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U.S.	
  and	
  International	
  Health	
  Agencies	
  Conclude	
  There	
  is	
  a	
  Health	
  Risk	
  
from	
  WiFi,	
  Especially	
  for	
  Children	
  
	
  
The	
  World	
  Health	
  Organization,	
  the	
  U.S.	
  FDA	
  and	
  the	
  U.S.	
  National	
  Cancer	
  Institute	
  
have	
  reviewed	
  all	
  international	
  studies	
  and	
  health	
  agency	
  reports	
  on	
  the	
  health	
  risks	
  
from	
  exposure	
  to	
  the	
  microwave	
  radiation	
  of	
  wireless	
  devices	
  (including	
  WiFi).	
  	
  These	
  
expert	
  health	
  organizations	
  have	
  concluded	
  that	
  studies	
  show	
  evidence	
  of	
  harm	
  and	
  
that	
  more	
  research	
  is	
  needed	
  before	
  conclusions	
  can	
  be	
  made	
  regarding	
  the	
  safety	
  of	
  
WiFi	
  exposure	
  to	
  children.	
  	
  The	
  WA	
  State	
  Department	
  of	
  Health’s	
  final	
  draft	
  report	
  
conclusion	
  that	
  WiFi	
  exposure	
  does	
  not	
  pose	
  a	
  health	
  risk	
  for	
  children	
  is	
  in	
  stark	
  
contrast	
  to	
  the	
  consensus	
  opinion	
  of	
  current	
  U.S.	
  and	
  international	
  health	
  agencies.	
  
	
  
The	
  American	
  Academy	
  of	
  Environmental	
  Medicine,	
  in	
  a	
  previously	
  submitted	
  
comment	
  referencing	
  the	
  bias	
  inherent	
  in	
  DOH’s	
  draft	
  report,	
  says:	
  

	
  

“The	
  AAEM	
  strongly	
  supports	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  wired	
  Internet	
  connections,	
  and	
  encourages	
  
avoidance	
  of	
  radiofrequency	
  such	
  as	
  from	
  WiFi,	
  cellular	
  and	
  mobile	
  phones	
  and	
  
towers,	
  and	
  “smart	
  meters.”	
  

The	
  peer	
  reviewed,	
  scientific	
  literature	
  demonstrates	
  the	
  correlation	
  between	
  RF	
  
exposure	
  and	
  neurological,	
  cardiac,	
  and	
  pulmonary	
  disease	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  reproductive	
  
and	
  developmental	
  disorders,	
  immune	
  dysfunction,	
  cancer	
  and	
  other	
  health	
  
conditions.	
  The	
  evidence	
  is	
  irrefutable.	
  Despite	
  this	
  research,	
  claims	
  have	
  been	
  
made	
  that	
  studies	
  correlating	
  emissions	
  from	
  WiFi,	
  phones,	
  smart	
  meters,	
  etc.	
  	
   with	
  
adverse	
  health	
  effects	
  do	
  not	
  exist.	
  

In	
  May	
  2011	
  the	
  World	
  Health	
  Organization	
  elevated	
  exposure	
  to	
  wireless	
  
radiation,	
  including	
  WiFi,	
  into	
  the	
  Class	
  2b	
  list	
  of	
  Carcinogens;	
  recent	
  research	
  
strengthens	
  the	
  level	
  of	
  evidence	
  regarding	
  carcinogenicity.”	
  

	
  
The	
  World	
  Health	
  Organization’s	
  classification	
  of	
  WiFi	
  as	
  a	
  possible	
  carcinogen	
  places	
  
it	
  in	
  the	
  same	
  2B	
  health	
  risk	
  category	
  as	
  lead	
  and	
  DDT.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
And,	
  yet,	
  WA	
  State	
  DOH	
  staff	
  	
  (after	
  “cherry	
  picking”	
  which	
  reports	
  to	
  include	
  in	
  their	
  
assessment	
  and	
  by	
  whitewashing	
  conclusions	
  that	
  express	
  a	
  health	
  risk	
  from	
  WiFi)	
  
have	
  concluded	
  that	
  “…based	
  on	
   current	
  evidence,	
  the	
  low	
  level	
  RF	
  exposure	
  produced	
  
by	
  Wi-­‐Fi	
  is	
  unlikely	
  to	
  pose	
  a	
  health	
  risk.”	
  
