

•  Modem   The device that makes it possible to access the internet. 
 

•  Router     To oversimplify a complex system, a router connects a modem to a computer or tablet, either 
wirelessly or via an Ethernet cable. Home routers typically have 4 outlets to plug in Ethernet 
cables so that more than one person can reach the internet from their respective devices.  

 

.3  Symptoms of wireless toxicity 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/a6ffc9c0b7ff013817ab005056a9545d 

Here’s more research on the hazards of 4G, 5G, WiFi, and other wireless tech. 
 
Human‐generated EMFs are vastly stronger than natural fields, and the pulsed frequencies used in 
wireless technology are more harmful than nonpulsed EMFs. All living things suffer from exposure to 
them. Human reactions to high EMF levels depend on each person’s vulnerabilities. We can be confident 
that EMFs are a major cause of these symptoms because, as fire fighters discovered (see below), many 
ailments recede or disappear when a person’s exposure to EMFs is reduced or ended: 
     ADHD                             High blood pressure 
     Alzheimer’s disease    Immune problems 
     Anxiety                          Insomnia 
     Asthma                          Irritability 
     Brain fog                       Male infertility 



     Cancer                           Miscarriage, female infertility 
     Depression                   Muscle aches (despite inactivity)     
     Diabetes                        Nausea 
     Dry cough                     Nosebleed 
     Dry eye                          Rash or skin tingling  
     Erectile Dysfunction   Shortness of breath       
     Fatigue                          Sense of smell fades 
     Gut Problems               Tinnitus 
     Headaches                    Vision problems  
     Heart palpitations       Vertigo   
 

.4  Why is the list of symptoms so long? 
Dr. Martin Pall, professor emeritus of biochemistry at the University of Washington, also wondered: “The 
great puzzle is that these EMFs are comprised of low‐energy photons, those with insufficient energy to 
individually influence the chemistry of the cell… how can such effects of EMFs possibly occur?”  
 

The answer: voltage‐gated calcium channels (VGCCs). At minute 2:24, here, Professor William Catteral, 
who teaches pharmacology at the University of Washington, says, ”Electrical signaling would be useless 
without calcium channels because every physiological event that’s initiated by an electrical signal 
begins with calcium coming into the cell through calcium channels.” When Professor Catteral says 
“electrical signaling” he’s referring to microwaves from our wireless tech, which humans have only been 
able to generate for the past 80 years. No one working on radar (one of the earliest microwave 
applications) foresaw how seriously microwaves, even at very low levels, would interfere with basic life 
functions. Indeed, because most electrical engineers and physicists have no idea about VGCCs, they still 
consider WiFi safe (especially if they are funded by telecom corporations).  
 

Think about it— both animal and plant cells have VGCCs (which shows how basic to life they are) and each 
cell has hundreds of these pores, so how can WiFi be “harmless” if the hundreds of VGCCs in each of our 
30 trillion cells are swamped with excess calcium whenever a person is near WiFi? Professor Pall describes 
many consequences of this fundamental disruption to cellular integrity in his 90‐page paper. In 1983, 
Motorola et al assumed that microwaves don’t penetrate the skin, ignoring advice from the EPA, FDA, 
OSHA, and NIOSH. By now, Big Telecom, like Big Tobacco before it, knows better. But trillions in sales 
motivate them to suppress thousands of research papers. See Harvard’s Center for Ethics 62‐page report, 
Captured Agency— How the FCC Is Dominated by the Industries It Presumably Regulates.  
 

.5  Internet access can be either safe or un safe. 
Your access to the internet will either be hazardous (if you use a WiFi connection, which is wireless) 
or safe (if you use an Ethernet cable). Because most schools use WiFi for students to go online with their 
tablets or laptops, that means kids are exposed to EMFs the entire time they are at school, whether 
they’re online or not. Due to pervasive wireless technology, our EMF meter is in the red zone (“Extreme 
Exposure”) on a school campus, or in a library (or visiting a hospital, or shopping at a mall). In contrast, 
most offices are wired up because that makes working online faster and more secure, with the extra 
benefit that it’s far safer for the office workers (especially if everyone’s cell phones are on airplane mode).  
 

The safe way to connect to the internet is to “wire up” (see minute 4) by using Ethernet cables from the 
router to computers. Some health measures are a bit inconvenient (brushing teeth, exercising). 
 

So, what is more inconvenient, plugging in or cancer? Ditto for the other ailments that correlate with 
using WiFi, listed above. Instead, how about Ethernet cables that retract into spools hanging from the 
ceiling— much more convenient than wheeling a film projector into the classroom (the 60s), or a TV set 
with a video cassette player (the 90s). Or, an alternative way to reduce EMFs would be for kids to stay in 
the same classroom most of the school day, except for science lab, with Ethernet cables for each student 
(as office workers stay at their own desk every day!) and the teachers rotate in for the different subjects. 



 

Of course, teachers won’t like that. But since we gave every student her or his own tablet to take to 
various classrooms each day and then home, without confirming the Telecom and FCC assurances of 
safety, something has got to change to ensure student health— and teacher health!  
 

With Ethernet cables (i.e. being “wired” instead of wireless), students can turn off the Wifi on their 
computers and the school can turn off WiFi at the router. That means the little WiFi icon   on the router 
goes dark, which causes the EMF meter to be in the green zone (unless there are some cell phones nearby 
that are not in airplane mode). An educator compares WiFi to cell phone exposure in this 15‐minute video. 
      

.6  References 
In just 11 pages (14 pages with the postscripts) you’ll read the good news about making school safe again 
by removing electromagnet frequencies. Click on any of the 160+ embedded links to see the citation and 
get more details. For each page we put in 4 days of research— so that you wouldn’t have to. 
 
Here are two references no one else is telling you: the whole reason for the huge expense of giving each 
student a tablet was to boost learning, yet these studies cast doubt on that approach: 
 The hoped‐for benefits of information and communications tech (ICT) in education are not happening. 

while the potential for harm from WiFi is being revealed. Sweden leads in wireless education but has 
deteriorated the most in the PISA performance surveys in mathematics and reading, 2005 to 2012. 

 The Uruguayan pioneering program “one child‐one laptop” did not improve their performance in basic 
subjects such as math and reading, according to a report from the country’s Institute of Economy and 
financed by the same education authorities.  

 

.7  Electromagnetic Hypersensitivity (EHS)  
Microwaves are invisible and most people can’t feel them, at least at first. That’s why there wasn’t much 
research into the health effects of radar.  The earliest “canaries in the coalmine” were radar technicians 
back in World War II, many of whom got strange symptoms from their work, such as a high rate of 
cataracts or tingling skin. Now we call that reaction “electromagnetic hypersensitivity,” abbreviated 
as EHS. Initially researchers thought that health problems would arise from microwaves’ ability to heat 
water, just as much higher power microwaves inside a microwave oven do. The military even developed a 
thermal crowd control weapon. However, it was the non‐thermal effects that caused EHS symptoms. 
Investigative journalists have been trying to alert the public for 50 years. 
 

.8  Most doctors don’t know about EHS. 
Considering how prevalent wireless technology is, it’s odd that neither medical schools nor ongoing 
education courses bring doctors up to speed on the many ways it causes illness. Often, they learn about 
EHS from their patients! Just as only a few people have life‐threatening allergic reactions to peanuts, not 
everyone reacts to microwaves. But those who do are typically mystified for years before they find a 
practitioner who can diagnose their problem, while many more are still waiting for the insight that they 
could clear up some, or all, of their misery, from ADHD to vertigo, by simply removing wireless tech from 
their daily life. This list has 1000+ medical journal studies of wireless harm from around the world. 
 
The EHS diagnosis can be confirmed by widely available biomarker lab tests. If you read “The Secret 
History” (the burgundy sidebar in the postscript), you’ll see that EHS has actually been around since 
Edison and Tesla. Today people get sick from wireless tech because an invisible, silent threat of human‐
generated EMFs looms like Mt. Everest over the molehill of Earth’s naturally occurring electromagnetic 
fields. The FCC limit is 10 million microwatts per square metre (μW/m2)— that’s a billion times more than 
the natural background level in which humanity evolved, 0.000001 μW/m2! Wireless harm isn’t limited to 
humans— many living things show damage, from bees, other insects, birds, trees. Check out this 9th grade 
cress sprout experiment. German doctors are calling on their government to emulate France in banning 
“cell phones at daycare centers, primary schools and secondary schools for students up to 15 years.”  



 
According to Dr. Devra Davis, up to a third of the population have some EHS symptoms and 3% of the 
population have severe symptoms. EHS is officially recognized in Sweden and the syndrome has an 
International Classification of Diseases (ICD) code number, used by hospitals for identifying a patient’s 
symptoms when billing for care.  
 

.9  We still use cell phones 
We in Safe School Tech still have cell phones. But to reduce our exposure to microwaves, we blocked 

internet access and GPS, so our phones can only call, text or take pictures. That’s why our Safe and 
Sound EMF meter shows a green light most of the time, which means our phones are not emitting 
microwaves 24/7. (Of course, when we're on a call, the meter reading is in the red zone, therefore we 
keep calls brief.) Remember, whatever is true about cell phones is worse for WiFi because it’s on all day.  
 

.10  How to use cell phones more safely: 
This 4‐minute video covers the key points, click here.  
1. Use Speaker Mode when calling instead of holding it against one’s head (or, use air tube ear 

buds instead of Bluetooth because acoustic transmission emits no electromagnetic fields) 
2. Whenever not on a call either turn the phone off or place it in airplane mode (non‐wireless apps still 

work, such as games, downloaded books, and the camera). 
 

.11  How to use computers safely during remote learning: 
1. Both schools and homes can dramatically lower children’s exposure to EMFs by “wiring up.” The 

internet is delivered to a classroom or home router by broadband (DSL, cable, or fiber optic). Most 
Americans use WiFi (wireless) for the last leg of internet access. You can drastically lower children’s 
EMF exposure by replacing WiFi with an Ethernet cable from the router to the computer or tablet. 
Remember to turn off the WiFi button on the router or it will continue to fill the area with EMFs even 
tho’ they aren’t being used. More good advice from Children’s Health Defense, cofounded by RFK, Jr. 

2. In homes that use a cell phone as a “hotspot” in lieu of an internet modem; parents can protect 
everyone from the EMFs by placing the cell phone far from high traffic areas. Then a 10‐ or 20‐foot 
Ethernet cable from the cell phone (use a Thunderbolt plug‐in adapter) replaces a modem‐router, 
which is the usual wireless internet access. The other end of the Ethernet cable is typically a USB plug 
that inserts into the computer. Since many tablets don’t have a USB socket, then a second 
Thunderbolt adapter (or a Lightning adapter for iPads) will carry the internet that last stretch.  With 
wireless tech, “distance is our friend”— the Inverse Square Law of physics means that a cell phone 9 
feet from a child is far safer than one only 3 feet away.  

 

Note, today’s printers also rely on WiFi. Obviously, it would be inconvenient to wire every computer up to 
a printer. But schools can reduce EMF emissions from printers to zero by having students use a flash drive 
to transport a document to the printer. You’ll find more info on reducing EMFs here, here, and here.  
 

.12  Healing from Electromagnetic Hypersensitivity (EHS) 
Besides avoidance, certain nutrients, such as glutathione, may speed healing. Many people with EHS buy 
a bed canopy that looks like a mosquito net but is actually a Faraday cage—the metallic threads woven 
into the net block 95% of the EMFs coming from outside the home (especially helpful in an apartment 
with neighbors on each side as well as above and below). This gives people with less severe cases of EHS 
respite from EMFs while they sleep. But those with worse EHS must move far into wilderness areas, away 
from cell towers and antennas, to live in an RV, a tent, or a cabin, at least at the beginning of their healing 
process. Here’s Dr. Dietrich Klinghardt’s 11‐minute video on EMFs as a root cause of health problems. 
 

.13  Quitting wireless— one family’s experience 
This March, when one of our Safe School Tech members invited her daughter, son‐in‐law and grandson 

to live with her in the country, they were a little grumpy because they missed the convenience of going 



online anywhere they perched. Nevertheless, within a few weeks “Grandma’s Low EMF Experiment” 
became second nature. Their router has 3 extra sockets for Ethernet cables, so they got some 50‐ and 
100‐foot cables and now everyone plugs in for their email, videos, and social media. Eventually they’ll 
move the cables off the hall floor by running them through the attic, but, for now, what is lost in 
aesthetics is offset by a big gain in health. Also, they found that it’s not too inconvenient to keep their 
phones on airplane mode whenever they’re not on a call.  
 

.14  An EMF meter tells the truth. 
Often a person coping with EHS carries an EMF meter in order to know what places to avoid. We suggest 
every school principal buy a Safe and Sound EMF meter ($150)— it’s the fastest way to know which 
classrooms need mitigation. Meanwhile, we're happy to lend administrators or teachers our EMF meter.  
 

.15  Why isn’t the media doing their job? 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/4147e5d0c6480135071f005056a9545d 
 

Looking back on 2020, did you see any news stories about the hazards of cell phones, computers, or other 
WiFi devices (such as smart meters, baby monitors, cordless land lines, home security)? 
 

Probably not. Because Telecom has a lot of clout and too much to lose. Of all those devices, cell phones 
are the biggest money maker. In less than 20 years, the “car phone” melded with the personal computer, 
the camera, the radio, the TV, and the newspaper. It shrank in size, shed the external antennas and huge 
batteries, and was swallowed by Facebook and Amazon. Now we spend hours each day looking at our 
small screen that’s so perfectly individualized. It’s the biggest addiction in history, but few can admit it. 
“What water?” says the goldfish. Watch the 5G Trojan Horse documentary or read the transcript. 
 

.16  Glimmer of truth 
Three articles got through the media blackout, “5G Is Going to Kill Us All,” in the May, 2020, New 
Republic. In smaller circulation periodicals, this and this. Naturopaths, chiropractors, and other holistic 
healers (even some aware MDs) also advise their patients to minimize wireless exposure. One 
international health organization, WestonAPrice.org, with the banner “Food, Farming, and the Healing 
Arts,” has consistently covered this otherwise neglected topic, for example here, here and here.  
 

.17  The FCC’s so-called safety standard 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/7898f8e0e3f8013826b6005056a9545d 

 



In 1996 the FCC measured the heating effects of a cell phone held for six minutes against a 1.5‐quart 
artificial head full of water. Since the phone did not cause overheating, that level of EMF energy was 
declared safe. No surprise, since almost the entire leadership of the FCC come from the telecom industry 
and return there for much better salaries when they’re done with government work.  
 

This year the FCC declined to update their standards, despite 24 intervening years of independent 
research showing that WiFi technology is harmful, not only from the aforementioned damage to VGCCs 
but also because the electrons in oxygen atoms react to certain microwave frequencies and make it hard 
for red blood cells to pick up that oxygen in the lungs (more on this in the blue postscript).  
 

Why is the FCC indifferent to these facts? Answer: contrary to public perception, the Federal 
Communications Commission has no obligation for public safety. The FCC was created to sell America’s 
radio and microwave frequencies to the highest bidder.  
  

In fact, FCC leadership, which has always been temporarily borrowed from the industry (the famous D.C. 
Revolving Door), illegally usurped the EPA’s and the FDA’s roles as guardians of public safety; Section 704 
of the 1994 Telecommunications Act declares that no health or environmental concern can interfere with 
the placement of telecom equipment such as cell towers and antennas.  
 

Ironically, aesthetics and loss of property value are valid reasons, according to the FCC, for denying 
placement of cell phone antennas (this may end up as the public’s main legal leverage because property 
values can drop 20% or more when cell antennas are installed nearby).  
 

.18  Our kids deserve the same protection as fire fighters. 
Fire fighters got an exemption from mandatory cell antennas on their stations. Why? Because their 12‐ to 
24‐hour shifts made them a natural experiment, clearly showing how much worse they felt at work than 
at home, while people with shorter shifts might never connect their symptoms to worksite “electrosmog.”  

 

.19  The profit motive skews science. 
Professor Henry Lai at the University of Washington analyzed 326 cell phone safety studies done between 
1990 and 2006. Results: 56% of them found negative biological effects. But when Lai recategorized the 
studies based on funding sources a different trend emerged: 67% of the independently funded studies 
found a biological effect while only 28% of the industry‐funded studies did. Lai’s findings were replicated 
by a 2007 analysis in Environmental Health Perspectives, which concluded that industry‐funded studies 
were two and a half times less likely than independent studies to find health effects.  
 

.20  If WiFi is so hazardous, why doesn’t everyone know? 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/c8253cc0db9a012e2fae00163e41dd5b 
 

A little digging reveals two reasons we never hear about microwave hazards: 
1. Corporations in telecommunications and information technology (IT) collude to hide the facts. 
2. Telecom and IT corporations have captured regulatory agencies at all levels (local, state, national, 

international), which would explain why Poland’s maximum allowed exposure, set at 0.1 watts per 
square meter, is 100 times safer than the U.S. maximum allowed level of 10 W/m2. Fortunately, some 
governments are correcting their mistakes: The European Parliament is finally admitting the hazards 



of wireless tech. A number of U.S. municipalities (Seattle and San Jose among them) have lawsuits to 
block placement of thousands of new “small cell” wireless antennas. Even uncaptured agencies 
persist in ignoring the scientific literature going back to the 1940s. Dr. David Carpenter, an expert in 
environmental toxins, explains why, “When you acknowledge you have a problem, and you’re a 
government agency, you have to do something about it.” And yet, the French government does take 
action; it bans cell phones in schools and playgrounds and limits WiFi time for students.  

 

Sometimes we in Safe School Tech get discouraged by how easily Telecom corporations duped the 

public. But sooner or later, the truth will out. Read 13‐year‐old Amelia’s article about microwave tech. 
When parents and educators finally realize the harm to children from wireless tech, they will demand 
safer internet access, which, fortunately, is easy and not too expensive (keep reading). 
   

.21  Power corrupts 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/548daec0b5c6013500f1005056a9545d 
 

Although awareness is growing about WiFi hazards, ponder for a moment how these Fortune 100 
companies still have enough power to block negative reports and to weaken wireless regulations: 
        Amazon      Comcast   Huawei   News Corp (Murdoch)  
        Apple          Disney    IBM    Samsung 
        AT&T           Facebook  Intel    Sony  
        Chrome       Google    Microsoft  Verizon 
 

These corporations have forced regulators at both the federal level and in states to suppress scientific 
research showing the hazards pf wireless tech, as happened at the Oregon Health Authority. 
 

Here’s another example: the New York Times “debunked” cautionary articles published in peer‐reviewed 
scientific journals. Yet the Times omits any mention of their own contract with telecom giant Verizon to 
supply the news stream for Verizon’s impending 5G service. Their conflict of interest spiked the truth. 
 

.22  Telecom tells the truth   in  6‐point font    
This was Apple’s warning, in 2010, for the iPhone (in gray 6‐point font): 
 

“When using iPhone near your body for voice calls or wireless data transmission over a cellular network, keep iPhone at least 15 mm (5/8 inch away from the 
body), and only use carrying cases, belt clips, or holders that do not have metal parts and that maintain at least 15 mm (5/8 inch) separation.”  

 

For folks lacking Super Power Eyesight, here’s the Apple warning in full‐sized black font: 
“When using iPhone near your body for voice calls or wireless data transmission over a cellular 
network, keep iPhone at least 15 mm (5/8 inch) away from the body, and only use carrying cases, belt 
clips, or holders that do not have metal parts and that maintain at least 15 mm (5/8 inch) separation 
[from the body].” 

 

In other words, do not carry it around in a pocket or bra. Who knew?!  
 

And this is what Google’s Chromebook advises educators and students: 
“Because the wireless devices (which may be embedded into the notebook) emit less energy than is 
allowed in radio frequency safety standards and recommendations, manufacturer believes these 



devices are safe for use. Regardless of the power levels, care should be taken to minimize human 
contact during normal operation.” –Samsung Chromebook Plus  

 

These “warnings” give Telecom legal cover— “We told you to be careful.” Another little‐known factoid:  
Cell phones typically emit more radiation through their backs than through the keypad side. So if you  
carry the phone facing out, you may be getting an extra dose of radiation, according to Dr. Devra Davis.  
 

.23  A bonus 
Extra‐curious people will find two postscripts that venture far off the beaten path: 
• How an infection such as COVID‐19 can be made worse by WiFi (blue text in the postscript) 
• How do sunspots predict flu epidemics? (burgundy text in the postscript)  
 

.24  In loco parentis 
As you probably learned in your first week as a school trustee, a district that creates— or ignores— 
hazardous conditions, whether out of negligence or ignorance, can be held at fault if those conditions 
cause a personal injury. Put another way, “Ignorance is no defense in the eyes of the law.” That’s similar 
to the Reporting Rule for educators; when we see evidence that a child may be suffering neglect or abuse, 

we are obliged to report it. (That’s one reason why we in Safe School Tech, two of whom are retired 

teachers, feel obliged to send you this letter!) This message is a call to action! Those who heed the call will 
not be burdened by regrets in future years.  
 

Our goal is to bring you up to speed on a problem that you didn’t know existed. Thank you for reading this 
far and for considering how to remove this hazard for the children of your district. Here’s a student‐made 
video showing that young people will see the value of cell phone caution!  
 

Teachers working back in the 70s will recall that the staff lounge was a cloud of cigarette smoke and many 
high schools had an unofficial smoking zone for the 18+ students. But, after decades of indifference, 
schools began to strictly enforce no smoking on campus. Similarly, soft drinks are no longer sold 
during school hours, and trans fats are banned from cafeteria food statewide. Someday, EMFs will also be 
widely recognized as bad for our youth. You don’t have to wait for low EMFs to be the law!  
 

.25  An ounce of prevention or a pound of cure? 
Every school district has a choice— to be at the front of this evolution, or to lag behind, at the cost of 
students’ health each year that WiFi persists in classrooms. Maybe we can learn something from Russia, 
which has much stricter guidelines for their schools, as reported by UC Berkeley’s Center for Family and 
Community Health, click here. Or, check out how France does it, here. You don’t have to know anything 
about EMFs to be shocked by this 3‐minute video demonstrating the dangerous EMF levels of an iPad. For 
more details on why the ounce of prevention is better, Merinda Teller, MPH, PhD, provides a short, 
persuasive summary, here. Jeromy Johnson, once a Silicon Valley engineer, explains how to “wire up.”  
 

.26  Free your students from “EMF chambers” 
Lucia, an 8th grader, spoke to the Oregon legislature (minute 8) about her fourth grade year of seeking a 
diagnosis for her illness. Her mother finally asked the school if they had WiFi. Yes, and Lucia had been 
sitting directly under the router. A recent Swedish study measured EMF levels in 18 classrooms from 7 
schools. The report published in a peer‐reviewed public health journal reminds us: “Since children are 
obliged by law to attend school, a safe environment is important.” Adding insult to injury, modern school 
children are exposed to the EMFs from their classmates’ cell phones, which is why all cell phones should 
be in airplane mode when not on a call.  
 

There's a further explanation for students’ high exposure. The Environmental Health Trust explains that 
tablets “have up to five transmitter antennas emitting radiation as a beacon signal that transmits even 
when the internet is NOT being used….  The bursts continue because the tablet antennas ‘check in’ with 
what is called a ‘digital handshake’ to the base network which is usually a WiFi router or hotspot, or a 
nearby cell tower. If the network signal strength is low, then the tablet’s radiation burst is higher. This  



digital handshape continuously repeats.”  
 

