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Mr. \Jol-m W. Fon{:ara, _Co—Chair
Ms. Vickie Orsin_i Nardello, Co—CEair
Senator K evin Witkos, Raﬂking chublican
chrcscntativc Sean Williams, Ranking RcPuBlican
and Mcmbcrs of the Encrgg and chl'moiogg (ommittee
Encrgg and chi—mo]ogg (ommittee
Koom 3900, chis}ativc Office E)uilc]ing
Hartford, (T 04106

Dcar Encrgg and chhnologg Co—Chairs, Ranking Mcmbcrs, and. Committcc:

Do you remember the first time someone offered you a cigarette, or Perhaps that you
considered smoking? You had a choice to make and we now know that choice Potcn’ciany
affected the future cncgour health and welfare. Ourchildrcn are Faced with a similar situation,
one that could be scriouslg detrimental to their health in years to come, with two imPortant
Cfisi:incfirons: i) the “choice” has been taken out of their handsand P]accd in the hands of the
Connccticutﬁiting Counci! as guidcd by the Tc]ccommunications Act of 1996, and 2.}

“conventional wisdom?” says at this time there isr't cnougln research to prove the health

effects of rcpcatcd and consistent K]: exposure (thouglﬁ rcccntlg it seems you can’t turn on
the TV, Pick up a magazine or the newspapey without seeing a Piccc that calls into qucstion
the sagctg of cellular tcchnoIogﬂ, most rcccntlg discussed in | ime magazine, The CBS
Evcning News and w( magazinc/Dr. Oz) and the | elecommunications Actof 1996
prevents the topic from even bcing raised. Remcmbcr when ’tl‘scg told us cigarettes were safe
and how Iong it took to prove what we alf instinctivclﬂ knew - - that thcg weren't? Al that’s
left for our children to do is Potcntiaug suffer from the myriad health effects associated with

having a Cell Tower sited close to a location where they are federally mandated and locally-
districted to spend the majority of their day - - at their school.




] am writing to urge you to 5uPPort (Raisczd) HB No. 5504 concerning the siting of cell

towers near sc]']oo[s.

We feed our children organic foods to prevent exposure to Pcs’cicidcs and other additives we
think may be harmful to their hcalt!—n, we no longcr use Pcsticiclcs on our lawns or on their
Playing fields, some schools are even removing the rccgcfcd rubber on their Playgrouncls and
Plaging fields due to fears about its saicc’cg, and we don’t use certain types of Plastic for babg
bottles or heat Plastic in the microwaves because of fears of taxic emissions or residue. AH
of this because we know children are more sensitive to environmental contaminants {and ’c_i—:at
includes microwave radiation) and want to be “on the safe side” when it comes to the health
and 5aFct3 of our children. However, our children and we, on their behalf, currcntlg have no
mcaningfu] say in the matter of where Cell T owers get sited in ourtowns. Doesn’t it make

sense that we err on the side of Prccaution in this matter as well?

And {_onneciicutis not alone in voicing their desire For.a Precautionary aPProacH Falm
Beach, Pl Los Angclcs, CA; Arcata, (alifornia; (great Baz‘rington, MA; Vancouver -~
School Board, British (Columbia, (Canada; The [ntcrnationa! Association oF-T:ircwcightcrs,

and the [:_uropcan Farliament, to namcjust a few rccognize the need to set some kind of

Prioritics and standards for where these towers get sited.

By supporting this bill you will send a message loud and clear that (onnecticut holds the
health and welfare of its children as of the utmost irﬁPortancc, and that the “grcatcrgoocl” is

not served ]:;5 iocating such structures in close Proximity o schools.

Flease, as a parent of 9 year old twins an concerned member of the community, kccP our

children as your toP Prioritg. Thcq can't choose where thcg goto school, but you can

choose to kcep them safe in those schools.

Sinccrclﬂ, _

Karcn Agoub



