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TALENT CITY COUNCIL 

        REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
TOWN HALL  

May 1, 2019 — 6:45 p.m. 
 

Study Session, Regular Council & TURA meetings are digitally recorded and will be available  
on the City website: www.cityoftalent.org.  

   
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING  
 
1. Call to Order/Roll Call at 6:50 p.m.  

Members Present: Members Absent: 

Mayor Ayers-Flood  
Councilor Berlant 
Councilor Dolan 
Councilor Clark  
Councilor Ponomareff 

Councilor Land 
Councilor Harrison 

Also Present: 

Sandra Spelliscy, City Manager 
Zac Moody, Community Development Director 
Gabriella Shahi, City Recorder  
Kurt Sexton, Finance Director 
Bret Marshall, Public Works Director  
Chief Doney, Talent Police Department 

 

2. Pledge of Allegiance  

3. Community Announcements 

•  May 5 – Clean-up Talent event starting at Chuck Roberts park.  
•  May 6 – No LNG writing workshop in Medford. 
•  May 11– ACCENT on Talent Day.  

 
4. Public Presentations 

 
None.  
 

5. Public Hearings 
 
None. 
 

6. Speakers Heard on Non-Agenda Items 
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Jesse Lunzman: 
Lunzman spoke about the quorum issues with the Parks Commission. He asked Council to consider 
other options for quorum language in order to help city commissions facilitate business.   

Alea Kent: 
Kent spoke out against 5G technology. She provided reference materials to Council. Kent asked 
Council to create a telecommunications section in the municipal code and adopt a resolution similar 
to Portland. (Handouts attached.) 
 
Lunette Flemming: 
Flemming asked Council to allow a public presentation about the dangers of 5G technology and to 
have this issue brought as an agenda item.  
 
Deborah Mokma: 
Mokma read aloud a statement against 5G technology. (Mokma’s statement is attached.) 
 

7. Consent Agenda 
7.1 Approval of April 3 & 17, 2019 Council Meeting Minutes 

7.2 Resolution 2019-990-R: Jordan Cover Pipeline (moved to regular agenda) 

7.3 Resolution 2019-991-R: Seismic Study Grant 

Motion: Councilor Berlant moved to approve the consent agenda items 7.1 and 7.3. Councilor Dolan 
seconded. 
Discussion: None 
Vote: All ayes. Motion passed. 
  

8. Regular Agenda 
 
7.2 Resolution 2019-990-R: Jordan Cover Pipeline  

Councilor Clark recused himself from voting due to conflicts with his employment.  
 
Rachel Davis: 
Davis spoke in support of the resolution.  
 
Julia Treacy: 
Treacy spoke in support of the resolution. 
 
Sharon Anderson: 
Anderson spoke in support of the resolution.  
 
Lynne Likens: 
Likens spoke in favor of all the actions Council has taken to support a healthy environment.  
 
Jim Thompson: 
Thompson spoke in support of the resolution. 
 
Jason Clark: 
Clark spoke read aloud a statement in support of the resolution. (Statement is attached.) 
 
Sandra Sanders: 
Sanders spoke out against the Jordan Cover Pipeline.  
 
Discussion: 

• Councilor Berlant spoke in favor of the resolution. She is pleased that the community is also 
in support of the resolution.  
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Motion: Councilor Berlant moved to approve resolution 2019-990-R, A Resolution Opposing the 
Pacific Connector Liquified Natural Gas Pipeline. Councilor Dolan seconded. 
Discussion: Councilor Berlant moved to amend the resolution with the following content: 
 

Whereas, the proposed Pacific Connector Gas Line poses multiple major threats to the cultural 
and natural resources of many different Tribal Nations.  

 
Whereas the Tribal Councils of the Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians, the Klamath Tribes, the 
Yurok Tribe, the Karuk Tribe, the Tolowa Dee-ni' Nation, the Round Valley Indian Tribe have 
publicly and formally opposed the project. 
 
Whereas the pipeline is proposed to cross the City’s source of drinking water and any 
contamination to the source could impose higher costs for treatment or transport. 
 
Whereas the proposed Pacific Connector transmission pipeline and the associated proposed 
Jordan Cove LNG export facility will negatively affect sensitive aquatic and terrestrial habitats and 
vitally important species by its construction, many of which would be permanent losses which 
cannot be mitigated; and 
 
Whereas the development of the Pacific Connector transmission pipeline and Jordan Cove LNG 
export facility would pose an ongoing threat of severe safety hazards in the case of a Cascadia 
Subduction Zone Seismic periodic event, of which there is a long proven geologic record or a 
massive wildfire; and 
 
Whereas the development of the Pacific Connector transmission pipeline and Jordan Cove LNG 
export facility would make it impossible to meet the goals of the Talent Clean Energy Action Plan 
and statewide goals to reduce carbon emissions.  

 
Councilor Dolan seconded. Discussion on amendment: None. Amendment passed.  

 
Vote: 3 ayes, 0 nays, 1 abstention. Motion passed. 
 

8.1 Resolution 2019-988-R: Community Development Fee Schedule  

Staff Report – Community Development Director  
 
Each year prior to the beginning of the new fiscal year, Community Development reviews the current 
adopted Community Development Fee Schedule to ensure that it is in line with the current 
Construction Cost Index and to make modifications that reflect new review types. During the past 
several years, staff has been working to fine-tune Community Development’s fee schedule. 
Staff has spent a lot of time researching other city’s fees and tracking the time it takes for the 
department to process land use applications and other special permits. The results of this research 
are summarized in the attached proposed fee schedule. The proposed fee schedule includes 
strikethrough text for items being removed or renamed and red text to identify a new or amended fee. 
Fees are now broken down by category, not application type. The proposed fees reflect the minimum 
charges the city has incurred for these types of applications and, for short-term rentals, reflects the 
estimated costs the City believes will need to be recovered. 
 
Discussion: 

• Councilor Clark asked about the cost change of Type 2 reviews. Moody explained the reason 
for the current cost.  

• Mayor Ayers-Flood is glad that the fees reflect the need of the City instead of a regional 
review or comparison. 

