that children are more susceptible to this form of radiation. Clearly if we
do not want antennas “neatr” schools, we certainly do not want antennas
“inside” schools! The safest route is to have wired Internet access rather than
wireless. While this is the more costly alternative in the short-term it is the
least costly alternative in the long run if we factor in the cost of ill health of
both teachers and students.

5. ADVISORIES

Advisories to limit cell phone use have been issued by various countries and
organizations including the UK (2000), Germany (2007), France, Russia,
India, Belgium (2008) as well as the Toronto Board of Health (July 2008) and
the Pittsburgh Cancer Institute (July 2008). While these advisories relate to
cell phone use, they apply to Wi-Fi exposure as well since both use microwave
radiation. If anything, Wi-Fi computers expose more of the body to this
radiation than do cell phones.

6. PRECAUTIONARY PRINCIPLE

Even those who do not “accept” the science showing adverse biological
effects of microwave exposure should recognize the need to be careful with
the health of children. For this reason, we have the Precautionary Principle,
which states: In order to protect the environment, the precautionary approach
shall be widely applied by States according to their capability. Where there are
threats of serious or irreversible damage, lack of full scientific certainty shall
not be used as a reason for postponing cost effective measures to prevent
environmental degradation. In this case “States” refers to the School Board
and those who make decisions about the health of children.

The two most important environments in a child’s life are the home
(especially the bedroom) and the school. For this reason it is imperative that
these environments remain as safe as possible. If we are to err, please let us
err on the side of caution.
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