	
  
This	
  report’s	
  blatantly	
  cavalier	
  and	
  unprofessional	
  assessment	
  is	
  WRONG!	
  	
  This	
  draft	
  
report	
  must	
  be	
  deemed	
  biased	
  and	
  its	
  conclusion	
  must	
  be	
  ignored.	
  
	
   	
  



WA	
  State	
  Department	
  of	
  Health’s	
  Current	
  Assessment	
  of	
  WiFi	
  in	
  Schools	
  
Violates	
  DOH	
  Mission	
  and	
  Ethics	
  Statements	
  

From	
  Department	
  of	
  Health’s	
  (DOH)	
  website:	
  

Mission	
  

“The	
  Department	
  of	
  Health	
  works	
  to	
  protect	
  and	
  improve	
  the	
  health	
  of	
  people	
  in	
  
Washington	
  State.”	
  

Ethics	
  

“We	
  honor	
  the	
  public's	
  trust	
  and	
  maintain	
  the	
  highest	
  standards	
  of	
  accountability	
  and	
  
ethics.”	
  

	
  

This	
  email	
  submission,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  the	
  submission	
  by	
  others,	
  shows	
  that	
  the	
  DOH’s	
  
assessment	
  of	
  the	
  health	
  risks	
  from	
  WiFi	
  in	
  schools	
  violates	
  its	
  mission	
  to	
  “protect	
  the	
  
health	
  of	
  people	
  in	
  Washington	
  State”	
  by	
  omitting	
  key	
  health	
  agency	
  reports	
  that	
  
express	
  concerns	
  about	
  the	
  health	
  risks	
  from	
  exposure	
  to	
  WIFI	
  in	
  schools.	
  	
  DOH’s	
  
assessment	
  also	
  violates	
  the	
  ethics	
  statement	
  to	
  “honor	
  the	
  public’s	
  trust	
  and	
  maintain	
  
the	
  highest	
  standards	
  of	
  accountability	
  and	
  ethics”	
  by	
  modifying	
  international	
  health	
  
agency	
  report	
  findings	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  conform	
  with	
  DOH’s	
  biased	
  agenda	
  to	
  prove	
  that	
  WiFi	
  
is	
  safe.	
  

Facts	
  pointing	
  to	
  suspicious	
  and	
  unethical	
  actions	
  that	
  occurred	
  in	
  the	
  preparation	
  of	
  
this	
  draft	
  report	
  are	
  listed	
  below:	
  
	
  
1. Re-­‐wording	
  to	
  downplay	
  possible	
  risk	
  mentioned	
  in	
  a	
  study	
  done	
  on	
  WiFi	
  in	
  

schools	
  was	
  found	
  in	
  a	
  previous	
  December	
  draft	
  version	
  of	
  this	
  DOH	
  report	
  
(obtained	
  via	
  a	
  WA	
  State	
  Public	
  Records	
  Act	
  request).	
  	
  Note	
  the	
  following	
  comment	
  
at	
  the	
  end,	
  just	
  before	
  App	
  A–	
  

	
  
BEFORE:	
  	
  “One	
  report…..actually	
  measured	
  the	
  exposure	
  to	
  RF	
  in	
  school	
  settings,	
  
and	
  concluded	
  that	
  as	
  long	
  as	
  manufacturer’s	
  recommendations	
  were	
  being	
  
followed,	
  the	
  safety	
  thresholds	
  used	
  in	
  the	
  ICNIRP	
  were	
  not	
  exceeded.	
  	