• Councilor Dolan asked about how Talent’s fees compare to other cities. Moody stated that 
making a comparison is very difficult because of how the City processes the work due to staff 
size.  

 
Motion: Councilor Ponomareff moved to move to adopt Resolution 2019-988-R (Attachment) as 
described herein. Councilor Clark seconded. 
Discussion: None 
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Vote: All ayes. Motion passed. 
 

8.3 PUD Ordinance Review (taken out of order) 

Staff Report – Community Development Director  
 
Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning became popular in the 1980’s as an alternative to more 
rigid single use zoning codes. The Center for Land Use Education describes a PUD as follows: 

The term Planned Unit Development (PUD) is used to describe a type of development and the 
regulatory process that permits a developer to meet overall community density and land use 
goals without being bound by existing zoning requirements. PUD is a special type of floating 
overlay district which generally does not appear on the municipal zoning map until a designation 
is requested. 
This is applied at the time a project is approved and may include provisions to encourage 
clustering of buildings, designation of common open space, and incorporation of a variety of 
building types and mixed land uses. A PUD is planned and built as a unit, thus fixing the type and 
location of uses and buildings over the entire project. Potential benefits of a PUD include more 
efficient site design, preservation of amenities such as open space, lower costs for street 
construction and utility extension for the Developer, and lower maintenance costs for the 
municipality. 

 
PUDs have been a part of the city zoning code since 1980. In April 2007, the City Council passed the 
first of two ordinances and a resolution that suspended the ordinance in order to give the city time to 
“recraft” the regulations. The ordinance was eventually suspended for 21 months in total, but the city 
never passed a new ordinance and the suspension lapsed on December 31, 2008. In an exhibit to the 
second suspension ordinance, the findings state: 

“[T]he planned unit development regulations are too often used to circumvent dimensional 
standards without providing truly innovative developments, and the Planning Commission has 
very 
little basis to deny what it may regard as less-than-desirable development proposals because 
those 
proposals meet the technical requirements for planned unit developments.” 

 
The most recent applications for PUD zoning were in the mid-2000s. It is difficult to ascertain the 
actual reasoning behind the ordinance suspensions that took place over a decade ago. With a 
different Community Development Director, a different Planning Commission, and an updated zoning 
code, it is impossible to say if the concerns over the PUD regulations that occurred many years ago 
would still arise today. 
 
Derek Volkart: 
Volkart read aloud a statement regarding suspension of the PUD ordinance. (Volkart’s statement is 
attached.) 
 
Discussion: 

• Staff and Council discussed the Planning Commission’s motion to make an official 
recommendation to Council regarding PUDs. 

• Councilor Clark asked if it is possible to continue a suspension. Spelliscy said this would 
have to be done via ordinance.  

• Spelliscy stated that Staff is not recommending a new suspension of the ordinance. She 
would like staff to take some time to review the current ordinance and make any 
recommendations for changes.  
 

Motion: Councilor Clark moved to direct to Staff to review the PUD ordinance and bring back 
recommendations to the City. Councilor Ponomareff seconded. 
Discussion: None. 
Vote: All ayes. Motion passed. 
  

8.4 2019-922-R: Jail Service District Resolution 

Staff Report – City Manager 
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At the April 17 City Council meeting the Jackson County Sheriff presented the county’s proposal for 
constructing and operating a new county jail. The funds for the jail would be collected and expended 
through a new county service district. In order to be part of the service district, each city in the county 
is being asked to pass a resolution stating its intent to join. The resolution before the Council is only 
for the purpose of becoming part of the proposed service district. The new correctional facility would 
not be constructed unless the voters who reside in the new district also pass a proposed permanent 
tax levy to create the funding for the jail. Once individual jurisdictions make the determination to join 
the district, the county would then need to pass an order establishing the district.  
 
Sheriff Sickler: 
The Sheriff clarified that the proposed resolution would only allow for this issue to be brought before 
voters. He spoke about the project and the difference between jail and prison. The Sheriff asked 
Council to put this item up for reconsideration at a future meeting if this motion does not pass tonight.  
 
Councilor Berlant expressed her concern about Talent being a minority vote in the County. She also 
commented on the proposed location of the new jail. The Sheriff responded to Councilor Berlant’s 
concerns about the location. Councilor Berlant asked why it has taken so long to address the issue of 
needing a new jail facility. Sheriff stated that he cannot speak to that due to the fact that he has only 
been sheriff for two years.  
 
Jim Thompson: 
Thompson stated his concerns with the new jail project. He thinks that the resources the County has 
pledged to put towards the jail could go towards other community needs.  
 
Susan Bizeau: 
Bizeau stated her concerns with the new jail project. Although she sympathizes with law enforcement, 
she stated that jails do not work. Drug and mental health treatment should be prioritized.  
 
Discussion: 

• Councilor Clark read aloud a statement explaining why he would vote “no” on the resolution. 
(Statement attached.) 

• Councilor Berlant stated her concerns with the proposed resolution.  
• Councilor Ponomareff read aloud a statement against the resolution. (Statement attached.) 
• Councilor Dolan stated that she is not convinced that the proposed project is the right one, 

however, she would be open to reconsidering after seeing how the rest of the county 
proceeds.  

• Mayor Ayers-Flood stated that there is clearly a crisis in the jail system. She stated Council 
has the responsibility to create policy that supports the best interest of the community. She 
would have like to see a more collaborative effort to find alternative solutions.  

 
No further action was taken on this item.  

8.2 Short-term Rental Application Review (moved to last item on regular agenda) 

Staff Report – Community Development Director  
 
At its April 17 meeting the City Council approved the second reading of the new short-term rental 
ordinance. The ordinance will be effective on May 18, 2019. Staff has prepared a draft application 
and neighborhood notice for a short-term rental permit for Council review and comment. 
 
Discussion: 

• Councilor Dolan thinks the application looks clean and concise. She asked Staff if they can 
alert Council on any trends they notice concerning short-term rentals. Moody stated there is a 
report presented to the Planning Commission.  

• Councilor Berlant asked about several items in the “Required Submittals” section. Staff 
explained the process for the documents required under this section. Councilor Berlant 
offered language changes to this section to make it clearer and more concise.  

