
Summary
During the process of reviewing the scientific papers regarding the harmful effects of 

Electromagnetic Radiation I have noted that up until approximately the 1990's the research 

generally noted there were harmful effects from the radiation. During the period that cell 

phones and data communication devices started to gain widespread use use a number of 

professional opinions that the radiation could not possibly cause harm began to appear.  In 

virtually every case the people offering the opinion had ties to the telecom industry.  More 

recently the weight of scientific papers on the topic has shifted with a greater number of the 

more recent papers noting a number of reasons for concern regarding exposure to 

Electromagnetic Radiation even at low levels or power densities.  The papers noting a 

variety of concerns also were more often written by scientists with no ties to the telecom 

industry.  A comparison between the way the telecom industry is attempting to use all their 

considerable economic clout to sway the science to the well documented tactics used by 

large pharmaceutical companies and the tobacco industry to sway the public knowledge and 

concerns about the health effects of their product quickly comes to mind. An example of 

industry “buying” favourable positions is i & ii

The municipality has the opportunity to put in place appropriate guidelines for future 

development and use of wireless communications in the district.  The rezoning application 

has many hidden issues and complications associated with it.  A review of the direction the 

municipality wishes to go with respect to wireless communications is a necessity. The 

municipality has the option to consider whether a femtocell/microcell network may be the 

preferred direction the municipality wishes coverage to go.  A policy to provide guidance to 

future applicants may be the best final use from a rezoning hearing.

1. Rezoning for the tower is a much more complex issue than typical rezoning issues.

2. The tower radiation is a known Geno-toxin.

3. The tower will be an area of the municipality that any control will be ceded to agencies out 

side of the municipality.  Council and residents will no longer have any right to express 

concerns or control the tower and future developments on the land.

4. The tower will not enhance the municipality.

5. The tower will not enhance agriculture in the municipality.



6. The radiation from the tower will have a known negative effect on both the physical and 

mental health of the community.

7. The tower and its radiation will significantly lower property values within a large area 

surrounding the tower (3140000 m/over 775 acres) .

8. The tower will shift a portion of the municipal tax burden to other areas and residents in 

those areas.

9. The tower will be the source of increased policing, social and health costs to the 

municipality

10. How can device known to damage DNA in plants and animals be considered appropriate 

to be allowed into the community?

11. The radiation from the tower will have a detrimental effect on the landowners agricultural 

potential and reduce the agricultural income potential.

12. The tower represents one more creeping attack on the agricultural land base in the 

municipality.

13. The tower represents a shift of wealth from the local residents and municipality at large to 

one land owner.

14. Municipalities in the CRD where world leaders in anti-smoking policies, we should 

continue the protective practices and be world leaders in  protecting our citizens  from the 

hazards of the wireless eco-system

15. A Cell Tower/ wireless eco-system tri-municipal policy (radiation does not respect 

municipal boundaries or property boundaries) is a more appropriate consideration than an ad 

hoc piecemeal rezoning approach.  The area residents require such a policy for the protection

of their health and assets, the wifi ecosystem businesses need a policy to formulate 

appropriate business plans.  

16. It is appropriate to create a separate section within the OCP to deal with wireless 

communication.

17. The applicants have submitted no scientific papers to support there are no reasons for 

concern regarding the potential harm that the radiation can cause.

18. An Independent Risk Management Assessment is an absolute necessity if council wishes 



to protest the rights, health and economic wellbeing of the residents of the municipality both 

now and for future generations.

19. The applicants must be required to prove their proposal will not hurt the people, flora and 

fauna in residents of the municipality

20. Would another network design provide a better coverage option for local residents.

21. A large amount of creditable science from numerous scientific experts from around the 

world and more journaled papers are available pointing to reason for concern for humans, 

flora and fauna.

As much as the information presented here may appear as a large amount it is only a small 

fraction of the issues and complexities that this cell tower application has raised.

Resolution 1815 (2011) of the Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly Specifically noted 

the increasing proliferation of wireless communications in all its forms has a potential for 

extremely high costs in terms of both human and economic. Can the residents withstand the 

cost? Is the economic well being of one farmer especially when his survivability is tenuous at 

best worth the economic and human costs to the district?

Recently council has been criticized for making a decision without doing adequate fact 

checking and understanding the whole picture.  The required pieces of information to 

understand the effects of microwave radiation amounts to an astounding volume and growing 

every day.  I regret there is no simple way to present the information on this topic beyond 

saying “radiation will hurt people, hurt the district in many ways”, the next step in explaining is 

with a massive number of papers and words to support the concerns and yes if one feels the 

need to get fully involved in the subject more than just many hours or many days,  one can 

easily be swept into many months of study to comprehend the enormity of the serious issues 

this cell tower application represents

There is a significant wealth of information to support the health concerns of many if 

the tower is constructed and operated, certainly no consensus of scientific opinion that the 

operation of the tower will not be harmful.  In the interests of public health and safety the 

rezoning application should not be allowed to go ahead. 

