
PROPOSAL FRAME: This is a proposal for consideration by the Green Party of 
Portland Oregon; submitted by Wireless Education Action, a 501c, non-profit.  

MORITORIUM ON, AND PROCESS FOR REMOVAL OF, WIFI IN PUBLIC 
SCHOOLS: The Green Party adopts a position, with accompanying policy and an 
actionable agenda that proscribes a moratorium on further installation of wireless 
connection to internet within the property boundaries of public schools, adopts a Youth 
Rights Free-From-Wireless access to internet policy that specifically targets the  removal 
of  WiFi (definition below) routers and infrastructure from all public schools, and  
replaces them with  safe and more efficient cabled or wired internet connections.  

Policy agenda: a moratorium should be enacted by experts, such as scientists, medical 
doctors, school board, pediatricians, etc., to review and make functional EMF exposure 
policy that is consistent with the recommendations of existing science and with ADA 
recommendations under the Indoor Environmental Quality Report (NIBS IEQ Final 
Report 7/14/05) that recognizes EMF and cellular emitting devices, herein referring to 
devices emitting WiFi, as a sensitizing irritant, like Multiple Chemical Sensitivities. 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 requires accommodation of such 
sensitivities; pervasive installation and exposure of untested as safe for children, wireless 
technology is not consistent with reasonable accommodation of children with disabilities 
to EMF emitting devices.

Stakeholders: Parent groups and child health stake holders are to be formally part of the 
determination of moratorium on, and subsequent dismantling of, the K-12 wireless 
infrastructure. This policy is to be implemented prior to the renovation or construction of 
any schools and inserted incrementally or wholly into any funding for technology 
authorizations.

Funding: for the systematic dismantling of currently deployed technology and its 
replacement by wired systems is to be reviewed and quantified by the stakeholder review 
board and inserted on an urgent and dead-lined for completion priority basis into budgets 
for facilities and technology repair, restoration and renovation. 

REASONING FOR YOUTH RIGHTS FREE-FROM-WiFi POLICY: Currently, 
schools in Oregon utilize microwave transmitters to connect with the internet thereby 
chronically exposing children to low levels of digitized data that is transmitted through 
the air as high frequency microwave radiation.  Thousands of studies confirm that for 
children this kind of microwave radiation is biologically active, is potentially 
carcinogenic, is long known to be neurotoxic, exhibits swift onset of genotoxic activity at 
the cellular level and may cause numerous acute physical problems to children who are 
an inherently vulnerable population. (See references, Cite 1)  Children are a protected 
class under Health and Human Services, 45 USC, 46.116, and are to be free from defacto 
experimentation without informed consent. This protection is extended to the Department 
of Education under 34 CFR part 97 subpart A. Children  are at most risk to biological 
harm from exposure to microwaves while required under State law to attend school .  



Wireless radiation has not been safety tested for children, therefore, “defacto 
experimentation” (See references, cite 2) is engaged by the purchase of proprietary 
business products whose safety in the presence of children is inconclusive. 

DEFINITION OF WiFi WHEN USED IN SCHOOLS: The wireless radiating of 
microwaves specifically for the purpose of internet connectivity and administrative 
efficiency (referred to normatively as WiFi) is an inherent violation of the provision of 
‘universal commons’ practice, which practice in the case of WiFi substitutes a known 
Class 2b carcinogen- in the same monograph status as substances like DDT, black mold, 
and lead in paint- in the place of other connectivity and efficiency devices like ‘wired’ 
internet access. (See references, cite 3 & 6)

Explanation on Consistency with Green Policy/Platform Statement: The Green Party 
Youth Rights Free-From WiFi policy for Schools seeks to harmonize internal policy 
statements with a new and pervasive irritant and a scientifically agreed upon danger to 
vulnerable populations. This position is taken to address the social and economic justice 
issues arising from the swift implementation and practice of unfettered expansion of 
wireless radiation. This swift implementation of WiFi in Schools practice is far in excess 
of any expansion since the introduction of EMF as ‘electricity to every household in 
America’. Social justice calls are triggered due to the substantive and procedural due 
process violations to informed consent. Economic justice calls are triggered due to the 
inability of economically challenged communities to challenge the practice by massive 
Telecommunications industry capture of the public’s platform and legislative action. This 
substitution of industrial and commercial policy for social and public health policy is no 
panacea to robust and inclusive public comment. The Green Party position recognizes 
that wireless communications hold promise- but are accompanied with grave challenges, 
some of which the below policy addresses.