• Councilor Ponomareff asked about language regarding citations and renewals. Spelliscy 
explained why the language is as stated. Moody explained the process for code violations.  
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• Councilor Ponomareff asked why the demographic questions are optional. Staff stated that 
they are listed as optional for privacy issues and because they do not relate to the regulations 
of the ordinance itself. Councilor Dolan feels that questions’ purpose is listed in the ordinance 
by way of reviewing the impacts of the ordinance. Spelliscy asked Council if the application 
can be denied if they do not answer the questions. Councilor Clark stated no. Council wants 
the “Optional Questions” reworded. Some demographic information is publicly available 
through the County.  

• Council asked that the optional questions be retitled and reworded.  
 

9. Unfinished Business 
9.1 Update to Council Rules of Procedure 

Staff Report – City Manager: 
 
Discussion and possible action on a resolution to adopt a revised version of Council Rules of 
Procedure. (Unfinished business from March 27, 2019 special meeting and April 3, 2019 regular 
meeting; continued from April 17 regular meeting.) Chapter IV, Section 13 of the City Charter states: 
Rules. The Council shall, by resolution, prescribe rules to govern its meetings and proceedings. 
The Council began discussion of an update to Council Rules and Procedures at its February 20 
meeting and continued at its March 6 and March 27 meetings. On March 27 the discussion was 
terminated at the end of section 6 of the proposed rules. No formal actions were taken at the at the 
February 20, March 6 or March 27 meetings. The attached draft version of the proposed rules is 
intended to capture the discussions from those meetings. 
 
Discussion:  

• Section 7. Voting 
o Language change about Mayor voting rights. Staff will change to what is specified in 

the Charter.  
o Discussion about meaning of “mayor” and “presiding officer”  
o Language change about voting requirements and abstentions rights. 

• Section 9. Ethics Code 
o Discussion of “adequately informed”.  
o Addition of the word “endeavoring”  

• Section 10. Legal Advice. 
o Discussion of how legal advice is requested, and the responses are communicated. 
o Staff will revise the language for more clairity. 

 
Motion: Councilor Berlant moved to extend the meeting for five minutes. Councilor Clark seconded. 
Discussion: 
Vote: All ayes. Motion passed. 
 
This item will be continued at a future meeting.  
 

10. City Manager & Other Department Reports 

Not discussed. 

11. Other Business  

• Council and Staff discussed options for addressing quorum issues with the Parks 
Commission to include changing the rules of quorum and changing the number of seats for 
the commission.  

Staff will bring back an ordinance revision at a future meeting.  

12. Mayor and Councilor — Committee Reports and Councilor Comments  

Not discussed.  

13. Commission and Committee Approved Minutes 
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No action taken.   
 

14. Discuss Agenda Items for the Next Meeting  

Not discussed. 
 

15. Written Communications 

No action taken. 
 

16. Adjournment at 9:34 p.m.  

 

Respectfully submitted by: 
 

_____________________________________  
Gabriella Shahi, City Recorder 

 

 

The City of Talent is an Equal Opportunity Provider 
Note: These minutes and the entire agenda packet, including staff reports, referenced documents, resolutions and ordinances are 

posted on the City of Talent website (www.cityoftalent.org) after each meeting. The minutes are not a verbatim record: the narrative 
has been condensed and paraphrased to reflect the discussions and decisions made. 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact 
TTY phone number 1-800-735-2900 for English and for Spanish please contact TTY phone number 1-800-735-3896. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



RESOLUTION No. :· 7 4 i . 1~ 

Request the federal government update studies on the potential health risks of 5G radio 
frequency wireless emissions and publish findings, as federal guidelines push for more 
rapid deployment of 5G (Resolution) 

WHEREAS. the Federal Communications Commission FCC, hereinafter referred to as 
FCC, is required by the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 to evaluate the 
effects of emissions from FCC-regulated transmitters on the quality of the human 
environment; and 

WHEREAS, on August 1, 1996, the FCC adopted National Council on Radiation 
Protection and Measurements' recommended Maximum Permissible Exposure limits for 
field strength and power density for the transmitters operating at frequencies of 300 kHz 
to 100 GHz; and 

WHEREAS, the FCC in 2015 last updated guidelines for human exposure to radio 
frequency, hereinafter referred to as RF, electromagnetic fields from wireless facilities, 
based primarily on recommendations of other federal agencies after reviews of prior 
scientific literature related to RF biological effects, primarily from the 1990s; and 

WHEREAS, currently no federally-mandated RF exposure standards exist; and 

WHEREAS, the FCC relies upon federal agencies with health and safety expertise, 
such as the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), the Environmental Protection Agency, 
the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health, and the Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration which have assigned roles in federal law for monitoring and 
investigating issues related to RF exposure; and 

WHEREAS; the FCC has jurisdiction over non-federal wireless facilities, authorizing and 
licensing all non-federal devices, transmitters and facilities that generate RF radiation; 
and 

WHEREAS, federal law preempts state and local g~wernments , including the City of 
Portland, from considering health concerns in the regulation and placement of wireless 
facilities, so long as such facilities otherwise comply with applicable federal law; and 

WHEREAS, the Government Accounting Office in 2001 prepared a report of its 
investigation into safety concerns related to mobile phones, and concluded that further 
research into wireless technology is needed, recommending the FDA take the lead in 
monitoring research results; and 

WHEREAS, in May 2009, the City Council unanimously approved a request that the 
federal government undertake efforts to update studies on the potential human health 
effects of RF emissions considering significant increases in the use of wireless 
telephones and technology studies. Resolution No. 36706; and 

WHEREAS, in September 2011, the City Council unanimously adopted a local 



broadband strategic plan recognizing broadband netvvorks, both wired and wireless, as 
essential infrastructure fundamental to the future of Portland's community members and 
businesses. Resolution No. 36879; and 

WHEREAS, in September 2017, 180 scientists and doctors from 36 countries sent an 
appeal to the European Commission recommending a moratorium on the roll-out of 5G 
until potential hazards for human health and the environment had been fully 
investigated by scientists independent from industry; and 

