Wireless Radiation Safety Council 
Report Card for the Five Main Federal Political Parties, 

Election Survey, April 18 – April 25, 2011

Date summary prepared: April 25, 2011

Summary prepared by:

David McRobert, Toronto, mcrobert@sympatico.ca; (416) 487 4677

Una St. Clair, Vancouver, una@citizensforsafetechnology.org (604) 532-1863

Sharon Noble, Victoria, dsnoble@shaw.ca (250) 478-7892 

M. François Therrien, Porte parole collectif SEMO

(courriel : ftherrien@aei.ca)

Survey administered by: WRSC

Date summary prepared: April 25, 2011

OVERVIEW

	Name of Candidate and Party
	Response
	Interim Grade

Based on Responses
	Party and Candidate Contact info where available

	Conservative
	No Party response as of April 25, 2011

Dean Del Mastro, Conservative MP in Peterborough

Grade: B+
	F
	Conservative Party of Canada 
1204 - 130 Albert Street 
Ottawa, Ontario 
K1P 5G4

Toll free: (866) 808-8407 
Phone: (613) 755-2000 

	Liberal
	No response from M. Ignatieff as of April 25, 2011

Betsy McGregor, Federal Candidate for the Liberals, Peterborough

Grade: D+

Rob Oliphant, Federal Candidate for the Liberals, York Mills

Grade: B


	D-/F
	National Office

Liberal Party of Canada
81 Metcalfe Street, Suite 600
Ottawa, Ontario
K1P 6M8


Phone : (613) 237-0740
Fax : (613) 235-7208
email : info@liberal.ca



	Bloc Quebecois
	Dominic Labrie, Bloc Québécois Representative responded on Friday, April 22, 2011:

“In the fields of federal government responsibilities, we require that Industry Canada will at least consult the municipalities on the implementation of new telecommunications antennas and that it respects the will of the community.

Also, before the proliferation of telecommunication antennas and the use of WiFi technology, we believe it is appropriate to review studies and regulations concerning them.

In addition, you will find details on our policies in “election platform” on our website : www.parlonsqc.org”

Candidate responses: None
	A-


	Secrétariat national

3730, boulevard Crémazie Est

4e étage Montréal, Québec

H2A 1B4

Téléphone: (514) 526-3000

Télécopieur: (514) 526-2868

	Green
	No response from Elizabeth May as of April 25, 2011

Candidate responses:

Some GPC candidates have shown vision and leadership on the wireless issue deserving of A grades.  The WRSC applauds these GPC candidates for their progressive stances.

Names and Grades: 

Monika Schaefer, Federal Candidate for the GPC in Yellowhead; Grade: A

(continued next page)

Roger Benham, GPC, Smithers, B.C. Skeena Electoral District

Grade: B

Daniel Bryce, Federal Candidate for the GPC in Abbotsford
Grade: B+

Unblind Tibbin running for the GPC in York West; Grade: A

Adrianne Merlo, GPC, Burnaby-Douglas riding; Grade: A

Greig Crockett, GPC, Okanagan-Shuswap; Grade: A

Mike Bell, GPC, Peterborough

Grade: B

Anne Marie Benoit, Green Party candidate, Nanaimo-Cowichan

Grade: A
	B+


	Media requests:  media@greenparty.ca
Media Requests: 

(613) 562-4916 x239

	New

Democrats
	No response from Jack Layton as of April 25, 2011

Dave Nickle, Federal Candidate for the NDP, Peterborough

Grade: B+

Susan Keeping, NDP Candidate for White Rock/South Surrey/Clover, BC

Grade: A
Alex Atamanenko, NDP MP and 2011 Candidate for B.C. Southern Interior

Grade: A
	B+


	Canada's NDP
300 - 279 Laurier West
Ottawa, Ontario K1P 5J9

Phone: (613) 236-3613
Toll Free: (866) 525-2555
Fax: (613) 230-9950




Grades for Responses to WRSC Letter
 as of April 25, 2011
New Democratic Party and Jack Layton
No response from Jack Layton as of April 25, 2011

Candidate responses:

Some NDP candidates have shown vision and leadership on the wireless issue and have made strong statements that warrant A and B+ grades.  The WRSC applauds these NDP candidates for their progressive stances.