“There is a major legal difference between an exposure that an individual chooses to accept and one 
that is forced upon a person, especially a dependent, who can do nothing about it.” 
~ Dr. Davis Carpenter, Director, institute for Health and the Environment  
 

.27  Better Grades When Phones Are Banned   

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/74b49420d2bd01350b65005056a9545d 
 

Physiologic stress increases with exposure to EMFs, as do insomnia and depression. So a working 
hypothesis might be: Reducing EMFs will support: 
 Improved student well‐being and morale 
 Increased staff job satisfaction 
 Better attendance due to lower infection rates and lower rates of depression  
 

“Researchers at the London School of Economics, the University of Texas, and Louisiana State University 
looked at the impact of cellphones on student performance by evaluating 91 schools in four cities in the 
U.K.— Birmingham, London, Leicester and Manchester— before and after cellphone bans…. Across the 
board, teens' test scores increased by 6 percent after phone bans were implemented.… Kids who were 
struggling academically… improved by 14 percent after the ban.” This study focused on cell phone use, 
ignoring another common source of microwave EMFs, namely WiFi, so academic improvement would 
probably have been even greater if the school had replaced WiFi with Ethernet cables.  
 

Electromagnetically hypersensitive (EHS) people consistently report depression therefore both suicide 
and anxiety would be lower when EMFs are brought down to pre‐2000 levels. Considering all the         
symptoms of electromagnetic hypersensitivity, attending an EMF‐free school for 6 hours a day would 
boost health and reduce absenteeism from illness.  
 

Perhaps the recent rise in COVID‐19 infections in children is due to a few months of greater WiFi exposure 
as they are “in school” at home. Certainly sheltering in place pushes people of all ages to spend more time 
online. The evidence below, in blue font, makes a good argument for the connection. All the more reason 
to wire up!  
 

See “Schools Worldwide Removing the Wi‐Fi and Reducing Exposure” here. And learn about the first 
ever state bill on wireless radiation in schools.  
 

.28  “When pointing out a problem, offer a solution.” 
Pairing a solution with a complaint is the life lesson that Safe School Tech member Lauren Ayers learned 

from her favorite school principal, who advised students, teachers, and parents to deal with problems 

that way. Safe School Tech reveals the problems with wireless and we are offering solutions other 

communities are using.  
 

That’s also why we’re eager to lend you an EMF meter so you can map the red, orange and green areas in 
each school in your district. Both your staff and your students (not to mention their parents!) will thank  



you for being proactive.  
 

.29  Tho’ Telecom hides the facts, experts have been warning us: 
• The California Department of Public Health has some surprisingly robust guidelines that, alas, are 

being totally ignored. 
• Ditto for advice from the American Academy of Pediatrics. 
• Another warning comes from the 236 scientists who comprise a large percentage of radio frequency 

researchers; they published over 2,000 journal articles and wrote an appeal to policy makers to take 
action on wireless hazards. 

• A human fetus is the most vulnerable to harm from EMFs, including higher rates of asthma and ADHD 
later in life, therefore shouldn’t any school staffers or volunteering parents who are pregnant be 
protected by a low‐EMF school environment? 

• We learned above (section .3 , Symptoms) that fertility is reduced from microwave exposure. 

Remember that every baby girl is born with all two billion eggs she will ever have for creating her own 
infants; they reside in her ovaries in an immature form until puberty, when they are released month by 
month. Should girls be exposed to microwaves for 6 hours a day for 13‐14 years? Already, 1 in 8 
couples in America experience difficulty conceiving, childhood exposure to wireless tech could make 
those odds so much worse.  

  

.30  Caveat Emptor 
Here’s a fact you’ll never see in a cell phone ad: the wireless tech industry won’t cover electronic 
equipment for illnesses caused by EMFs. Lloyd’s of London’s Risk Assessment Report compares wireless 
tech to asbestos, since the early research on asbestos was “inconclusive” and only later did it become 
obvious to everyone that asbestos causes cancer. Due to aps like GPS and internet access, cell phones 
have up to 7 microwave antennas each! 
 

.31  Telecom should make amends. 
Incidentally, the cost for replacing WiFi with wired internet should be borne by whoever sold your district 
all those tablets and computers for your students. After all, they didn’t tell you the truth about WiFi back 
when you purchased them. They would be wise to cover that cost and thereby avoid any future class 
action lawsuit filed by school districts. 
 

.32  Better late than never. 
The EMF problems you’ve just read about are like lice in elementary classrooms— yucky and hard to get 
rid of. Dealing with lice is an uphill battle, but setting the goal and sticking with the plan leads to victory. 

(BTW, we in Safe School Tech were happy to find non‐toxic ways to eradicate lice.) Obviously, lice don’t 
go away all by themselves—educating families and having a good action plan are key. Which is exactly 
what this letter aims to provide for “eradicating” WiFi. If you only open one link in this letter, this page 
at Environmental Health Trust will show you that safe internet access is possible for all your students. 
See New Hampshire’s Oct. 2020 report on wireless tech. Palo Alto’s PTA advises parents on WiFi and 
cellphone safety, other PTAs should too. Here’s a price guide and an illustration of a wired‐up classroom. 
 

Thank you! 
You’re a school board member because you care about the students in your community. We hope this 
message from “out of thin air” will rouse you from the Path of Least Resistance, even if it temporarily 
adds to your work load. Listening to some whistle blowers and independent scientists on the topic of WiFi 
will benefit all of us— students, staff, school families, grandparents, trustees and other volunteers. Isn’t 
better student health worth a little extra effort?  
 

Buen Salud, 
Lauren Ayers, on behalf of Safe School Tech 
 



P.S. 
“If at first the idea is not absurd, then there is no hope for it.” — Albert Einstein 
 

Most people won’t be interested in these two ‘out in left field’ ideas. Nevertheless, (1) understanding 
how human‐made EMFs worsen infections like corona viruses such as SARS and COVID‐19 will help 
reduce disability and death from pandemics, and (2) learning how rare events like natural EMFs from 
solar storms coincided with pandemics of influenza going back many hundreds of years, broadens our 
understanding of disease. The evidence of electromagnet hypersensitivity, (EHS), is clear for both Franklin 
and Tesla, but also can be found in ancient records, both BCE and CE (Before the Current Era, Current Era).   
 

Does EMF exposure magnify COVID-19 severity? 
“The Emperor’s New Virus” is a very provocative article with the premise that EMFs worsen COVID‐19, 
making what is a mild illness for most people into a life‐threatening, slow‐healing crisis for some. As we 
know, co‐morbidities worsen the prognosis, and explain why most of the fatalities are patients over 60. 
But there’s more to it than age.  
 

Paul Doyon provides videos, maps, charts and journal articles showing that the COVID‐19 virus becomes 
much more lethal in 5G roll‐out cities like Wuhan. You don’t have to read the entire 90‐page document 
to get a sense of the legitimacy of the 5G perspective, even if the proof is not yet fully established.  
 

Another revelation is how many COVID‐19 symptoms are the same as EMF‐sensitivity symptoms. For 
instance, the loss of the sense of smell has long puzzled public health experts.  
 

The 3‐page synopsis of “The Emperor’s New Virus” is here. and the full 90‐page document is here. Further 
evidence was published this spring, “Correlation between cases of coronavirus and the presence of 5G 
networks.”  
 

Like Wuhan, Italy is another high fatality COVID‐19 infection locus due to a very high per capita use of 5G. 
People in developed nations already experience astronomically more EMF exposure because of years with 
pre‐5G phones (3G and 4G are in the microwave range of the electromagnetic spectrum along with 5G), 
so the EMF effect on sick people goes beyond 5G cities.  
 

These facts form an interesting picture when dots are connected: 
 5G cities have more cases of the COVID‐19 flu and a higher mortality rate than other locales 
 Countries in Central and South America, as well as in Africa, which don’t have a high per capita rate of 

cell phone or wireless tech use also have lower mortality from COVID‐19 
 You just read how both 4G and 5G impair the immune system, but keep in mind that 5G is much more 

harmful than 4G.  
 

The FCC deprives the nation of oxygen. 

 
https://vertassets.blob.core.windows.net/image/eac387f4/eac387f4-2cc2-11d5-a770-00d0b7694f32/041001akembedded1.gif 



Figure 1: Dry Atmospheric Absorption per Kilometer  
 
Nearly twenty years ago an industry researcher explained why it’s so convenient that microwaves at 60 
GHz have a special affinity for oxygen, which therefore makes it “ideal for interference free, fiber‐speed 
connectivity.” (see the graph) But did he or his bosses ask themselves, “Gee, what does that mean for all 

living things near these microwaves, since most life forms need air (02) and all need water (H20)?” 
 
Further, besides the oxygen in water molecules, now we know that microwaves interfere with the ability 
of the hemoglobin in our blood to bond with the oxygen we breathe in. Breathlessness is a symptom of 
both EHS as well as the more severe COVID‐19 cases.  
 
Remember the supposed scarcity of ventilators during this year’s COVID‐19 pandemic? It turns out 
that ventilators don’t actually help  and, in fact, only one intubated patient in nine survives after they’re 
put on a ventilator. With COVID‐19, pressurized air from ventilators doesn’t boost oxygen uptake because 
red blood cells passing near the fragile, microscopic alveoli (tiny air sacs only one cell thick) cannot 
properly absorb oxygen. Autopsies of COVID‐19 patients show that their lungs were full of fluid, and that 
COVID‐19 lungs are often twice their normal weight.  
 

This brings us back to EHS symptoms, which also include hypoxia— low oxygen levels—  without patients 
realizing how serious it is, just like so many COVID‐19 patients. Dr. Levitan, a 30‐year veteran of 
emergency medicine, said to the New York Times, “A vast majority of COVID pneumonia patients I met 
had remarkably low oxygen— seemingly incompatible with life— but they were using their cellphones 
[with] relatively minimal apparent distress, despite dangerously low oxygen levels.” This strange 
syndrome has been called “happy hypoxia.”  
 

Here are two good articles about the interplay of COVID‐19 and wireless tech: Corona Virus & 5G— Is 
There a Connection? and Is Coronavirus Contagious?  
 

The Secret History of Electromagnetic Hypersensitivity (EHS) 
Surprisingly, illnesses from EMFs have been known since Marconi’s time, when he and other early 
electricity investigators suffered from what came to be called “telegraphic illness” because telegraph 
operators also were susceptible. In fact, even earlier, Ben Franklin had symptoms of EMF disease, as did 
other researchers, but they didn’t see the connection.  
 

There’s more! In The Invisible Rainbow, Arthur Firstenberg writes, “Canadian astronomer Ken Tapping 
showed that the influenza pandemics over the previous three centuries correlated with peaks in solar 
magnetic activity, on an 11‐year cycle.” In other words, even before scientists were playing around with 
electricity, “solar winds” from sun spot activity brought enough extra electrical energy to earth that 
humans, as well as other living things, experienced epidemics of disease and death. Normally Earth’s 
magnetic field protects us from ordinary solar radiation but the extra solar energy broke through our 
protective barrier.  
 

One hint about the solar origin of certain pandemics is in the word “influenza,” which derives from “the 
influence of the stars”— even though ancient people probably wouldn’t have blamed that influence on 
our closest star, the sun.  
 

When industry began generating electricity to power the incandescent bulb and “wireless telegraphy” 
(radio), each jump in man‐made EMFs correlated closely to a new flu epidemic, although, again, the 
connection never made the news or landed in history books: 

“In 1889, full‐scale electrification was carried out in the USA and, shortly thereafter, in Europe. That 
same year, as if by chance, doctors were inundated with cases of flu, which had until then appeared 
only infrequently. The victims’ symptoms were far more neurological in nature, resembling 
neurasthenia, and did not include respiratory disorders. The pandemic lasted for four years and killed 
at least a million people.” Page 4  



 

“The Swedish researchers Ollie Johansson and Orjan Hallberg have shown a clear correlation between 
breast, prostate and lung cancer rates and the exposure of the population to radio frequencies. They 
point to a significant increase in rates in 1920, 1955, 1969 … corresponding respectively to the increase 
in radio frequency smog due to the introduction of AM radio (1920), FM radio and TV1 (1955), the 
arrival of color TV2 (1969)…. These same researchers have likewise found a very clear linear correlation 
between the number of FM radio transmitters per region and the incidence of melanomas, with the 
exposed locations having 11 times more melanomas than the “white zones.” Page 11 

 

“It can be seen that each new influenza pandemic corresponds to a new advance in electrical 
technology, such as the Asian flu of 1957‐58, following the installation of a powerful radar surveillance 
system, and the outbreak of Hong Kong flu from July 1968 onwards, following the commissioning of 28 
military satellites for space surveillance at the altitude of the Van Allen belts, which protect us from 
cosmic radiation.” Page 6  

 

In fact, when Sigmund Freud wrote about neurasthenia in 1895, it was still called ‘telegraphic sickness.’ 
Freud put the cart before the horse by blaming the physical symptoms on mental illness. He called it 
‘neurosis anxiety,’ and now it’s labeled ‘panic attacks.’ The psychological aspect of this syndrome 
obscures the obvious remedy of removing the EMFs.  
 

These few examples may pique your curiosity to know more. The little‐known history of wireless 
technology comes alive with pithy biographies and fascinating details (backed by over 550 citations). 
Surprisingly, considering the dry subject, the book is a page turner!  

 
Contact Safe School Tech at SafeSchoolTech@gmail.com   530  796‐2463 
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"Jerry Jimenez" <Jerry.Jimenez@ycoe.org>,  
"Garth Lewis, Supe" <Garth.Lewis@ycoe.org>,  
"Melissa Moreno" <melissa.moreno@ycoe.org>,  
"Joe DiNunzio"<jdinunzio@djusd.net>,  
"Tom Adams, Bd" <tadams@djusd.net>,  
"Vigdis Asmundson, Bd" <vasmundson@djusd.net>,  
"Lea Darrah, Bd" <ldarrah@djusd.net>,  
"Betsy Hyder, Bd" <bhyder@djusd.net>,  
"John Bowes, Supe" <jbowes@djusd.net>, 
"Ashleigh Green" <ashleigh.green@espartok12.org>,  
"Amanda Barwis" <amanda.barwis@espartok12.org>,  
"Larry Kieny" <larry.kieny@espartok12.org>,  
"Tracy Nash" <tracy.nash@espartok12.org>,  
"Bonnie Simas" <bonnie.simas@espartok12.org>,  
"Christina Goennier, Supe" <cgoennier@eusdk12.org>,  
"Leah Smith, Controller" <lsmith@eusdk12.org>,  
"Rebecca Spiva, CBO" <rspiva@eusdk12.org>,  
"Susie Hedrick, System Specialist" <shedrick@eusdk12.org>,  
"David Yust" <dyust@espartok12.org>,  
"Sherrie Vann, Prn’l" <svann@eusdk12.org>   
"Javier Macias, Prin’l" <jmacias@eusdk12.org> 
"Coby Pizzotti, W.Sac" <cpizzotti@wusd.k12.ca.us>,  
"Sarah Kirby‐Gonzalez " <SKirby‐Gonzalez@wusd.k12.ca.us>,  
"Jackie Thu‐Huong Wong" <JWong@wusd.k12.ca.us>,  
"Alvaro Venegas" <avenegas@wusd.k12.ca.us>,  
"Christi Barnas" <CBarnas@wusd.k12.ca.us>,  
"Cheryl Hildreth, Supe" <childreth@wusd.k12.ca.us>,  
"Joedy Michael, Brd" <joedymichael@wintersjusd.org>,  

"Candi Ochoa" <candiochoa@wintersjusd.org>,  
"Kristin Trott, Brd" <kristintrott@wintersjusd.org>,  
"Everardo Zaragoza, Brd" <everardozaragoza@wintersjusd.org>,  
"Carrie Green, Winters Brd" <carriecgreen@yahoo.com>,  
"Diana Jimenez, Supe" <DJimenez@wintersjusd.org>    
"Bibiana Garcia, Woodland" <Bibiana.Garcia@wjusd.org> 
"Morgan Childers" <Morgan.Childers@wjusd.org>  
"Deborah Bautista Zavala" <Deborah.Zavala@wjusd.org>  
"Rogelio Villagrana" <Rogelio.Villagrana@wjusd.org>  
"Jake Whitaker" <Jake.Whitaker@wjusd.org>  
"Tom Pritchard, Supe" <Thomas.Pritchard@wjusd.org>  
 
 
 

CC:  
"Jim Smith, Editor" <news@dailydemocrat.com>,  

"Margherita Beale" <mbeale@dailydemocrat.com>,  

"Sac Bee" <tips@sacbee.com>,  

"Hannah Wiley, ed’n rptr" <hwiley@sacbee.com>,  

"Davis Enterprise" <newsroom@davisenterprise.net>,  

"Davis Vanguard" <info@davisvanguard.org>,  

"Davisite" <roberta.millstein@rlm.net>,  

"The Davisite" <davisite@rlm.net>,  

"Bob Dunning" <bdunning@davisenterprise.net>,  

"Monica Stark, Editor, W.Sac" <editor@news‐ledger.com>,  

"Taylor Buley, Publisher" <taylor@wintersexpress.com>,  

"Crystal Apilado, Editor" <crystal@wintersexpress.com>,  

"Winters Express" <news@wintersexpress.com> 



 
                           

Also sent to:  
"Oscar Villegas, 1st" <oscar.villegas@yolocounty.org> 
"Don Saylor, 2nd" <don.saylor@yolocounty.org> 
"Gary Sandy, 3rd" <gary.sandy@yolocounty.org> 
"Jim Provenza, 4th" <jim.provenza@yolocounty.org>  
"Angel Barajas, 5th" <angel.barajas@yolocounty.org>   
"Patrick S. Blacklock, Co Admin’r" <patrick.blacklock@yolocounty.org>     

"Josh Chapman" <jchapman@cityofdavis.org> 
"Gloria Partida " <gpartida@cityofdavis.org> 
"Will Arnold" <warnold@cityofdavis.org> 
"Dan Carson" <dcarson@cityofdavis.org> 
"Lucas Frerichs" <lucasf@cityofdavis.org> 
"Michael Webb, CEO" <cmoweb@cityofdavis.org> 
"Quirina Orozco" <quirinao@cityofwestsacramento.org>  
"Chris Ledesma" <chrisl@cityofwestsacramento.org> 
"Martha Guerrero" <mguerrero@cityofwestsacramento.org> 
"Norma Alcala" <nalcala@cityofwestsacramento.org>    
"Aaron Laurel, City Mgr" <aaronl@cityofwestsacramento.org> 

"Bill Biasi" <bill.biasi@cityofwinters.org> 
"Wade Cowan" <wade.cowan@cityofwinters.org> 
"Jesse Loren" <jesse.loren@cityofwinters.org> 
"Harold Anderson" <harold.anderson@cityofwinters.org> 
"Pierre Neu" <pierre.neu@cityofwinters.org> 
"Kathleen Trepa, City Mgr" <kathleen.trepa@cityofwinters.org> 
"Rich Lansburgh " <richard.lansburgh@cityofwoodland.org> 
"Tania Garcia‐Caena" <tania.garciacadena@cityofwoodland.org> 
"Vicky Fernandez" <vicky.fernandez@cityofwoodland.org> 
"Mayra Vega" <mayra.vega@cityofwoodland.org> 
"Tom Stallard" <tom.stallard@cityofwoodland.org> 
"Paul Navazio City Mgr" <paul.navazio@cityofwoodland.org> 

 
 
 
 

 

 
https://assets.amuniversal.com/a679dca0fb2901367903005056a9545d 
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April Lucas

From: Gloria Cooper <academynewage@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:43 PM
To: planning
Subject: Big Telecom

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Oregon Planning Commissioners,  
Your decision on whether or not 5g cell towers should be allowed in order for "Big Telecom" to multiply and thrive, is 
simply no. 
To say yes is to ignore the unhealthy consequences on our body, mind, and spirit. 
To say yes is to ignore the real impact on the Natural environmental and all plant and animal life. 
To say yes is to ignore our personal and social responsibility to the future. 
 
A for-profit company should not have more power than the People (the highest authority in the land). You are public 
servants. You work to manage our collective affairs, not to control or dictate them. 
 
I trust you will honor your civic duty and do the right thing with equanimity. 
 
Gloria Cooper 
Mt Shasta, California  
96067 
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April Lucas

From: Tod Boyer <tboy-mail@opendoor.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:31 PM
To: planning; City Council
Subject: Proposed Cell-tower Installation

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Planning Department Board and Ashland City Council Members, 
 
        I am distressed and appalled to note that installation of this central Ashland cell-tower is still under consideration, 
even after numerous credible studies continue to reveal the harsh reality of unregulated EMF/RF radiation and the 
resulting invasive detrimental effects upon all life unfortunate to be within relative proximity. 
 
        The carte blanche proliferation of such unregulated (or insufficiently and irresponsibly regulated) cell transmission 
installations, and the exponentially ramped-up EMF/RF radiation of the most recent technology, assures that those who 
do not heed the warnings, along with the uninformed and unaware unfortunates with no say, will suffer the short and 
long-term consequences.  We can no longer blindly accommodate or acquiesce to the commercial interests of the latest 
highly touted technology, while denying such consequences. 
 
        Since this tower seems a reckless and unnecessary indulgence, that has not been thoroughly vetted nor given the 
broad approval of the Ashland citizenry, I call upon the Planning Department and the Ashland City Council to wholly 
reject approval of such an installation.  Thank you ~ 
 
                Sincerely, 
 
                                Tod Boyer       (Ashland resident since 1977) 
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April Lucas

From: Mary Saint-Marie <marysaintmarie@finestplanet.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:29 PM
To: planning
Subject: SOU Ashland Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
Dear Planning Commissioners, 
 
There was a recent lawsuit between the Children’s Health Defense and the FCC. The Children’s Health Defense won 
the lawsuit, 
because of the health effects of EMF radiation poisoning. 
 
It is clear to anyone who has dug in and done the research that cell towers give off EMF radiation poisoning and 
are affecting the 
health of children, adults, animals and plants. It is about all of our environment. 
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-wireless/? 
 
It would appear that the FCC has sold out to Big Telecom. 
https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-to-explain-why-it-ignored-scientific-
evidence-showing-harm-from-wireless-radiation/ 
 
Cell towers, especially 5G cell towns, have no business near towns, schools, hospitals. 
 
It is not advisable to go down this unhealthy path.  
 
Please do not place a cell tower in this location. 
 
I stand up for the health of Ashland! 
 
Thank you and may you all follow your hearts, not money… 
 
*I love Ashland. I go there often….for last 45 years! 
 
Thank you. 
 
Blessings and may the Truth come forth, 
 
Mary Saint-Marie 
Mount Shasta, CA 
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April Lucas

From: MiRa El <miramuse@snowcrest.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:19 PM
To: planning
Subject: cell tower at sou campus

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
dear planning commissioners, 
 
it has recently come to my notice that you are considering placing a cell tower on the playing field at sou. 
please do not do this!  i have several friends in ashland, living near the sou campus and attending the local schools as 
well. 
 
here are some reasons why not to ok this plan: 
 
the deleterious health effects to humans, animals and plants the ugly appearance the negative impact on property 
values the unnecessary addition of this placement, as there is sufficient coverage for cell phones already 
 
thank you for doing the right thing and NOT ok-ing this plan. 
sincerely, 
mira el.  mount shasta 
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April Lucas

From: Shoshana Alexander <shoshanaalexander@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:15 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower at SOU field

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Hello, 
 
I just learned that a new cell tower is scheduled to be installed on the track field at SOU. As you know, research indicates 
that the safety of these installations has not been conclusively established, especially for children and young people. I’m 
not sure where in Ashland another cell tower might be safely installed, nor if another one is actually needed, but I would 
strongly encourage you to find a location with minimal impact on vulnerable groups. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Shoshana Alexander 
Granite Street 
541-301-3675 
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April Lucas

From: Dorothea Joyce <dorotheajoyce@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:06 PM
To: planning
Subject: Please take action on cell towers

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Commissioners,  
 
There is a reason the recent lawsuit vs the FCC was successful this week. 
(https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-wireless/?) 
There is no question about the health effects of 3G and 4G let alone the unstudied 5G. It is patently 
clear that the captured agency is totally owned by Big Telecom. (https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-
decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-to-explain-why-it-ignored-scientific-evidence-showing-
harm-from-wireless-radiation/) 
Allowing 5G towers in neighborhoods and near schools is inviting disaster. Of course with so many 
other pollutants entering all plants and animals, and humans at the top of the food chain, it is 
challenging to identify the etiology of illnesses. This is very convenient for all polluters of air, water, 
food and especially the unseeable and omnipresent soup of all things wireless and SMART. 
 