WHEREAS, the results of the world's largest study on the link between RF radiation 
associated with 2G and 3G cell phones and cancer were reieased on November 1, 
2018 by the National Toxicology Program, an inter-agency program within the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services, found evidence of cancerous heart tumors. 
as well as some evidence of cancerous brain tumors, in male rats exposed to high 
levels of RF radiation like that used in 2G and 3G cell phones. However, researchers 
have cautioned that findings "do not apply to 4G or 5G technologies;" and 

WHEREAS, on December 3. 2018, U.S. Senator Richard Blumenthal and 
Congresswoman Anna G. Eshoo co-authored a letter to FCC Commissioner Brendan 
Carr that requested the FCC and relevant health agencies provide them studies 
informing the FCC's 5G safety determination, and while they did receive a letter from 
the FCC on December 17, 2018, it had no mention of 5G safety testing; and 

WHEREAS, the Resolution by the City would permit the City to: (1) advocate for 
updated studies on RF Exposure Limits; and (2) potentially influence the outcome of the 
proceeding for the benefit of Portland community members; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Portland City Council requests the FCC 
to work in cooperation with the FDA and other relevant federal agencies to revisit and 
update studies on potential health concerns arising from RF wireless emissions 
considering 5G Technology; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Portland City Council requests the FCC make 
findings from such studies publicly available in a timely manner; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED. that the Office of Government Relations shall cause a 
copy of this Resolution to be sent to all members of the FCC, to the FDA Commissioner, 
and to all members of the Oregon Congressional Delegation. 

Adopted by the Council: \.•: 1P .:._ '' i·1W 

Mayor Ted Wheeler 
Commissioners Fritz and Eudaly 
Prepared by: Cynthia Castro 
Date Prepared: March 4, 20'19 

Mary Hull Caballero 
Auditor 9f the City of Portland 
By I / fl . 

. iW,' I _,....-- , 

~ ' Deputy 





My name is Deborah Mokma, I live at 8665 Wagner Creek Rd. Please enter this in the public record. 

I want to thank Mayor Darby and the council for the forward thinking exhibited in considering a 
single-use plastics ban; studying affordable housing policies; supporting our pollinators; and 
protection of long-term rentals while providing for short-term rentals as well. 

I am here to ask that the city council now add protecting the citizens of Talent from the radio
frequency risks of 5G Small Cell infrastructure installation to that impressive list. 

As peer-reviewed science continues to point out the very real dangers of pulsed microwave 
technology, more municipalities throughout the US, as well as globally, are putting the brakes on 5G 
and asking for more time to study the situation. 

Oregon's own representative, Peter Defazio, has now joined in requesting answers from the FCC and 
FDA on 5G health impacts, and on April 15, 2019 asked FCC Chairman Pai and acting FDA 
Commissioner Sharpless about the status of government research into the potential health effects of 
5G's radio-frequency radiation. DeFazio requested details on any health-related studies conducted, 
and effo1ts taken by the agencies to educate and inform the public about its radio-frequency 
technology research in light of the push to roll out 5G technology with over 800,000 new antenna 
installations in the United States. He also pointed out that although the FCC sought comment 
on whether its radio-frequency safety guidelines should be reassessed in 2013, no fu1ther action was 
ever taken, and the guidelines have not been updated since 1996. 

And in a February 25, 2019 letter presented to the Maryland General Assembly, Ronald M. Powell, a 
retired US Government career scientist with a Ph.D. in Applied Physics from Harvard University, 
requested that local governments in Maryland have control over any deployment of 5G small cell 
towers. Powell went on to state unequivocally that due to it's serious risks to public health, 5G 
deployment should ultimately be stopped all together. 

Powell's cogent reasoning includes this thorough explanation of why human health is so vulnerable 
to harm from radiofrequency radiation: 

"In the simplest terms, human beings are bioelectrical in nature. That is why electrocardiograms 
work when they monitor a beating hea1t. And that is why electroencephalograms work when they 
monitor the activities in the brain. Humans evolved in levels of radiofrequency radiation far 
below those produced by human technology today. We humans are simply not designed to tolerate 
today's high levels of radiofrequency radiation." 

Following Ronald Powell's letter, I have included information regarding the increase of gliomas, 
electro-sensitivity, and myelin damage, all related to radio-frequency exposures, and which now 
affect teenagers as well as older people. 

Thank you for your time, for your valuable service to Talent and its citizens, and the speed 
with which you will mandate a moratorium on 5G infrastructure being placed in our community. 



February 25, 2019 letter from Ronald M. Powell, Ph.D, retired U.S. Government career scientist. 
(Ph.D., Applied Physics, Harvard University, 1975). 

******************* 

During my Government career, I worked for the Executive Office of the President of the United 
States, the National Science Foundation, and the National Institute of Standards and Technology. For 
those organizations, respectively, I addressed Federal research and development program evaluation, 
energy policy research, and measurement development in suppmt of the electronics and electrical
equipment industries and the biomedical research community. I currently interact with other 
scientists and with physicians around the world on the impact of electromagnetic fields on human 
health. 

5G and its small cell towers threaten public health. Implications for HB654/SB937 and 
HB I 020/SP7 l 3 before the Maryland General Assembly. 

This message describes, as briefly as I can, the answers to the questions below. Kindly read what 
interests you. I present these comments as a retired U.S. Government career scientist (Ph.D. in 
Applied Physics, Harvard University). 

• Why is control of 5G secondary to stopping its deployment? 

• Why are both HB654/SB937 and HB I 020/SP7 I 3 fatally flawed? 

•What makes Maryland a leader in MANDATING exposure to harmful 
radiofrequency radiation? 

•What is Maryland's implicit policy on exposure to radiofrequency radiation? 

• Why is human health so vulnerable to harm from radiofrequency radiation? 

• What is the evidence of the harm caused by radiofrequency radiation? 

• What are the advantages and disadvantages of 5G? 

• What should our telecommunications goals be? 

•Who am I? 

Why is control of 5G secondary to stopping its deployment? 