  [re-­‐word	
  so	
  
does	
  not	
  imply	
  danger	
  if	
  recommendations	
  are	
  not	
  followed]”	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  

	
  
It	
  is	
  not	
  clear	
  who	
  made	
  the	
  directive	
  to	
  “re-­‐word”	
  the	
  statement,	
  but	
  re-­‐word	
  they	
  did	
  
as	
  documented	
  below.	
  
	
  
In	
  DOH’s	
  current	
  final	
  draft	
  released,	
  the	
  above	
  phrase	
  from	
  the	
  December	
  draft	
  was	
  
changed	
  to,	
  	
  



	
  
AFTER:	
  “One	
  report…..measured	
  the	
  magnitude	
  of	
  exposure	
  to	
  RF	
  in	
  schools	
  
settings,	
  and	
  concluded	
  that	
  levels	
  were	
  far	
  below	
  the	
  international	
  threshold.”	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  

	
  
	
  
2. Karen	
  Nold,	
  who	
  originally	
  brought	
  this	
  issue	
  to	
  the	
  attention	
  of	
  Office	
  of	
  Public	
  

Instruction	
  and	
  Department	
  of	
  Health	
  emailed	
  the	
  assessment	
  team	
  and	
  informed	
  
them	
  that	
  they	
  must	
  include	
  findings	
  from	
  the	
  2013	
  French	
  health	
  agency	
  report	
  as	
  
this	
  report	
  met	
  their	
  assessment	
  criteria.	
  

	
  
An	
  email	
  exchange	
  between	
  2	
  staff	
  members	
  on	
  the	
  team	
  admitted	
  to	
  seeing	
  her	
  
comment	
  about	
  using	
  the	
  newer	
  version	
  of	
  the	
  French	
  report	
  -­‐	
  	
  the	
  Dept	
  of	
  Health	
  staff	
  
member	
  on	
  the	
  assessment	
  team	
  stated,	
  	
  “Karen	
  Nold’s	
  email	
  included	
  a	
  reference	
  to	
  a	
  
new	
  report	
  put	
  out	
  by	
  the	
  French	
  Agence	
  Nationale	
  de	
  Securite	
  Sanitaire…..probably	
  
meets	
  our	
  criteria.”	
  
	
  
However,	
  this	
  new	
  2013	
  report	
  was	
  NOT	
  included	
  in	
  the	
  final	
  draft.	
  	
  The	
  older	
  2005	
  
version	
  of	
  the	
  French	
  report	
  appears	
  in	
  DOH’s	
  final	
  draft….and	
  was	
  NOT	
  replaced	
  with	
  
the	
  2013	
  update,	
  in	
  spite	
  of	
  the	
  teams’	
  admission	
  of	
  knowing	
  of	
  its	
  existence.	
  	
  This	
  is	
  
probably	
  due	
  to	
  the	
  fact	
  that	
  the	
  2013	
  French	
  health	
  agency	
  update	
  says	
  the	
  following,	
  
	
  

	
  “Faced	
  with	
  the	
  rapid	
  development	
  of	
  wireless	
  technologies,	
  ANSES	
  issues	
  
recommendations	
  for	
  limiting	
  exposure	
  to	
  radiofrequencies,	
  especially	
  for	
  the	
  
most	
  vulnerable	
  populations.”…..”ANSES	
  recommends	
  limiting	
  the	
  population’s	
  
exposure	
  to	
  radiofrequencies…..especially	
  for	
  children	
  and	
  intensive	
  users	
  and	
  
controlling	
  the	
  overall	
  exposure	
  that	
  results	
  from	
  relay	
  antennas	
  [cell	
  
towers]…”	
  

	
  
In	
  spite	
  of	
  admitting	
  in	
  an	
  email	
  that	
  the	
  2013	
  French	
  report	
  met	
  their	
  criteria….the	
  
2005	
  report	
  was	
  included	
  in	
  the	
  assessment	
  with	
  no	
  mention	
  of	
  the	
  2013	
  update.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
And,	
  the	
  team	
  even	
  whitewashed	
  what	
  they	
  included	
  from	
  the	
  outdated	
  French	
  2005	
  
report	
  (proven	
  by	
  comparing	
  their	
  older	
  Dec	
  draft	
  to	
  the	
  current	
  final	
  draft.)	
  	
