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ET Docket No. 13‐84  

April 8, 2014  

Federal  Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C.   20554 
 
RE: Reply to Comments Regarding Reassessment of Federal Communications Commission 
Radiofrequency Exposure Limits and Policies, Proceeding 13-84 
 

To whom it may concern:   

Many thanks for taking late comments and replies to public comments and reconsidering the 

current FCC limits for microwave radiation, aka 'radiofrequency radiation' (RFR).   Once more I 

have come across new information, new articles, and a reply from one of the scientific 

researchers that need to be included in the FCC’s discussion for reconsidering the current 

existing FCC’s RFR transmission standards as stated in Proceeding 13‐84.   

The purpose of this late reply to comment is to include some additional presentations that have 

not been uploaded for the FCC’s Proceeding 13‐84, and to discuss how  wireless microwave 

radiation from smartmeters compares to that of cell tower base stations and cell phones. 

I understand how important it is that everyone at the FCC  and the FCC’s OET office are ready to 

bend over backwards in order to keep critical industries such as Big Wireless  and Big Utilities 

happy and to keep the Big Profits rolling in, regardless if lots of people die who can’t handle all 

the invisible wireless radiation going through them. 

Most recently I have come across an excellent rebuttal, Smart Meters: Correcting 
the Gross Misinformation that was put together by a group of over 50 experts and 
published June 11, 2012 in a Canadian newspaper.   

See this article: https://maisonsaine.ca/sante-et-securite/electrosmog/smart-meters-
correcting-gross-misinformation.html 
 
This article made me want to find out the answer to this question: how can one figure out if the 

RF exposure from a smart meter is equivalent to a cell ph tower mast or cell phones? 

Per this quote excerpted from the rebuttal: 
 
But, depending on how close it is to occupied space within a home, a smart 
meter can cause much higher RF exposures than cell towers commonly do.  If 
a smart meter is located on a common wall with a bedroom or kitchen rather 
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than a garage wall, for example, the RF exposure can be the same as being 
within 200 to 600 feet distance of a cell tower with multiple carriers.  
 
I wondered to myself, how could this be? I hadn’t heard before about smartmeters’ RF 
transmissions being as powerful as cell phone base station/mast. I had read that one 
smartmeter was equivalent to something like between 30 and 70 cellphones, but nothing about 
a direct comparison with an actual cell phone base station mast!  I found my answer in the 
following presentations listed here: (Please see slide 22 of the uploaded October 11, 2011 
presentation pdf by Tom Wilson at the Wireless Safety Summit in Washington D.C. on Smart Meters 
which is included with this reply to comment.) 
 
FROM SLIDE 22: 
 

After correcting for duty cycle and dissimilar units…. 

Cumulative whole body exposure of 

Smart Meters is two orders of 

magnitude higher than cell phones. 

 
Please see page 4 of this FCC filing 
http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/comment/view?id=6017465430 
titled “BIOLOGICAL AND HEALTH EFFECTS OF MICROWAVE RADIO FREQUENCY 
TRANSMISSIONS: A REVIEW OF THE RESEARCH LITERATURE” that was given in a presentation 
to the Eugene, Oregon Water Board on June 4, 2013: 
 
“In January 2012 we used a Gigahertz Solutions HF35C analyzer to evaluate the 
output of one of these Elster meters in a residential neighborhood in Eugene. 
At 5 feet from the smart meter, the peak strength of the beacon signal coming off 
the meter measured from 3800 to 11,000 μW/m2. At 20 feet from the meter, the power 
density of the signal ranged from 362 to 493 μW/m2, with occasional bursts at higher 
power output. 
 
This means that at a distance of 20 feet the power of the signal coming out of the 
Elster meter was about 100 times the power of the ambient background signal coming 
from any specific direction in the residential neighborhood. 
 
This power density of 300+ to 400+ μW/m2 was greater than the signal strength 
of the cell phone tower at 29th and Amazon, measured from about 200 meters 
away.  
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So filling a neighborhood with a mesh network of the Elster smart meters would 
be similar to placing every house in that neighborhood closer than 200 meters 
from a cell phone tower, each house constantly being pinged by the chatter of 
multiple beacon signals from the mesh. 
 