Control by local government of the deployment of 5G's small cell towers is, indeed, an important 
goal, because local governments are closer to the people and can better reflect their wishes. That 
makes HB I 020/SP7 I 3 the better approach, as intended by its authors, compared to HB654/SB93 7 
which forfeits local control entirely. 

But there is an even more impo1tant goal: STOPPING the deployment of 5G altogether. The reason, 
as shown throughout this message, is that there is NO SAFE WAY to implement 5G in our 
communities; rather, there are only "bad ways" and "worse ways". So local control means that local 
governments can have a say in the choice among the "bad ways". 



Why are both HB654/SB937 and HB1020/SP713 fatally flawed? 

Both bills reaffirm the worst aspect of Federal policy: a prohibition against stopping all 
deployment. For example, HB I 020/SP713 makes statements like these: 
S-703 (C) (1): "THE APPLICABLE LOCAL LAW AND REGULATION PROVIDED 
IN SUBSECTION (A) OF THIS SECTION: 

(1) MAY NOT GENERALLY PROHIBIT THE INSTALLATION OF ALL 
WIRELESS FACILITIES OR POLES IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY OR ON PRIVATE 
PROPERTY; AND" 

S-704 (C): "THE DESIGN AND AESTHETIC REQUIREMENTS OR STANDARDS OF AN 
AUTHORITY MAY NOT HA VE THE EFFECT OF PROHIBITING ANY WIRELESS 
PROVIDER'S WIRELESS SERVICE." 

Statements like these write into Maryland law the principal provision of Federal policy that so 
many effotts are now trying to ove1turn. For this reason, in my view, neither HB654/SB937 nor 
HB 1020/SP713 should be made law. 

What makes Maryland a leader in MANDATING exposure to harmful radio
frequency radiation? 

Wireless Smat1 Meters for the measurement of electricity have already been forced on virtually every 
home and business in Maryland. These meters bring the source of radiation up close and personal to 
the residents, even to the walls against which children sleep. They transmit pulses of radiofrequency 
throughout the day and the night, every day of the year. To escape the radiation from your own 
meter, you must pay the electric power company a monthly Opt-Out fee , forever, for a non-
radiating meter. At last repot1, about 44,000 Maryland homeowners have made this choice. But 
there is NO way to escape the radiation from your neighbors' wireless meters. 

Wireless Smart Meters for the measurement of natural gas and water are either already implemented 
in patts of the State, or are contemplated (WSSC), and will worsen the problem already created by 
the Wireless Smart Meters for electricity. 

WiFi is implemented widely in Maryland's schools and bathes the children and teachers in 
radiofrequency radiation every school day for all their school years. Parents who don't want their 
children exposed to such radiation MUST forfeit a public school education for their children. All 
this has occurred even though the Maryland Children's Environmental Health and Protection 
Advisory Council, which repotts to the Governor, recommended phasing WiFi out of the schools in 
favor of much safer wired technology. 
(Wifi Radiation in Schools in Maryland, Final Report, December 13, 2016, page 8: 
https://phpa.health.maryland.gov/OEHFP/EH/Shared%20Documents/CEHP AC/MD_ CEHPAC _Sch 
ool WiFi_ 022017 _final.pdf) 

The addition of the radiation from 5G's small cell towers, located up close and personal to Maryland 
residents, and operating 24 hours per day throughout the year, will complete this assault on the health 
of the public. 



What is Maryland's implicit policy on radiofrequency radiation? 

The State's implicit policy appears to be this: "No resident of Maryland shall be permitted to escape 
24-hour exposure to radiofrequency radiation, at ever higher levels, even though such radiation has 
already been shown to be harmful to human health." 

"All biomedical research from any source, including the National Institutes of Health, the World 
Health Organization, and the international biomedical research community more broadly, that shows 
that exposure to radiofrequency radiation is harmful to human health, will be categorically denied." 

Why is human health so vulnerable to harm from radiofrequency radiation? 

In the simplest terms, human beings are bioelectrical in nature. That is why electrocardiograms work 
when they monitor a beating hea11. And that is why electroencephalograms work when they monitor 
the activities in the brain. Humans evolved in levels of radiofrequency radiation far below those 
produced by human technology today. We humans are simply not designed to tolerate today's high 
levels of radiofrequency radiation. 

When the radiofrequency radiation from cell towers, including 5G's small cell towers, and other 
wireless sources, hits the body, that radiation disrupts the bioelectrical workings of the body. This 
disruption occurs at levels of radiation far below those set as the FCC's Maximum Permitted 
Exposure limits. In response, the body must fight back constantly to regain control. This battle can 
lead to a wide range of symptoms. Here is just a partial list: sleep disruption, headaches, irritability, 
ringing in the ears, fatigue, loss of concentration and memory, nerve pain, dizziness, eye problems, 
nausea, hemt palpitations, depression, and cancer. 

No one is immune to harm, but vulnerability varies widely with the individual. That vulnerability 
does appear to be greatest for pregnant mothers, young children, teenagers, men of reproductive age, 
seniors, the disabled, and those with chronic health conditions. A host of major medical conditions 
are now under study by the international biomedical research community to determine what role 
exposure to radiofrequency radiation may play in causing, or aggravating, them. Examples include 
autism, attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD), autoimmune diseases, and 
Alzheimer's disease, among so many others. 

The effects of radiofrequency radiation appear to be cumulative; so the longer that exposure 
continues, the greater the chance that an individual will be ove1tly affected. Some individuals will 
develop a devastating condition called Electromagnetic Hypersensitivity Syndrome, with a host 
of symptoms, including extreme pain from exposure to even very low levels of radiofrequency 
radiation. Just to survive, such individuals must often leave their homes and jobs, where exposure 
levels were too high, and move to rare locations away from radiation sources. Such individuals 
regularly contact scientists (including me), doctors, and other aware individuals for advice on what to 
do. 

What is the evidence of the harm caused by radiofrequency radiation? 