  The	
  
December	
  DOH	
  draft	
  report	
  included	
  the	
  following	
  statement	
  in	
  their	
  summary	
  from	
  
the	
  2005	
  French	
  Health	
  Agency	
  ANSES	
  report:	
  

BEFORE:	
  	
  Regarding	
  cell	
  phones:	
  they	
  recommend	
  a	
  precautionary	
  approach	
  to	
  
reduce	
  cell	
  phone	
  RF	
  exposure	
  by	
  using	
  hands-­‐free	
  kits,	
  buying	
  phones	
  with	
  low	
  
SAR	
  levels,	
  etc.	
  Regarding	
  base	
  stations/cell	
  towers:	
  they	
  recommend	
  
implementing	
  a	
  precautionary	
  approach	
  that	
  involves	
  developing	
  a	
  plan	
  to	
  
measure	
  exposure	
  and	
  following	
  "an	
  attitude	
  of	
  continuous	
  dialogue	
  with	
  local	
  
government	
  officials	
  and	
  the	
  public..."	
  They	
  do	
  not	
  issue	
  recommendations	
  
concerning	
  Wi-­‐Fi.	
  
	
  



However,	
  in	
  the	
  DOH	
  final	
  draft	
  version,	
  the	
  above	
  Dec	
  draft	
  report’s	
  2005	
  French	
  
agency	
  conclusion	
  was	
  blatantly	
  changed	
  to	
  the	
  following:	
  

AFTER:	
  	
  (p.	
  97)	
  “The	
  expert	
  group	
  feels	
  that	
  it	
  cannot	
  currently	
  draw	
  definitive	
  
conclusions	
  concerning	
  the	
  existence	
  of	
  adverse	
  health	
  effects	
  caused	
  by	
  the	
  
electromagnetic	
  fields	
  resulting	
  from	
  mobile	
  telephony."	
  

(p.	
  79)	
  Wi-­‐Fi	
  uses	
  the	
  same	
  frequency	
  as	
  cell	
  phones,	
  but	
  the	
  exposure	
  is	
  at	
  a	
  
lower	
  level.	
  There	
  is	
  a	
  lot	
  known	
  about	
  the	
  biological	
  effects	
  of	
  this	
  exposure,	
  
and	
  the	
  results	
  have	
  overwhelmingly	
  not	
  shown	
  adverse	
  effects	
  at	
  the	
  
exposure	
  levels	
  provided	
  by	
  Wi-­‐Fi.	
  	
  

Note	
  that	
  the	
  DOH	
  research	
  team	
  used	
  their	
  own	
  opinion	
  here	
  and	
  not	
  a	
  quotation	
  from	
  
the	
  actual	
  report	
  itself	
  –	
  completely	
  changing	
  the	
  conclusion	
  of	
  the	
  2005	
  report’s	
  actual	
  
finding.	
  	
  	
  

They	
  also	
  blatantly	
  removed	
  the	
  2005	
  report’s	
  recommendation	
  that	
  health	
  agencies	
  
and	
  governments	
  take	
  “precautionary”	
  steps.	
  	
  This	
  is	
  another	
  omission	
  that	
  points	
  to	
  
an	
  intentional	
  cover-­‐up	
  by	
  DOH	
  staff	
  of	
  the	
  truth	
  about	
  the	
  health	
  risks	
  of	
  WiFi	
  to	
  
children.	
  