Has the district conducted an independent Risk Management Assessment?

Have the applicants submitted information on the simultaneous exposure to fields of different 



frequencies, the exposures are additive in their effects?

How can council know or understand the risks if the simultaneous exposure to fields of 

different frequencies are not known? 

A competent Risk Management Assessment can not be done without this information.

In  an  usual  show of  unanimity  in  Israel,  the  Jews,  Christian  and Muslim local
leaders have declared it is sacrilegious to install Cell Phone Antennas iii.

The municipality as the local land use authority has the authority to reject this rezoning 

application.  Industry Canada requires the tower applicants to obtain the approval of local 

lands use authorities before a tower construction is approved.  The Municipality as an 

important component of Public Health must also require the applicants to prove the tower will 

not have harmful biological effects on the municipality.  Creditable Science from around the 

world says the radiation will cause harmful biological effects to  the municipality

It should not be incumbent upon the residents of the municipality to fight en-mass to protect 

their right to 

1. The right to homeostasis in our own bodies. 

2. The right to normal central nervous system function. 

3. The right to natural environmental cues that synchronize our circadian
rhythms. 

4. The right to sleep. 

5. The right to heal. 

6. The right to hear. 

7. The right to reproduce. 

8. The right to learn and retain memories. 

9. The right to an intact genome. 

“Given  the  context  of  growing exposure  of  the  population,  in  particular  that  of
vulnerable groups such as young people and children, there could be extremely
high human and economic costs if early warnings are neglected. 

 …....Waiting for high levels of scientific and clinical proof before taking action to
prevent well-known risks can lead to very high health and economic costs, as was
the case with asbestos, leaded petrol and tobacco. ”iv

In 2006 it was proposed that “ policy of progressive reduction of electrosmog, authorizing only

those antenna installations emitting EMR in low and high frequency that reduces exposure for

at least one person without increasing exposure for other people. This means, for example, 

that we can authorize a new antenna in a zone only if we shut down other antennas that 



irradiate in this coverage zone so that at least one person in the coverage zone has reduced 

exposure and no other person in the same coverage zone has increased exposure. “v

“Radiofrequency exposure is now hundred thousand times or more what Homo
sapiens evolved with over millenia 

Most alarming, these RFR technologies that have insinuated themselves into every
nook and cranny of the home, school, workplace, hospital, on the road, in wireless
auto keys, on trains and buses and airplanes, in the library,  in wild places like
national  parks,  in  wildlife  and waterfowl,  in  pets,  embedded in  the skin  elderly
people who might wander,  into hearing aids and insulin pumps and deep brain
simulators, and into toys on mobile phones for two-year olds. 

This  is  not  progress.  It  is  industry  running  ahead of  science  to  commercialize
wireless so that health harm is not going to register until decades later. 

This is not governance for the public good. Governments have proceeded to sell
radiofrequency bands without consideration of the harm the wireless may do, and
without  updating the public safety limits.  Governments are misguided if  they to
continue to adopt and defend ‘made-by-industry’ public health standards, at public
expense. 

What is at  stake is the basic right to live in a society that does not burden its
members  with  unwanted  ecological  disruption  and  RFR pollution  for  corporate
financial benefit. The rush to ‘buy the airwaves’ and to market them for commercial
purposes is loading ‘the commons of the air’ with unsustainable levels of exposure
vi. The air is global common ground – our shared ecological resource. 

We  cannot  sustain  unlimited  growth  of  wireless.  What  is  being  created  is  an
outcast population that cannot live in such conditions, and has no official medical
recognition of their health condition, and has no right to safe housing, shopping,
schooling  or  healthcare.  Chronic  disease,  disability,  death  and  the  unwilling
geographic relocation of RFR-sick people are resulting ”vii

Historical case studies of misuse of science and technology etc. in the past has shown we are

often left with a substantial cost in terms of  health and the environment. The after effect costs

of, leaded gas, tobacco, asbestos, are well known and are only some of the examples that 

come to mind that demonstrate the cost of doing nothing and a “business as usual” 

philosophy is costly in terms of our finances, our health and our environment.  We must act 

now to stop the spread of electro-smog; the cost of not acting now is far to great.

Placement of any transmitter should be delayed until the update of Safety Code 6 expected to

be released in the next few months.  The possibility that not only federal Laws and regulations

will need to be updated, but also relevant Municipal and Provincial parameters and 

responsibilities may change if the full impact of the updated code is to be realised.  At a 

minimum delaying the erection and use of the tower for a few months until the effect of the 

new standards is known. The zoning brings with it an increased tax rate for the land being 



utilised.  Will the increased taxes be sufficient to offset the cost to the health care system and 

to the economy? 