There are thousands of archival biomedical research papers, published in peer-reviewed journals, that 
have shown that radiofrequency radiation is harmful to the body in one way or another. These have 
been collected and reviewed in a number of summary documents. Here are just two examples: (1) 
Bioinitiative 2012, draws on about 1800 publications (https://bioinitiative.org/); (2) EUROPAEM 
EMF Guideline 2016 for the Prevention, Diagnosis and Treatment of EMF-Related Health Problems 



and Illnesses, draws on 308 references (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27454 l l l ). ("EMF" 
stands for electromagnetic fields, a term inclusive of radiofrequency radiation.) 

In 2011, the International Agency for Research on Cancer of the World Health Organization 
classified radiofrequency radiation as a Group 2B Human Carcinogen ("possibly carcinogenic"), 
naming explicitly "wireless phone" radiation (cellular radiation), based on the increased risk for 
glioma. Glioma is a malignant type of brain cancer that is usually fatal. It most recently took the life 
of Senator John McCain and Beau Biden, the son of Vice President Joe Biden. 
(https://www.iarc.fr/wp-content/uploads/2018/07 /pr208 _ E.pdt) 

In 2018, a massive study by the National Toxicology Program at the National Institutes of Health 
linked cellular radiofrequency radiation (RFR) to cancer of the nerves of the hea1t (schwannomas), to 
cancer of the brain (glioma), and to multiple other health effects in test animals. 
(https://ntp.niehs.nih.gov/results/areas/cellphones/index.html) 

In 2015 and continuing, 247 scientists from 42 nations signed an appeal to the United Nations, 
described below. These scientists have "published peer-reviewed papers on the biological or health 
effects of non-ionizing electromagnetic fields" (which are inclusive of radiofrequency radiation). 

"Address the global public health concerns related to exposure to cell phones, power lines, electrical 
appliances, wireless devices, wireless utility meters and wireless infrastructure in residential 
homes, schools, communities and businesses." (https://www.emfscientist.org/) 
For more information on the health effects of radiofrequency radiation, please see the website of the 
Environmental Health Trust, especially the Science tab. (https://www.emfscientist.org/) 

What are the advantages and disadvantages of SG? 

50 has some true advantages. 50 is expected to employ higher radiofrequencies than those currently 
in use in cellular systems in the United States. Those higher frequencies will permit more rapid rates 
of data transfer compared to current WIRELESS technology. And, as a wireless technology, 50 will 
supp01t mobility. 

But wired technology, especially fiber-optic technology, is superior to 50 in so many other 
ways. Fiber-optic technology produces NO radiofrequency radiation, so it poses NO health 
hazard. Fiber-optic technology is safer, faster, more reliable, more cyber secure, and more 
private than any wireless technology, including 50. (See https://whatis5g.info/ for a detailed 
description of the limitations of 50.) 

So users of wireless technology, including 50, will have to decide if mobility ALONE is more 
impo1tant for their pmticular application than any other factor, including their own health and the 
health of their families and colleagues. 

When listening to the hype about 50, consider the following: 
Is the hype coming more from potential providers of 50, who hope to profit from 50, or from 
potential users, who will have to pay for 50? 

Is the RUSH to implement 50 more about staking out claims to small cell sites in right-of-ways than 
about providing services that customers really need? 

Is the RUSH to implement 50 driven by the growing awareness of the public and its representatives 



that radiofrequency radiation is harmful to health, and thus the providers feel that they must act 
quickly before resistance builds further? 

What scientific studies, from impartial sources, can the providers of 5G identify that prove that 5G 
has NO adverse health effects on humans? The burden of proof is on the providers. 

When questioned by U.S. Senator Richard Blumenthal in a hearing before the Senate Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation Committee (February, 7, 2019), the representatives of industry could 
name no existing studies and none in progress. 
(Story: https://www.blumenthal.senate.gov/newsroom/press/release/at-senate-commerce-hearing
blumenthal-raises-concerns-on-5g-wireless-technologys-potential-health-
risks; Video: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hsil3VQE5K4) 

What should our telecommunications goals be? 

Let me suggest the following: 

Promote the expansion of fiber-optic technology as widely as possible, instead of degrading 
our environment with more harmful radiofrequency radiation, this time from 5G. 

Require that the safety of 5G be proven by impartial studies before 5G can be installed in Maryland, 
instead of facilitating the use of Maryland residents to be the guinea pigs to test that safety. 

Join forces with other state governments, and with local governments, to fight back against Federal 
laws and regulations that force any potentially harmful technology on the states without adequate 
PRIOR proof of safety. Any technology with the potential to harm, and even take, life should not be 
mandated by the U.S. Government or encouraged by the states. 

It will be difficult to stop 5G, but it will be easier to stop it NOW than to get it removed later after 
huge numbers of Maryland residents have become ill. 

Who am I? 

I am a retired U.S. Government career scientist (Ph.D. in Applied Physics from Harvard 
University). During my Government career, I worked for the Executive Office of the President, the 
National Science Foundation, and the National Institute of Standards and Technology. I 
currently interact with other scientists, with doctors, and with aware individuals worldwide about the 
impact of radiofrequency radiation on human health. 

I have been a resident of Montgomery County since 1979. 

Respectfully, 

Ronald M. Powell, Ph.D. 
20316 Highland Hall Drive 
Montgomery Village, MD 20886-4007 
E-mail: ronpowell@verizon.net 
Tel: (301) 926-7568 



What Gliomas, Schwannomas, Electrohypersensitivity, and Myelin Damage have in Common 

A glioma is a type of malignant tumor that starts in the brain or spine. It is called a glioma because it 
arises from glial cells. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Glioma Glioblastoma Multiforme (GBM), a 
type of glioma, which is the most aggressive form of brain cancer, has increased in incidence (see 
below). It is the same type of cancer which killed Senator John Mc Cain, Ted Kennedy, Johnnie 
Cochran, and which has afflicted Maria Menounos' mother. 

Myelin is the protective layer around nerve cells, analogous to the plastic coating insulating electrical 
wires. 

Myelin is an outgrowth of a type of glial cell. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Myelin 

Damage to myelin causes neurological problems, such as numbness, paraethesia (prickling and 
burning sensations), headaches, memory and concentration impairment, irritability, anxiety, and 
confusion (including among children). These are also symptoms in electro-hypersensitivity, or EHS. 