I have been studying EMF radiation poisoning for 20 years, have worked diligently to prevent cell 
towers in our residential or mixed use neighborhoods here in Mt. Shasta, and am a member of the 
CA EMF Safety Coalition. Ashland is one of my favorite places to visit. It is nearly impossible to find 
a place to stay that does not have 24/7 WiFi for those of us who are the canaries in the coal mine. It 
is impossible to sleep anywhere near cell towers, especially 5G which will be soon be beamed from 
space.  
 
Please do not allow this cell tower to be placed in this location. Everyone I’ve spoken to has perfect 
phone service at present. The proximity to schools and the adverse effects for flora and fauna 
including humans in particular, the aesthetic impact as well, make this a losing proposition. Ashland 
is smarter than this.  
 
Respectfully, 
Dorothea Joyce 

 
--  
Dorothea Joyce 
Award winning songwriter, author, music producer, performer  
 
530-921-0834 
www.dorotheajoyce.com/market.html 
www.celestialhighwaysproductions.com 
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April Lucas

From: Annalysa Hartwell <annalysa200@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 1:03 PM
To: planning
Subject: NO on cell tower!!!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
This cell tower will be very close to Walker Elementary, Head Start...all the students at SOU, not to mention all of those 
living in the surrounding neighborhood. The Food Angels program will cease as many volunteers suffer from electro 
sensitivity. 
This will result in more sickness and disease.  Many studies confirm that harm follows cell facility installments and cell 
towers are in direct opposition to the urgent need to address climate change.  This radiation kills bees.  How can we be a 
Bee City while at the same time decimating our bees? 
 
Annalysa Hartwell 
Concerned citizen 
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April Lucas

From: Catherine Jones <catherinegrace22@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:52 PM
To: planning; Bill Molnar; Derek Severson
Subject: Proposed AT&T Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

August 19, 2021 

Dear Ashland Planning Department, 

I strongly oppose the AT&T application for a cell tower at the stadium at SOU campus. 

I was considering how crazy-making everything is right now, with government seemingly having 
our health and well-being in its best interest, and yet, while we are all still dealing with the crisis 
of Covid 19 and the aftermath of the destruction and toxicity of the Almeda Fire, cell phone 
towers are going in without fully considering the impact to human and environmental health. 
Now I am very aware that AT&T does not care about the health of global citizens (I attended the 
meeting at Pioneer Hall in December 2019), but I would very much like to think that there are 
still people in our local government who actually DO care about us. 
 
I would like to address the concerns of the location of the proposed Tower at SOU and the 
impact it would have on our community. 
 
With all of the alarming information available on the damaging effects of Cell Towers and EMFs 
on our health, I feel that putting one up at SOU would be totally incongruous to the core mission 
and values of this school. 
 
Not only was SOU the first university in the nation to certify as a Bee Campus USA, but it is 
touted as one of the pioneering models in environmental stewardship. Under the “About Us” 
section of the SOU website, it states: 

CAMPUS ENERGY 

Southern Oregon University is committed to sustainable practices, environmental stewardship, and research 
that advances our understanding of local, regional, and global environmental issues. 

...SOU has been nationally recognized for our commitment to operational sustainability. SOU was recently 
honored with the Best Case Study Award by the Association for the Advancement of Sustainability in Higher 
Education, was the first university in the nation to certify as a Bee Campus USA, and now boasts LEED Gold 
campus housing. 

It also entices new students with endorsements from other accredited universities and organizations, (for 
example): 

 The Princeton Review named SOU one of the most environmentally responsible colleges in the 
US and Canada 

https://sou.edu/about/ 
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After sending out my first letter to the planning commission and department heads at SOU back 
in May of 2020, I did receive a reply from Linda Schott (President, Southern Oregon University). 
Although I was grateful that she took the time to reply to me, I was very discouraged by her enthusiasm to 
press forward with the proposed AT&T cell tower at that time.  

Once again, I am writing to the committee to express my deep concerns for this new proposal 
for a Cell Tower at the SOU Stadium. This location is dangerously close to Head Start, Walker 
Elementary school, Ashland Middle School, John Muir Outdoor School, SOU (track & field, dorms, 
gymnasium, and Organic Farm), Grower’s Market, Science Works and many homes in close 
proximity. Not only is the location dangerous, subjecting young children, SOU students, and 
nearby residents to toxic radiation and frequencies; but having it on the track at SOU flies in the 
face of the University's supposed core values. 

I implore you to deny the AT&T tower application. 

Sincerely, 
Catherine Jones 
59 N. Wightman St. 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: michelenbobbyj@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:50 PM
To: planning
Subject: Hello,

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Saying no.  Stop this cell tower.    

Don't need another cell tower.   

Internet is plenty fast. 

Can make calls just fine. 

 

 

 

Reasons for my opposition at this location: 

         loss of property value. 

         increased fire risk.  Proof.  

         Adverse affects to the character of our city.   Cell towers are ugly! 

         Will weaken our rights to petition government for redress of future grievances. 

         Harms our flora and fauna.   Proof.   

         Personally, I have terrible health effects from cell towers.   Medical proof of having  

Electro-sensitivity. 

CONSTANT ringing in my ears.  

Disorientation.  

Sleeplessness.  

Agitation...etc 
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April Lucas

From: Tom & Gwen Oaks <gtoaks@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:46 PM
To: planning
Subject: No Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planners,  
 
I am completely against the proposed cell tour on the SOU field. It would be devastating to the surrounding 
neighborhood. I can't believe after all the community opposition to this project that there is a chance that it will be built 
in Ashland. It really does make many of us want to leave Ashland. I wonder if you are aware of that? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gwen Oaks 
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April Lucas

From: courtlandt Jennings <pickledplanet@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 2:04 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower at OSU - No!!!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hi there   
 
Final day for comments  
 
 
Just letting you know i do not support this application and if there is more negative feedback than supportive i hope you 
go with the citizens desire to pump the brakes on new cell installations till the FCC completes its now court mandated 
review of its policy that has not been reviewed in 25 years  
 
Technology has changed drastically in 25 years as we all know. 
 
There was a recent decision this week that is forcing the FCC to review the health impacts of cell devices and signals on 
human health 
 
Lets wait on anything new till some real and recent science is filtered into the larger conversation please ty  
 
Id say the same thing for millimeter waves and 5G when that comes up bc we DO not need the bandwidth when the 
cory already has great wire bandwidth from the fiber network 
 
In fact increasing cell bandwidth generally deters folks from purchasing service from AFN so its counter both municipal 
revenues and tax paying citizens alike  
 
Thanks for your time and please do not pass this tower app. Thank you  
 
https://www.facebook.com/JohnKrolShow/videos/132839655471094 
 
Video is of people impacted by excess cell signals... it is real. Thanks  
 
 
--  
Courtlandt Jennings 
Founder, President, COO 
Pickled Planet 
Ashland, OR 
541 201-2689 
cell 541 301-5430 
Love Your Belly!  
Eat Life, Enjoy Life! 
www.pickledplanet.com 



30

April Lucas

From: Digital Warrior <bevharlan9@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:20 PM
To: planning
Cc: Beverly Harlan
Subject: Southern Oregon University, Ashland cell tower, 8/19/21

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
Dear Planning Commissioners, 
 
There is a reason that the recent lawsuit against the FCC was successful this week. 
 
(https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-wireless/?) 
 
There is no question about the health effects of 3G and 4G let alone the unstudied 5G. It is patently clear that the 
captured agency is totally owned by Big Telecom. 
 
(https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-to-explain-why-it-ignored-scientific-evidence-
showing-harm-from-wireless-radiation/) 
 
Allowing 5G towers in neighborhoods and near schools is a disaster in the making. Of course, with so many other 
pollutants entering all plants and animals and humans at the top of the food chain, it is challenging to identify the 
etiology of illnesses.  
 
This fact is very convenient for all polluters of air, water, food and especially the unseeable and omnipresent soup 
of all things wireless and SMART. 
 
I have been studying EMF radiation poisoning for 8 years, and I have worked diligently to prevent cell towers in our 
residential or mixed use neighborhoods here in Mt. Shasta.   
 
Ashland is one of my favorite places to visit. It is nearly impossible to find a place to stay that does not have 24/7 
WiFi for those of us who are canaries in the coal mine. It is impossible for me to sleep anywhere near cell towers, 
especially 5G which will be soon be beamed from space.  
 
Other concerns that I have are:  loss of property value, increased fire risk, and adverse effects on the character and 
beauty of Ashland. 
 
Do not allow this cell tower to be placed in this location. The proximity to schools and the adverse effects on flora 
and fauna and humans in particular, plus the negative  aesthetic impact as well, make this a losing proposition. 
Ashland is smarter than this.  
 
Respectfully, 
 
Beverly J Harlan 
1020 Kingston Road, Apt 3K 
Mount Shasta, CA  96067 
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April Lucas

From: Marcus Christian <greenmanorganic@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:18 PM
To: planning
Subject: Opposition to cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
I vehemently oppose the cell tower 
 
Stop selling out to Big Telecom... 
 
Marcus Christian 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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April Lucas

From: Elyse Herrick <elyse@bisp.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:03 PM
To: planning
Subject: Re: cell phone tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To whom it may concern,  
 
I am adamantly opposed to the proposed cell phone tower at SOU.  I have many reasons, especially related to health 
that you previously could not consider until now. (See below). The main one is that I live nearby and I am very sensitive 
to ionizing radiation.  Around it i get anxiety and insomnia and forgetfulness.  Another is that we don't need another cell 
phone tower as the proponent has not met its burden of proof.. By the way,  I get fine reception.  There are also studies 
that show ionizing radiation contributes to the declining bee population.  Also the US government funded a 7 year study 
on ionizing radiation and found that it is carcinogenic.  This week a lawsuit against the FCC was won that showed the FCC 
ignored 11,000 pages of testimony and research that clearly showed that microwaves and ionizing radiation is harmful 
to human health (and especially for children!). 
 
I urge you to vote against this cell phone tower. 
 
Sincerely, 
L Elyse Herrick ND LAc 
586 Glenwood Dr. 
Ashland, OR 97520 
 
On Thu, Aug 19, 2021 at 10:51 AM Elyse Herrick <elyse@bisp.net> wrote: 
To whom it may concern,  
 
I am adamantly opposed to the proposed cell phone tower at SOU.  I have many reasons. The main one is that I live 
nearby and I am very sensitive to ionizing radiation.  Around it i get anxiety and insomnia and forgetfulness.  Another is 
that we don't need another cell phone tower; I get dfine reception.  There are studies that show ionizing 
radiation contributes to the declining bee population.  Also the US government funded a 7 year study on ionizing 
radiation dn found that it is carcinogenic.  This week a lawsuit against the FCC was won that showed the FCC ignored 
11,000 pages of testimony and research that clearly showed that microwaves and ionizing radiation is harmful to 
human health (and especially for children!). 
 
I urge you to vote against this cell phone tower. 
 
Sincerely, 
L Elyse Herrick ND LAc 
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April Lucas

From: Debra Wilson <graywolfway@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:09 PM
To: planning
Subject: WE DO NOT WANT ANOTHER CELL TOWER IN ASHLAND!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

I am appalled that SOU would consider putting a cell phone tower on it's property.  We have plenty of cell phone 
coverage in Ashland already!  
 

Reasons for my opposition include: 

 possible loss of property value 

 increased fire risk 

 Adverse effect to the character of our city (cell towers are ugly!) 

 Will weaken our rights to petition government for redress of future grievances  

 harm to flora and fauna 

 personal health effects (electro-sensitivity / ringing in the ears / disorientation / 

sleeplessness / agitation...etc.) 

 harm to students at SOU and Walker Elementary School. 

 

     .   We don't need another cell tower.  (Our internet is plenty fast...we can make calls just 

fine) 

 

Thanks for taking needed action to BLOCK this cell tower! 

 

Debra Wilson 

108 Crocker St. 

Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: david s <davids@bisp.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 12:02 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower objection

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Department,  
 
 
A landmark case was just announced dealing with some of the issues at hand. The Children’s 
Health Defense’s case against the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) was published on 
August 13, where the U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit ruled that the FCC failed to 
provide a reasoned explanation for its determination that its current guidelines adequately 
protect the public against harmful effects of exposure to 5G and wireless technologies, and that 
it failed to review the extensive evidence - scientific evidence and evidence of existing sickness - 
that was filed with the FCC. The FCC was found to have ignored over 11,000 pages of testimony 
from experts as well as numerous studies. The case has been remanded by the Federal Appeals 
Court (a panel decision) so that this testimony can be reviewed. The current limit of cell phone 
radiation either from towers or phones was put into place over 25 years ago and many experts 
believe that the limits are far above human safe levels.  
 
 
As your hands have been previously tied not to take into account any health effects in the 
establishment of a new tower, I believe that this new case provides groundbreaking clarity that 
that is no longer the case. The whole world is watching the USA now because the world 
previously believed that the 1996 benchmark was the gold standard. That is likely no longer the 
case based on the voluminous amount of studies that have been previously been ignored till 
now.  
 
 
There are many reasons to shoot down the latest proposal based on the reasons that were 
outlined in your previous findings. I need not repeat them here as they were very well thought 
out. I am especially concerned about the dangers that a fire could be initiated by this tower 
despite the promises by AT&T. I have seen dozens of photographs where cell towers 
spontaneously catch fire and that could be disastrous for the City of Ashland. I also believe that 
the proponent has not established a clear case for the need to upgrade to a new 5G tower as 
this is required based on the regulations in place.  
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Many are concerned about the loss of property values as well as this could be considered a legal 
taking. There are more than a few individuals that would leave Ashland if a new tower would be 
allowed.  
 
 
Please do the right thing and deny this application once again.  
 
 
Thank you.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
David Schieber 
 

 
 
 

David Schieber, Attorney 

586 Glenwood Dr. 
Ashland, OR 97520 
Tel:   541 482-7050 (direct)  
  
  
  
  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  The information and all attachments contained in this 
electronic communication is legally privileged and confidential information intended solely for the use of 
the individual or entity to whom the communication was sent. Sender is NOT a United States 
Securities Dealer or Broker or U.S/UK Investment Adviser.   This E-mail letter and the attached 
related documents are never to be considered a solicitation for any purpose in any form or 
content.  This electronic communication is covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act 
of 1986, Codified at 18 U.S.C. §§ 1367, 2510-2521, 2701-2710, 3121-3126. Also, 
see:  http://www.ftc.gov/privacy/glbact/glbsub1.htm - Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act 15 USC, Subchapter I, 
Sec. 6801-6809. These laws apply specifically to confidentiality and the unlawful proliferation of the 
email content to recipients unknown and unauthorized by the sender. There is no warranty as to the 
quality of the email with rega rds to any malicious software. The liability for Anti-virus and other 
security protection and prevention shall be entirely the responsibility of the recipient.  Upon receipt of 
these documents you, as the Recipients, hereby acknowledge this warning and disclaimer.  If 
acknowledgment is not accepted, Recipients must return the document copies, in their original 
receipted condition, to Sender via postal services immediately. This e-mail is confidential and is legally 
privileged. Nothing in this message should be interpreted as a digital or electronic signature that can be 
used to authenticate a contract or other legal document. If you are the recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in, 
or attached to, this transmission is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you have received this in error, 
please immediately notify us by return e-mail, fax and/or telephone and destroy this mail. Thank you 
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April Lucas

From: Robert Stern <r.stern@charter.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:57 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower placement

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Ashland planning committee, 
 
There has been a good deal of success for towns and local planners to steer the location of cell towers based on 
planning 
 
generated by these entities. They seek to locate towers in relatively safe areas away from schools and downtown highly 
populated 
 
areas. They accomplish this by establishing zones for recommended placement outside towns to protect property, 
beauty 
 
and health in their community. This planning method has been very effective in protecting their citizens and properties. 
 
 
Also, due to recent court decisions, FCC guidlines for radiation health effects base on old thermal criteria are now under 
scrutiny and 
 
will likely change to reflect current evidence and research around microwaves and health effects. Public health 
considerations will return 
 
to the decision process, thanks to focused efforts of many dedicated citizens. 
 
 
Please consider this email a request not to place this tower in the proposed school zone and and that you seek to 
establish zone planning 
 
for tower placements that lead to safe zones for these facitities. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
 
Robert Stern 
 
Ashland, OR 
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April Lucas

From: ajana miki <dr.ajana.miki@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:54 AM
To: planning
Subject: opposition to adding a cell tower at SOU stadium

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Sirs and Madams,  
 
We are the frogs in the water that don’t notice that the pot is beginning to boil.   
 
What choices would we make if we were not driven by monetary concerns?  I would like to think that we would err on 
the side of caution.  There are numerous safety concerns as we continue to add more and more wireless frequencies to 
the field and ask the human and animal bodies to live in this environment.  As technology is developed more quickly 
than studies to assess the longterm effects on the environment and bodies, we may find ourselves making grave 
mistakes. The cells and the cellular communication inside of bodies, is very much affected by the emissions and 
frequencies in the environment. 
 
Let us take a pause and do thorough, scientific, open minded, not financially driven studies on the effects of these things 
on the brains and bodies of our community members, before we are blinded by financial incentive to do something that 
we may later come to regret. 
 
I am voicing my opposition to the addition of this cell tower at SOU stadium. 
 
Thank you, 
Dr Ajana Miki 
 
 
Dr Ajana A Miki 
180 Lithia Way, suite 103 
Ashland, OR 97520 
541-414-7230 
dr.ajana.miki@gmail.com 
www.ashlandnaturalmedicine.com 
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April Lucas

From: Candace Birch <exaltedhabitats@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:48 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Please do not allow this cell tower to be put up! There are many many reasons this cell tower should NOT be installed! 
And at a school no less ! Unacceptable! There are many studies that show the harm this 5G radiation is bad for ALL life! 
Even bees and birds are effected in negative ways! Please vote NO!  
Some reasons: 

 

 loss of property value 

 increased fire risk 

 Adverse affect to the character of our city (cell towers are ugly!) 

 Will weaken our rights to petition government for redress of 

future grievances  

 arm to flora and fauna 

 personal health effects (electro-sensitivity / ringing in the ears / 

disorientation / sleeplessness / agitation...etc.) 

     .   We don't need another cell tower.  (Our internet is plenty fast...we 

can make calls just fine 
 

 
 

 

Thank you, 
Candace Birch 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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April Lucas

From: Lucretia Smith <healthwise@ccountry.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:48 AM
To: planning
Subject: Regarding the Cell Tower proposal in Ashland

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
Dear Planning Board, 
  
The only benefit of a new cell tower in Ashland is financial. 
Who that monetary benefit will go to is not my concern. 
My concern is for the health of our community. 
It is common knowledge around the world, close proximity to cell towers create massive health problems for all life, 
human, animal and plant life. 
Do some research please and honor with respect the will of the people you represent in this community. 
We do not want this new, ugly and dangerous blight in our town.  
  
https://www.google.com/search?client=firefox-b-1-d&q=Cell+Tower+danger+to+human+health  
  
  
Thank you 
Lucretia Smith (40 year resident) 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Shelley Cerasaro <geyser89@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:46 AM
To: planning
Subject: Dangerous cell tower emissions Walker Elementary

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners,  
 
There is a reason the recent lawsuit vs the FCC was successful this week. 
(https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-
wireless/?) 
There is no question about the health effects of 3G and 4G let alone the unstudied 5G. It is 
patently clear that the captured agency is totally owned by Big Telecom. 
(https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-to-explain-why-it-
ignored-scientific-evidence-showing-harm-from-wireless-radiation/) 
Allowing 5G towers in neighborhoods and near schools is inviting disaster. Of course with so 
many other pollutants entering all plants and animals, and humans at the top of the food 
chain, it is challenging to identify the etiology of illnesses. This is very convenient for all 
polluters of air, water, food and especially the unseeable and omnipresent soup of all things 
wireless and SMART. 
 
I have been studying EMF radiation poisoning for 20 years, have worked diligently to prevent 
cell towers in our residential or mixed use neighborhoods here in Mt. Shasta, and am a 
member of the CA EMF Safety Coalition. Ashland is one of my favorite places to visit. It is 
nearly impossible to find a place to stay that does not have 24/7 WiFi for those of us who are 
the canaries in the coal mine. It is impossible to sleep anywhere near cell towers, especially 
5G which will be soon be beamed from space.  
 
Please do not allow this cell tower to be placed in this location. Everyone I’ve spoken to has 
perfect phone service at present. The proximity to schools and the adverse effects for flora 
and fauna including humans in particular, the aesthetic impact as well, make this a losing 
proposition. Ashland is smarter than this.  
 
Respectfully, 
 
Shelley Cerasaro 
Mt. Shasta 
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April Lucas

From: dm <s-cargo@pressmail.ch>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:43 AM
To: planning
Subject: In Opposition to Cell Tower at Sou Field

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To Whom it May Concern; 

This letter is in opposition to the Cell tower slated to go up at Sou Field.  Children are vastly more vulnerable to harm 
from radio frequency fields.  Industry pressure and disinformation has created doubt as to the potential for harm 
however studies by all branches of the military and nasa over the last 60 years as well as the first draft of the recent 
Oregon Health Authority science review showed many harmful effects from microwave radiation to children in schools. 

The liability insurance policy carried by Portland Public Schools, as well as all liability policies, now exclude 
"

 

In addition, Portland Public Schools will no longer allow cell towers on school grounds due to the information supplied 
by parents as well as their review of the recent National Toxicology Program study confirming cancer and DNA damage 
from exposure to microwave radiation of the same frequency as emitted by cell towers, wi-fi and wireless devices. 

The following is a letter sent to PPS regarding a cancer cluster caused by a cell tower on school grounds:   

Sent: Tuesday, March 15, 2016 2:50 
PM                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
                                                                                                           To: Kirsten Cowden  

Subject: RE: The Cell Tower located inside the Brentwood-Darlington Community Garden 

Hello. 

I have found your information after reaching 3 previous contacts. 

I am here to protest against the Cell Tower located at 7018 SE 57th Ave. It is right next to the Brentwood- 

Darlington Community garden. 
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My neighbor who lives right next door is dying of cancer. The neighbor who lived in front of the tower died of 

cancer. My mom who lived with me two houses down of the tower died of cancer. I was diagnosed with early 

menopause at age 34 when my mom was diagnosed with breast cancer. My other neighbor who lives 4 houses down 

from the cell tower is currently going through a natural cancer treatment for 10 years. And there are two more 

neighbors with cancer live right nearby the cell tower. 

I know that this tower was approved in 1990s, probably without any support from the immediate neighbors of the 

tower. 

I have several questions for you: 

1. Do you think high electrical magnetic field, which forced my neighbor to change his cell phone and TV 

company because he couldn’t get any conection, is good for health of a human who has negative and positive 

magnetic field of it’s own? (I’m a scientist, I know this). 