Proposed Policy/Platform Statement
1] Youth Rights in Free-From-WiFi Schools: Consistent with Green Party Platforms on 
Youth Rights adopts the position that,
a) children be free from exposure to environmental hazards such as WiFi, and therefore 
have the right to develop in a nurturing and healthful environment;
b) children should be kept free from exposure to wireless radiation whose purpose is for 
educative internet connection and administrative efficiency;
c) wired internet connectivity devices be made brand neutral and corporate suppliers 
make every reasonable attempt to conceal the repetitive brand name association of such 
devices in order that children be kept from pervasive indoctrination of brand familiarity 
and coercive advertising practices;
d) corporations not to be allowed to use the schools as vehicle for ensuring cradle to 
grave product usage of items made ubiquitous, and therefore the ‘brand of choice’ when 
those children become adults and pursuant, educative products be at least 50% visually 
varied from its consumer ‘for-profit’ counterpart;
e) internet based education curriculum not be wholly developed and implemented by 
industrial stake holders in a closed loop system, for example the curriculum created for 
wireless learning necessitates the purchase of wireless infrastructure by the same creator 



of the curriculum, and pursuant, corporate providers must  exhibit a meaningful 
independence and/or separation between curriculum creators and machine manufacturers;
f) internet educative goals should show effective and peer reviewed data of necessity for 
internet education curriculum and connectivity learning;
g) education policy not be substantially driven by increased profits for internet industry 
stakeholders who seek to receive federal re-funds under the E program;
h) internet curriculum creators and internet infrastructure partners will maintain mission 
independent educative goals that are competitive when separate from refunds under 
Federal E programs. 

2] Free-From WiFi Schools policy serves Green Party Environmental Justice in: 
a) calls for a moratorium on WiFi in schools that complies with the pledge to promote 
programs, policies, and legislation that build the capacity to identify equal access to 
safety for children in the presence of toxins;
b) calls for a moratorium on Wifi in schools consistent with providing protection to those 
children already known to be vulnerable  and with underlying health complications and 
neurological complications such as diabetes, Autism spectrum disorders, etc.;

c) a pledge to support nondiscriminatory compliance with all environmental, health and 
safety laws to guarantee equal access and protection under ADA; 
c) education policy where corporate partner curriculum and infrastructure offerings 
provide evidence of proven to be safe and peer-reviewed as environmentally sound;
d) providing curriculum and infrastructure partners who are ethically ‘educative mission’ 
entities, not merely value-add entities who mission is substantially dependent upon 
funding refunds from Federal eLearning sources;

PROPOSAL ABSTRACT: WEA reasons that such a position, or positions, proposed 
above- and a moratorium on, and structured removal of, WiFi from public schools- is 
consistent with current Green Party Platform positions. Public schools are ethically bound 
to represent public values and ethics, which value based environments are not consistent 
with corporatization of curriculum and infrastructure when such partners eschew- or 
practice meaningless promulgation of- mission specific educative values and practices. 
Further, the proposal of a moratorium on, and a policy of eliminating WiFi from, public 
schools is supported by the fact that school attendance is compulsory so children are 
forcibly exposed to an unsafe agent, one that Americans with Disabilities defines as 
sensitizing irritant, to which irritant vulnerable populations, like children, who are 
currently subjected to WiFi, for 7 hours each day.  This is a violation of procedural 
process, and a violation of informed Parental consent. Wireless radiation exposure in the 
form of ‘WiFi’ is a proprietary business device used as a substitute for internet 
connectivity whose manufacturers and sellers can make no claim for safety and latency 
for illness, (see Facts below, on insurability) and therefore can be argued as an 
experimental device using children as test subjects in conflict with Title 45 USC 46.101 
and 46.102 regarding research on children without the express consent of their parents. 



