
Resolution To Reduce Electromagnetic Exposures, End School Technology Mandates, 
& Regulate Youth and School Privacy

Whereas, the City of _______,  in alignment with the Constitution of the Commonwealth and 
the Declaration of Independence, affirms the right to life, liberty, and happiness; and 

Whereas, wireless facilities risk loss of health and happiness due to electromagnetic 
emissions, as documented by reports from local citizens and in recent peer-reviewed studies 
by the Ramazzini Institute, U.S. National Toxicological Program, and Bioiniative Report, in 
addition to other scientific research and reviews, with particularly concerning neurological and
reproductive impacts in addition to cancer; and 

Whereas, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) lacks medical or scientific 
expertise, relies on outdated 1994 guidelines accounting only for use of thirty minutes or less, 
and has failed to ensure current, research-based guidelines for chronic exposure; and 

Whereas, the FCC guidelines were formulated by a small group of members allowed to vote 
with the International Committee of Electromagnetic Safety (ICES) within the Institute of 
Electronic and Electrical Engineers (IEEE) dominated by industry lobbyists and military 
personnel with vested interests in allowing unregulated wireless communications; and

Whereas, the FCC continues to ignore criticism of its cell phone standards by the 
Government Accountability Office, scientists, and doctors including the American Academy of 
Pediatrics;i

Whereas, electromagnetic emissions from wireless facilities risk loss of health and thus 
happiness, as documented in recent peer-reviewed studies by the Ramazzini Institute, 
National Toxicological Program, and listed in the Bioiniative Report or by Dr. Joel Moskowitz 
at Electromagnetic Radiation Safety, and as discussed in the International EMF Scientist 
Appeal and in testimony from Massachusetts citizens; and 

Whereas, our children are daily exposed to ambient or intense electromagnetic emissions 
from routers, screens, devices, cellphones, and wireless infrastructure, and that our own state
educational standards require digital use for communication beginning in pre-kindergarten, 
despite the lack of meaningful quality control for wireless health risks and despite the lack of 
hard-wired infrastructure—and despite questions around risks of privacy and social, 
emotional, and physical health surrounding technology use; and

Whereas, the FCC has dropped environmental and historical review for 5G infrastructure; ii 
and 

Whereas, wireless facilities risk agricultural and climate health including that of trees, soil, and
pollinators, as discussed in the the International Appeal to Stop 5G on Earth and in Space 
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and as summarized in 2019 testimony submitted by Last Tree Laws to the Massachusetts 
Joint Committee of Public Health;iii and 

Whereas, the continuing investment in 5G and exponential use of technology for smart cities 
ignores in tandem exponential energy, mining, and E-waste and pollution costs; iv v viand 

Whereas, 5G wireless is a commercial endeavor which fails to demonstrate unique public 
benefits while being more costly and, like all wireless, being more energy-intensive than wired
infrastructure, yet ironically taxpayers subsidize this as well as all wireless infrastructure; and 

Whereas, proximity to wireless infrastructure increases power density exposures and yet 
industry claims the small cell towers or antennas utilized for 5G wireless may be needed on 
every block and simultaneously the FCC encourages multiple providers to co-locate antennas
once one is established; and

Whereas, the FCC recently proposed a rule to allow wireless companies to place powerful 5G
antennas on top of private homes in neighborhoods, bypassing regulation, permitting, fees,  
registration and even landlord consent;vii and 

Whereas, the FCC is intent on usurping local zoning power to establish 5G and other wireless
facilities, neglecting both property rights, liberty, and health and safety;viii and 

Whereas, 5G power density allows for reliance upon and operation of artificial intelligence, 
smart cities, and the Internet of Things despite significant questions of security, creating a 
large new attack surface for cyber-criminals to exact havoc upon not just websites but 
systems such as subway systems, lighting, parking, emergency systems, driverless cars, and 
traffic controls;ix x and 

Whereas, the military claims 5G has potential to link “multiple systems into a broader network”
to share “real time” information and allow a “host of new technologies and missions” but fails 
to consider whether investment in such technologies breaches questions of civil, human, or 
environmental rights such as exemplified by electronic warfare trainings on public lands 
despite substantial legal and public opposition;xi xii xiii xiv xv xvi and

Whereas, 5G wireless facilities may risk liberty, including the right to protection from 
unreasonable searches and seizures, by greatly facilitating a surveillance state and artificial 
intelligence through densification of the Internet of Things, pin-point tracking through 
specialized, nearby antennas, and artificial intelligence capable of profiling and identifying 
individuals.xvii xviii xix xx xxi 

Whereas, legislation is currently placed before the state legislature to roll back wireless 
infrastructure, invest in hard-wiring the state, end school technology mandates, secure school
privacy protections, inform patients of the need to reduce exposure, and take other measures 
to reduce electromagnetic exposures or protect privacy rights. 
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Whereas, legislation is currently placed before the federal legislature to roll back the FCC’s 
new rules and further protect privacy rights. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the _________ of ________, Massachusetts, 
encourages the citizens of _______ to deliver testimony to the State House, federal 
legislators, and the Attorney General to halt further wireless infrastructure and instead roll 
back in favor of hard-wired infrastructure as well as disabling mandates for digital instruction 
within our schools; and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED,  that the ________ urges our United States Congressman and
Senators actively work for the repeal of the parts of Telecommunications Act of 1994 and 
those Orders that violate fundamental rights and liberties as stated in the Constitutions of the 
Commonwealth and the United States including those not stated and retained by the people, 
such as ambient privacy and protection from digital manipulation; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ______ urges the Legislature to establish a safer and 
more secure communications system, hard-wire Internet access, and disable educational 
mandates to utilize technology, the latter in order to reduce wireless exposure and allow for 
student and community choices regarding technology use; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the ________ urges school officials acting within the City 
to limit wireless exposure and work to inform students and guardians of alternatives to 
electromagnetic or wireless exposure; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Administrative Assistant to the City Council shall cause
a copy of this resolution to be sent to the legislators for our city, Governor Charles Baker, 
Attorney General Maura Healey, the state Board of Education, the Secretary of Education, as 
well as to the House Speaker Robert DeLeo, Senate President Karen Spilka, and to all 
members of the Commonwealth’s Ways and Means Committee as well as Joint Committees 
of Public Health, Telecommunications, Education, Higher Education, and Environment, 
Natural Resources, and Agriculture. 
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