Names and Grades: 

Dave Nickle, Federal Candidate for the NDP, Peterborough

Grade: B+

Susan Keeping, NDP Candidate for White Rock/South Surrey/Clover, BC

Grade: A
Alex Atamanenko, NDP MP and 2011 Candidate for B.C. Southern Interior

Grade: A
“Wi-Fi: Updated regulations are needed.  Technology is ever changing at a speed we can barely keep up with. For most of us, the idea of a stationary office no longer exists; it now travels with us in the form of a blackberry and the norm in communication has become a device you carry on your hip.

We stay connected, but at what price and who pays?”

“Exposing children to all day Wi-Fi in school is really an experiment, with unknown consequences. This is hardly promoting a safe learning environment for young children. The New Denver Area Parent Children’s Association has joined the ranks of other parents around Canada and the world to push for Wi-Fi Free schools and libraries.”  - Read the full Statement Here
See WRSC web site
 for more detail

Interim Mark for Party and Jack Layton:   B+
Previous comments in HESA Report, Dec. 2010
:

Wireless technology, although new, has become increasingly embedded in our society.

Significantly contradictory evidence was presented during the committee hearings and this fact should be addressed.  It seems that the voices of the scientific community speaking to the adverse biological effects of this technology are being marginalized. Defenders of Safety Code 6 point to thousands of peer - reviewed studies. One of the largest and most recent of these studies, the Interphone Study, did show that heavy users have a greater chance of developing a type of brain tumour on the same side of the head as they use their cell phones.

Given that there are already warnings in cell phone packaging indicating the distance the device should be held from one’s body/head, it is imperative that consumers see these instructions and that they not be lost in fine print. These warnings should be given a prominent place on the phone packaging, or on the devices themselves, and printed in a large, bolded font.  Curtis Bennett’s claim - that he has discovered a significant oversight in Safety Code 6 – should be thoroughly investigated by Health Canada, given Mr. Bennett’s credentials.

The biggest gap in studies to date has been the effect of wireless technology on children. The findings from studies on adults cannot be extended to children. While the recommendation for further study is warranted, it would also be appropriate to let Canadians know that the safety of this technology is not guaranteed, but only theoretical at this point, particularly in the case of children.

Concerned parents who fear their children are being exposed in classrooms to a dangerous technology , when less-contentious options exist that can deliver the same benefit, must have public options available to them. If the ‘unaccepted’ science is in fact correct, Canada will face larger health care costs for the treatment of biological effects including cancers and fertility problems. With this in mind, children should not be forced to be exposed to this technology in their schools until it is actually proven safe, not just theoretical acceptable.

Finally, reference was made to the decline in insect populations and we learned of research that showed wireless signals negatively affect the ability of insects to reproduce. This was mentioned in the testimony of Dr. Panagopoulos, Curtis Bennett and Dr. Goldsworthy. We are experiencing a world-wide decline in bee populations known as colony collapse. Given the economic importance of insect pollination, especially honey-bees, it would be negligent not to investigate the role that wireless technology may have in the decline. Wireless technologies have many measurable benefits and contribute to our modern lives in all manner of ways. It is important to remember that this technology is new and rapidly evolving, making it imperative that Health Canada ensure that the investigation of the biological effects of microwave radiation becomes a priority. We have learned from tobacco and asbestos that many of the worst effects of a product are not always immediately evident, but become known after long periods of exposure. We must keep that in mind as we assess the efficacy of Safety Code 6.

Elizabeth May and Green Party
No response from Elizabeth May as of April 25, 2011

Candidate responses:

Some GPC candidates have shown vision and leadership on the wireless issue deserving of A grades.  The WRSC applauds these GPC candidates for their progressive stances.

Names and Grades: 

Monika Schaefer, Federal Candidate for the GPC in Yellowhead riding

Grade: A

Daniel Bryce, Federal Candidate for the GPC in Abbotsford
Grade: B+

Unblind Tibbin running for the GPC in York West.
Grade: A

Adrianne Merlo, GPC, Burnaby-Douglas riding

Grade: A

Greg Crockett, GPC, Okanagan-Shuswap
Grade: A

Roger Benham, GPC, Smithers, B.C. Skeena Electoral District

Grade: B

Mike Bell, Federal Candidate for the GPC, Peterborough

Grade: B

Anne Marie Benoit, Green Party candidate, Nanaimo-Cowichan

Grade: A

See WRSC web site
 for more detail

Previous comments in HESA Report, Dec. 2010:

The Greens were unable to provide this because they were not members of the Standing Committee since they have not yet elected members to sit in the House of Commons.

