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AFFIDAVIT OF Marilyn L. Peden 

 
 
State of California] 
       
Los Angeles County ] 
 
I, Marilyn L. Peden, attest that my statements are true to the best of my knowledge. 
 
Comment round for ET Docket No. 03-137 and WT Docket No. 12-357. 
 

1. My name is Marilyn L. Peden.  My address is 5106 Lenore St., Torrance, CA  90503. 

 
2. I am retired. 

 

3. I am worried about the current RF safety guidelines.  I don’t think that the current 

established IEEE and ICNIRP guidelines are adequate to protect people from biological 

effects of long-term exposure to RF radiation. 

 

4. I have had an adverse effect due to the current safety guidelines - and that is tinnitus.  

This problem occurred just after SCE installed a RF emitting smart meter on my house. 

  

5. I would like it noted that the IARC of the World Health Organization has classified 

radiofrequency radiation as a class 2B possible carcinogen in May 2011. 

 

6. The current public safety standards are 1,000 to 10,000 times higher than levels that 

are now often reported in mobile phone base station studies to cause bioeffects. 

 

7. I am in favor of a SEVERE DECREASE in the current public RF safety limits to 

protect us from further harm while the long-term effects are studied.  In other words, the 

RF safety regulations should recommend significantly lower limits than they do now.  

This seems like the responsible thing to do. 

 

8. We deserve a safety limit that is based on biological effects.  I recommend that the 

FCC encourage Congress to allocate resources to the EPA to establish biologically based 
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radiofrequency radiation safety limits.  It is imperative that several nonpartisan long and 

short term studies should be performed.  This will help guarantee public safety in the 

future and allow a biologically safe limit to be set. 

 

9. As an additional safety measure, I recommend that we restrict future sales of new 

spectrum, transmitting utility meter installation, and installation of additional base 

stations for a wireless service while the above recommended studies are ongoing. 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

      Respectfully submitted by 

 

      Marilyn L. Peden 

      5106 Lenore St. 

      Torrance, CA  90503 

      March 6, 2013        

 