A pause to have a full and complete understanding of the multiple issues surrounding the 

operation of these towers is appropriate, followed by the development of a comprehensive   

set of guidelines reflecting  the  World Health Organization/International Agency for Research 

on Cancer (WHO/IARC) classification of the radiation as a group 2B carcinogen would is a 

way for the municipality to avoid liabilities that may be ahead if the tower is rushed into 

operation before the serious and negative consequences of radiation are full appreciated. 

Society is playing with fire in the way they are using and allowing microwave radiation to 

proliferate.

The municipality has the power to stop the spread of electro magnetic smog.

Human Health Rights Declaration 

Fundamental Human Health Rights 

1. The right to homeostasis in our own bodies. 
2. The right to normal central nervous system function. 
3.  The right  to natural  environmental cues that  synchronize our circadian
rhythms. 
4. The right to sleep. 
5. The right to heal. 
6. The right to hear. 
7. The right to reproduce. 
8. The right to learn and retain memories. 
9. The right to an intact genome. 

If even ONE of these rights is compromised – placed at risk from involuntary wireless 

exposures in daily life, it is a breach of human health rights. When many of these human 

health rights are compromised without the consent of the individual, then the deployment of 

wireless technologies should be halted and existing exposures reduced or eliminated, in 

accord with the scientific and public health findings on chronic exposure to low-intensity 

radiofrequency radiation, and other forms of potentially harmful electromagnetic fields. viii



i http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=auto&tl=en&js=n&prev=_t&hl=en&ie=UTF-8&eotf=1&u=http%3A%2F
%2Fsverigesradio.se%2Fsida%2Fartikel.aspx%3Fprogramid%3D96%26artikel%3D5399809 

ii http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=auto&tl=en&js=n&prev=_t&hl=en&ie=UTF-8&eotf=1&u=http%3A%2F
%2Fsverigesradio.se%2Fsida%2Fartikel.aspx%3Fprogramid%3D96%26artikel%3D5399812  

iii Full signal  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SQiKuHmf8Ps 
iv Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly 27/05.2011 http://assembly.coe.int/mainf.asp?

link=/documents/adoptedtext/ta11/eres1815.htm 
v De Lorenzo F.,“The Precautionary EMF Approach: Rationale, Legislation and Implementation”, convened by the 

International Commission for Electromagnetic Safety and hosted by the City of Benevento, Italy, in February 2006 
http://www.icems.eu/docs/DeLorenzo.pdf 

vi Sage C., Tragedy of the commons revisited: the high tech-high risk wireless world, Reviews on Environmental Health 
25 (4) (2010) 319–325. http://www.  EMF  acts.com/2010/11/1319-tragedy-of-the-commons-revisited-the-high-tech-high-
risk-wireless-world/  

vii Sage C., Huttunen P., WHO recognizes electromagnetic dangers: let us declare human health rights , 
http://pdn.sciencedirect.com/science 

viii Sage C., Huttunen P., WHO recognizes electromagnetic dangers: let us declare human health rights , 
http://pdn.sciencedirect.com/science  

http://pdn.sciencedirect.com/science
http://pdn.sciencedirect.com/science
http://www.EMFacts.com/2010/11/1319-tragedy-of-the-commons-revisited-the-high-tech-high-risk-wireless-world/
http://www.EMFacts.com/2010/11/1319-tragedy-of-the-commons-revisited-the-high-tech-high-risk-wireless-world/
http://www.EMFacts.com/2010/11/1319-tragedy-of-the-commons-revisited-the-high-tech-high-risk-wireless-world/
http://www.EMFacts.com/2010/11/1319-tragedy-of-the-commons-revisited-the-high-tech-high-risk-wireless-world/
http://www.icems.eu/docs/DeLorenzo.pdf
http://assembly.coe.int/mainf.asp?link=/documents/adoptedtext/ta11/eres1815.htm
http://assembly.coe.int/mainf.asp?link=/documents/adoptedtext/ta11/eres1815.htm
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SQiKuHmf8Ps
http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=auto&tl=en&js=n&prev=_t&hl=en&ie=UTF-8&eotf=1&u=http%3A%2F%2Fsverigesradio.se%2Fsida%2Fartikel.aspx%3Fprogramid%3D96%26artikel%3D5399812
http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=auto&tl=en&js=n&prev=_t&hl=en&ie=UTF-8&eotf=1&u=http%3A%2F%2Fsverigesradio.se%2Fsida%2Fartikel.aspx%3Fprogramid%3D96%26artikel%3D5399812
http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=auto&tl=en&js=n&prev=_t&hl=en&ie=UTF-8&eotf=1&u=http%3A%2F%2Fsverigesradio.se%2Fsida%2Fartikel.aspx%3Fprogramid%3D96%26artikel%3D5399809
http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=auto&tl=en&js=n&prev=_t&hl=en&ie=UTF-8&eotf=1&u=http%3A%2F%2Fsverigesradio.se%2Fsida%2Fartikel.aspx%3Fprogramid%3D96%26artikel%3D5399809

	Summary
	Human Health Rights Declaration
	Fundamental Human Health Rights