Demyelination occurs in diseases like multiple sclerosis. 

Malignant schwannoma is a very rare type of cancer in the Schwann cells, also a type of glial cell 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Schwann _cell 

Gliomas Now Most Common Cancer in 15-19 year-olds, Increasing Worldwide 

Forecast for 2019-2025 shows an "Increase in prevalence of brain tumours (According to U.S. 
National Cancer Institute (NCI) glioblastoma multiforme is considered as the most aggressive form 
of brain cancer with 15.4% of all primary brain tumours and about 60%-75% of all 
astrocytoma) driving the growth of glioblastoma multiforme treatment market. Notth America 
dominates the glioblastoma multiforme treatment market. North America region growth is attributed 
to increase in the prevalence of glioblastoma multiforme disease (According to Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention (CDC), in 2011, approximately 22,000 adults in the U.S . were diagnosed 
with primary malignant tumors of the brain and spinal cord out of which gliomas accounted for the 
highest rate of incidence)." 
https://precisionbusinessinsights.com/market-repotts/global-glioblastoma-multiforme-treatment
market/ 

A report published in 2015 in the journal Neuro-Oncology finds that gliomas are the most common 
cause of cancer-related deaths in adolescents and young adults aged 15-39 and the most common 
cancer occurring among 15-19 year olds (seep. 18 of study http://neuro
oncology.oxfordjournals.org/content/18/suppl_ 1 Ii I .full.pdf+html?sid=fe341 f7a-b6c5-4ac2-ae9f-
6c2d4 f54cc08) 

GBM has increased according to studies from around the world, with the highest increases in the 
frontal and temporal lobes https://www.saferemr.com/search?q=glioblastoma 
(see below for data from England, US, and Netherlands) 



4 Studies: Wireless radiation causing gliomas, Schwannomas, myelin damage 

1) The US government National Toxicology Program's $30 million study showed that 3% of rats that 
were exposed to cell phone radiation developed gliomas, whereas rats that were not exposed did 
NOT develop gliomas. The rats also developed malignant Schwannomas. (The preliminary May 
2016 report is at: http://biorxiv.org/content/early/2016/05/26/055699.full.pdf+html) 

In November 2018, the NTP published its cell phone safety sheet based on its study. It states: 
•Clear evidence of tumors in the heat1s of male rats. The tumors were malignant schwannomas. 
•Some evidence of tumors in the brains of male rats. The tumors were malignant gliomas. 

(https ://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/materials/cell_phone _radiofrequency _radiation_ studies_ 508. pdf) 

2) Kim, Ju Hwan, et al. "Long-term exposure to 835 MHz RF-EMF induces hyperactivity, autophagy 
and demyelination in the cortical neurons of mice." Scientific Reports , vol. 7, no. 41129, 2017. 
found that RF-EMF exposure led to myelin sheath damage and hyperactivity-like behavior in mice 
exposed to 835 MHz RF-EMF at a specific absorption rate (SAR) of 4.0 W /kg for 5 hours/day for 
12 weeks. Demyelination was induced in cortical neurons following prolonged RF-EMF exposure 
and suggests a potential cause of neurological or neurobehavioral disorders. (www.nature.com) 

3) Redmayne M, Johansson 0. Could myelin damage from radiofrequency electromagnetic field 
exposure help explain the functional impairment electro-hypersensitivity? A review of the evidence. 
Journal of Toxicology and Environmental Health, vol. 17, no. 5, 2014, pp. 247-58 "considers the 
evidence for an association between myelin integrity and exposure to low-intensity radiofrequency 
electromagnetic fields (RF-EMFs). 

Overall, evidence from in vivo and in vitro and epidemiological studies suggests an association 
between RF-EMF exposure and either myelin deterioration or a direct impact on neuronal 
conduction, which may account for many electro-hypersensitivity symptoms. The most vulnerable 
are likely to be those in utero through to at least mid-teen years, as well as ill and elderly 
individuals." Full Text http://www.avaate .org/IMG/pdf/redmayne johansson _ 2014.pdf 

4) Johansson 0, Redmayne M, "Exacerbation of demyelinating syndrome after exposure to wireless 
modem with public hotspot," Electromagn Biol Med 2016, 29: 1-5. Case study of a Colorado woman 
who experienced a return of her demyelination symptoms (seizures, vettigo, headaches, sleeping 
problems) following exposure to her neighbor's (Xfinity) Home Wi-Fi Modem with Public Hotspot 
in August 2014. 

After her neighbor replaced the modem with one without the hotspot feature, the seizures stopped 
immediately, and the other symptoms faded gradually, after which she again could sleep well . Later, 
when another neighbor obtained the same modem with activated hotspot, her symptoms returned. 

Possible association between electro-hypersensitivity, myelin integrity, and exposure to low-intensity 
radiofrequency electromagnetic fields (RF-EMF), has recently been proposed. Since the West Nile 
virus attacks both the nerve cells and the glial ones, one explanation to the above observed case 
effects is that the initial virus attack and wireless modem' s RF-EMF affect the nervous system 
through same or similar avenues, via the oligodendrocytes. (https://comitatotutelamonteporziocatone. 
files .wordpress.com/2016/09/johansson-redmayne-2016.pdf) 



Our Revolution Comments Regarding Resolution Opposing LNG Pipeline 
May1,2019 

Madame Mayor, Members of Council, 
My name is Jason Clark and I am a member of the Planning and Advisory 
Committee of Our Revolution Southern Oregon. We are a local organization of · 
more than 400 members whose goal is to support economic, political, social, 
racial, and environmental justice and to make our political and economic systems 
responsive to the needs of working families. We want to thank the Ta lent City 
Council for bringing this resolution to the agenda tonight because this project 
poses significant risks to our entire region including the people of Talent. 

The people of Southwest Oregon depend upon our forests and rivers in a 
number of crucial ways. The known impacts of constructing this pipeline will 
degrade the services that those forests and rivers provide in numerous ways. Not 
only does this project ask the people of Southwest Oregon to accept the impacts 
of the construction of the pipeline and export terminal, it asks us to shoulder the 
risks of potentially catastrophic accidents occurring during or after construction. 
These include pollution of the rivers caused by horizontal directional drilling 
underneath them, greatly increased ignition sources leading to increased risk of 
wildfires, destabilization of slopes resulting in landslides, and the risks of an 
explosive pipeline rupture caused by seismic activity, just to name a few. 