Previous Green Policy Statements:

See April 18 report card

All Green policies are developed from a vision outlined in “Vision Green” available on its web site

http://www.okshuswapgreens.ca/?q=vision-green
This document has a section titled “3.5 Toxic chemicals and health risks from radiation” (see pages 51 -53)  and the GPC welcomes suggestions for improvement. In addition, the GPC leader, Elizabeth May has always refused to use a cell phone and has been a strong advocate against wireless. 

Interim Mark of Greens and Elizabeth May:  B+
Gilles Duceppe and the Bloc Québécois
Date: Le Tuesday, 26 April 2011
French: (see next page)

Comme vous le savez, plusieurs de nos députés ont été très actifs localement sur cette question. Certains enjeux que vous soulevez concernent les juridictions de l’Assemblée nationale (ex. santé et éducation). 

Dans les champs de responsabilités du gouvernement fédéral, nous exigeons  qu’Industrie Canada consulte au minimum les municipalités lors de l’implantation de nouvelles antennes de télécommunications et qu’elle respecte la volonté du milieu. 

Par ailleurs, devant la multiplication des antennes de télécommunication et le recours aux technologies WIFI, nous croyons qu’il serait pertinent de revoir les études et la réglementation les concernant. 

Par ailleurs, vous trouverez plus de détails concernant nos politiques dans la section « plateforme électorale » de notre site web : www.parlonsqc.org
English
: 

As you know, several of our members were very active locally on this issue.

Certain issues that you raised concerning the jurisdictions of the National Assembly (e.g. health and education).

In the fields of federal government responsibilities, we require that Industry Canada will at least consult the municipalities on the implementation of new telecommunications antennas and that it respects the will of the community.

Also, before the proliferation of telecommunication antennas and the use of WiFi technology, we believe it is appropriate to review studies and regulations concerning them.

In addition, you will find details on our policies in “election platform” on our website : www.parlonsqc.org
Previous comments in HESA Report, Dec. 2010:

The Bloc Québécois would like to begin by acknowledging the contribution of the

stakeholders and witnesses who participated in this study. The Bloc Québécois

agrees with the spirit of the report and all its recommendations, but would like to

propose another recommendation that was unfortunately not included in the

report due to a lack of support.

RESPECTING MUNICIPAL AND PROVINCIAL REGULATIONS

It is the policy of Industry Canada to seek significant local input regarding

antenna tower placement. According to Industry Canada’s procedure CPC-2-0-

03, promoters must work with local land use authorities and take into account

reasonable local requirements. The Bloc Québécois believes this procedure does

not allow for adequate consideration of the opinions and will of the citizens and

land use authorities, namely, municipal and provincial governments. We feel this

policy does not give municipal and provincial bodies sufficient authority over the

final decision on the siting of antenna towers. The Bloc Québécois therefore

recommends:

That Industry Canada respect municipal or provincial regulations when

awarding permits to telecommunication companies for the construction of

telecommunication towers.

See WRSC web site
 for more detail

Candidate responses: None

Interim Mark for the Bloc:   A-
Michael Ignatieff and the Liberal Party of Canada
81 Metcalfe Street, Suite 600

Ottawa, Ontario

K1P 6M8

No response from Michael Ignatieff  as of April 25, 2011

Candidate responses:

Betsy McGregor, Federal Candidate for the Liberals, Peterborough

Grade: D+

Rob Oliphant, Federal Candidate for the Liberals, York Mills

Grade: B

See WRSC web site
 for more detail

Previous comments in HESA Report, Dec. 2010:

None provided

Previous Liberal Policy Statements:

None provided

Interim Mark:   D-/F
Stephen Harper and Conservative Party of Canada
No response from Stephen Harper and Conservative Party of Canada as of April 25, 2011

Candidate responses:

Some candidates, such as Dean Del Mastro, the local MP in Peterborough, Ontario and a current Conservative candidate in the riding, have shown true leadership on the wireless issue.  The WRSC applauds him for his stance.

Names and Grades: 

Dean Del Mastro, the local MP in Peterborough

Grade: B+

The WRSC has not received feedback from other Conservative Candidates.

See WRSC web site
 for more detail

Previous comments in HESA Report, Dec. 2010:

The Conservative Party would like to thank the stakeholders and witnesses who participated in this study.

We support Canada’s current guidelines on human exposure to radiofrequency electromagnetic energy as they are science based and not ideologically driven.  In fact, our guidelines are the result of an ongoing review of scientific studies and of overwhelming scientific evidence.