Wireless Education Action’s Wireless Moratorium position statement- A moratorium on 
Wifi in schools will re-empower the public’s right to know, which knowledge about the 
dangers of Wifi to children in not widely known, but is well documented in the scientific 
and peer-reviewed domain. A moratorium on Wifi in schools will correct this oversight, 
of the purchase of a proprietary, for profit, device that has known health effects; WiFi 
routers constitute an unregulated intrastate device that does not enjoy Federal Pre-
emptive status. Manufactures of wireless intrastate devices are NOT required to disclose 
to its customers the known health effects of the radiation their devices emit. This failure 
to disclose represents a breach of School District’s Duty to Protect- exposing our public 
institutions to unknown and potentially prohibitive risk liability, and represents a Parental 
Rights violation of substantive and procedural process and the public’s right to know.

 The position is consistent with the Green Party’s precautionary approach to protect 
vulnerable communities, namely children, from environmental hazards and is consistent 
with the Green Party’s platform in support of, enforcement, and strengthening of the 
National Environmental Policy Act.

Position Statements:
• WiFi in schools is an inherently unsustainable practice as an 

internet delivery practice. WiFi is not proven as safe for children, therefore it is 
an inherent risk liability as insurance companies will not ensure the safety risk to 
children, and public education institutions remain vulnerable to Constitutional 
violation lawsuits from Parents whose rights have been violated while 
surrendering their children into the care of public schools. Public schools stand ‘in 
loco parentis’ to the children they have required to be placed into their care. Due 
to the State’s policing power, the standard for ‘duty to protect’ is broad and 
requires a bar of diligence that is higher than that of parenting. The risk of 
liability, therefore, is greater to the State than if a parent chooses to voluntarily 
expose their own child to a substance that is a known toxin or irritant.

• WiFi in schools an unsustainable technology due to inherent 
bandwidth limitations in access to available spectrum.  Investing in technology 
that has no ‘stop loss’ for capital expenditures, and with built-in obsolescence in 
not efficient nor cost effective. The increasing load on broadband spectrum is 
limited and highly competitive, with costs that are passed onto its consumers 
through pricing schemes. Broadband capacity, by definition, is no unlimited, and 
will reach its maximum load leaving no scalable solution to its customers, where 
scarcity of access is only pragmatically solved by rising costs in a ‘simple 
economics’ result.

• Wifi in schools is an unsustainable efficiency practice due to 
industry drivers for life-cycle renewability and upgrades. Supply side drivers 
of constantly increasing consumer and curriculum demand, with endless upgrades 
for user interoperability will require more load on the bandwidths, more device 



connectivity and ever increasing numbers of devices and billable services. 
Therefore more and more complex demand on the ‘through the air’  bandwidth 
will be burdened with an ever increasing and wasteful pursuit of the 18 month 
‘consumer release’ cycle for the next ‘wireless’ upgrade. Wireless curriculum and 
infrastructure support purchases are an inefficient duplication of internet access 
load that is already amply serviced by ‘wired’ systems.

• Wifi in schools is not ‘green’; is an added burden to the 
electricity infrastructure. ‘Electrification’ of through the air grids in every 
school in the US has no known studies on the life-cycle efficiency of usage or 
interference capacity. Externalizations of effects for unfettered and ever 
increasing ‘through the air’ transmissions of data are unknown and therefore an 
inherent liability for future electricity usage and sustainability practices. More 
study is needed to ensure that Wifi does not go the way of utility data metering 
which has been found to be more costly to infrastructure modifications than 
producing of savings. (Google: Maine wireless smart meters’ $80 million dollar 
per year cost revealed.) Every wireless device is connected, at some point 
upstream, to energy generation plants- whether wind, water, coal or nuclear. The 
constant and increasing electrification of an unfettered and radiation polluting 
‘through the air’ grid at each school in the United States is logically inconsistent 
with efficient and green planning.