2. Do you think Acupuncture is a hoax? It is not scientific. It works. 

3. Do you think Reiki , energy healing, is a hoax? It worked for many. 

Energy field DOES affect people. It doesn’t not cause IMMEDIATE harm but with a long term effect, it does. 

How can ANYONE would put a cell tower RIGHT NEXT TO 24 hour resident HOMES???? 

Would you put it next to YOUR HOME? Your children? Your grandkids? 

I know that American Cancer Association (ACA) believe there is no harmful effect with a cell tower. You can 

MOVE IT next to the ACA office. 

THIS MUST GO. I lost my mom over this. I am infertile because of this. With toxic air and this, can I get a basic 

right for a clean air????? 

PLEASE MOVE IT TO SOMEWHERE not 24 hour RESIDENTIAL! If not, I will be contacting my Air Quality 

Groups to help me to protest against PPS. 

Thank you. 

SINCERELY,  

DAVID MORRISON / OREGON RESIDENT /  
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April Lucas

From: Vicki Gold <victoria7@snowcrest.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:31 AM
To: planning
Subject: Oppose Cell Tower at SOU Field

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Commissioners,  
 
There is a reason the recent lawsuit vs the FCC was successful this week. 
(https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-wireless/?) 
There is no question about the health effects of 3G and 4G let alone the unstudied 5G. It is patently clear that the 
captured agency is totally owned by Big Telecom. (https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-
to-explain-why-it-ignored-scientific-evidence-showing-harm-from-wireless-radiation/) 
Allowing 5G towers in neighborhoods and near schools is inviting disaster. Of course with so many other pollutants 
entering all plants and animals, and humans at the top of the food chain, it is challenging to identify the etiology of 
illnesses. This is very convenient for all polluters of air, water, food and especially the unseeable and omnipresent soup 
of all things wireless and SMART. 
 
I have been studying EMF radiation poisoning for 20 years, have worked diligently to prevent cell towers in our 
residential or mixed use neighborhoods here in Mt. Shasta, and am a member of the CA EMF Safety Coalition. Ashland is 
one of my favorite places to visit. It is nearly impossible to find a place to stay that does not have 24/7 WiFi for those of 
us who are the canaries in the coal mine. It is impossible to sleep anywhere near cell towers, especially 5G which will be 
soon be beamed from space.  
 
Please do not allow this cell tower to be placed in this location. Everyone I’ve spoken to has perfect phone service at 
present. The proximity to schools and the adverse effects for flora and fauna including humans in particular, the 
aesthetic impact as well, make this a losing proposition. Ashland is smarter than this.  
 
Respectfully, 
 
Vicki Gold 
Mt. Shasta 
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April Lucas

From: Barbara Shor <barbara@barbarashor.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:09 AM
To: planning
Subject: oppose cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Commission:  
 
I strongly oppose the building of a cell tower in Ashland near Walker School. Continued exposure to RF radiation can 
cause adverse health impacts. Children are most susceptible to these effects and will be near the tower as they are in 
school. Other countries have banned the installation of cell towers within 1,500 feet of schools. Ashland should set a 
positive example in Oregon and the USA. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Barbara Shor 
80 Nursery St.  
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Cynthia Moscaritolo <rabbitrock88@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:08 AM
To: planning
Subject: Please: for our collective safety: Do not allow new cell tower at SOU!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello Planning Dept.  
I am writing to urge you to OPPOSE and DECLINE the proposed cell tower by SOU. One crucial relevant event just 
happened was on Aug. 13: Children’s Health Defense Network won at case against the FCC. Here is some information 
straight from their site, which is one crucial reason why we should not hastily erect a tower right near all the age groups 
of children thru teenagers in our town (preschool through middle school, only a couple blocks away or right underneath, 
and of course the high school is only like 6 blocks away as well.)  This is health-deteriorating tech and we know this 
proximity will harm all the neighbors. I am horrified when I see places like Crescent City that foolishly and uncaringly put 
towers right atop elementary schools, and we wonder why the kids are not well. In addition, there are people of all ages 
through seniors also in that area in rather high density. Please care more about our city’s people than the big 
corporations’ needs. We matter! See this very recent victorious lawsuit ruling from Children’s Defense Network: 

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the DC Circuit published its decision Aug.13. The court ruled that the FCC failed 

to consider the non-cancer evidence regarding adverse health effects of wireless technology when it decided 

that its 1996 radiofrequency emission guidelines protect the public’s health. The Court ruled: “The case be 

remanded to the commission to provide a reasoned explanation for its determination that its guidelines 

adequately protect against harmful effects of exposure to radiofrequency radiation…” 

According to the  Court’s decision, the FCC failed to provide evidence to support its decision in regard to the 

non-cancer health effects and that it also failed to respond to the extensive evidence that was filed with the 

FCC (via the docket which is also called “record”) that shows that the current radiofrequency emissions 

guidelines may cause negative health effects unrelated to cancer. The court stated that, the FCC’s failure, 

undermines the Commission’s conclusions regarding the adequacy of its testing procedures, particularly as 

they relate to children, and its conclusions regarding the implications of long-term exposure to RF radiation, 

exposure to RF pulsation or modulation, and the effects of wireless technologies that were developed since 

1996. The court also found that the FCC 2019 decision was arbitrary and capricious in its failure to respond to 

comments concerning environmental harm caused by RF radiation.  

The court’s decision continued to say:  “…the FCC completely failed to acknowledge, let alone respond to, 

comments concerning the impact of RF radiation on the environment…The record contains substantive 

evidence of potential environmental harms.” 
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CHD Chairman and attorney on the case Robert F Kennedy, Jr. said: “The court’s decision exposes the FCC 

and FDA as captive agencies that have abandoned their duty to protect public health in favor of a single-

minded crusade to increase telecom industry profits.” 
 
 
Thank you for reading this and please consider how dangerous and deleterious this is on so many levels.  
Cynthia, Ashland OR 
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From: Robert Laporte <robert@econest.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:03 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Department,  
 
I live and own property here in Ashland, Oregon.  
 
I strongly oppose the proposed cell tower planned on the  SOU campus for the following reasons: 

1. they are extremely unhealthy because of EMR 
2. they lower our property value 
3.  

o Will weaken our rights to petition government for redress of future grievances  
4. We don't need another cell tower.  (Our internet is plenty fast...we can make calls just 

fine) 

Sincerely concerned citizen 
 
Robert Laporte 
1131 Paradise Lane 
 
 
 
Robert Laporte 
"Building the Builder since 1978" 
www.econest.com 
EcoNest Co. 
541-488-9508 



50

April Lucas

From: ZZrider8 <ZZrider8@protonmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:04 AM
To: planning
Subject: Urgent plea: No cell tower at SOU> Dangerous for preschoolers thru seniors right in 

vicinity

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Thank you for taking the time to listen to my plea. I live right in line of sight, less than 200 ft from the proposed tower. My daughter has 
not been doing well and I know that the use of cell phones is a part of that. She is very sensitive to radio frequencies and so am I. I can 
feel a shooting pain when I hook up a cell phone through hotspot to a laptop (especially near a cell tower.) It is a sharp, very painful 
nerve pain. Some people get accustomed to this, but it is a sign that our bodies are in distresss, serious distress. I have two friends 
whose formerly happy, popular teenagers just this year succumbed to overdoses. Our kids are already up against an apocalyptic 
feeling with all the lockdowns, lack of school last year, lack of sports, masks, distancing, etc. It is just altogether too much.  
Last year I set up my house to be hard-wired for the internet, because I was so worried about SOU not caring about our health and 
putting in a cell tower (against the will of the people who are health conscious and sensitive to the dangerous, untested frequencies). 
But my daughter would not listen or use my newly safer house system. Her health has deteriorated this year. The kids are being 
brainwashed and programmed here to accept illogical tyranny. The last thing we need is more frequencies, affecting their still-
developing brains. 
 
On that topic, this proposed tower, as you must know, is right atop the Head Start preschool, across the street from Walker Elementary 
(with kids ages 5-11) and just two blocks from the Middle School (ages 11-13). Then it is also dangerous for seniors (who used to be 
able to spend time together, socializing, by Daniel Meyer Pool at the senior center. All of us in the ages in between would be adversely 
affected. I spent 3 years working on a very special, creative addition to my house and I really didn’t want to have to move from my art 
project home, but if you allow this tower, I will have to uproot myself.  
 
We have been through enough this year. Nothing makes sense anymore. People were tricked into getting shots and now 1.5 years 
later, they are told we will have more lock-downs. This is not going back to normal. Most of us in the Rogue Valley want to feel alright, 
live healthy lives. We take the time to find healthy, organic foods, but none of that matters if our airwaves are subjecting us to invisible 
destructive waves. We cannot keep conceding to these big companies whose main concern is profit share, not the well-being of 
humans who live here. 
 
Please. All I ask is that you decline their application for the cell tower at SOU.  
Other reasons: these frequencies GUIDE winds that cause catastrophic fires. More independent research is needed on that too. We 
were so close to being burned to the ground last year. Thankfully we didn’t have cell towers in the middle of town. 
 
Thank you for reading this and being responsive to the people who chose you to speak on our behalf. 
Zynthia Z of Ashland 
 
Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email. 
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From: Elyse Herrick <elyse@bisp.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:54 AM
To: planning
Subject: link to article on the lawsuit again the FCC

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/#search/children's+health+defense/FMfcgzGkZspCcTNpQDBPNztmxmPChMpn?comp
ose=VpCqJVFffPLlXhjblnpPDwvmRQBTjLKjjKDTvfKbwDZMTGNzhhkvgtJHmtCdLSKGjCvQVHg 
 
Please read for yourself about the lawsuit against the FCC regarding microwaves.  I already sent you an email opposing 
the cell phone tower but wanted you to have this information. 
 
Thanks you for your consideration, 
L Elyse Herrick ND LAc 
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From: Elyse Herrick <elyse@bisp.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:52 AM
To: planning
Subject: cell phone tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To whom it may concern,  
 
I am adamantly opposed to the proposed cell phone tower at SOU.  I have many reasons. The main one is that I live 
nearby and I am very sensitive to ionizing radiation.  Around it i get anxiety and insomnia and forgetfulness.  Another is 
that we don't need another cell phone tower; I get dfine reception.  There are studies that show ionizing 
radiation contributes to the declining bee population.  Also the US government funded a 7 year study on ionizing 
radiation dn found that it is carcinogenic.  This week a lawsuit against the FCC was won that showed the FCC ignored 
11,000 pages of testimony and research that clearly showed that microwaves and ionizing radiation is harmful to human 
health (and especially for children!). 
 
I urge you to vote against this cell phone tower. 
 
Sincerely, 
L Elyse Herrick ND LAc 
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From: Hilary Stewart <hilstewart89@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:57 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
I am writing to vehemently express my opposition to this tower. There are so many reasons! The main for me personally 
is that it will affect those working for “Food Angels” and cause this operation to shut down. This is a vital community 
resource staffed by dedicated volunteers who are working tirelessly on behalf of our Ashland community. 
 
I currently use ATT and the reception in town is just fine as is! Please don’t allow this company to negatively affect our 
young children and close  Food Angels. 
 
Sincerely, 
Hilary Stewart 
153 Clear Creek Dr 
Suite 202 
Ashland OR 97520 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Ulam Alum <ulamalum360@startmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:47 AM
To: planning
Subject: We do no want that cell tower at SOU!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

As an Ashland local for more that 20 years I am horrified with the direction we are 
moving.  Since the cell tower was placed near Briscoe school I have not had a full night's 
sleep.  Now you are proposing another one at SOU.   Have you no regard for human life 
anymore?  I find it unforgivable to put up such towers in such close proximity to our 
youth.  Each and every one of you in the planning department are responsible for your 
decisions that effect the health and well-being of the community.  Clearly this is a money 
making opportunity for SOU.  Why are you supporting anti- human agendas?  Who are 
you working for, clearly not the people you supposedly represent.  Perhaps notices of 
liability issued to everyone of you will change your tune! 
Ulam 
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From: Bill Molnar
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:31 AM
To: April Lucas
Subject: FW: ATT cell tower & proximity to our next generation

For the record 
 

From: Shanann Higgins <shanann.higgins@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 10:00 PM 
To: Bill Molnar <bill.molnar@ashland.or.us> 
Subject: ATT cell tower & proximity to our next generation 
 

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Good night Mr. Molnar,  
 
I found your contact after I sent this email to the City Council and wanted to share it with you too. Thank you. 
 
Email to the Council: 
 
Thank you for the service you provide our community. I understand tomorrow is an integral moment in the decision 
about the cell tower placement closest to SOU and very close to our high school (which will both hopefully be back full-
throttle in person this fall!). 
 
I wanted to reach out and express my families’ worry about said tower and its location. Meaning, my nuclear family who 
live in the Railroad District and my second circle of community who live near SOU; all of us who have children at the high 
school.  
 
Cell towers may have negative  magnetic frequency affects on humans which create immunity issues and sensitivities 
that are beyond what we technologically comprehend in our day. We don’t yet know how these towers will influence 
humanity! A readily available example is living under a flight path and the studied & confirmed demographic increases in 
cancer cases. We don’t think it makes sense to have such a resource positioned right next to the place our children 
(brains & bodies developing) spend a significant amount of time. 
 
We all know the cell service here is spotty. We all know times have changed without the financial influences the city has 
flourished with in the past.  But, one of the reasons my family moved here was for the renegade attitude and strict 
adherence to a General Plan that mitigated growth, focused on community health and overall the well being of OUR 
childrens’ development. We really admired the fortitude of decision making your council offered “us” tax payers & felt 
comfortable knowing the discourse about what the city conveys as important was actually in-line with our own personal 
goals for our family.  
 
It makes sense to put the tower right at the hub of communication within the city but that hub is also a place to provide 
an healthy environment where we don’t need to worry about the physical effects (anymore than we already have!!!) on 
the people who will be leading our world in the years to come. 
 
Abruptly, because I’ve already written too much, thank you for your time and I hope you are really discussing the long 
term desires + fortitude of the City and not primarily focusing on the urgency to find more funding and quick fixes. It will 
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come (through your hard work! Thank you!   ) but we don’t need to compromise our health to keep up with the 
Jones’. 
 
Shanann Higgins  
 
P.S. I’ve always found Ashland’s growth plan to be quite similar to Davis, CA. Interesting comparative.  
 
--  
Shanann Higgins 
626.353.6483 
--  
Shanann Higgins 
626.353.6483 
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From: Diane Sanny <dianesanny@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:28 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Planning Commission, 
Please vote No on the new location for the cell tower.  It is close to Walker School, it harms bees and plants and we are 
the Bee City, it is dangerous and harmful for electro-sensitive people (myself included).  The benefits do not out weigh 
these destructive results. 
Thank you for protecting your citizens, 
Diane Sanny 452 Chestnut, Ashland, OR 
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From: Leah Avital Cohen <leahavital1318@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:22 AM
To: planning
Subject: NO to a cell tower near our schools!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

I see absolutely no reason for Ashland to allow a cell tower. The only benefit to a cell tower 
here will be for AT&T's financial benefit. We are all doing fine with the internet connections we 
currently have and DO NOT NEED increased speed. 
 
There are numerous reasons to not allow this tower. Our most vulnerable citizens ( our children) 
whose healthy development is at stake ,as well as every other living thing that will surely be at 
risk due to the health hazards that have been associated with living close to a cell tower. This 
has been well documented all over the world.  Other countries have said NO to cell towers in 
close proximity to residential neighborhoods, schools and daycares. They have made the well 
being of their citizens who pay taxes a priority.  
 
Why take a chance to increase the horrific possibilities that loom such as many cancers . It's 
just not worth it. 
 
This will also make Ashland a far less desirable city to live in and will likely cause a loss in 
property values and possibly increase fire risks also.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Linda Cohen ( legal name ) 
Leah Avital Cohen 
former owner of Peace Garden Preschool & Kindergarten (in Ashland) 
 
" We are each of us angels with only one wing...And we can only fly embracing each other" 
        Luciano De Creschenzo 
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April Lucas

From: Patti Browning <pattibrowning444@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:52 AM
To: planning; Bill Molnar; Bill Molnar; Paula Hyatt
Subject: Proposed Cell Phone Tower at SOU

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

August 19,2021 

  

To the City of Ashland Planning Department, 

I am writing to oppose the AT&T monopole cell facility to be installed at SOU. Once again the 
will of the people in the city of Ashland is being tested.  

Last year over 500 people wrote to the Ashland Planning Dept. to convey their opposition to 
the threat of a radiating cell tower. To this day, there is still no science, no evidence proving 
that 5-G is safe. However, there are thousands of peer-reviewed studies that show 3 & 4G are 
both damaging to humans and the environment. 

The American Academy of Pediatrics states that continued exposure to RF radiation within a 
1650 foot radius puts people at risk of cancer and other serious illnesses. 1650 feet is the 
length of 5.5 football fields placed end-to-end and should be the radius from a cell tower to 
any residential area (including college dorms).  

Young children will especially be put at risk as the proposed cell tower placement is close to an 
elementary school, middle school, and Head Start. Please be aware that the amount of 
radiation penetrating a child’s skull would be 7 times greater than radiation through an adult’s 
skull. 

I implore you; please take a stand now to protect the people and environment of Ashland 
against the devastating impact of radiation poisoning. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia Browning 

59 N. Wightman St. 
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April Lucas

From: Tish McFadden <rumtum@mind.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:02 AM
To: planning
Subject: Public Comment: Cell Tower Propsal

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Ashland Planning Department, 
 
On behalf of those potentially affected, please listen to the voices Ashland who OPPOSE installation of a new cell tower 
near Walker Elementary School, Head Start, SOU, and surrounding neighborhoods. 
 
Thank you, 
Tish 
 
Tish McFadden 
200 Ashland Acres Road 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: swanrama <swanteachings@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:46 AM
To: planning
Subject: 5G Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
I am Cary Oubre and I live in Ashland. You must be aware of the harmful effects 5G cell towers have on all life. I am 
totally against this project. 
Sincerely 
Cary Oubre 
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April Lucas

From: sybersy@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:33 AM
To: planning
Subject: Regarding the Cell Tower proposal in Ashland

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Board, 
  
The only benefit of a new cell  tower in Ashland is financial. 
Who that monetary benefit will go to is not my concern. 
My concern is for the health of our community. 
It is common knowledge around the world, close proximity to cell towers create massive health problems for all life, 
human, animal and plant life. 
Do some research please and honor with respect the will of the people you represent in this community. 
We do not want this new, ugly and dangerous blight in our town.  
  
https://www.google.com/search?client=firefox-b-1-d&q=Cell+Tower+danger+to+human+health  
  
  
Thank you 
Silas Smith 
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April Lucas

From: Shady Rose <shadyjee1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:07 AM
To: planning
Subject: 5G cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Committee   
 
I am expressing my objection to a 5G tower being put in Ashland, and especially in the proposed location near 
schools.  There is loads of evidence of the harm and risks of this type of radiation, and there really isn’t the need for 
it.  These big tech companies come out with ever- changing technology without due diligence for safety and there is 
both direct health concerns and cumulative risks that we should not just sweep aside. 
 
I urge you to NOT install this proposed cell tower but rather keep our community more healthy. 
 
Thankyou  
 
Ms. Shady Rose 
Ashland, OR 
--  
Shady 
 
  
Shady Rose 
 
M: 541.778.0650 
H: 541.488.4791 
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April Lucas

From: kemosaby@mind.net
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:02 AM
To: planning
Subject: Proposed Walker St. Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
What PROOF do you have that this tower will be safe???? Currently I am helping people who live within a hundred yards 
of the cell tower in South Talent. The wife has A-Fib, the husband multiple myeloma. Neighbors have other cancers.  
Studies show that anyone living within  a thousand feet of a call tower has 3X the increase in cancer. Until you can 
PROVE that these towers are safe, you have no right to subject citizens and students to this unproven-to-be-safe 
technology. I am aware of the Fascist FCC ruling that says you cannot reject approval based upon health concerns. Find 
whatever you need to reject this tower but REJECT this tower!!!!!!! 
 
Tom Clunie D.C. 
Ashland, Or. 
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April Lucas

From: Anya Kumara <anyakumara@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 9:00 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower possibility

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear good people, 
    We do not want this tower to be present in AshlAnd.  It is a danger to all the kingdoms of nature. Animals, trees all 
people especially children. Please listen to your voters. 
 
      Respectfully submitted, 
  Anya Kumara, Ashley Senior Apts., AshlAnd OR. 
 
"To learn to listen to the symphony of the cosmos, To recognize it And tune to it with one's own song: 
    That is the human assignment 
    ~ that is holy art ~ 'ars sacra'." 
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April Lucas

From: C K <ckaloha@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 8:58 AM
To: planning
Subject: re: Application for Conditional Use Permit to install a new Wireless Communication 

Facility

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Department, 

Our family lives at 403 Wightman St., across from the athletics center and near the stadium. I am writing in 

opposition to a Conditional Use Permit requested by Smartlink, LLC on behalf of New Cingular Wireless PCS, 

LLC/AT&T for building a cell tower. 

We oppose new Wireless Communications FAcility due to the following reasons: 

1. AT&T has requested this technology be placed at the stadium and was previously denied by city planners 

and concerned citizens.   

2. The aesthetics of a 6-story cell tower blocking our views to the mountains. 

3. The proximity of the cell tower to our home is a concern because of known and unknown effects of 

microwave technology.  

"United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit judges in favor of environmental health 
groups and petitioners; finds FCC violated the Administrative Procedure Act and failed to respond to comments 
on environmental harm. 
Today [13th August 2021], the United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit ruled in the 
historic case EHT et al. v. the FCC that the December 2019 decision by the Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) to retain its 1996 safety limits for human exposure to wireless radiation was “arbitrary and 
capricious.” 

The court held that the FCC failed to respond to “record evidence that exposure to RF radiation at levels below 
the Commission’s current limits may cause negative health effects unrelated to cancer.” Further, the agency 
demonstrated “a complete failure to respond to comments concerning environmental harm caused by RF 
radiation.” 

https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-to-explain-why-it-ignored-scientific-
evidence-showing-harm-from-wireless-radiation/ 

 

4. The reduction in property value in the surrounding neighborhood 
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5. Proximity to the University students who may not be aware of the tower, or the implications of living near 

microwave technology. Some effects may include loss of concentration, focus and potentially more harmful 

impacts over time would include cancer. 

"All cell towers emit Radio Frequency (RF) Radiation. There are literally hundreds of peer reviewed scientific 

studies from around the world that have linked this “non-ionizing” form of electromagnetic radiation to things 

like cancer, DNA damage (especially in infants and fetuses), and infertility." 

(source: https://www.radiationhealthrisks.com/5g-cell-towers-dangerous/) 

6. Future use: once the cell tower has been built, the uses would include 3G, 4G radiation, as well as 5G 

frequencies.  

Additionally, we have been customers of AT&T for over a decade, and have never had issues with service in 

this area. 

Sincerely, 

Chris Kehoe 

403 Wightman St. 

Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Elodie Bergmann <hawaiianne@icloud.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 8:55 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
I am categorically opposed to the cell tower at SOU. For the health and welfare of humans, animals, bees ~ and 
therefore our whole interactive community, please do not allow this tower to go up here or elsewhere in the valley. 
 
Thank you, 
Elodie Bergmann 
Ashland resident 
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April Lucas

From: Joyce Fong <jjfong@outlook.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 8:34 AM
To: planning
Subject: New Cell Tower at SOU Field

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

We oppose the construction of a cell tower at SOU field.  Ashland has plenty of wireless coverage available 
currently. This has been an ongoing battle for years to keep additional cell towers out of the heart of Ashland. 
And, we don't hear anyone complaining about current coverage. 
 