In developing these guidelines, Canada followed the process set out by the World Health Organization. Our established limits for human exposure are well below the threshold for any potential harm and are among the most stringent in the world. In fact, the WHO International EMF Project, of which Canada is a partner, was established to assess the scientific evidence of possible health effects.

With respect to the recommendation on adverse effect reporting, we would like to reiterate that, to date, there has been no credible science linking exposure to electromagnetic radiation emitting devices and adverse health effects. To establish a process for reporting adverse health effects would not assist us in making that link. Rather, it is the long-term studies and literature reviews that are being proposed that could make the link, if there is one to be made. Until a scientifically supported link is established, a database of adverse reaction reports would simply act as a holding place, as there would be no science to support taking action.

In the interest of ensuring that Canada’s guidelines on human exposure to radiofrequency electromagnetic energy remain based in science and not ideology, we would like to suggest the following recommendation: 

“That Health Canada continue to review emerging science related to the

impact of radiofrequency electromagnetic energy ( microwave) emissions

on human health and take appropriate action should scientific evidence of

risks demonstrate that current guidelines are not adequate to protect the

health and safety of Canadians”

Previous Conservative Policy Statements:

See April 18 report card

Interim Mark for Stephen Harper and Conservatives:  F 

Endnotes

Note: this report card makes frequent reference to the following report, also known as HESA Report.

AN EXAMINATION OF THE POTENTIAL HEALTH IMPACTS OF RADIOFREQUENCY ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION

Report of the Standing Committee on Health, Joy Smith, MP, Chair

DECEMBER 2010, 40th PARLIAMENT, 3rd SESSION

Attachment 1

Wireless Radiation Safety Council Letter to Leaders and Survey Questions, April 18, 2011

April 18, 2011

Prime Minister Stephen Harper

Conservative Party Leader

Michael Ignatieff 

Liberal Party Leader

Gilles Duceppe

Bloc Quebecois Leader

Jack Layton 

NDP Party Leader Liberal Candidate

Elizabeth May

Green Party of Canada Leader

Dear Prime Minister, Mr. Ignatieff, Mr. Duceppe, Mr. Layton and Ms. May,

RE: Federal Party Survey on Wireless Technology in Schools and Other Key Issues  

The Wireless Radiation Safety Council serves as an advocacy hub to represent the concerns of affiliate groups and member organizations at a national level.  We are made up of more than 25 groups in every region of Canada.  (A full list of member groups is attached to this letter.)

We are writing to clarify the position of your parties on wireless technology in schools and other key issues (Wi Fi).  Concerns about the staggering expansion of Wi Fi technologies in schools are exploding across Canada and reaching a fever pitch in dozens of communities.

For example, in the past few weeks

- new evidence has become available on the correlations between Wi Fi technologies (such as Wi Fi equipment, cordless phones, and cell phones) and  increased health risks including cancer and heart problems.  Top medical and health experts are advocating that a precautionary approach be adopted on an urgent basis.  For further information see the websites listed below and the following YouTube videos:

- Bill Fraser, a father in Edmonton, Alberta, was forced to apply to the Alberta Court of Queen’s Bench for an injunction to halt the installation of Wi Fi equipment in the school attended by his children.  Dozens of groups are studying legal action which promises to be a windfall for lawyers and experts but will not necessarily advance the interests of Canadians, the wireless technology industry, nor protect health and safety.

- teachers, daycare workers, administrators, and custodial workers in public and private schools across Canada are extremely concerned about Wi Fi installations, especially those men and women who hope to have children or expand their families and are worried their fertility may be affected.  However, they are afraid to speak out and participate in our local member groups because they are being threatened by school board management and senior administrators if they speak out.

- Peterborough City Council decided to refuse to approve a proposed cell tower on the basis of health concerns forcefully expressed by its citizens.  The Peterborough Council subsequently has earned public accolades for its responsive representation of residents on this matter.  

- smart meters are being installed in communities across Canada without any environmental or health impact studies.  Indeed, these installation processes have been endorsed and uncritically supported by large regulatory organizations such as the Ontario Ministry of the Environment and environmental auditors such as the Environmental Commissioner of Ontario,

- school boards across Canada say they defer to Health Canada guidelines and local Health Units on standards.  However, as the attached letter from Dr. Magda Havas demonstrates, these guidelines clearly are not protective of human health and safety and definitely not protective of the health of children (who are extremely vulnerable to Wi Fi), electro-sensitive people, the elderly, and other immuno-comprised individuals. 

