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7 September 2016 

Hi! :-)

     I am Steve Langford, a new york national residing for the past 35 years at 
9140 N. Shadow Mt. Dr, Oro Valley.

     I used to go regularly to town meetings and enjoyed getting to know Town 
Curmudgeon Orville Shields; Oro Valley Founder and Mayor Earl S. "Steve" 
Engel(who would greet me as "Steverino"); Oro Valley Founder, Historian, and 
Town Engineer James D. "Jim" Kriegh (with whom we shared two property 
lines); Town Clerk Town Clerk Kathi Cuvelier; Former Police Chief Fred Roof; 
Police Chief Werner Wolff (with whom I developed a strong friendship and 
working relationship); Steve Rennecker; and too many others to name here. I 
went to those Town Meetings both at the old Town Hall on Calle Concordia and 
at the temporary Town Hall on Oracle Road ... until, one night, I was the only 
member in the Audience when -- at something like 9:30 in the evening -- the 
Council went into Executive Session, which to me was an obvious violation of 
Open Meeting Laws. I did not take time to take the Council to court, but I did 
stop thinking that my views would make a difference, and I stopped going on a 
regular basis to Town Meetings. So, I come to this one (via this email) with 
considerable reservations and little hope that what I have to say will make a 
real difference.

     However, I have a deep concern for public and private safety. For instance, I 
had something to do with the fact that there are now seat belts on Amphitheater 
school buses. So when the question of whether or not a cell tower (first one and 
then how many others?) should be erected on the campus of CDO High 
School, I remember the meeting at the old Calle Concordia Town Hall when 
Amphitheater School District representatives promised to fit into this residential 
community as good neighbors. 

     Is it being a good neighbor to put a cell tower near families in the 
neighborhood with children? What about the safety of students and staff at the 
school when inside buildings? What about when they are outside of buildings? 
What about when they are playing on fields under a cell tower, or swimming or 
attending events at the Aquatic Center?

     To answer such questions, I have tried to find recent, authoritative studies 
related to health risks and signal strengths at varying distances from cell 
towers. At http://www.electronicsilentspring.com/primers/cell-towers-cell-
phones/cell-towers-health/) I find, in part:

- - -
Cell Towers and Health
How does living near a cellular antenna (a base station) affect health?
– An excerpt from An Electronic Silent Spring

Studies find that people living near a base station experience fatigue, 
headache, sleep disruption, irritability, depression, decreased libido, memory 
loss, dizziness, nausea, increased risk of cancer, tremors, loss of appetite, 
rashes, visual disruptions and overall discomfort. (1,2)

People who live within 350 meters of a cellular antenna for more than a decade 
experience a four-fold increase in cancer rates. Among women, the increase is 
ten-fold. (3,4)

People who live within 200 – 500 feet of an antenna report genetic, growth and 
reproductive effects; increases in the permeability of the blood-brain barrier; 
behavioral, molecular, cellular and metabolic effects; and an increased risk of 
cancer. (5)

In Brazil, from 1996 to 2006, researchers tracked people who lived within 500 
meters of a base station. They found 34.76 deaths by neoplasia (some kind of 
tumor) per 10,000 inhabitants. Outside of this area, a decrease in the number of 
deaths by neoplasia occurred: the greatest incidence was 5.83 deaths per 1000 
people. (6)

In Israel, living near a cellular antenna for one year led to a dramatic increase of 
cancer. The increase correlates with previous data on significant increase in 
leukemia among people who live near broadcasting towers in Honolulu7 and 
Hawaii. (8)

Egyptian researchers found that long-term (six years) exposure to cellular 
antennas and mobile phones negatively impacts human hormone profiles: 
cortisol, serum progesterone (in females) and thyroid hormones are all affected. 
(9)

After a cellular antenna was installed in Rimbach, a small town in Bavaria, 
Germany, sixty residents had their urine tested regularly over eighteen months, 
beginning in Spring, 2004. Participants’ stress hormones (adrenaline and 
noradrenaline) increased significantly; their dopamine and phenylethylamine 
levels decreased substantially. While participants maintained their usual 
lifestyle, they experienced increases in sleep problems, headaches, dizziness, 
concentration problems and allergies. Because chronic disruption of hormones 
damages health in the long run, researchers expect “major health problems” 
from long-term exposure to radiation from cellular antennas. (10)
- - -
 
At another Web page (http://www.electronicsilentspring.com/wp-
content/uploads/2014/01/10dec2013_EMRPI_to_Minneapolis_Public_Schools.
pdf) I find a 10 December 2013, 5-page letter from the President, the Vice-
President, and the Director of the EMR [Electromagnetic Radiation] Policy 
Institute, to the Minneapolis Public Schools Board of Education, from which I 
have extracted the following excerpts:

- - -
• The FCC’s current RF safety exposure limits are NOT sufficient to prevent 
thermal health effects for all subgroups of the population and DO NOT at all 
address today’s almost ubiquitous exposures to wireless infrastructure from cell 
towers, WiFi, and wireless Smart Meters.
 
• Based on the 2008 NAS [National Academy of Sciences] findings it cannot be 
asserted that US FCC RF safety policy protects all members of the public from 
all mechanisms of harm in all exposure scenarios. 
 