No insurability Fact: Telecommunications companies now are no longer able to get 
insurance for liability due to health claims.   This hasn’t been a considered factor when 
school boards and government agencies race to install WiFi in our schools. (Reference 
Lloyd’s of London, Cite 4)

Inefficiency in Learning Fact: Inflating of the ‘software report card’ of curriculum based 
in wireless or internet protocol ignores results of studies that substantiate no added 
efficiencies attributed to WiFi, or online learning, over traditional teaching. Further, the 
learning of Social media tools proficiency does not qualify as a K-12 educative duty. 
(Reference New York Times, Cite 5)

WiFi is Not a ‘commons’ product Fact: The fallacious use of ‘cost’ as a reasoning to 
install wireless infrastructure and curriculum in schools is an inherently experimental and 
incautious strategy. By forcibly requiring parents to submit their children to such an 
unproven as safe environment is inherently a violation of the public ‘duty to protect’ and 
is, by definition, not an agent or device that is suitable for compulsory, or commons 
activity, in this case, institutional use in the presence of children. (Reference Wiki 
‘Commons’, Cite 6)

No Scientific Consensus Fact: When current microwave exposure standards were 
adopted by the FCC there was widespread dissent within the relevant scientific 
community familiar with studies of the biological effects of what was trumpeted as non-
ionizing radiation- this was in contrast to ‘ionized’ radiation, better known from nuclear 
power plants and the atom bomb. Ion-affecting radiation makes an arbitrary-to-human 



health break point that does not capture the effect of ‘ion-distorting’ radiation as a health 
risk.  That entire body of science was not considered in the decision making process 
while only “thermal effects” (power densities that would heat tissue, like hot dogs in a 
microwave oven) were considered.  The committee responsible for setting the current 
exposure standards was made up primarily of industry officials, like IEEE (Institute of 
Electrical and Electronics Engineers) and an associated lobbying group, CTIA, (Cellular 
Telecommunications and Internet Association) and with military personnel; none of 
whom were advocates for the safety of wireless technology in the presence of children. 
(Reference BioInitiative Report, Cite 7)

No Market Testing by Industry Fact: When wireless cellular technology was introduced 
into our living environments the products were introduced done so with absolutely no pre 
market testing, though personal communication devices and cell towers remain under the 
pre-emptive jurisdiction of the Federal Government due to national security. (Reference 
Dahlgren ruling on misrepresentation of safety, Cite 8)

No level of exposure is safe Fact: Wifi was never safety tested for human exposure. 
Despite a breathtaking and unfettered roll-out of wireless radiation in our public schools, 
an industry insider and epidemiologist spends years to get the message out about the 
dangers of wireless radiation. (Reference Dr. George Carlo report, Cite 9)

FCC Advisors Bias Fact: Those entities most responsible for influencing public exposure 
guidelines for wireless devices were those most able to utilize and profit from the high 
exposure guidelines, like IEEE and CTIA. Those guidelines did not include 
accommodation for Health and Human Services criteria in vulnerable populations like 
children, the elderly and pregnant women. There were no bio-physicists, cell biologists, 
neurologists or oncologists on the committee. IEEE and its lobby group, CTIA (Cellular 
Telecommunications and Internet Association, were FCC’s main ‘rules’ contributors, 
while having no stake in the health protection business or governance duties. (Reference 
IEEE mission statement, Cite 10)