While the people of Southwest Oregon would bear the weight of these impacts, 
the vast majority of the economic rewards would go to people who have no 
connection to our region. The environmental impacts and catastrophic risks 
associated with this project are so great, that no amount of mitigation could begin 
to balance the weight of the ecological and economic risks. · 

Not only do we believe the proposed pipeline and LNG export facility are not in 
the interest of Southwest Oregon, we recognize that continuing to build new 
fossil fuel infrastructure is antithetical to the global imperative that we transition 
rapidly to a clean energy economy. We cannot build a clean energy future by 
building infrastructure for the energy sources of the past. So this project clearly 
does not serve the interest of the residents of Talent, Oregonians, or our nation. 
And so we thank the Talent City Council for taking a stand against this short
sighted project that would degrade our environment and threaten the entire 
region for the sake of profits for a few. And so we strongly encourage you to 
support this resolution. 



Thank you for allowing me to address the issue before you, the review of status of 
Talent's Planned Unit Development Ordinance (PUD). 

I want to provide a little context for the recommendation that the planning 
commission unanimously approved to be sent to you. Perhaps the context may help 
address Commissioner Riley's concerns that she emailed the Council today. 

First, Director Moody brought the lapse of the PUD suspension to our attention at 
the March 28 meeting as we were discussing housing code changes including the 
concept of PUD's as discussed with our consultant, 3J consulting. With the exception 
of Commissioner Riley, the planning commission has very limited experience and 
knowledge of PUD's. It is quite a surprise to have an entire article rediscovered. 

At the April 9th meeting the Commission discussed the idea of maintaining the 
suspension of the PUD ordinance until it could be cleaned up given that our 
ordinance had a "checkered past" according to 3J Consulting. Additionally, 
Commissioner Riley, a planning commissioner at the time of the suspension, 
described in March how bad the ordinance loopholes were. 

Director Moody had two concerns with the planning commission recommending 
continuation of the suspension. The first was that existing PUD's needed a 
mechanism for amendments and a suspension may impact those. The second 
concern was that a PUD might be an effective tool for the Gateway project. 

Because Director Moody had communications with City of Talent legal counsel 
about the potential negative impact of maintaining the suspension of PUD's, I did not 
want to get caught up in the details without the privilege of communications with 
the Attorney. The Council is obviously privy to those communications. We chose to 
move the issue to the Council for the Council to "deal with the PUD ordinance 
because we may end up with an application we don't want" I asked ex-officio 
Councilor Ponomareff to relay the concerns and context. 

I thought I should weigh in to clarify and also correct the record. In discussion with 
Director Moody and Commissioner Riley last week, they were under the impression, 
as Director Moody relayed to you at the last meeting, that the commission 
recommended suspension. The fact is we were headed that direction and chose to 
ask you to Iook into it given Director Moody's concerns and his communications 
with the attorney. 

I assume you will consider staff concerns, the City Attorney's advice and planning 
commission concerns while contemplating a City of Talent suspension on new 
PUD's. Naturally, it seems any suspension would preserve the amendment process 
for existing PUD's. 

Thank you, 
Derek Volkart 



Comment on the Jail Proposal 
Jason Clark 
May 1, 2019 
 
While I recognize that the lack of space in the existing jail creates problems in terms of 
forced release of people that would otherwise be held until their court dates, I am 
uncomfortable with the process that brought this proposal to our table. The problems of 
criminal justice are complex and are strongly connected to issues around mental health, 
drug addiction, housing affordability and homelessness, and lack of economic 
opportunity. Here we have a fully designed proposal presented to us in a single short 
presentation and a near term deadline by which we are to vote yes or no. What the 
County really needs and what would engender much broader support is an inclusive, 
holistic, and comprehensive approach to addressing these complex problems, a process 
that includes the full spectrum of public, private, and non-profit organizations that are 
working on these issues. While it is possible that a full process involving all stakeholders 
would conclude that more jail space may be a part of a comprehensive approach, I 
suspect strongly that most Talent residents would want to see comprehensive planning to 
adequately fund effective mental health, addiction recovery, and other social support 
services that will help prevent the circumstances that lead to criminal behavior so that 
fewer people are in jail to begin with. 
 
The proposed property tax levy is significant and is a lot to ask of Jackson County 
residents. And it's a lot to ask Talent residents to go along with the will of voters 
countywide. While I understand the sheriff's department's desire to have the resources 
and facilities to do their jobs better, we haven't had the kind of inclusive and 
comprehensive analysis that would assure us that we have looked at all the options and 
that we are addressing these complex problems in the best, most cost-effective way 
possible. For these reasons, I will vote No on the proposal.  
 
 



Talent Councilor Eleanor Ponomareff - Jail Remarks 5/1/2019 
 
The Sheriff and the county is asking for what amounts to this council’s endorsement of a very 
expensive package, which has been presented as a way to address problems of drug-addiction, 
mental health as well as crime.  
 
But there is bipartisan agreement on this fact: Dollar for dollar, building bigger jails is among 
the most expensive and least effective ways we can address these issues.  
 
That said, I do believe that the Sheriff and law enforcement are acting in good faith, doing what 
they know how to do, and what they do very well. But if your only tool is hammer, every 
problem is going to look like a nail.  
 
An expensive new jail is a solution from one perspective. But there are other tools out there 
worth investigating. Tools that reduce the burden on our criminal justice system.  
 
Problems like mental health and drug addiction are challenges that transcend law enforcement. 
These are problems that deserve the attention of policy makers at every level. 
 
It’s time that we, as policy makers and community leaders, broaden our viewpoint and look 
toward supporting innovative, evidence-driven programs that are out there -- programs that 
are working in communities just like ours, and improving outcomes every day.  
 
I see this hugely expensive jail proposal is a distraction from that effort. I will be voting no. 
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