Both my husband and I are sensitive to wireless exposure. It creates disorientation, dizziness, and headaches 
for us. We are also concerned about the exposure to neighboring residents and schools in that area.  Also, the 
proposed cell tower will be an eyesore to Ashland. 
 
Please vote against construction of a cell tower at SOU field. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Joyce and James Fong 
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April Lucas

From: Rick Bleiweiss <rickbleiweiss@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 7:59 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
I oppose placing the cell tower at the SOU field. It is a health hazard and the people who live in the area and the 
students should not be exposed to the waves it generates. 
 
Rick Bleiweiss 
Ashland, OR 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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April Lucas

From: William Mieger <william.mieger@williammieger.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 7:51 AM
To: planning
Subject: 5G tower?

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Planning Commission, 
 
I am a resident of Ashland since 1998. The detrimental effects of 5G radiation are well documented and I oppose the 
intention to install a new tower in Ashland. 
 
I will be watching your decision closely. Please support the health of your residents. 
 
William Mieger 
1245 Calypso Ct 
 
Mobile: +1 (541) 944-4769  
Email: william.mieger@williammieger.com 
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April Lucas

From: gretchen vos <oregongretchen@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 7:18 AM
To: planning
Subject: Proposed Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

I am writing this email to respectfully and completely oppose the proposed cell tower on SOU 
property. I believe AT&T could place their tower in a better location! 
 
I live in the neighborhood and I believe that our property values will decrease with a tower so close to 
our sweet Hunter Park neighborhood. I believe that even if you, or many do not believe in 
environmental health consequences, the perception by the public that cell towers are unhealthy 
is related to property values. If not, why do we NOT ALLOW cell towers to be placed on street 
corners right next to a house? 
 
Cell towers are unsightly. They are ugly. This is why we HAVE city ordinances! If cell phone towers 
were not unsightly we would allow them all over town, on every street corner! In my backyard! 
 
And this tower is not necessary. I have never had an issue with making a call or streaming on my 
phone in the vicinity of the proposed tower. I have heard the same thing from students who live at the 
SOU dorms. those who have studied this issue know that SOU would like to have the payments that 
AT&T will offer. Nothing more. Nothing less. 
 
What if there is some tiny % chance that cell towers cause harm? This tower is so close to a Head 
Start facility, Walker Elementary, and even CLOSER to the SOU Rec. center, and very close to the 
SOU dorms and the SOU TV station. 
 
ANOTHER REASON that I oppose this tower is that while AT&T followed the Ashland City rules to 
alert all residents in the neighborhood, they did NOT ALERT all the families that do not live close by 
but DO SEND THEIR children to Walker. This is a work around. And is reason enough for me to say 
that the intent of the city ordinance WAS NOT honored. While the children (and their families) 
certainly do not live in Walker Elementary School, they spend many hours per day. These families 
deserve to have been given information! 
 
thank you for the opportunity to express my democratic rights! 
 
Gretchen Vos 
444 Lit Way, Ashland OR 
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April Lucas

From: Aliaa Gaber Soliman <asoliman8965@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 3:41 AM
To: planning
Subject: Please say NO to the cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hi All,  
 
I don't know about you, but cell tower radiofrequency radiation doesn't belong in fields where people play.  
 
So please, do not let this cell tower go up in the field. 
 
 
Thanks, 
 
Concerned US citizen 
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April Lucas

From: Joseph Tokarz <babafree@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 11:50 PM
To: planning
Subject: New Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello, 
 
I'm writing to oppose the new Cell Tower on the SOU property.  
 
Many studies confirm that harm follows cell facility installments and cell towers. 
 
This radiation kills bees.  How can we be a Bee City while at the same time decimating our bees? 
 
It's very important, that before approving this Cell Tower, that you watch this just released 
documentary on the hazards of 5G. 
 
5G APOCALYPSE - The Extinction Event 
 
 
 

To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Micro so ft 
Office 
prevented 
auto matic  
download of 
this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.

5G APOCALYPSE - The Extinction Event 

 

 

 
 
Sincerely, 
Joseph Tokarz 
 
 
 
 
 

 



2

April Lucas

From: Erin Kaminker <eblocher77@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 10:32 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower at SOU

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Ashland Planning Department, 
 
I live in the neighborhood off Walker and Homes Avenue in Ashland with my daughter. I am begging you, please please 
please do not put a cell tower up at the SOU field. There are many valid reasons to not move forward with this decision, 
including: 
 

 Loss of property value 

 Increased fire risk 

 Adverse affect to the character of our city 

 Harm to flora and fauna 

 Risks to personal health (electro-sensitivity / ringing in the ears / disorientation / sleeplessness / 

agitation...etc.) 

 Our internet is plenty fast - We don't need another cell tower 

 
 
Again, please for the health, prosperity, and safety of our community and children please do not put in a cell 
tower at SOU field. 
 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Kaminker 
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April Lucas

From: sueg <travelsueg@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 10:26 PM
To: planning
Subject: 5G tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
To: Planning Department, City of Ashland 
 
Again?! How many times do we have to tell you? 
 
NO, we do not want additional EMF’s weakening our health, intensifying the illnesses of those already ill and sensitive to 
EMFs, damaging our children’s developing brains, decimating the bee population that remains, interferring with the 
normal growth of plants and the migration of birds, and especially creating an ugly eyesore in a city that is supposed to 
value beauty. 
 
The above ill-effects of EMF’s have all been well documented, unless the Planning Department prefers to accept the 
science paid for by the electronics industry.  
 
STOP. We want to maintain what health we have left. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Graves 
1336 Prospect St 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Miriam <miriam@miriamreed.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 9:56 PM
To: planning
Subject: Sou Proposed Cell Tower near Walker

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
To: Planning Department,City nof Ashland 
 
Despite the City of Ashland citizens’ distaste for a cell tower planned near a Head Start Center, close to college student 
dorms, near other schools, playgrounds, and a park, SOU regularly demands that a cell tower is necessary for the college 
to “keep up.". 
 
NO, we do not want additional EMF’s weakening our health, intensifying the illnesses of those already ill and sensitive to 
EMFs, damaging our children’s developing brains, decimating the bee population that remains, interferring with the 
normal growth of plants and the migration of birds, and especially creating an ugly eyesore in a city that is supposed to 
value beauty. 
 
The above ill-effects of EMF’s have all been well documented, unless the Planning Department prefers to accept the 
science paid for by the electronics industry. 
 
Please, spare us the intensification of EMFs in the City of Ashland.  We prefer to maintain what health we have left. 
 
Thank  you, 
 
Miriam Reed 
1565 Siskiyou Boulevard #3 
Ashland,  OR  97520 
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April Lucas

From: Miriam <miriam@miriamreed.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 9:50 PM
To: planning
Subject: Proposed Cell Tower at SOU near Walker Street

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
To: Planning Department,City nof Ashland 
 
Despite the City of Ashland citizens’ distaste for a cell tower planned near a Head Start Center, close to college student 
dorms, near other schools, playgrounds, and a park, SOU regularly demands that a cell tower is necessary for the college 
to “keep up.". 
 
NO, we do not want additional EMF’s weakening our health, intensifying the illnesses of those already ill and sensitive to 
EMFs, damaging our children’s developing brains, decimating the bee population that remains, interferring with the 
normal growth of plants and the migration of birds, and especially creating an ugly eyesore in a city that is supposed to 
value beauty. 
 
The above ill-effects of EMF’s have all been well documented, unless the Planning Department prefers to accept the 
science paid for by the electronics industry. 
 
Please, spare us the intensification of EMFs in the City of Ashland.  We prefer to maintain what health we have left. 
 
Thank  you, 
 
Miriam Reed 
1565 Siskiyou  Boulevard  #3 
Ashland  OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Richard Vezie <rvezie@jeffnet.org>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 9:17 PM
To: planning
Cc: Derek Severson
Subject: Affected property owner comments re: PA-T1-2021-00158
Attachments: PA-T1-2021-00158 Richard Vezie Comments.pdf

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
Dear Planning Staff, 
 
I live at 446 Walker Avenue in Ashland. I am an affected neighbor of Planning Action PA-T1-2021-00158 (aka – the Cell 
Tower). 
 
Please forward the attached 3 page PDF of my comments to the appropriate planners and Planning Commission and 
acknowledge receipt of this email. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Richard Vezie 
541-941-5165 
 



COMMENTS CONCERNING PLANNING ACTION PA-T1-2021-00158 

 

August 18, 2021 

 

By: Richard Vezie 

 446 Walker Ave. 

 Ashland, Oregon 97520 

 

Planning Action: PA-T1-2021-00158 

Subject Property: 351 Walker Ave./390 Stadium St., Ashland, Oregon 

Owner/Applicant: Southern Oregon University/Smartlink, LLC on Behalf of New Cingular Wireless PCS, 

LLC/AT&T 

Description: A request for Conditional Use Permit approval to install a new Wireless 

Communication Facility on the Southern Oregon University Campus at 351 Walker 

Avenue/390 Stadium Street. 

Zoning: SO 

Assessor’s Map: 39-1E-10CD Tax Lot 100 

 

City of Ashland Planning Division and Planning Commission: 

 

The request for a Conditional Use Permit referenced above should be denied based on the following: 

 

AMC 18.5.4.050.A Approval Criteria 3. Requires That the conditional use will have no greater adverse 

material effect on the livability of the impact area when compared to the development of the subject lot with 

the target use of the zone, pursuant with subsection 18.5.4.050.A.5, below. When evaluating the effect of the 

proposed use on the impact area, the following factors of livability of the impact area shall be considered in 

relation to the target use of the zone. 

 

a. Similarity in scale, bulk, and coverage. 

Please refer to the attached photos indicating the Existing and Proposed towers at the end of this request. 

 

The existing light standard is 73.9 feet tall. This proposal would extend the height of the replacement tower 

to 95 feet tall! This is a 21.1 foot increase in height. No light standards or other towers in the area are 

anywhere near that height. The proposed tower is not remotely similar in scale, bulk and coverage to 

anything nearby. Nothing like this currently exists in our neighborhood. 

 

Note also that the mockup photos provided by the applicant are clearly deceptive. They appear to be mostly 

taken with a relatively wide angle lens, which deemphasizes the visual impact of their proposed tower. 

 

c. Architectural compatibility with the impact area. 

Again, please refer to the attached photos indicating the Existing and Proposed towers. 

 

What in the world could this thing be architecturally compatible with other than other cell towers? Would 

you like to have this thing in your neighborhood? 

 

d. Air quality, including the generation of dust, odors, or other environmental pollutants. 

EMFs are pollutants. The fact that you can’t see them does not remove that fact. These powerful signals will 

be “in the air”, not in the form of particulates, but in the form of waves moving through our air. 

 

I live at 446 Walker Ave. in Ashland – approximately 258 yds. From the proposed cell tower. There are many 

serious concerns about the safety of long term exposure to the powerful signals emitted from cell towers. 

The 5G technology slated to be transmitted from the proposed tower is new and therefore essentially 



untested with regard to long term health effects. This is not the first time the quest for profits has 

overridden legitimate concerns for our environment and our health. 

 

Aside from the proposed tower’s 258 yds. from my home (and my neighborhood), it will also be: 170 yds. 

from the Head Start (pre-school) playground, 216 yds. from Walker Elementary School buildings, 184 yds. 

from the SOU dorms, 441 yds. from the Ashland Middle School buildings, 864 yds. from Ashland High School 

and 236 yds. from the adjacent residential neighborhood to the west. 

 

If they were attempting to select a site to adversely affect the health of as many people as possible, 

especially school children, they did a great job. This will expose pre-school children and students all the way 

through university students to the benefits of the radiation – on a daily basis. 

 

f. The development of adjacent properties as envisioned in the Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Though the surrounding residential neighborhoods are largely developed, there are still several vacant lots 

in the area along with many lots that can accommodate additional development. Unfortunately that will be 

less likely to happen if that cell tower goes in. Development near the tower simply won’t be a good 

investment and the tower, if approved will adversely affect our property values. 

 

The Bond and Hue study conducted in 2004 involved the analysis of 9,514 residential home sales in 10 

suburbs. The study reflected that close proximity to a Cell Tower reduced price by 15% on average. 

 

United States Court of Appeals for the 11th Circuit upheld a denial of a Cell Tower application based upon 

testimony of residents and a real estate broker, that the Tower would reduce the values of property which 

were in close proximity to the Tower. 

 

If you question this, simply ask yourself – given the choice would you prefer to live near a cell tower or 

would you prefer to live away from a cell tower? 

 

g. Other factors found to be relevant by the approval authority for review of the proposed use. 

 

The negative impact to our neighborhood. 

 

SOU has made it abundantly clear over the years that they don’t give a rip about our neighborhood. The 

three vacant (for years) trash houses across the street they’ve let fall in to total disrepair stand as a stark 

testimonial to that fact. Replacing an existing, fully functioning stadium light tower with a new one 

extending an additional 21 feet higher with a cluster of ugly cell antennas at the top (please see attached 

Existing/Proposed photos) will create a glaring, permanent reminder of SOU’s lack of concern for our 

neighborhood. 

 

SOU might be a great revolving door and financial golden goose for their bureaucrats who come and go, but 

SOU is nothing but a detriment and liability for our neighborhood. 

 

Thank you for considering my request for denial of this application, 

 

 

 
Richard Vezie 



rvezi
Typewriter
EXISTING

rvezi
Typewriter
PROPOSED
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April Lucas

From: Sally J. McKirgan <MCKIRGAN1239@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 9:03 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell phone tower at SOU

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello Dear City Planners, 
You had the good sense to reject this tower when it was to be a fake "tree" and now you 
get the chance to reject it again not because it is fake, but because it is detrimental to 
property values, the character of SOU and Ashland; it is ugly and it can be dangerous to 
the children and students living next to it.  I am a neighbor, about 3 or 4 blocks away, 
the exact distance I am not sure of, but I do not want my property value to be 
affected.  No one wants to live under power lines.  They are unsightly.  No one wants to 
live next to or under a cell tower either. 
Please reject this plan from AT&T once again. 
Thank you, 
Sally McKirgan 
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April Lucas

From: Ana Calantini <a_calantini@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 8:28 PM
To: planning
Subject: cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
Absolutely NOT!!! are you guys freakin crazy???do you know the effects this will have on children at Walker 
elementary? and the students at SOU and everyone who lives and works in that area.........??? 
 
Ashland does NOT need this! 
 
How much are you getting paid to do this???? it's all about money, you don't seem to care about the health and 
wellness of your citizens..... 
 
WE THE PEOPLE are against this! we do not agree or comply.....internet service is fine in Ashland....please 
listen to the people you are SERVING! 
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April Lucas

From: Deborah Davis <qi@deborahdavis.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 7:32 PM
To: planning
Subject: Oppose cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Hello 
I had to sell my home in Talent because of adverse effects from a tower there. I am very sensitive to cell tower radiation. 
I have moved back to Ashland for better health and have been in the area 20 years. This is my home and I don’t want the 
effects of radiation which for me are fatigue, brain fog, malaise, headaches, insomnia and anxiety. I can’t imagine why 
we need another tower. My internet is fine and I work remotely by zoom without an issue. Please rethink this 
devastating decision to our community, families and kids who are attending schools in the area. 
Deborah  Davis 
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April Lucas

From: Richard Ulrich <richard108joy@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 7:28 PM
To: planning
Subject: Retired nurse

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

How many times does NO have to be said? People of Ashland have previously voted no for 5G.  We believe it's not 
healthy, I believe it's not healthy, if you did any research you would believe it too.  Why, in this day and age does it seem 
like the people really don't matter when it comes to their own public good??  
Richard Ulrich 
Ret. RN 
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April Lucas

From: Pamala Joy <ashlandfoodangels@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 6:32 PM
To: planning
Subject: Fwd: Childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-WINS CASE-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-

wireless/

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 

Subject: Childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-WINS CASE-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-wireless/ 

Dear Members of the Plannng Department, 
Please be sure to read the article from the Children's Health Defense vs FCC case on Radiation Safety Guidelines.  This 
historic win happened just recently, about a week ago. 
Thank you. 
Pamala Joy 

https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-wireless/ 
 
 
 
 
 
--  
~ Ashland Food Angels ~ 
Grassroots Volunteer Food Retrieval Program 
 
Pamala Joy 
Founder/Director 
541-482-5330 
www.AshlandFoodAngels.org 
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April Lucas

From: Pamala Joy <ashlandfoodangels@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 6:28 PM
To: planning
Subject: New ruling on Cell Towers

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Members of the Planning Department, 
I know that I have written you already about my objections to the cell. tower placement near Walker School, at the SOU 
track.  I also forwarded to you the information on the DC Appeals Court ruling, which shows a good reason to deny the 
AT&T application for a cell tower there because of the proximity of the schools. 
The court specifically says that the FCC has to consider the science in order to protect children, pregnant women and 
nature.  This seems like a legal reason to declare a moratorium on new cel towers until new emissions guidelines come 
out. 
In case you did not receive it the first time, I will email the article to you once again. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Pamala Joy 
 
 
--  
~ Ashland Food Angels ~ 
Grassroots Volunteer Food Retrieval Program 
 
Pamala Joy 
Founder/Director 
541-482-5330 
www.AshlandFoodAngels.org 
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April Lucas

From: Olivi Miller <paintedpawproductions@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 2:27 PM
To: planning
Subject: Say no to new cell infrastructure 

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Hi, 
 
     I am a concerned longtime local citizen (97520).  Non-ionizing radiation has known harmful effects on biological 
beings.   Increasing the amount of EMR (electro magnetic radiation) in our town will have negative health outcomes for 
our community.   I urge you to say NO to any new towers.  Our cell service is plenty good.   Our internet works better 
than most places.  There is no need for more radiation. 
 
   Your’s Truly, 
 
Michael A Molnar 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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April Lucas

From: Danny Gregg <goldembryo777@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 4:15 AM
To: planning
Subject: monopole cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

        Dear Planners,     These are my comments regarding the second application for a permit for a  
 
cell tower at SOU near Walker and Middle Schools.  I have lived in or near Ashland since the year  
 
2000.  My children and grandchildren have attended Walker, Middle and Ashland High Schools  
 
including currently. 
 
         I am very concerned about the affects of the increased levels of Electro Magnetic Frequencies  
 
on all of us, especially the youth.  What exactly are these affects ?  I know people, as well as birds  
 
and insects, are sensitive to these frequencies but these affects are downplayed and ignored in the  
 
name of progress and worldwide competition.  Bird and insect populations have been steadily  
 
declining for many years due to human activity, yet we power ahead in our race to the moon and  
 
stars. 
 
         The questions we must ask ourselves is:  Where are we going ? and  What are we sacrificing 
 
to get there ?  What kind of world are we passing on to our great grandchildren ?  There are many  
 
environmental factors to causes of modern ailments we humans are facing; rampant rates of cancer 
 
autism, Alzheimer's.  The up and coming 5G is a huge step forward into a world ruled even farther  
 
by technology when cell phone use is already over the top and personal relations and connection to  
 
nature is continuing to decline.  How far are we going to take this ?  Just because we can do  
 
something does not mean that we should. 
 
        I am not against technology appropriately used.  Enough is enough !!  Please watch  "5G  
 
Apocalypse" and get a look into the realities we are facing.  And Please DENY this permit again. 
 
                    Sincerely,  Daniel Gregg      Talent, Oregon       (541)951-4830 
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April Lucas

From: Belle <Belle336@protonmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 6:27 PM
To: planning
Subject: NO to the 5G towers in Ashland

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
PLEASE listen to our community and do the deep research about the negative, and mostly unknown ramifications of 
putting up the proposed cell tower! Not only does the location not make any sense for the surrounding peoples but I 
would like to know what the monetary compensation is “back to the city” for you to approve this.   It is time to end any 
and all decisions affecting the health and well being of a whole community that have anything to do with kick 
backs….monies coming in….paybacks. 
Really if Ashland needs money, let our community know and we will come up with ways to handle that that do not 
jeopardize people of all ages and in our precious community. 
 
Janet Bell.  15789 Highway 66 Ashland, OR 
 
…about to move from the Greensprings to Ashland and extremely disappointed that this is coming up again for vote as I 
was under the impression it was handled with a negative response not so very long ago…two years?! 
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April Lucas

From: jo seph <joenvironmentalist@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 5:23 PM
To: planning
Subject: cell phone tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To whom it may concern, Regarding the planned cell tower. Please do what you can to increase the stress to 
the earth. The standard educational curriculum is far from modern technology and we now are at great risk to 
planetary sickness. Atmospheric estuaries are located in key locations around the globe.  This is a very geo 
sensitive area and doing this has many serious implications.  
Thank you, but no. 
 
Have a good day 
 
 
 



3

April Lucas

From: Oregon Republic-0115 <0115oregon@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 5:04 PM
To: planning
Subject: 5 g mono pole cell facility

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello,  
I am a concerned sovereign woman. I am concerned about what is happening to my beautiful community. 
These towers are a major concern to me on many levels. Let me list these concerns:  Human Health, Flora and Fauna 
Health, the risk of fire around cell towers ,neighborhood aesthetics, loss of property value. Prior to installing these 
towers an impact study should be made addressing these concerns. 
The Planning Department should always involve the public and make decisions that benefit the community as a whole, 
not for just a select few. 
Sincerely, 
Peggy 
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April Lucas

From: Marilyn Lindsay <mlindsay@harvestinghealth.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 3:00 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower @ SOU

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Ashland Planning Department, 

I am writing to oppose the cell tower proposed for the SOU Stadium site.  There are many reasons 
why I oppose.  First and foremost are health concerns.  I work in prevention and wellness.  5G 
technology is bad for human health and for the environment.  There are plenty of studies to back this 
up.  These can be provided to you by Oregon 4 Safter Technology:  https://www.or4safertech.org  

I attended a meeting in 2019 at Pioneer Hall.  It was a packed room of Ashland citizens opposing this 5G cell 

tower.  An AT&T hired representative listened to all our concerns and promised to get back to us to address 

them.  She did not.  So, here we go again.   

I ask that the Ashland planning department place safety over profits and listen to the citizenship.  We defeated 

this tower before, but telecom companies relentlessly offer large sums of money to landowners to place towers 

where they see fit.  So, one person or organization wins at the cost of all our health.  This is not a win/win 

solution.   

Thank you in advance for your thoughtful consideration of Ashland as a whole community. 

 

 
    Marilyn Lindsay, M.Ed., N.C. 

    415-279-9750 

     www.harvestinghealth.com 

We tend not to see things as they are, we see them as we are 
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April Lucas

From: Allan Widmeyer <arwidmeyer@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 11:00 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower Proposal near Walker Schools

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Please deny the application as we do not need additional cell towers in the Ashland area.  The recent 
lawsuits against the FCC cell phone regulation; that relied only on warming the brain and used an 
outdated number of minutes use per day; has now been overturned (remanded or sent back for 
modification) the agency must take into consideration other types of damage as well.  Now a more 
realistic regulation on damage caused by microwaves/cell radiation is possible as the FCC tries to 
come up with a new standard.  The courts ordered the FCC to reexamine the standard using valid 
and indisputable information they had tried to ignore. 
 
It is clear that all children in Ashland would be the principal individuals damaged as a result of placing 
a cell tower in this location as their schools are located closest to this proposed location. We should 
not forget young growing children are much more susceptible it damage as their bones are thinner 
and other processes related to growing up.  There is no large population increase expected in 
Ashland.  We hope you can save the children and the rest of us from unnecessary harm due to the 
additional microwave radiation this proposed tower would bring to our community. 
 
I have attached below three documents which give details on the FCC case now forcing the agency 
to consider damages from microwave radiation other than heat only. 
 