This was disconcerting, since recent research has shown that people living within 
500 meters of a cell phone tower have increased incidence of headache, concentration 
difficulties, and sleep disorders, and also a significantly increased risk of some types of 
cancer. (Khurana et al., 2010) (Levitt and Lai, 2010) (Yakymenko et al., 2011) (Altpeter 
et al., 2006) (Abdel-Rassoul et al., 2007)” 

On page 8 from Dr. Karl Maret’s Jan 28, 2014 SmartGrid presentation to the Commonwealth 
Club of California, http://apps.fcc.gov/ecfs/document/view?id=7521070429 
 

Scientific Studies on Health Effects of Smart Meter Emissions  
•None were carried out by the utility industry prior to deployment  

•The industry’s assertion that non‐thermal microwave exposure is 
harmless is not substantiated by science  

•Exposure guidelines are only for short‐term exposure (30 min) not for 
long‐term or cumulative exposure  

•Smart Meters affect Whole Body with Non‐thermal radio frequency 
radiation, similar to cell towers  
 

I understand that everyone in the FCC, and Big Wireless care more about profits than to safeguard the 

general health of the population. This is pretty shocking that you are all working together to introduce 

more and more wireless devices which will all serve to increase the levels of radiofrequency radiation at 

the expense of public health, and  your decisions to raise current RFR transmissions levels will prove to 

adversely affect the health of our future unborn children by allowing young children, pregnant women 

to be exposed to unnecessarily high levels of microwave radiation  in the name of convenience. 

Everything is about convenience and making lots of money. I understand, but at some point this 

becomes criminal when public utilities are allowed to turn neighborhoods and communities into a giant 

communal open air microwave oven that literally hurts people, and causes people to come down with 

serious illnesses as a result of the chronic exposure since smartmeters are always on, 24x7. When was 

the last time you allowed someone to poison your food, pollute your air and water, and now cause 

severe health problems via wireless microwave radiation? Seems to be a continuing train wreck in 

progress. 
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I am asking the FCC and the FCC’s OET staff to please look into this additional scientific 

information that you may not have seen or read before.  I understand for Big Wireless, Big 

Utilities and Big Auto (wants wireless electrical charging of Electrical Vehicles) the profit motive 

and developing new technologies to charge electrical devices such as electric vehicles (EV) is 

more important than whether or not people get literally fried in the process, and lose their 

health and come down with cancer.  If you lose your health, you lose everything. Pity those 

individuals who can no longer go near any WiFi or RFR because it makes them severely ill. 

Thank you again for taking public comments, and then allowing for a period of follow up replies to 

comments as well.  Please lower transmission standards asap for radiofrequency/microwave radiation, 

please recognize that biological effects from wireless radiation are real before more people get sick from 

RFR. 

I understand that the wireless industry is extremely important to the US economy, but there are better 

and safer ways of providing access to the internet (cabled connections) so that we don't suffer so much.  

As it is, we are killing ourselves from the diseases caused by RFR exposure which may not only lead to 

sterility but also result in passing on permanent genetic birth defects onto the next generation) all for 

the sake of wireless convenience, without knowing the tragic health consequences until it is too late.  

Thank you for your consideration of my comments, replies and attachments and concern for people’s 

health.  Please seek out the guidelines from the 2012 BioInitiative Report of which four sections have 

been recently updated in March and April 2014; the FCC should study the recently updated BioInitiative 

Report in addition to considering the recommendations from the industry sponsored/supported IEEE 

and INCIRP committees which do not recognize biological health effects from wireless microwave 

radiation despite thousands of peer reviewed papers, studies. 

We are all witnesses to one of the greatest health disasters as a result of the insane push for profits by 

unregulated wireless products without regards to human health.  Please do your job and safeguard and 

protect public health, stop promoting the introduction of more RFR in the name of “convenience” and 

“innovation”.  I love wireless devices, we all love the convenience of them, but when one finds out what 

price we pay in terms of health problems and serious illnesses that lead to death, is this convenience 

and innovation really worth the steep cost in personal and public health? 

 

Regards, 

MK Hickox 
PO Box 31038 
San Francisco, CA 94131 