- the Town of Saanich in BC approved an official IT plan that states: (pg. 10) 1) there will be no Wi Fi installations in elementary schools, and 2) managed Wi Fi environments may be installed in adult workplaces including staff rooms and offices as necessary in middle and secondary schools.

- on Tuesday, April 12th, parents and grandparents outside a school in Peterborough were threatened by the Principal of the school for distributing literature about the risks of Wi Fi technology in schools.  The local school board also has  indicated to one of our member groups that they will not be allowed to present at the next meeting of the board on April 28th, 2011.

In this period of scarce public resources, we are shocked and appalled that our senior levels of government are silently endorsing or perhaps even encouraging school boards and municipalities to fight parents and residents who wish to protect the health and safety of their families.  We also are  incredulous that institutions funded by taxpayers, such as school boards, are threatening to call the police on “alleged trespassers”, and attempting to stifle democratic debate about the legitimate and heartfelt views of parents and grandparents.  This decidedly undemocratic method of dealing with parents and their concerns for their children is simply unacceptable. 

The growing frustration of parents and concerned citizens is palpable , and this is not a productive use of anyone’s time or resources.  We need to devote our scarce resources to improving our education system and working cooperatively with Canada’s public and private schools leaders in providing a healthy and safe environment for excellent education of our children.

Leadership from the federal parties is needed to achieve this goal.  Leadership also is needed from Health Canada, Industry Canada, the Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency, Environment Canada, the Federal Commissioner on Environment and Sustainable Development, and other federal regulatory agencies.  Instead we are witnessing the development of Industry Canada policies that seem intended to promote the idea that every child in Canada between the ages of 3 and 18 years old is destined to grow up carrying a laptop and cell phone around all day and even sleep with their “new wireless toys.”

Voters are looking for political leaders in whom they can place trust.  The current regulatory situation on Wi Fi technology is an amorphous mess (outlined in the attached report prepared by the Standing Committee on Health in December 2010).

Further to the report, we are asking you the following:

1.  What is your position on the report of the Standing Committee on Health in December 2010?  Do you and your party support the application of the precautionary principle in making decisions about wireless technologies?  

2.  If elected, will you push for more stringent federal and provincial standards for all wireless technologies?  What specific measures will you push for and according to what timeline?

3.  Will you support working with the provinces to enact mirror legislation such as the Transportation of Dangerous Goods Act (TDGA) and the Workplace Hazardous Materials Information System to address current gaps and overlaps in the current Wi Fi regulatory regime?  If so, how soon will you ensure that a legislative regime is put in place, keeping in mind that Canada signed the International Treaty on TDGA in 1974 but the provinces and the federal government didn’t enact federal-provincial mirror legislation until 1984 and only after the Mississauga train derailment disaster in 1979.

 4.  What specific actions will you support to ensure that local and district school boards  meaningfully resolve the concerns of local parents, grandparents, citizens, and residents and that citizens, residents, and landed immigrants are allowed to present their critical views on Wi Fi to school boards?  

 5.  Do you think that Industry Canada and Health Canada are exercising their approval authorities for new cell towers and wireless technologies in an appropriate manner?  Do you support enhanced public participation and appeal mechanisms for these approvals similar to those available under Ontario’s Environmental Bill of Rights, 1993?

6.  Do you support whistleblower protection for teachers and other staff who work in schools?

7.  Will you support a properly funded public inquiry to examine all the major issues related to Wi Fi technologies in Canada?

We would like to be able to share your responses with the Canadian media on Monday, April 25th.  Thus we would appreciate a timely response to this letter.  

Please note that a similar survey will also be administered to candidates in most local ridings across Canada.

If you have questions, please contact the following WRSC representatives:

Una St. Clair, Vancouver, una@citizensforsafetechnology.org (604)532-1863

Sharon Noble, Victoria, dsnoble@shaw.ca; (250)478-7892 

Francois Therrien, Montreal, ftherrien@aei.ca; (450)471-8371

David McRobert, Legal Advisor to the WRSC, at the following numbers: W. 416 487 4677; mcrobert@sympatico.ca

All of these representatives will make themselves available to your staff by Skype on request.   

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely

Members groups of the Wireless Radiation Safety Council

Attachments:

Letter by Dr. Stephen Sinatra

Letter by Dr. Magda Havas 

RADIOFREQUENCY ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION:
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