	
  
	
  
3. In	
  the	
  earlier	
  Dec	
  draft	
  version,	
  under	
  the	
  section	
  called	
  “Documents	
  Review	
  

Process”	
  they	
  stated	
  the	
  following:	
  	
  
	
  

“Finally,	
  for	
  each	
  document,	
  the	
  working	
  group	
  summarized	
  a)	
  the	
  overall	
  scientific	
  
findings,	
  including	
  uncertainties;	
  b)	
  the	
  policy	
  recommendations,	
  if	
  given;	
  and	
  c)	
  the	
  
documents’	
  position	
  on	
  how	
  the	
  precautionary	
  principle	
  applies,	
  if	
  given.	
  “	
  

Yet,	
  in	
  DOH’s	
  final	
  draft	
  report,	
  this	
  reference	
  to	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  precautionary	
  principle	
  is	
  
removed!	
  	
  

In	
  Scott	
  Van	
  Verst’s	
  own	
  definition	
  of	
  the	
  Precautionary	
  Principle	
  from	
  an	
  email	
  
exchange	
  obtained	
  through	
  a	
  public	
  records	
  request:	
  

“The	
  precautionary	
  principle	
  states	
  that	
  in	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  scientific	
  consensus	
  that	
  
an	
  action	
  may	
  be	
  harmful,	
  decision	
  makers	
  may	
  make	
  policy	
  assuming	
  the	
  action	
  is	
  
harmful.”	
  

	
  
NOTE:	
  	
  Many	
  health	
  agencies	
  and	
  governments	
  rely	
  upon	
  the	
  Precautionary	
  Principle	
  to	
  
protect	
  their	
  citizen’s	
  public	
  health.	
  	
  Every	
  RECENT	
  international	
  health	
  agency	
  report	
  
has	
  determined	
  that	
  there	
  is	
  cause	
  for	
  concern	
  regarding	
  the	
  risk	
  of	
  microwave	
  
radiation	
  exposure	
  on	
  children.	
  	
  	
  In	
  the	
  face	
  of	
  evidence	
  of	
  a	
  health	
  risk	
  from	
  microwave	
  



radiation/radio	
  frequency	
  (RF)	
  exposure,	
  France	
  and	
  other	
  countries	
  are	
  taking	
  
precautionary	
  steps	
  to	
  reduce	
  WIFI	
  exposure	
  in	
  classrooms	
  and	
  restricting	
  location	
  of	
  
cell	
  towers	
  on	
  schools,	
  etc.	
  

Obviously,	
  the	
  team	
  initially	
  was	
  trying	
  to	
  do	
  the	
  correct	
  thing	
  by	
  analyzing	
  international	
  
health	
  agency	
  reports	
  regarding	
  recommendations	
  in	
  the	
  face	
  of	
  uncertainty	
  about	
  a	
  
potentially	
  dangerous	
  exposure.	
  	
  This	
  is	
  what	
  public	
  health	
  agencies	
  DO.	
  	
  	
  	
  

But,	
  someone	
  in	
  the	
  DOH	
  decided	
  that	
  inclusion	
  of	
  precautionary	
  actions	
  and	
  
recommendations	
  taken	
  by	
  other	
  international	
  government	
  health	
  agencies	
  should	
  NOT	
  
be	
  mentioned.	
  	
  Obviously,	
  mentioning	
  these	
  statements	
  would	
  lead	
  to	
  the	
  conclusion	
  
that	
  the	
  State	
  of	
  WA	
  must	
  ALSO	
  recommend	
  precautionary	
  action	
  given	
  that	
  wireless	
  
exposure	
  to	
  children	
  is	
  a	
  possible	
  carcinogen	
  about	
  which	
  there	
  are	
  concerns	
  as	
  to	
  its	
  
safety.	
  	
  	
  

The	
  mention	
  of	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  Precautionary	
  Principle	
  that	
  appeared	
  in	
  the	
  earlier	
  
December	
  DOH	
  draft	
  report	
  did	
  not	
  appear	
  in	
  the	
  current	
  version.	
  