Please deny this and other cell tower proposals for the Ashland area which has more than enough 
capacity available already. 
Thank You, 
Allan Widmeyer 
Oak Hill Circle 
Ashland 
 
 
 
‘Historic Win’: CHD Wins Case Against FCC on Safety Guidelines for 5G and Wireless 
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‘Historic Win’: CHD Wins Case Against FCC on Safety 
Guidelines for 5G an... 
The U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit court ruled the 
Federal Communications Commission failed to provi... 

 

 

 
 
 
 
https://ehtrust.org/in-historic-decision-federal-court-finds-fcc-failed-to-explain-why-it-ignored-scientific-
evidence-showing-harm-from-wireless-radiation/ 
 
 
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/2
0-1025-1910111.pdf 
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April Lucas

From: Lauren Oliver <drlaurenoliver49@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 4:26 PM
To: planning
Subject: Opposition to Monopole Cell Facility near Walker Schools

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello, 
 
I understand AT&T and SOU have applied for a monopole cell facility on an SOU stadium light pole  -- with stadium lights 
at normal height and cell-facility antennas near the top.  
This location is close to a former site; it is near elementary schools, dorms and residences. 
 
Back in 2020, efforts by Oregon for Safer Technology (OST) supporters, with legal commentary from our hired attorney, 
and a detailed review by City staff contributed to the rejection of the first permit application.  
 
We need you to once again reject this permit. 
 
Several reasons prompt my opposition: 
Number one is personal health effects. For myself (an elder) and for children, most vulnerable to unacknowledged 
unsafe frequencies of this equipment. 
 
Other concerns include:  
> harm to local flora and fauna 
> loss to the value of my property 
> adverse affects to the character of the neighborhood. 
 
I recognize these tech companies like AT&T offer seductive amounts of money -- to SOU, and eventually to our City 
Government, for the permits to install new, untested, and unregulated Hi-tech, Hi-frequency equipment. 
 
We count on you to represent the long-term health and well-being of our citizens. 
Thank you, 
Dr. Lauren Oliver 
 
 
Lauren Jinshil Oliver, PhD 
www.CirclesWork.net 
707-843-1787 
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April Lucas

From: Tod Vogel <vogeltod@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 3:35 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell facility proposal

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hi,  
 
Thanks for reading my submission and for your efforts. I want to formally declare my opposition to the monopole cell 
facility near SOU. In addition to harmful health effects, it would lead to loss of property value, and add an increase in fire 
risk.  
 
Tod Vogel 
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April Lucas

From: Sue Harmon <share@opendoor.com>
Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 7:05 AM
To: planning
Subject: Fwd: Important info for Ashland

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 

 
From: Sue Harmon <share@opendoor.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Important info for Ashland 
Date: August 16, 2021 at 6:52:09 AM PDT 
To: planning@ashland.or.us 
 
 
 
 

Begin forwarded message:  I am pleading that the City 
of Ashland not approve AT&T’s application to put a cell 
tower at the SOU stadium with the eventual goal of 
installing 5G at that location.  My home (with pollinator 
garden) is within walking distance of SOU and my 
concerns are: 

 

      loss to the value of my property 

      increased fire risk 

      adverse affects to character of 

neighborhood 

      rights to petition government for redress of 

grievance  

      harm to flora and fauna 

      personal health effects 

 

Further support for this appeal: 
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Victory in the 9th Circuit Court. The FCC (Federal 
Communications Commission) lost in court when the 
judges ruled in favor of environmental health groups 
and petitioners and found that the FCC violated the 
Administrative Procedure Act and failed to respond to 
comments on environmental harm. 

“The court held that the FCC failed to respond to 
“record evidence that exposure to RF radiation at levels 
below the Commission’s current limits may cause 
negative health effects unrelated to cancer.” Further, 
the agency demonstrated “a complete failure to 
respond to comments concerning environmental harm 
caused by RF radiation.”  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

  

 <fieldtower.jpg> 
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April Lucas

From: Michael Adams <mikeladams@me.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 15, 2021 5:34 PM
To: planning
Subject: 5G  Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
I am strongly opposed to the the installation of a 5G tower on SOU stadium light pole. PLEASE do the right thing and 
protect the students and other living beings in our community. This technology is extremely dangerous. 
Lynn Adams 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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April Lucas

From: Anna Vinitsky <anna.vinitsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 15, 2021 12:57 PM
To: planning
Subject: Stop Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To the planning department,  
My name is Anna, I live on Wightman St., very close to the proposed cell phone tower. I am writing today to ask you to 
please stop this cell tower. I have been dealing with some health issues and I have a young child and am very concerned 
with the negative health effects, which has been heavily documented, that this cell tower would have on us both, not to 
mention the whole Ashland community. Since it is strategically placed right next to an elementary school and a college. 
In addition, it would also be an increased fire risk to our already sensitive and susceptible area. Please do the right thing 
and preserve the health and well being of our community. That is what makes Ashland such a special place and what 
attracts people to move here.  
 
Thanks for your time, 
 
 
Anna Boesch 
Wandering Roots Farm 
www.wanderingrootsfarm.com  
(541) 855-5346 
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April Lucas

From: Tia w <tiaswilhelm@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 5:47 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower on SOU light post 

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Hi there, 
 
I am a 21 year old local resident of Ashland Oregon and I oppose the cell tower proposed for the SOU campus. Not only 
does this location pose possible health threat to many young people, it also could increases fire danger, and decreases 
property value. Our service is good enough! It is not worth it! 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Tia 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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April Lucas

From: Jerit Fourman <jeritadamson@icloud.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 4:40 PM
To: planning
Cc: Lowenberg Franny
Subject: NO CELL TOWERS IN TOWN

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
A giant tower in town blasting invisible but cell-disrupting electromagnetic microwaves in a ten-mile radius so unsightly 
wires can be minimized is putting form over function and sizzling the cellular activity of Life itself and further raising the 
hurdle for organisms to survive and thrive. Our nervous systems were not evolved to detect WIFI and Cell Tower 
radiation; we do not feel the heat they radiate, and we are told that the electromagnetic microwaves increasingly 
surrounding us do not impart charge to living tissue, but many subcellular structures are resonant with microwaves as 
they are the size of the wavelengths used, and on that scale, the frequencies rupture them, destroying the cell which is 
the basic unit of Life itself. 
 
It has become obvious to those of us with sense that wanton disregard for Life is the cost of our fascination with 
electricity. Bellcurve-outlyers sensitive to cell tower microwaves will fall apart psychologically being fried, become 
homeless, or move, while the students at SOU closest to the towers will only get cancers wherever the cells in their 
bodies are affected. 
 
We told you NO last year, so you are wrong to try again, and you do not have the right to irradiate us, but if you try to do 
so, you belong to Evil, and God will judge you for your wickedness: I am of the sort who would relocate if you pressed 
forward with this tower, but popular sentiment will turn against all forms of evil as evil exposes itself in its greed, and 
what forms that resentment will take may vary widely from tearing down towers to exterminating enablers of the 
tower-builders. We do not belong in an EMF cage, save the Van Allen belts at our magnetosphere, but in natural 
magnetic field lines, and you cannot defeat life, which will overcome your disruptions by mutating. I only hope beauty 
remains after you poison us with microwaves. 
 
Do not collaborate with evil from greed. The Devil is the Father of Lies, and he will deceive you and deliver you into a 
Hell of ghoulish distortions from God's love and grace, and you will pine for that which you now consider disfiguring. 
 
No cell tower in town! 
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April Lucas

From: Samae Chlebowski <samaehchlebowski@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 3:12 PM
To: planning
Subject: SOU cell phone tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Ashland Planning Department, 
I urge you to tell AT&T and SOU, “No thank you. The citizens who we represent do not want this tower to be built and 
we are in agreement.” 
I live at 399 Beach St, a stones throw from both the high school and SOU. I am deeply concerned for several reasons: 
1. The health of my son who is highly sensitive to all things related to cell phones, radiation and the Internet. It makes 
him extremely tired, get headaches and become angry. 
Next to Walker?!!! My son is not the only child who is sensitive to this type of cell tower radiation. I’m afraid that our 
city will have many law suits from parents who are dealing with sick children as a result of this harmful exposure. 
2. This will decrease my property value. 
3. Fires are a big issue. Cell phone towers add to this danger. 
4. It’s simply an eye sore! Let’s keep Ashland attractive. 
5. Bees!!! Let’s keep them alive. Bees are key pollinators in why our flora, fauna, and orchards are stunning in our town. 
I hope you know how appreciative I am for all that this committee does for our amazing city. 
Thank you! 
Samae Horner-Chlebowski 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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April Lucas

From: S. J. Swinyard <swinyard@batnet.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 11:19 AM
To: planning
Subject: Proposed AT&T cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 Dear Planning Commission, 
 
Children’s Health Defense's historic win in court against the Federal Communications Commission is reason enough to 
deny AT&T’s proposed cell tower installation.  If the primary regulatory authority whose mission it is to protect the 
American people cannot prove that wireless technology is safe as it has claimed for many years, then no 
telecommunications company, and especially AT&T, can be allowed to move forward any further without that 
fundamental assurance.  It is abundantly clear at this point that AT&T’s application must be denied by the City of 
Ashland in the best interests of all who live here.   
 
Thank you for your attention. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
S J Swinyard PhD 
swinyard@batnet.com  
  
I have provided a link to the Children’s Health Defense’s article regarding their extraordinary win in court against the 
Federal Communications commission’s antiquated safety guidelines for cell towers. Thank you for reading this original 
source and thank you for considering carefully the deleterious health concerns around these untried technologies.  
 
https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-
wireless/?utm_source=salsa&eType=EmailBlastContent&eId=794a9103-1b18-45ca-8441-
001a334a6936&eType=EmailBlastContent&eId=fef09799-1d9d-424a-bd64-63e3bb8a5297 
 
CHD is holding a press conference on Monday August 16.  
 

REGISTER NOW for Children’s Health Defense Press Conference regarding this historic 
win that will be held on Monday, August 16, 10 am PT / 1 pm ET. 
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April Lucas

From: Ted <sumago@ashlandhome.net>
Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 10:07 AM
To: planning
Subject: SOU/AT&T Cell Tower Proposal

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Planning Commission, 
 
Children’s Health Defense's historic win in court against the Federal Communications Commission is reason enough to 
deny AT&T’s proposed cell tower installation.  If the primary regulatory authority whose mission it is to protect the 
American people cannot prove that wireless technology is safe as it has claimed for many years, then no 
telecommunications company, and especially AT&T, can be allowed to move forward any further without that 
fundamental assurance.  It is abundantly clear at this point that AT&T’s application must be denied by the City of 
Ashland in the best interests of all who live here. 
 
Thank you for your attention. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Theodore Allan Susu—Mago © 
Without Prejudice, All Rights Reserved 
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April Lucas

From: Monique Abbonizio <moniquedking@icloud.com>
Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 7:48 AM
To: planning
Subject: Monopole 

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Is this really necessary to have the cell tower so close to town?  Is there any other location? 
 
Thank you Monique King 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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April Lucas

From: Pamala Joy <ashlandfoodangels@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 5:45 PM
To: planning
Subject: Regarding the cell tower on Walker

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To the Planning Department,  
I thought that the following might be of interest to you: 
(from Pamala Joy) 
 
•  
BIG TECH › NEWS 

‘Historic Win’: CHD Wins Case Against FCC on 
Safety Guidelines for 5G and Wireless 
The U.S. Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit court ruled the Federal Communications Commission failed to provide a 

reasoned explanation for its determination that its current guidelines adequately protect against harmful effects of 

exposure to radiofrequency radiation. 

By   
Children's Health Defense Team  

31 
The linked 
image cannot 
be d isplayed.  
The file may  
have been 
mov ed, 
renamed, or  
deleted. 
Verify that  
the link 
points to the  
correct file  
and location. 
The linked 
image cannot 
be d isplayed.  
The file may  
have been 
mov ed, 
renamed, or  
deleted. 
Verify that  
the link 
points to the  
correct file  
and location. 
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https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/chd-wins-case-fcc-safety-guidelines-5g-
wireless/
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Link copied 

The Defender is experiencing censorship on many social channels. Be sure to stay in touch with the news that matters 

by subscribing to our top news of the day. It's free. 

Children’s Health Defense (CHD) won its historic case today against the Federal Communications Commission (FCC), a 

case challenging the agency’s decision not to review its 1996 health and safety guidelines regarding wireless-based 

technologies including 5G. 

 The U.S. Court of Appeals for the DC Circuit published its decision Aug.13. The court ruled that the FCC failed to 

consider the non-cancer evidence regarding adverse health effects of wireless technology when it decided that 

its1996 radiofrequency emission guidelines protect the public’s health. 

The court’s judgment states: 

“The case be remanded to the commission to provide a reasoned explanation for its determination that its guidelines 

adequately protect against harmful effects of exposure to radiofrequency radiation…” 

CHD Chairman and attorney on the case Robert F Kennedy, Jr. said: 

“The court’s decision exposes the FCC and FDA as captive agencies that have abandoned their duty to protect public 

health in favor of a single-minded crusade to increase telecom industry profits.” 
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CHD’s case was consolidated with another similar case that was filed by the Environmental Health Trust. The 

organizations filed joint briefs in the case. 

CHD’s lead attorney for the case, Scott McCollough, a telecommunication and administrative law attorney who 

represented the petitioners in the hearing, said: 

“This is an historic win. The FCC will have to re-open the proceeding and for the first time meaningfully and responsibly 

confront the vast amount of scientific and medical evidence showing that current guidelines do not adequately protect 

health and the environment. 

The court’s decision continued to say: 

 “…the FCC completely failed to acknowledge, let alone respond to, comments concerning the impact of RF radiation on 

the environment…The record contains substantive evidence of potential environmental harms.” 

The petitioners in the case filed 11,000 pages of evidence of harm from 5G and wireless technology which the FCC 

ignored, including evidence of already existing widespread sickness. 

Attorney Dafna Tachover, CHD’s director of 5G and Wireless Harms Project, who initiated and led the case for CHD, said: 

“The FCC will finally have to recognize the immense suffering by the millions of people who have already been harmed 

by the FCC’s and FDA’s unprecedented failure to protect public health. Finally the truth is out. I am hopeful that 

following this decision, the FCC will do the right thing and halt any further deployment of 5G.” 

The court ruling was a two-to-one panel decision. Judge Robert Wilkins wrote the majority opinion. Judge Patricia Millett 

joined him and Judge Karen Henderson, who presided over the panel, issued a dissent. 

CHD President Mary Holland said: 

“The U.S. Court of Appeals decision in CHD’s case against the FCC reaffirms my faith in the judiciary. In these chaotic 

days, courts can still hold out the hope for sober-minded decisions according to the rule of law. I eagerly await FCC 

action in compliance with the court’s ruling.” 

This historic case was filed by CHD on Feb. 2, 2020. The case challenged the agency’s decision not to review its 25-year-

old radio-frequency emissions (RF) guidelines which regulate the radiation emitted by wireless technology devices (such 

as cell phones and iPads) and infrastructure (cell towers, Wi-Fi and smart-meters), and to promulgate biologically and 

evidence-based guidelines that adequately protect public health. 

In 1996, the FCC adopted guidelines which only protect consumers from adverse effects occurring at levels of radiation 

that cause thermal effects (temperature change in tissue), while ignoring substantial evidence of profound harms from 
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pulsed and modulated RF radiation at non-thermal levels. The FCC hasn’t reviewed its guidelines or the evidence since, 

despite clear scientific evidence of harm and growing rates of RF-related sickness. 

In 2012, the Government Accountability Office of Congress published a reportrecommending the FCC reassess its 

guidelines. As a result, in 2013 the FCC published an inquiry to decide whether the guidelines should be reviewed. It 

opened docket 13-84 for the public to file comments. 

Thousands of comments and scientific evidence by scientists, medical organizations and doctors, as well as hundreds of 

comments by people who have become sick from this radiation were filed in support of new rules. Nevertheless, on Dec. 

4, 2019, the FCC closed the docket and published its decision, affirming the adequacy of its guidelines without proper 

assessment of the comments or the evidence. 

The lawsuit, called a Petition for Review, contends that the agency’s decision is arbitrary, capricious, not evidence-

based, an abuse of discretion and in violation of the Administrative Procedures Act (APA). 

CHD’s lawsuit was joined by nine individual petitioners. Petitioners include Professor David Carpenter MD, a world-

renowned scientist and public health expert who is co-editor of the BioInitiative Report, the most comprehensive review 

of the science on RF effects; physicians who see the sickness caused by wireless radiation in their clinics; and a mother 

whose son died of a cell phone-related brain tumor. 

CHD’s lawsuit was filed in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. However it was transferred to the U.S. Court of 

Appeals for the DC Circuit where it was joined with a similar lawsuit filed by the Environmental Health Trust and 

Consumers for Safe Cell Phones. The main brief and the reply brief were filed jointly by all petitioners. 

 
--  
~ Ashland Food Angels ~ 
Grassroots Volunteer Food Retrieval Program 
 
Pamala Joy 
Founder/Director 
541-482-5330 
www.AshlandFoodAngels.org 
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April Lucas

From: Pamala Joy <ashlandfoodangels@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 5:39 PM
To: planning
Subject: Please deny the cell tower by Walker School

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello, members of the Ashland Planning Department,  
I am writing to strongly urge you to do everything in your power to stop the placing of an AT&T cell tower on the SOU 
stadium location.  In addition to being alarmingly close to Walker Elementary School, Head Start and the SOU student 
dorms, it is also frighteningly close to my own home on Walker.  I have lived here for nearly thirty years and had hoped 
to live the rest of my years here.  It is also the location of the Ashland Food Angels, the non-profit which has served the 
Ashland community for over twenty-five years by providing food to the food bank and the free meals program. 
 
I have sensitivity to electromagnetic devices, and do not use a cell phone, have WiFi in my home, or spend much time at 
the computer.  The thought of a cell tower going up about 300 yards from my house really frightens me, as there are 
known studies of the increase of various cancers from living in proximity to these towers.  I have letters from two 
different doctors attesting to this sensitivity. 
 
There are also impacts on property values for homes located near cell towers, and dangers of increased fire risk.  I am 
sure that you all have heard the many arguments against the towers. 
 
On a personal note, I fear that I will have to close the Food Angel project and move, a daunting prospect, especially in 
current times.  Being in my 70's, I certainly find the thought overwhelming but I find it even more threatening to live 
within the danger radius of a cell tower. 
 
We were able to turn AT&T down for a previous proposal and I plead with you to do all you can to prevent this current 
proposal from going through. 
 
Thank you with all my heart. 
 
Pamala Joy, 
Founder and Director of Ashland Food Angels 
 
--  
~ Ashland Food Angels ~ 
Grassroots Volunteer Food Retrieval Program 
 
Pamala Joy 
Founder/Director 
541-482-5330 
www.AshlandFoodAngels.org 
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April Lucas

From: Ivy Ross <ivyross73@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 4:06 PM
To: planning; Kelly Marcotulli; Alan Rathsam
Subject: Fwd: New OST email

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello Ashland Planning Department:  
 
I'm writing in opposition to the proposed wireless facility at the SOU stadium. We've been through this before. Last time 
we hired an expensive attorney to find all of the  
flaws in their previous request (there were many, not the least of which was FIRE DANGER!). Are you excited about 
increased fire danger yet !?! I'm not.  
 
Below you will find a very exciting ruling that just came out today. Basically, the FCC of the US has been lying to 
everyone about the many dangers of RF radiation in the public use  
of wireless technologies. As of today, a lawsuit has been won by the people of Topanga, California demonstrating this to 
be true.  
 
While I know I'm supposed to stick to property value loss, fire danger and other less touchy subjects, I'm here to tell you 
that you will directly negatively impact the health of our  
entire community if you allow SOU and AT&T to use this space for wireless installation.  
 
And if you read below you will see why this is.  
 
We stand to lose Ashland Food Angels if this installation goes through, and that would suck because Pamala feeds an 
awful lot of people in Ashland every week. How do you  
feel about that?  
 
Please please please do the right thing and deny this new application.  
 
Thanks in advance, Ivy Ross, Oregon For Safer Technology  
 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
 
Hello Mayor and Councilors and State Leaders... THIS IS VERY BIG NEWS! Childrens' Health Defense and Environmental 
Health Trust have won a big lawsuit against  
the super corrupt Federal Communications Commission of the United States. Hallelujah for good news!  
 
Thank you in advance for your response, Ivy Ross (541)324-4412 
 

MAJOR BREAKING NEWS: FCC standards were defeated in court - DC 
Circuit Court of Appeals 
Dear Friends, This is a major victory just posted by Liz Barris and also the 
CA EMF Safety Coalition. 
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FCC standards thrown out.  Electrosensitivity and other health effects 
well below heating threshold recognized by Court. 
 
https://www.cadc.uscourts.gov/internet/opinions.nsf/FB976465BF00F8
BD85258730004EFDF7/$file/20-1025-1910111.pdf 
 

 https://conta.cc/3jLtlNq 

 
Under this highly deferential standard of review, we find the 
Commission’s order arbitrary and capricious in its failure to respond to 
record evidence that exposure to RF radiation at levels below the 
Commission’s current limits may cause negative health effects 
unrelated to cancer. (As we explain 10 below, we find that the 
Commission offered an adequate explanation for its determination that 
exposure to RF radiation at levels below the Commission’s current limits 
does not cause cancer.) That failure undermines the Commission’s 
conclusions regarding the adequacy of its testing procedures, 
particularly as they relate to children, and its conclusions regarding the 
implications of long-term exposure to RF radiation, exposure to RF 
pulsation or modulation, and the implications of technological 
developments that have occurred since 1996, all of which depend on 
the premise that exposure to RF radiation at levels below its current 
limits causes no negative health effects. Accordingly, we find those 
conclusions arbitrary and capricious as well. Finally, we find the 
Commission’s order arbitrary and capriciousin its complete failure to 
respond to comments concerning environmental harm caused by RF 
radiation 
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April Lucas

From: Anya Kumara <anyakumara@icloud.com>
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 1:47 PM
To: planning
Subject: No cell towers

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Against the law. Harmful to ALL kingdoms of nature. Protect us here in AshlAnd      Voter.   Anya Kumara 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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April Lucas

From: Ted <sumago@ashlandhome.net>
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 10:57 AM
To: planning
Subject: AT&T cell tower at SOU

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Planning Commission, 
 
Once again, I as one of the people of Ashland am compelled to strongly object to AT&T’s proposed installation of a cell 
tower, which, for the numerous reasons previously cited, still poses the same risks. 
 
1.  Calculated impacts on property values clearly demonstrate measurable, predictable damage to the value of my 
home. 
 
2.  Cell towers are incredibly ugly, as the faux tree trim on the tower on I5 demonstrate the telecom industry concedes. 
 
3.  Tower EMF emissions have demonstrated harmful effects on plant, animal, and humanlike, so how can anyone justify 
what AT&T proposes. 
 
4.  In the current COVID environment, additional stressors on the community are simply bad policy and practice. 
 
I strongly object to AT&T’s proposed installation. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
By: Theodore Allan Susu-Mago © 
        Without prejudice, All rights reserved 



18

April Lucas

From: Oregon Republic-0115 <0115oregon@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 10:05 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello City Planners,  
I am a sovereign woman living in Ashland. I Oppose the cell towers for 4 major reasons: 
Health of the We the People, Health of the animals, Health of our vegetation and forest, property values and aesthetics. 
City officials should not have the final say in any matter which concerns its people. The people should always have the 
final say. No matter what the dollar and cents gain for the city of Ashland or for its officials. 
Please act in the best interest of Ashland's People. 
Thank you, 
Peggy 
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April Lucas

From: Kelly Marcotulli <kellymarcotulli@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 4:21 PM
To: planning
Subject: No AT&T Tower
Attachments: BioInitiativeReport-RF-Color-Charts.pdf

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

I am strongly against adding anymore radiation to Ashland. Please deny the tower based on grounds of loss of property 
values and health.   
 