• De-K un Li, MD, PhD Senior Reproductive and Perinatal Epidemiologist at the 
Kaiser Foundation Research 
Institute said: "The bottom line is that the safety level for RF exposure related to 
non-thermal effect is unknown at present and whoever claims that their device 
is safe regarding non-thermal effect is either
ignorant or misleading".
 
• The BioInitiative Report (www.bioinitiative.org) reviews more [than] 3,000 
peer-reviewed published scientific papers that demonstrate biological effects 
and negative health effects resulting from RF radiation exposures at “non-
thermal,” i.e., low-intensity, levels. 
 
• On January 19, 2012, The American Academy of Environmental Medicine ... 
[stated] that FCC guidelines are “inadequate for use in establishing public 
health standards.”
 
• EMRPI [the EMRadiation Policy Institute] supports biologically-based RF 
safety limits that are “as low as reasonably achievable” and are at least 100 
times lower than present FCC RF safety limits.
 
• It is illegal for those without a medical license to “practice medicine.” People 
do not go to an electrician for a medical problem. The FDA does not allow the 
Chemical Industry to dictate doses and types of chemical medications. The 
FCC should not allow the Industry that benefits from emitting electromagnetic 
radiation to set the safety limits for this radiation, particularly in the face of 
evidence that this radiation interferes with biological processes in numerous 
harmful ways and interferes with the proper signaling of medical implants. 
 
• Numerous affidavits document that the Government is forcing unwanted EMR 
exposure on citizens despite their protests and documented injuries. Neither the 
Industry nor the Government has the right to “experiment” on the bodies of 
millions of Americans. 

• Autism rates have greatly increased as EMR emissions have increased. 
Autism spectrum disorders are linked to EMR/RFR [radio-frequency radiation] 
exposures physiologically.... These reports state that, “The evidence is 
sufficient to warrant new public exposure standards benchmarked to low-
intensity (non-thermal) exposure levels now known to be biologically disruptive, 
and strong, interim precautionary practices are advocated.” 
 
• FCC’s current RF safety limits are inaccurate for protecting children. The FCC 
employs an exposure model equivalent to the shape of a 220-lb., 6-feet 2-inch 
tall male for compliance testing even though published research from the U.S., 
Japan, Spain, Brazil, France, and Switzerland proves that radiation absorption 
in children (including the pinna – [the part of the ear that resides outside of the 
head --SL]) is two times higher than in adults. 
 
• Final paragraph of the letter: For all these reasons EMRP I’s urges the 
Minneapolis Public Schools and the Minneapolis Public Schools Board of 
Education to reverse your current policy that allows cell phone antenna siting 
on public school property in Minneapolis in light of your responsibility to ensure 
the health and safety of Minneapolis’s public school students and personnel. 
School districts are not prohibited from making such decisions.
- - -
     Because you who act in this situation as our government are acting under 
color of law, without the personal bonds or other effective personal sureties 
(discounting insurance of questionable quality, purchased for you by your 
employer) of which I am aware; and because you are acting as employees of a 
corporation unlawfully imposing Admiralty law and not acting as representatives 
of the People with their feet on the land; you actually have no jurisdiction at all 
and might well become personally liable for any acts you take that are harmful 
to the health of residents of Oro Valley. I say this in no mean-spirited way, but to 
try to protect you from yourselves. You should closely consider these matters 
before too casually deciding to vote to permit the proposed cell tower.

     Not incidentally, the

http://agenda.orovalleyaz.gov:8085/docs/2016/TC/20160907_224/2081%5FAtta
chment%208%20%2D%20Letter%20of%20Objection.pdf

Attachment 8 - Letter of Objection that you have posted leads to the broken 
URL reading "Notice of Disapproval for proposed cell tower on an existing 
stadium high school high pole in the Canyon Del Oro High School". Please 
replace that page with the following URL and ensure that the hotlinks are 
working:

Notice of Disapproval for proposed cell tower on an existing stadium high 
school high pole in the Canyon Del Oro High School

I have been in Connecticut since mid-April and could not attend your previous 
meetings on this critical matter. Because I have not had time to chase the 
questions as to who is behind this push for a cell tower on the CDO Campus 
and just what the imperative need may be; I must question why the health of 
the residential community is being put at risk for what seems to be an 
accommodation of somebody's profit motive. "Safety first!" 

I was raised during an era in which public competition with private business was 
anathema, so I frown upon such public+private enterprises as you seem to be 
(in my opinion) too often engaged in these days. I am hoping that a forensic 
accountant might become interested in giving OV CAFRs a very close look.  

Thank you for your close consideration of these matters.

Because what I have had to say above is longer than I could possibly read 
during a possible call to the audience this evening, I am taking the liberty of 
sending this to Town Clerk Mike Standish, who has kindly promised to distribute 
it to you before you vote.

To ensure that this email becomes part of the public record, I am forwarding it to 
scannedretina.com and to several other interested parties.

Please vote to deny erection of the cell tower in question and please pay much 
closer attention to the downside of public+private enterprises, which seem to 
encourage corruption. We have enough of that already throughout America.

Sincerely,

-Steve Langford-

9140 N. Shadow Mt. Dr.
Town of Oro Valley
Greater 
Tucson, Arizona, AZ 85704

Tel. 520/297-1245

Provided as a public service…courtesy of the scannedretina

A resource for the people.
For the adults in the room.
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