DOH	
  has	
  read	
  the	
  reports	
  that	
  declare	
  this	
  exposure	
  has	
  been	
  shown	
  to	
  be	
  a	
  health	
  
risk	
  to	
  humans	
  at	
  levels	
  below	
  the	
  international	
  exposure	
  standard;	
  DOH	
  knows	
  that	
  
the	
  ethical	
  action	
  to	
  take	
  is	
  to	
  err	
  on	
  the	
  side	
  of	
  precaution	
  and	
  to	
  issue	
  an	
  alert	
  of	
  
possible	
  health	
  risks	
  from	
  WIFI	
  and	
  to	
  initiate	
  policy	
  actions	
  to	
  monitor/reduce	
  
exposure	
  levels	
  to	
  protect	
  the	
  health	
  of	
  students	
  and	
  staff.	
  

This	
  intentional	
  deletion	
  of	
  reference	
  to	
  other	
  health	
  agencies’	
  use	
  of	
  the	
  Precautionary	
  
Principle	
  indicates	
  highly	
  unethical	
  behavior	
  on	
  the	
  part	
  of	
  DOH	
  staff.	
  	
  	
  

	
  

DOH	
  Must	
  Re-­‐design	
  its	
  Study	
  to	
  Ensure	
  an	
  Unbiased	
  and	
  Thorough	
  
Review	
  of	
  Current	
  Health	
  Agency	
  Reports	
  

We	
  call	
  upon	
  the	
  WA	
  State	
  Department	
  of	
  Health	
  and	
  the	
  Office	
  of	
  Superintendent	
  of	
  
Public	
  Instruction	
  to	
  direct	
  their	
  staff	
  to	
  redesign	
  this	
  study	
  to	
  include	
  blatantly	
  omitted	
  
reports	
  such	
  as	
  the	
  2013	
  French	
  Health	
  Agency	
  overview,	
  and	
  to	
  refrain	
  from	
  the	
  
deceptive	
  strategy	
  of	
  equating	
  minor,	
  obsolete	
  agency	
  findings	
  with	
  those	
  of	
  top	
  
international	
  health	
  agencies	
  such	
  as	
  the	
  World	
  Health	
  Organization.	
  	
  	
  

Specifically,	
  to	
  ensure	
  an	
  unbiased,	
  thorough	
  review,	
  the	
  following	
  must	
  occur:	
  

• Only	
  consider	
  recent	
  health	
  reports	
  published	
  after	
  2011	
  as	
  prior	
  reports	
  
relied	
  upon	
  only	
  a	
  small	
  number	
  of	
  studies.	
  

	
  



• Do	
  NOT	
  allow	
  DOH	
  and	
  OSPI	
  staff	
  to	
  paraphrase	
  health	
  agency	
  report	
  
findings	
  as	
  they	
  have	
  done	
  in	
  the	
  current	
  draft.	
  	
  It	
  is	
  obvious	
  they	
  
“corrupted”	
  the	
  results	
  in	
  many	
  reports	
  with	
  wording	
  that	
  reflected	
  their	
  
biased	
  opinion.	
  	
  Report	
  conclusions	
  MUST	
  be	
  exact	
  quotations	
  from	
  the	
  
original	
  agency	
  document	
  and	
  not	
  “whitewashed”	
  paraphrasing	
  by	
  DOH	
  
staff.	
  

	
  

• As	
  initially	
  intended,	
  DOH	
  should	
  include	
  and	
  seriously	
  consider	
  the	
  
suggestions	
  of	
  key	
  health	
  agencies	
  with	
  respect	
  to	
  the	
  Precautionary	
  
Principle	
  if	
  DOH	
  is	
  indeed	
  to	
  “maintain	
  the	
  highest	
  standards	
  of	
  
accountability	
  and	
  ethics.”	
  

	
  
DOH’s	
  calling	
  for	
  inaction	
  in	
  the	
  face	
  of	
  documented	
  health	
  risks	
  of	
  WIFI	
  exposure	
  on	
  
children	
  is	
  unprofessional	
  and	
  cowardly!	
  	