I base my opposition on the following: 
 
Studies on Declining Property Values 
The Bond and Hue - Proximate Impact Study 
The Bond and Hue study conducted in 2004 involved the analysis of 9,514 residential home sales in 10 
suburbs. The study reflected that close proximity to a Cell Tower reduced price by 15% on average. 
The Bond and Wang - Transaction Based Market Study 
The Bond and Wang study involved the analysis of 4,283 residential home sales in 4 suburbs between 1984 
and 2002. The study reflected that close proximity to a Cell Tower reduced the price between 20.7% and 
21%. 
The Bond and Beamish - Opinion Survey Study 
The Bond and Beamish study involved surveying whether people who lived within 100' of a tower would 
have to reduce the sales price of their home. 38% said they would reduce the price by more than 20%, 38% 
said they would reduce the price by only 1%-9%, and 24% said they would reduce their sale price by 10%-
19%. 
Studies on Effects on Health 
 
DETERIORATION OF HEALTH 
 
 

Animals exposed to electromagnetic fields can suffer a deterioration of health and changes in behaviour 
(maplandia 2012 & Animan 2010). There was proof of frequent death in domestic animals; such as, hamsters 
and guinea pigs, living near mobile telecommunication masts (Alfonso, 2009).  

The mice in an experimental group exposed to microwave radiation showed less weight gain compared to 
control, after two months. The amount of food used was similar in both groups (Jamaludin 2010). A link 
between electromagnetic field exposure and higher levels of oxidativestress appears to be a major contributor to 
aging, neurodegenerative diseases, and immune system disorders, and cancer in mammals (maplandia 2012)  

 
 

Oxidative mechanisms of biological activity of low- intensity 
radiofrequency radiation  

Conclusions  
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The analysis of modern data on biological effects of low- intensity RFR leads to a firm conclusion that this physical agent is a 
powerful oxidative stressor for living cell. The oxidative efficiency of RFR can be mediated via changes in activities of key ROS-
generating systems, including mito- chondria and non-phagocytic NADH oxidases, via direct effects on water molecules, and 
via induction of conformation changes in biologically important macromolecules. In turn, a broad biological potential of ROS 
and other free radicals, including both their mutagenic effects and their signaling regulatory potential, makes RFR a potentially 
hazardous factor for human health. We suggest minimizing the intensity and time of RFR exposures, and taking a 
precautionary approach towards wireless technologies in everyday human life.  

 

Igor Yakymenko, Olexandr Tsybulin, Evgeniy Sidorik, Diane Henshel, Olga Kyrylenko & Sergiy 
Kyrylenko  

To cite this article: Igor Yakymenko, Olexandr Tsybulin, Evgeniy Sidorik, Diane Henshel, Olga Kyrylenko & Sergiy Kyrylenko 
(2015): Oxidative mechanisms of biological activity of low-intensity radiofrequency radiation, Electromagnetic Biology and 
Medicine, DOI: 10.3109/15368378.2015.1043557  

To link to this article: http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/15368378.2015.1043557 

  

 
 



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

Reference 

As low as (10-13) or 
100 femtowatts/cm2

Super-low intensity RFR effects at MW reasonant frequencies resulted in changes in genes; problems with 
chromatin conformation (DNA) Belyaev, 1997

5 picowatts/cm2 (10-
12)

Changed growth rates in yeast cells Grundler, 1992

0.1 nanowatt/cm2 
(10-10) or 100 
picowatts/cm2

Super-low intensity RFR effects at MW reasonant frequencies resulted in changes in genes; problems with 
chromatin condensation (DNA) intensities comparable to base stations Belyaev, 1997

0.00034 uW/cm2 Chronic exposure to mobile phone pulsed RF significantly reduced sperm count, Behari, 2006

0.0005 uW/cm2 RFR decreased cell proliferation at 960 MHz GSM 217 Hz for 30-min exposure Velizarov, 1999

0.0006 - 0.0128 
uW/cm2

Fatigue, depressive tendency, sleeping disorders, concentration difficulties, cardio- vascular problems reported 
with exposure to GSM 900/1800 MHz cell  phone signal at base station level exposures. Oberfeld, 2004

0.003 - 0.02 uW/cm2 In children and adolescents (8-17 yrs) short-term exposure caused headache, irritation, concentration difficulties 
in school. Heinrich, 2010

0.003 to 0.05 
uW/cm2

In children and adolescents (8-17 yrs) short-term exposure caused conduct problems in school (behavioral 
problems) Thomas, 2010

0.005 uW/cm2 In adults (30-60 yrs) chronic exposure caused sleep disturbances, (but not significantly increased across the 
entire population) Mohler, 2010

0.005 - 0.04 uW/cm2 Adults exposed to short-term cell phone radiation reported headaches, concentration difficulties (differences not 
significant, but elevated) Thomas, 2008

0.006 - 0.01 uW/cm2
Chronic exposure to base station RF (whole-body) in humans showed increased stress hormones; dopamine 
levels substantially decreased; higher levels of adrenaline and nor-adrenaline; dose-response seen; produced 
chronic physiological stress in cells even after 1.5 years.

Buchner, 2012

0.01 - 0.11 uW/cm2 RFR from cell towers caused fatigue, headaches, sleeping problems Navarro, 2003

Power Density 
(Microwatts/centimeter2 - uW/cm2)



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

Reference 
Power Density 
(Microwatts/centimeter2 - uW/cm2)

0.01 - 0.05 uW/cm2 Adults (18-91 yrs) with short-term exposure to GSM cell phone radiation reported headache, neurological 
problems, sleep and concentration problems. Hutter, 2006

0.005 - 0.04 uW/cm2 Adults exposed to short-term cell phone radiation reported headaches,  concentration difficulties (differences not 
significant, but elevated) Thomas, 2008

0.015 - 0.21 uW/cm2 Adults exposed to short-term GSM 900 radiation reported changes in mental state (e.g., calmness) but 
limitations of study on language descriptors prevented refined word choices (stupified, zoned-out) Augner, 2009

0.05 - 0.1 uW/cm2 RFR linked to adverse neurological, cardio symptoms and cancer risk Khurana, 2010

0.05 - 0.1 uW/cm2 RFR related to headache, concentration and sleeping problems, fatigue Kundi, 2009

0.07 - 0.1 uW/cm2

Sperm head abnormalities in mice exposed for 6-months to base station level RF/MW. Sperm head abnormalities 
occurred in 39% to 46% exposed mice (only 2% in controls) abnormalities was also found to be dose 
dependent.  The implications of the pin-head and banana-shaped sperm head.  The occurrence of sperm head 
observed increase occurrence of sperm head abnormalities on the reproductive health of humans living in close 
proximity to GSM base stations were discussed."

Otitoloju, 2010

0.38 uW/cm2 RFR affected calcium metabolism in heart cells Schwartz, 1990

0.8 - 10 uW/cm2 RFR caused emotional behavior changes, free-radical damage by super-weak MWs Akoev, 2002

0.13 uW/cm2 RFR from 3G cell towers decreased cognition, well-being Zwamborn, 2003

0.16 uW/cm2 Motor function, memory and attention of school children affected (Latvia) Kolodynski, 1996

0.168 - 1.053 
uW/cm2 Irreversible infertility in mice after 5 generations of exposure to RFR from an 'antenna park' Magras & Zenos, 

1997

0.2 - 8 uW/cm2 RFR caused a two-fold increase in leukemia in children Hocking, 1996

0.2 - 8 uW/cm2 RFR decreased survival in children with leukemia Hocking, 2000

0.21 - 1.28 uW/cm2 Adolescents and adults exposed only 45 min to UMTS cell phone radiation reported increases In headaches. Riddervold, 2008



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

Reference 
Power Density 
(Microwatts/centimeter2 - uW/cm2)

0.5 uW/cm2 Significant degeneration of seminiferous epithelium in mice at 2.45 GHz, 30-40 min. Saunders, 1981

0.5 - 1.0 uW/cm2 Wi-FI level laptop exposure for 4-hr resulted in decrease in sperm viability, DNA fragmentation with sperm 
samples placed in petri dishes under a laptop connected via WI-FI to the internet. Avendano, 2012

1.0 uW/cm2 RFR induced pathological leakage of the blood-brain barrier Persson, 1997

1.0 uW/cm2 RFR caused significant effect on immune function in mice Fesenko, 1999

1.0 uW/cm2 RFR affected function of the immune system Novoselova, 1999

1.0 uW/cm2 Short-term (50 min) exposure in electrosensitive patients, caused loss of well-being after GSM and especially 
UMTS cell phone radiation exposure Eltiti, 2007

1.3 - 5.7 uW/cm2 RFR associated with a doubling of leukemia in adults Dolk, 1997

1.25 uW/cm2 RFR exposure affected kidney development in rats (in-utero exposure) Pyrpasopoulou, 
2004

1.5 uW/cm2 RFR reduced memory function in rats Nittby, 2007

2 uW/cm2 RFR induced double-strand DNA damage in rat brain cells Kesari, 2008

2.5 uW/cm2 RFR affected calcium concentrations in heart muscle cells Wolke, 1996

2 - 4 uW/cm2 Altered cell membranes; acetycholine-induced ion channel disruption D'Inzeo, 1988

4 uW/cm2 RFR caused changes in hippocampus (brain memory and learning) Tattersall, 2001

4 - 15 uW/cm2 Memory impairment, slowed motor skills and retarded learning in children Chiang, 1989

5 uW/cm2 RFR caused drop in NK lymphocytes (immune function decreased) Boscolo, 2001

5.25 uW/cm2 20 minutes of RFR at cell tower frequencies induced cell stress response Kwee, 2001

5 - 10 uW/cm2 RFR caused impaired nervous system activity Dumansky, 1974

6 uW/cm2 RFR induced DNA damage in cells Phillips, 1998



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

Reference 
Power Density 
(Microwatts/centimeter2 - uW/cm2)

8.75 uW/cm2 RFR at 900 MHz for 2-12 hours caused DNA breaks in leukemia cells Marinelli, 2004

10 uW/cm2 Changes in behavior (avoidance) after 0.5 hour exposure to pulsed RFR Navakatikian, 1994

10 - 100 uW/cm2 Increased risk in radar operators of cancer; very short latency period; dose response to exposure level of RFR 
reported. Richter, 2000

12.5 uW/cm2 RFR caused calcium efflux in cells - can affect many critical cell functions Dutta, 1989

13.5 uW/cm2 RFR affected human lymphocytes - induced stress response in cells Sarimov, 2004

20 uW/cm2 Increase in serum cortisol (a stress hormone) Mann, 1998

28.2 uW/cm2 RFR increased free radical production in rat cells Yurekli, 2006

37.5 uW/cm2 Immune system effects - elevation of PFC count (antibody producing cells Veyret, 1991

45 uW/cm2 Pulsed RFR affected serum testosterone levels in mice Forgacs, 2006

50 uW/cm2 Cell phone RFR caused a pathological leakage of the blood-brain barrier in 1 hour Salford, 2003

50 uW/cm2 An 18% reduction in REM sleep (important to memory and learning functions) Mann, 1996

60 uW/cm2 RFR caused structural changes in cells of mouse embryos Somozy, 1991

60 uW/cm2 Pulsed RFR affected immune function in white blood cells Stankiewicz, 2006

60 uW/cm2 Cortex of the brain was activated by 15 minutes of 902 MHz cell phone Lebedeva, 2000

65 uW/cm2 RFR affected genes related to cancer Ivaschuk, 1999

92.5 uW/cm2 RFR caused genetic changes in human white blood cells Belyaev, 2005

100 uW/cm2 Changes in immune function Elekes, 1996

100 uW/cm2 A 24.3% drop in testosterone after 6 hours of CW RFR exposure Navakatikian, 1994

120 uW/cm2 A pathological leakage in the blood-brain barrier with 915 MHz cell RF Salford, 1994



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

Reference 
Power Density 
(Microwatts/centimeter2 - uW/cm2)

500 uW/cm2 Intestinal epithelial cells exposed to 2.45 GHz pulsed at 16 Hz showed changes in intercellular calcium. Somozy, 1993

500 uW/cm2 A 24.6% drop in testosterone and 23.2% drop in insulin after 12 hrs of pulsed RFR exposure. Navakatikian, 1994

STANDARDS

530 - 600 uW/cm2 Limit for uncontrolled public exposure to 800-900 MHz ANSI/IEEE and FCC

1000 uW/cm2 PCS STANDARD for public exposure (as of September 1,1997) FCC, 1996

5000 uW/cm2 PCS STANDARD for occupational exposure (as of September 1, 1997) FCC, 1996

0.003 uW/cm2 Background RF levels in US cities and suburbs in the 1990s Mantiply, 1997

0.05 uW/cm2 Median ambient power density in cities in Sweden (30-2000 MHz) Hamnierius, 2000

0.1 - 10 uW/cm2 Ambient power density within 100-200' of cell site in US (data from 2000) Sage, 2000

BACKGROUND LEVELS



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

SAR
(Watts/Kilogram) Reference

0.000064 - 0.000078 
W/Kg

Well-being and cognitive function affected in humans exposed to GSM-UMTS cell phone frequencies; RF levels 
similar near cell sites TNO Physics and

0.00015 - 0.003 
W/Kg

Calcium ion movement in isolated frog heart tissue is increased 18% (P<.01) and by 21% (P<.05) by weak RF 
field modulated at 16 Hz Schwartz, 1990

0.000021 - 0.0021 
W/Kg Changes in cell cycle; cell proliferation (960 MHz GSM mobile phone) Kwee, 1997

0.0003 - 0.06 W/Kg
Neurobehavioral disorders in offspring of pregnant mice exposed in utero to cell phones - dose-response 
impaired glutamatergic synaptic transmission  onto layer V pyramidal neurons of the prefrontal cortex.  
Hyperactivity and impaired memory function in offspring.  Altered brain development.

Aldad, 2012

0.0016 - 0.0044 
W/Kg

Very low power 700 MHz CW affects excitability of hippocampus tissue, consistent with reported behavioral 
changes. Tattersall, 2001

0.0021 W/Kg Heat shock protein HSP 70 is activated by very low intensity microwave exposure in human epithelial amnion 
cells Kwee, 2001

0.0024 - 0.024 W/Kg Digital cell phone RFR at very low intensities causes DNA damage in human cells; both DNA damage and 
impairment of DNA is reported Phillips, 1998

0.0027 W/Kg Changes in active avoidance conditioned behavioral effect is seen after one-half hour of pulsed radiofrequency 
radiation Navakatikian, 1994

0.0035 W/Kg 900 MHz cell phone signal induces DNA breaks and early activation of p53 gene; short exposure of 2-12 hours 
leads cells to acquire greater survival chance - linked to tumor agressiveness. Marinelli, 2004

0.0095 W/Kg MW modulated at 7 Hz produces more errors in short-term memory functioin on complex tasks (can affect 
cognitive processes such as attention and memory) Lass, 2002

0.001 W/Kg 750 MHz continuous wave (CW) RFR exposure caused increase in heat shock protein (stress proteins).  
Equivalent to what would be induced by 3 degree C. heating of tissue (but no heating occurred) De Pomerai, 2000

0.001 W/Kg Statistically significant change in intracellular calcium concentration in heart muscle cells exposed to RFR (900 
MHz/50 Hz modulation) Wolke, 1996



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

SAR
(Watts/Kilogram) Reference

0.0021 W/Kg A significant change in cell proliferation not attributable to thermal heating.  RFR induces non-thermal stress 
proteins (960 MHz GSM) Velizarov, 1999

0.004 - 0.008 W/Kg

915 MHz cell phone RFR caused pathological leakage of blood-brain barrier. Worst at lower SAR levels and 
worse with CW compared to Frequency of pathological changes was 35% in rats exposed to pulsed radiation at 
50% to continuous wave RFR.  Effects observed at a specific absorption (SA) of > 1.5 joules/Kg in human 
tissues

Persson, 1997

0.0059 W/Kg Cell phone RFR induces glioma (brain cancer) cells to significantly increase thymidine uptake, which may be 
indication of more cell division Stagg, 1997

0.014 W/Kg Sperm damage from oxidative stress and lowered melatonin levels resulted from 2-hr per day/45 days 
exposure to 10 GHz. Kumar, 2012

0.015 W/Kg Immune system effects - elevation of PFC count (antibody-producing cells) Veyret, 1991

0.02 W/Kg
A single, 2-hr exposure to GSM cell phone radiation results in serious neuron damage (brain cell damage) and 
death in cortex, hippocampus, and basal ganglia of brain- even 50+ days later blood-brain barrier is still leaking 
albumin (P<.002) following only one cell phone exposure

Salford, 2003

0.026 W/Kg Activity of c-jun (oncogene or cancer gene) was altered in cells after 20 minutes exposure to cell phone digital 
TDMA signal Ivaschuk, 1997

0.0317 W/Kg Decrease in eating and drinking behavior Ray, 1990

0.037 W/Kg Hyperactivity caused by nitric oxide synthase inhibitor is countered by exposure to ultra-wide band pulses 
(600/sec) for 30 min Seaman, 1999

0.037 - 0.040 W/Kg

A 1-hr cell phone exposure causes chromatin condensation; impaired DNA repair mechanisms; last 3 days 
(longer than stress response) the effect reaches saturation in only one hour of exposure; electro- sensitive (ES) 
people have different response in formation of DNA repair foci, compared to healthy individuals; effects depend 
on carrier frequency (915 MHz = 0.037 W/Kg but 1947 MHz = 0.040 W/Kg)

Belyaev, 2008

0.05 W/Kg Significant increase in firing rate of neurons (350%) with pulsed 900 MHz cell phone radiation exposure (but not 
with CW) in avian brain cells Beason, 2002



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

SAR
(Watts/Kilogram) Reference

0.09 W/Kg 900 MHz study of mice for 7 days, 12-hr per day (whole-body) resulted in significant effect on mitochondria and 
genome stability Aitken, 2005

0.091 W/Kg

Wireless internet 2400 MHz, 24-hrs per day/20 weeks  increased DNA damage and reduced DNA repair; levels 
below 802.11 g Authors say "findings raise questions about safety of radiofrequency exposure from Wi-Fi 
internet access devices for growing organisms of reproductive age, with a potential effect on fertility and 
integrity of germ cells" (male germ cells are the reproductive cells=sperm)

Atasoy, 2012

0.11 W/Kg Increased cell death (apoptosis) and DNA fragmentation at 2.45 GHz for 35 days exposure (chronic exposure 
study) Kesari, 2010

0.121 W/Kg Cardiovascular system shows significant decrease in arterial blood pressure (hypotension) after exposure to 
ultra-wide band pulses Lu, 1999

0.13 - 1.4 W/Kg Lymphoma cancer rate doubled with two 1/2-hr exposures per day of cell phone radiation for 18 months 
(pulsed 900 MHz cell signal) Repacholi, 1997

0.14 W/Kg Elevation of immune response to RFR exposure Elekes, 1996

0.141 W/Kg Structural changes in testes - smaller diameter of seminiferous Dasdag, 1999

0.15 - 0.4 W/Kg Statistically significant increase in malignant tumors in rats chronically exposed to RFR Chou, 1992

0.26 W/Kg Harmful effects to the eye/certain drugs sensitize the eye to RFR Kues, 1992

0.28 - 1.33 W/Kg Significant increase in reported headaches with increasing use of hand-held cell phone use (maximum tested 
was 60 min per day) Chia, 2000

0.3 - 0.44 W/Kg Cell phone use results in changes in cognitive thinking/mental tasks related to memory retrieval Krause, 2000

0.3 - 0.44 W/Kg Attention function of brain and brain responses are speeded up Preece, 1999

0.3 - 0.46 W/Kg Cell phone RFR doubles pathological leakage of blood-brain barrier permeability at two days (P=.002) and 
triples permeability at four days (P=.001) at 1800 MHz GSM cell phone radiation Schirmacher, 2000

0.43 W/Kg Significant decrease in sperm mobility; drop in sperm concentration; and decrease in seminiferous tubules at 
800 MHz, 8-hr/day, 12 weeks, with mobile phone radiation level on STANDBY ONLY (in rabbits) Salama, 2008



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

SAR
(Watts/Kilogram) Reference

0.5 W/Kg 900 MHz pulsed RF affects firing rate of neurons (Lymnea stagnalis) but continuous wave had no effect Bolshakov, 1992

0.58 - 0.75 W/Kg Decrease in brain tumors after chronic exposure to RFR at 836 MHz Adey, 1999

0.6 - 0.9 W/Kg
Mouse embryos develop fragile cranial bones from in utero 900 MHz The authors say "(O)ur results clearly show 
that even modest exposure (e.g., 6 min daily for 21 days" is sufficient to interfere with the normal mouse 
developmental process"

Fragopoulou, 2009

0.6 and 1.2 W/Kg Increase in DNA single and double-strand DNA breaks in rat brain cells with exposure to 2450 MHz RFR Lai & Singh, 1996

0.795 W/Kg GSM 900 MHz, 217 Hz significantly decreases ovarian development and size of ovaries, due to DNA damage and 
premature cell death of nurse cells and follicles in ovaries (that nourish egg cells) Panagopoulous, 2012

0.87 W/Kg Altered human mental performance after exposure to GSM cell phone radiation (900 MHz TDMA digital cell 
phone signal) Hamblin, 2004

0.87 W/Kg
Change in human brainwaves; decrease in EEG potential and statistically significant change in alpha (8-13 Hz) 
and beta (13-22 Hz) brainwave activity in humans at 900 MHz; exposures 6/min per day for 21 days (chronic 
exposure)

D'Costa, 2003

0.9 W/Kg Decreased sperm count and more sperm cell death (apoptosis) after 35 days exposure, 2-hr per day Kesari, 2012 

< 1.0 W/Kg

Rats exposed to mobile phone radiation on STANDBY ONLY for 11-hr 45-min plus 15-min TRANSMIT mode; 2 
times per day for 21 days showed decreased number of ovarian follicles in pups born to these pregnant rats.  
The authors conclude "the decreased number of follicles in pups exposed to mobile phone microwaves suggest 
that intrauterine exposure has toxic effects on ovaries."

Gul, 2009

0.4 - 1.0 W/Kg

One 6-hr exposure to 1800 MHz cell phone radiation in human sperm cells caused a significant dose response 
and reduced sperm motility and viability; reactive oxygen species levels were significantly increased after 
exposure to 1.0 W/Kg; study confirms detrimental effects of RF/MW to human sperm.  The authors conclude 
"(T)hese findings have clear implicatiions for the safety of extensive mobile phone use by males of reproductive 
age, potentially affecting both their fertility and the health and wellbeing of their offspring."

