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Dear Ms. Dortch:

On August 2, 2005, on behalf of TOWERSWITCH, LLC (“Towerswitch”), Michael Millard
and Gary Minker of Towerswitch, and Lee W. Shubert of KATTEN MUCHIN ROSENMAN
LLP, met with Robert F. Cleveland and Edwin Mantiply to discuss issues pertaining to the
above-referenced proceeding involving the Notice of Proposed Rule Making concerning
Proposed Changes in the Commission’s Rules Regarding Human Exposure to Radiofre-
quency Electromagnetic Fields (“NPRM™). In particular, the discussion focused upon
Paragraph 38 of the NPRM and the language that exposed individuals ... receive written
and verbal information ....” Towerswitch urged that the term “verbal” be changed to “au-
ral.”

The focus of the recommendation for the language change is that frequently transmitter
sites are accessed by workers or members of the public who are unfamiliar with the prob-
lerns and risks inherent in RF exposure. Messrs. Millard and Minker explained that a rea-
sonable and cost effective solution to that problem is to provide for on-site, succinct, aural
messages delivered at the time an RF facility is accessed or approached. The aural mes-
sage(s) may be dispensed by a simple, solar-powered, multiple message record-playback
device that is actuated by any variety of perimeter triggers, including motion sensors, pres-
sure switches, door/gate sensors, or a push-button activator. Such a device is capable, in a
short period of time, of communicating much more information than signage, and has the
capability of disseminating multilingual information, thereby overcoming literacy or lan-
guage barriers. Moreover, technology permits aural messages to be tailored to spectfic
conditions, facilities or a site, and to be easily and readily modified or updated, depending
on circumstances. In less than three minutes, a visitor — whether an invitee or trespasser —
may be specifically enlightened concerning radiation exposure hazards, safety require-
ments, compliance obligations, or location, contact or emergency information.

No. of Copigs rec'd
ListABCDE

WASHINGTON, DC  NEW YORK  LOS ANGELES ~ CHICAGO  CHARLOTTE  PALOALTO  IRVING  WWW.KATTENLAW.COM
41609637_2.DOC

A law partnership including professional corporations



http://WWW.KATTENLAW.COM

KattenMuchinRosenman LLP

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq.
August 11, 2005
Page 2

During the course of the meeting, Messrs. Millard and Minker demonstrated the Collo-
Com ~ Solar Datalogger™" which is a device designed for audio safety messaging, and that
suitably would serve to edify the general population or occupational personnel of hazards
inherent in potentially high RF locations, including how to avoid or minimize the perils.

In consideration of the versatility of on-site aural messaging devices, Towerswitch appeals
to the Commission to consider modification of the language of the new rules respecting
human exposure to RF to substitute the term “aural” (connoting communication via hear-
ing, using both words and sounds) in lieu of the term “verbal” (connoting only the use of
words), and that it consider commercially reasonable obligations for on-site, multi-lingual,
aural signaling to apprise the public — whether invitees, trespassers, the masses or occupa-
tional personnel — of the particularized RF hazards of any RF site. Suggested language for
Note 1, to Table 1, of Section 1.1310 1s appended hereto as Attachment 1.

In accordance with Section 1.1206 of the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.1206, kindly
associated this correspondence with ET Docket No. 03-137.

cc:  Robert F. Cleveland, Ph.D. - Vig e-mail
Mr. Edwin Mantiply - ditto
Mr. Michael Millard - ditto
Mr. Gary Minker - ditto
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TOWERSWITCH, LLC ATTACHMENT 1
AUGUST 11, 2005

[Suggested Language for § 1.1310, Note 1 to Table 1, Annotated."]

NOTE 1 to TABLE 1: The occupational/controlled limits of Table 1 apply in situations in
which persons are exposed as a consequence of their employment provided those persons
are fully aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control over their exposure.
Limits for occupational/controlled exposure also apply in situations when an individual is
transient through a location where occupational/controlled limits apply provided he or she
is made aware of the potential for exposure. The phrase fully aware in the context of apply-
ing these exposure limits means that an exposed individual has received written and verbal
aural information concerning the potential for RF exposure. With the exception of transient
individuals as specified above, it also means that an exposed individual has received com-
prehensive training regarding appropriate work practices relating to controlling or mitigat-
ing his or her exposure. Such training is not required for transient individuals, but they
must receive written erverbal and aural information and notification (for example, warning
signs and multiple message record-playback (or similar) devices) concerning thetr expo-
sure potential and appropriate means available to mitigate their exposure. The phrase exer-
cise control means that an exposed individual is allowed to reduce or avoid exposure by
administrative or engineering work practices, such as use of personal protective equipment
or time-averaging of exposure.

l’-Language: recommended for deletion is stricken through; new language is denoted by double un-
derscoring.
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