  Re-­‐writing	
  and	
  downplaying	
  possible	
  dangers	
  
from	
  exposure	
  to	
  WIFI	
  and	
  to	
  skew	
  results	
  of	
  DOH’s	
  assessment	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  avoid	
  
having	
  to	
  take	
  action	
  is	
  unethical	
  and	
  calls	
  for	
  a	
  thorough	
  investigation	
  by	
  the	
  WA	
  
Senate	
  Health	
  Committee	
  on	
  possible	
  fraudulent	
  activity	
  within	
  the	
  DOH.	
  
	
  
Concerned	
  Washington	
  citizens	
  have	
  contacted	
  Health	
  Committee	
  chair	
  Senator	
  
Becker‘s	
  staff	
  about	
  our	
  concerns	
  regarding	
  the	
  “coverup”	
  of	
  WIFI	
  health	
  risks	
  
indicated	
  in	
  the	
  draft	
  report	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  from	
  emails	
  and	
  a	
  previous	
  draft	
  report	
  
obtained	
  by	
  a	
  WA	
  State	
  Public	
  Records	
  Act	
  request.	
  	
  If	
  DOH	
  persists	
  with	
  the	
  charade	
  
masked	
  as	
  a	
  legitimate	
  scientific	
  assessment	
  of	
  international	
  health	
  agency	
  
conclusions	
  on	
  the	
  health	
  risks	
  of	
  WIFI	
  exposure	
  on	
  children,	
  we	
  will	
  put	
  political	
  
pressure	
  on	
  our	
  state	
  representatives	
  to	
  undertake	
  an	
  ethical	
  review	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  
possible.	
  

The	
  World	
  Health	
  Organization	
  has	
  declared	
  the	
  microwave	
  emissions	
  from	
  WIFI	
  a	
  
possible	
  carcinogen	
  –	
  this	
  alone	
  justifies	
  DOH	
  to	
  make	
  policy	
  decisions	
  based	
  upon	
  
concerns	
  that	
  WIFI	
  exposure	
  is	
  harmful	
  to	
  children.	
  	
  

	
  

DOH’s	
  Call	
  for	
  Inaction	
  in	
  the	
  Face	
  of	
  Documented	
  Harm	
  Exposes	
  WA	
  
State	
  to	
  Future	
  Legal	
  Liability	
  for	
  Class	
  Action	
  Public	
  Health	
  Claims	
  

Failing	
  to	
  act	
  in	
  the	
  face	
  of	
  potential	
  harm	
  to	
  public	
  school	
  students	
  and	
  staff	
  would	
  be	
  
not	
  only	
  a	
  breach	
  of	
  WA	
  citizens’	
  trust…..it	
  would	
  expose	
  WA	
  State	
  to	
  future	
  legal	
  
liability	
  (at	
  enormous	
  taxpayer	
  expense)	
  for	
  failure	
  to	
  protect	
  citizens	
  while	
  
advocating	
  for	
  forced	
  exposure	
  of	
  children	
  and	
  teachers	
  to	
  a	
  toxic	
  “substance”	
  that	
  
	
   	
  



has	
  been	
  declared	
  a	
  class	
  2B	
  carcinogen	
  by	
  the	
  WHO’s	
  International	
  Agency	
  for	
  
Research	
  on	
  Cancer.	
  	
  	
  	
  

The	
  citizens	
  of	
  Washington	
  State	
  rely	
  upon	
  you	
  to	
  tell	
  them	
  the	
  truth	
  and	
  to	
  maintain	
  
the	
  highest	
  standards	
  of	
  accountability	
  and	
  ethics.	
  	
  DOH	
  is	
  mandated	
  to	
  protect	
  the	
  
health	
  of	
  the	
  people	
  of	
  WA	
  State,	
  not	
  to	
  make	
  politically	
  “safe”	
  decisions	
  that	
  benefit	
  
the	
  telecom	
  industry’s	
  financial	
  interests.	
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