Proprietary Business Device Fact: Wireless internet connectivity technology was 
promoted into schools and deployed in to education policy by the CTIA member  
industries, and others, as an expansion of their revenue portfolio; the use was never 
explicitly approved by government agencies, except as a small part of the E-Program’s 
support of ISP providers. Wireless curriculum is provided under the same program and 
requires of their buyers (school districts) the purchase of a ‘consumable’, renewable 
contract that is leveraged into financial services. This so-called purchase of technology 
services that are wireless-dependent now launch the operation of our educational system 
into nothing more than a Cost/Benefit, value-add equation for corporate financing and 
banking. This is a proprietary business choice and not a mandate by the Federal 
Government. (Reference Morrison v. PPS, Cite 11)
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Amer. Assoc. of Pediatric Physicians, the L. A. Teachers Union, The U.K. Teachers Union and the 
Council of Europe http://www.safeinschool.org/2011/01/international-warnings-on-wi-fi.html 

According to Dr. David Carpenter, a Harvard educated public health physician at the University 
of Albany in N.Y., Prof. Andrew Goldsworthy of the Imperial College in London and Martha 
Herbert, MD., PhD. Pediatric Neurologist from Harvard Medical School practicing at 
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Note: Live Links above; or paste and/or Google above site names.
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(Dangerous Experiment in Fetal Engineering, August 2, 2012, by Marla Paul, Journal of 
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2A Probable carcinogen. http://electromagnetichealth.org/electromagnetic-health-blog/iarc-
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http://beyondradiation.blogs.com/mblog/2010/09/insurance-companies-do-not-cover-health-
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to EMFs for children and adults, in that children will have much greater cumulative lifetime 
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12) see: lloyds.com/~/media/Lloyds/Reports/Emerging%20Risk%20Reports/EMF%20Final
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Sunday, October 9, 2011, reveals.  The article reports that in the process of “The Hard 
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(quoting Robert A. Lavin, Director of the Center for Research and Reform in Education at 
Johns Hopkins University). 
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status are deprived and therefore the commons’ ‘universal’ definition is breached. http://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_good
It follows that, WiFi is not a ‘commons’ object as it inherently breaches equal and fair 
access and creates a ‘class’ of those who cannot enjoy the commons universal access to 
education due to the deployment of an inherently ‘non-commons’ device that emits a known 
sensitizing irritant to a vulnerable class. (Wireless Education Action policy statement)
7] Based on strong evidence for vulnerable biology in autism, EMF/RFR can 
plausibly increase autism risk and symptoms. “While we aggressively investigate the 
links between autism disorders and wireless technologies, we should minimize wireless 
and EMF exposures for people with autism disorders, children of all ages, people 
planning a baby, and during pregnancy,” says Martha Herbert, MD, PhD. (…)
AND: Wireless devices such as phones and laptops used by pregnant women may alter 
brain development of the fetus. This has been linked in both animal and human studies 
to hyperactivity, learning and behavior problems. According to David O. Carpenter, MD, 
and co-editor of the 2012 Report:

“There is now much more evidence of risks to health affecting billions of people world-
wide. The status quo is not acceptable in light of the evidence for harm.” (http://
www.emfacts.com/the-procrustean-approach/Bioinitiative)
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on FCC cover for ‘safety guidelines’ to imply a product that is safe for children. In fact, no safety 
guidelines for children exist in FCC literature. HHS designates children as not merely small 
adults, but as a protected class with specific vulnerabilities. But it took years in court to prove this 
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 “On January 10, 2011, the Superior Court of the District of Columbia in Dahlgren v. Audiovox, 
et al., No. 2002 CA 007884B, issued an opinion, upholding consumer claims under the D.C. 
Consumer Protection Procedures Act that cell phone manufacturers failed to disclose and 
misrepresented a variety of material information about their cell phones – including:

• the potential for increased exposure to children using cell phones and, 

• that the cell phone manufacturers themselves (rather than the FCC) test 
and certify their [cellular devices]…” 

(http://sheller.com/practice-areas/practice-areas.php?title=cell-phone-safety-manufacturer-
misrepresentation-lawsuit-audiovox

9] “The Hidden Dangers of Cell Phone Radiation”, By Sue Kovach, Life Extension 
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Vision Statement
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11] Morrison v. Portland Public Schools, Civil Action No. 3:11-cv-00739-MO, Deposition, 
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