De Iuliis, 2009

1.0 W/Kg Human semen degraded by exposure to cell phone frequency RF increased free-radical damage. De Iuliis, 2009



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

SAR
(Watts/Kilogram) Reference

1.0 W/Kg Motility, sperm count, sperm morphology, and viability reduced in active cell phone users (human males) in 
dose-dependent manner. Agarwal, 2008

1.0 W/Kg GSM cell phone use modulates brain wave oscillations and sleep EEG Huber, 2002

1.0 W/Kg Cell phone RFR during waking hours affects brain wave activity. (EEG patterns) during subsequent sleep Achermann, 2000

1.0 W/Kg Cell phone use causes nitric oxide (NO) nasal vasodilation (swelling inside nasal passage) on side of head phone 
use Paredi, 2001

1.0 W/Kg Increase in headache, fatigue and heating behind ear in cell phone users Sandstrom, 2001

1.0 W/Kg Significant increase in concentration difficulties using 1800 MHz cell phone compared to 900 MHz cell phone Santini, 2001

1.0 W/Kg Sleep patterns and brain wave activity are changed with 900 MHz cell phone radiation exposure during sleep Borbely, 1999

1.4 W/Kg GSM cell phone exposure induced heat shock protein HSP 70 by 360% (stress response) and phosphorylation of 
ELK-1 by 390% Weisbrot, 2003

1.46 W/Kg 850 MHz cell phone radiation decreases sperm motility, viability is significantly decreased; increased oxidative 
damage (free-radicals) significantly decreased; increased oxidative damage (free-radicals) Agarwal, 2009

1.48 W/Kg A significant decrease in protein kinase C activity at 112 MHz with 2-hr per day for 35 days; hippocampus is 
site, consistent with reports that RFR negatively affects learning and memory functions Paulraj, 2004

1.0 - 2.0 W/Kg Significant elevation in micronuclei in peripheral blood cells at 2450 MHz (8 treatments of 2-hr each) Trosic, 2002

1.5 W/Kg GSM cell phone exposure affected gene expression levels in tumor suppressor p53-deficient embryonic stem 
cells; and significantly increased HSP 70 heat shock protein production Czyz, 2004

1.8 W/Kg
Whole-body exposure to RF cell phone radiation of 900-1800 MHz 1 cm from head of rats caused high incidence 
of sperm cell death; deformation of sperm cells; prominent clumping together of sperm cells into "grass bundle 
shapes" that are unable to separate/swim.  Sperm cells unable to swim and fertilize in normal manner.

Yan, 2007



Reported Biological Effects from Radiofrequency Radiation at Low-Intensity Exposure
(Cell Tower, Wi-Fi, Wireless Laptop and 'Smart' Meter RF Intensities)

SAR
(Watts/Kilogram) Reference

2.0 W/Kg
GSM cell phone exposure of 1-hr activated heat shock protein HSP 27 (stress response) and P38 MAPK 
(mutagen-activated protein kinase) that authors say facilitates brain cancer and increased blood-brain barrier 
permeability, allowing toxins to cross BBB into brain

Leszczynski, 2002

2 W/Kg
900 MHz cell phone exposure caused brain cell oxidative damage by increasing levels of NO, MDA, XO and ADA 
in brain cells; caused statistically significant increase in 'dark neurons' or damaged brain cells in cortex, 
hippocampus and basal ganglia with a 1-hr exposure for 7 consecutive days

Ilhan, 2004

2.6 W/Kg
900 MHz cell phone exposure for 1-hr significantly altered protein expression levels in 38 proteins following 
irradiation; activates  P38 MAP kinase stress signalling pathway and leads to changes in cell sie and shape 
(shrinking and rounding up) and to activation of HSP 27, a stress protein (heat shock protein)

Leszczynski, 2004

2.0 - 3.0 W/Kg RFR accelerated development of both skin and breast tumors Szmigielski, 1982

2 W/Kg Pulse-modulated RFR and MF affect brain physiology (sleep study) Schmidt, 2012

STANDARDS

0.08 W/Kg IEEE Standard uncontrolled public environment (whole body) IEEE

0.4 W/Kg IEEE Standard controlled occupational environment (whole body) IEEE

1.6 W/Kg FCC (IEEE) SAR limit for 1 gram of tissue in a partial body exposure FCC, 1996

2 W/Kg ICNIRP SAR limit for 10 grams of tissue ICNIRP, 1996
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April Lucas

From: Derek Severson
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 4:08 PM
To: planning
Subject: Fw: Any way to add this to the public comment against AT&T app?

 
 
-  Derek 
 
Derek Severson, Senior Planner 
City of Ashland, Department of Community Development 
51 Winburn Way, Ashland, OR 97520 
PH: (541) 552-2040  FAX: (541) 552-2050  TTY: 1-800-735-2900 
E-MAIL:  derek.severson@ashland.or.us    
 
This e-mail transmission is the official business of the City of Ashland, and is subject to Oregon's public records 
laws for disclosure and retention.  If you've received this e-mail in error, please contact me at (541) 552-
2040.  Thank you. 
 

From: Kelly Marcotulli <kellymarcotulli@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 09:26 AM 
To: Derek Severson <derek.severson@ashland.or.us> 
Subject: Any way to add this to the public comment against AT&T app?  
  
[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
Hello Derek,   
 
I am wondering if this video can be used.  
 
https://www.facebook.com/JohnKrolShow/videos/132839655471094 
 
Any additional information as to where this application is at would be appreciated.  
 
Thank you, Kelly Marcotulli 
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April Lucas

From: Karen Potts <truenote2020@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 11:40 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Towers

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello Ashland Planners, 
 
I understand that another permit for a cell tower has been applied for.  The cell tower would be 
located very near where I live.   
 
I do not believe that enough safety studies have been done for any cell towers, or for cell phones for 
that matter.  These cell towers can also be used for 5G implementation in the future.  There is NO 
SCIENTIFIC evidence proving that 5G is safe for humans.  If we give in to this tower who knows 
where it could lead for the future of Ashland, and the safety of its residents.   
 
There are many other reasons!  Who wants a cell tower right next to their house, or in view??  Not 
me, and not anyone that would want to purchase my property.  There is increased fire risk...wow, do 
we need that??  It also seems that insects, bee's in particular are affected by cell towers, and 
specifically 5G.  They have been the canary in the coal mine.  There has also been noticeable 
damage done to trees that are nearby cell towers. 
 
I beg of you not to give in to these big companies that have not concern for anything but 
themselves...ie how much money they can pull in.   
 
Please turn this application down!! 
Thank you for your time...a very concerned citizen 
Karen Potts 
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April Lucas

From: greeley@greeley.me
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 11:25 AM
To: planning
Subject: "Monopole Cell facility"

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

My objections are the: 
 

 
 
 
thank you for listening, 
 
greeley wells 
  
172 Central Ave 
Ashland, Or 97520 
541 840 5700 
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April Lucas

From: Kathleen Abelsohn <kathabelsohn@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 9:53 AM
To: planning
Subject: Walker St Cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

How many years and deaths did it take for smoking to be declared harmful to our health. Just because we don't see the 
wavelengths with our eyes do they still not get thru walls i to our homes and heads!!!  
Nations elsewhere see cancer causing effects on their towns when they accept towers, hiding them in steeples, etc. so 
the town can have "better?" communication or the revenue they bring. 
 
I moved to Ashland cause of its simple lifestyle without big corporations controlling the town when my son was 2 yrs old. 
We paid and still pay our school taxes, etc. 
 
With Covid running amok, we must strength our immunity from within ourselves with healthy choices. 
 
Towers are not healthy and I object to having my tax money support them. 
 
Kathleen Abelsohn  
a COVID surviver 
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April Lucas

From: Ralph Thomas <ralph@frontier.net>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 8:40 AM
To: planning
Subject: Stop AT&T cell tower installation near Walker Ave

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
AT&T is again proposing to place a cell tower at the Southern Oregon University stadium in Ashland, Oregon. If installed 
it will be too close to a kindergarten, an elementary school, Southern Oregon University student dorms and the Food 
Angels staging site. Placing a cell tower at this location will decrease property values, increase fire risk, and injure all 
living things near it. I've never had any problems using my AT&T cell phone in this area and oppose the installation of 
this cell tower. 
 
Ralph Thomas 
PO Box 294 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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April Lucas

From: Idlore Eroldi <makelikeitall@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 6:22 AM
To: planning
Subject: Cell tower opposition

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Please don't allow for the cell tower in Ashland. This beautiful town deserves to be safe from those EMFs. Please don't 
harm the people. That is my request. Thank you, E 
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April Lucas

From: Elizabeth Holland <efholland@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2021 5:19 AM
To: planning
Subject: cell tower on Walker

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello, 
I am in favor of having additional and 5G cell towers placed in Ashland to increase connectivity for all 
citizens.  I am not in agreement with the email below or any other attempts to block new technology 
from coming to Ashland. 
Thanks, 
Elizabeth Holland 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Pamala Joy <ashlandfoodangels@gmail.com> 
To: Pamela Joy <ashlandfoodangels@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021, 08:47:12 PM PDT 
Subject: Please help stop cell tower on Walker 
 
Dear Friends,  
Once again AT&T is proposing to place a cell tower at the SOU track, dangerously close to Head Start, Walker 
Elementary School, the SOU dorms and the home of the Ashland Food Angels.  We need your help to keep this from 
happening.  Would you please write to the Ashland planning department today and let them know that you think this is a 
bad idea.  Write to:  planning@ashland.or.us. 
If you scroll down the information below, you will see some objections you might want to include.  There is only another 
week for public input, so please write soon.  If you would, please send this email on to friends. 
Thank you for any help you can provide. 
with blessings,  
Pamala Joy 
 

Do you want a "Monopole Cell facility" near 

Walker Ave Schools and Homes?  

AT&T and SOU have applied for a monopole cell facility on an SOU 

stadium light pole with stadium lights at normal height and cell-facility 

antennas near the top. Location is close to former site, near schools, 

dorms and residences. Back in 2020, efforts by OST supporters, legal 

commentary from our hired attorney, and a detailed review by City staff 
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contributed to the rejection of the first permit application. We must do it 

again and we will need your help.   

  

PLEASE WRITE TO THE ASHLAND PLANNING 

DEPT. planning@ashland.or.us. 

  

Possible reasons for your opposition: 

 loss to the value of your property 

 increased fire risk 

 adverse affects to character of neighborhood 

 rights to petition government for redress of grievance  

 harm to flora and fauna 

 personal health effects 

Learn more at Campanelli Q&A  

  

Donate below, if possible. We'll need funds to hire legal counsel.  

  

OTHER NEWS: 

At Ashland City Council, Kelly made two specific asks, twice. On July 

27th, she provided scientific evidence that confirms the decay of 

ecosystems (harm to fauna and flora) around cell towers. She asked for 

help, to no avail.  On August 3rd, again at Council, Kelly provided 

evidence that the community of Ashland does not want more radiation in 

the form of a new cell tower as well as evidence that our town is already 

saturated with levels beyond what is safe. Ashland is now part of a 

world-wide RFR monitoring study. Global EMF Monitoring 

Network, https://globalemf.net/ 
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These measurements and results currently appear in The Ashland 

Chronicle at https://theashlandchronicle.com 

  

Kelly’s ASKS of Ashland City Council- 

  

1. Designate a city representative who can provide timely and 

transparent information to the public. 

2. Rewrite Ashland’s Telecom Ordinances so as to place as much 

legal local control over placement of WCF (wireless 

communication facilities). Setbacks and strict codes will prevent 

irresponsible placement of new towers and transmitters (5G).  

  

***If you find this information valuable please share with others. If you no 

longer wish to receive further emails, please reply to unsubscribe. 

  

Please visit the OST Web site, https://www.or4safertech.org to learn 

more, contact us, and get involved.  

  

Thank you,  Oregon for Safer Technology 
 
 

 

 

 
--  
~ Ashland Food Angels ~ 
Grassroots Volunteer Food Retrieval Program 
 
Pamala Joy 
Founder/Director 
541-482-5330 
www.AshlandFoodAngels.org 
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April Lucas

From: Ruth Yakunah Smith <2mamadjas@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 10:39 PM
To: planning
Subject: PLease do not allow cell tower near SOu/ Walker

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

As a long time resident and owner of home near the Sou and Walker area, I am asking you firmly to not allow to have a 
cell tower placed in ashland , THis affects the neighborhood in ways  that t I and many  residents dont want. Thank you 
for respecting the citizens of this area and not going through with this proposal, Sincerely,, Ruth SMith  
623 Normal av. Ashland, Or 
541-9415073 
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April Lucas

From: Cindy Bauman <cbauman1220@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 10:36 PM
To: planning
Subject: cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear City Planning Department,  
 
Thank you for reading this email, and for your service and time to our community. 
 
I am asking that you do not allow AT&T to install a cell tower near SOU. I am very concerned for my family's health, the 
health of the children in the nearby childcare, for all of the students and staff who live and work nearby, as well as for 
the surrounding flora and fauna.  
 
Please consider the data on EMF / RFR exposure, and where Ashland falls in terms of actual exposure currently, vs 
recommended exposure limits. 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Cindy Bauman 
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April Lucas

From: Tish McFadden <rumtum@mind.net>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 9:49 PM
To: planning
Subject: Proposal response

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Ashland Planning Commission, 
 
Proposal: 
AT&T and SOU have applied for a monopole cell facility on an SOU stadium light pole with stadium lights at normal 
height and cell-facility antennas near the top. Location is close to former site, near schools, dorms, and residences. 
 
Reasons for my objection: 
1. Loss of value of property 
2. Increased fire risk 
3. Adverse affects to the character of the neighborhood 4. Rights to petition government for redress of grievance 5. 
Harm to flora and fauna 6. Personal health effects 
 
Thank you for your careful review, including long-term impacts, of this controversial proposal. 
 
Kindest regards, 
Tish McFadden 
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April Lucas

From: Teresa Demarie <tmdemarie@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 9:17 PM
To: planning
Subject: Opposition to AT&T and SOU Monopole cell facility on an SOU stadium light pole 

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Ashland Planning Commission, 
 
I’d like to express my sincere opposition to an AT&T Monopole cell facility planned to be installed on an SOU stadium 
light pole for the following reasons: 
 

 It will decrease property values in the area because it’s an eyesore 
 It will increase fire risk as cell towers have been known to catch fire. Given the extreme fire risk in the Rogue 

Valley, this is completely unacceptable. 
 It will harm flora and fauna because of the radiation it will emit 
 It will also harm human health because of the radiation. I can attest to this fact as I developed electromagnetic 

hypersensitivity because of exposure to radiation emitting devices. 
 It infringes our rights as citizens to live in a safe, healthy environment 

 
I am a citizen of Ashland and I demand that this installation be halted once and for all. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Teresa M. Demarie 
449 Willow Street 
Ashland, OR 97520 
(541) 482-2624 (office) 
(310) 413-4709 (cell) 
tmdemarie@icloud.com 
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April Lucas

From: rita moran <moranrita@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 9:08 PM
To: planning
Subject: AT&T Cell Tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Do NOT let AT&T place a cell tower at SOU track.  It is dangerously near Walker School, 
the Head Start and The Food Angels Pantry.  We have petitioned against it in the past 
and it was rejected.  Why is it necessary to go thru this again?? 
Because AT&T is powerful.  Listen to the people who are effected by this decision.  
In the best interest of the community of Ashland, do not allow this cell 
tower.         Regards,  Rita Moran   
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April Lucas

From: Edward Hirsch <presenceofone@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 9:00 PM
To: planning
Subject: response to cell tower proposal

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 
 
Dear Folks, 
 
AT&T is proposing to place a cell tower at the SOU track, dangerously close to Head Start, Walker Elementary School, the 
SOU dorms and the home of the Ashland Food Angels.  We need your help to keep this from happening. I think this is a 
plan that shows poor planning in terms of the community. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Ed Hirsch 
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April Lucas

From: City of Ashland, Oregon <administration@ashland.or.us>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 5:18 PM
To: planning
Subject: Planning Commission Contact Form Submitted

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

 
*** FORM FIELD DATA*** 
Full Name: Karen Maleski 
Phone: (541) 301-9240 
Email: karenmaleski2468@gmail.com 
Subject: Application by AT&T for Monopole Cell Tower on SOU Light Pole 
Message: Dear Planning Commission, I greatly appreciate your considerable work load in this most challenging of 
times. As a resident of Ashland, I am opposed to the above Cell Tower application for the effect it would have on our 
fair city for many reasons: It would most certainly pose an increased risk of fire. Radiation cooks what is around it. 
This would have a seriously damaging effect on the trees, greenery, birds and their ability to navigate, and bees and 
their ability to pollinate and return to their hive, thus our family gardens are at risk. In addition I have serious 
concerns about the lawsuits that would develop from those whose health is adversely affected. We do not need this 
cell tower. And there are safer ways to access advanced technology. Thank you for your consideration. Karen Maleski 
Attachment 1 file:  
Attachment 2 file:  
Attachment 3 file:  
 
*** USER INFORMATION *** 
SubscriberID: -1 
SubscriberUserName:  
SubscriberEmail:  
RemoteAddress: 66.241.70.76 
RemoteHost: 66.241.70.76 
RemoteUser:  
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April Lucas

From: Patrick Pummill <patrickpummill@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 12:30 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower at Walker School

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear People,  
      Please do not give approval for the proposed cell tower at Walker Elementary. Children and adults are being exposed 
to far to much EMF's already. Thank you! Patrick Pummill 
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April Lucas

From: Rebecca Chapman <appleseedinthepines@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 10:43 AM
To: planning
Subject: Monopole Cell Facility

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Madam and Sir:  
 
I am writing to register my opposition to the proposed monopole cell facility at SOU stadium. This location is not only in 
my neighborhood, but also close to schools, dorms and other residences. I believe this structure will decrease the value 
of my property because of its possible increased fire risk and adverse affects to the character of our neighborhood. 
More importantly I believe it will cause harm to our personal health and to the health of our animals and plants. 
 
My understanding is that the first permit application for the monopole cell facility was rejected in 2020 thanks to the 
efforts of Oregon for Safer Technology and its supporters and a detailed review by City staff. I am opposed to the 
construction of this cell tower and ask for your consideration and rejection of its presence in our city. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Rebecca Chapman, Homeowner 
1225 Iowa Street 
Ashland, OR 97520 
appleseedinthepines@gmail.com 
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April Lucas

From: Kristen Oates <kristenoates@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 8:48 AM
To: planning
Subject: Monopole Cell

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Hello, 
My child is a 2nd grader at Walker Elementary. I would like to voice my opinion 
about AT&T's plan to put a 5G Monopole Cell Facility at the SOU football field. 
Please please please do not allow this technology to be placed so close to my 
child's school. The children our are future and we do not have any long term 
studies to prove that this technology is safe to be around humans. Companies such 
as AT&T are only interested in profit and not the care or consider the health of 
those around their deadly technology. Put it near a retirement centers, those people 
are old and dying anyway. Keep it away from our young growing brains. 
 

Many Thanks, 
Kristen Oates  
1128 Tolman Creek Rd. 
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April Lucas

From: lorita@chara.ws
Sent: Monday, August 9, 2021 5:27 PM
To: planning
Subject: Cell Tower Installation Near Colleges, High Schools, Elementary Schools Should Never 

Happen

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Dear Ashland Planning Dept., 

I think the City of Ashland could have an opportunity to be recognized in the forefront of doing the right thing in Southern 
Oregon and join other governmental agencies around the world who have recognized the danger to all life that EMF 
exposure poses, especially to young people and children! 

If you need permission to do this, I recommend it; that amongst yourselves you legally use the information that is out there 
on the effects of cell towers, wi-fi and cell phone use. Put a stop to large companies bribing us so they can profit from their 
unsafe technologies. Please consider not approving this cell tower install near SOU and subsequent ones too, it will make 
a difference now and in the future for us all. 

Thank you, please enter my comments into the record. 

Sincerely, 

Lorita Lange 
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April Lucas

From: Kristi Chipowsky <kristichipowsky@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, August 9, 2021 4:08 PM
To: planning
Subject: RE: Proposed cell tower

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

To Whom It May Concern,  
 
I am very concerned about the proposed new cell tower at SOU stadium. Though I know we cannot challenge the 
application based on health concerns, I must address to you my concerns regarding health. First of all this cell tower 
would be very close to Walker School, Head Start and the SOU dorms. All of the young people who spend time in these 
buildings would receive constant exposure to these unnatural radio frequency waves and would be at risk for adverse 
health effects. It has been proven that children are more susceptible to the harmful effects these frequencies cause due 
to the fact that their skulls are thinner and are less protective. An elementary school in Ripon, CA developed a cancer 
cluster at the school after a tower was installed near its campus.   https://mdsafetech.org/2019/03/25/cell-tower-to-be-
removed-after-4th-ripon-student-diagnosed-with-cancer/ To allow this cell tower to go in at SOU would threaten the 
health of many children and young people, and would be criminal. 
 
This tower affects me personally as well. My daughter gets sick from radio frequency waves and we just discovered this 
three years ago. She had to live with my parents in Bend in the 2018-2019 school year as I was unable to move and our 
home was too close to a cell tower for her. She had developed severe anxiety, constant headaches and stomach aches 
living there. As soon as she moved to Bend, nowhere near a cell tower, all her symptoms disappeared within a week. In 
the fall of 2019, she and I just moved into the Walker St neighborhood, after looking for a safe place to live for months. 
We used a RF meter and found the EMFs to be very low in the neighborhood where we chose to move to. If this cell 
tower goes in we will have to move again as we will be too close to it. This is unfair to us and an extra burden since we 
are low income. On top of that, the reality of us even finding housing is bleak considering the housing crisis. I realize that 
the health concerns expressed above may have no impact on whether this cell tower is installed or not, since the 1996 
FCC Act forbids health concerns to prevent cell tower builds. I am just trying to appeal to your humanity.  
 
One point I want to make, that I know can be legitimately considered, is that ATT has not proven that it cannot bounce 
off of another tower in the area and that it absolutely has to build their own. I believe they can use the cell tower on the 
Science building at SOU to provide the coverage for increased internet at SOU. This is a fair and valid point. They must 
provide proof that no other tower will work for their purposes.  
 
The science is clear, these unnatural RF frequencies cause numerous health effects and we as a community must set 
some strong boundaries limiting any more of these dangerous towers into our little town. Most people feel that there is 
plenty of coverage here already and that additional towers are unnecessary. Please deny this application by ATT. We the 
people have a right to have a say about more cell towers being installed in our town, as we have to live with the 
consequences, known and unknown.  Please do the right thing. If it were installed it would be very hard to get it 
removed. Let's think this out thoroughly beforehand. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Kristi Chipowsky 
744 Normal Ave 
Ashland, OR 97520 
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From: jim yarbrough <jyarbro2003@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 8, 2021 9:13 PM
To: planning
Subject: No monopole cell facility at SOU!

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

   Please, no monopole cell facility near Walker Elementary or Headstart, which facility AT&T and SOU want to place on 
an SOU stadium light pole. This should be a no-brainer, but if one is not informed about the dangers of RFR(radio 
frequency radiation)one may need to learn more. I'm sure others writing to you have already or will provide links to provide 
you with more information. There is is a reason smart people do not place cell phones near their brains, and cell towers 
which service thousands of cell phones deliver much more RFR than a single cell phone. 
   In a nutshell, my concerns include but are not limited to: 
     

 loss to the value of property 

 increased fire risk 

 adverse affects to character of neighborhood 

 rights to petition government for redress of grievance  

 harm to flora and fauna 

 personal health effects 

   I would actually place "personal health effects" at the top of the list, and this facility 

is proposed to be near Headstart and Walker Elementary School, not to mention 

SOU dorms and residential areas. 

 Thanks,  Jim Yarbrough 1345 Apple Way  Ashland, OR  541-708-6651 
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April Lucas

From: jodywood@mind.net
Sent: Sunday, August 8, 2021 4:55 PM
To: planning
Subject: Monopole cell facility

[EXTERNAL SENDER] 

Again, you are trying to poison our people, animals, insects, fauna, with harmful electric magnetic fields, even planting a 
tower where it can do most harm…to young people, but also to every living thing.  
 
What will it take to help you believe the danger you are putting us all in?  You don’t want to listen to the science or to people 
who have more knowledge than you have.  Please, open your minds and pay attention.  Advanced technology is not always 
good for anyone other than the tech companies and those who benefit monetarily, especially when proper research hasn’t 
been done, or not acknowledged. 
 
Jody Woodruff 
Bellview Ave, Asland 
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