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reBERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

July 25, 2002

Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re:  Environmental Effects of Radiofrequency
Radiation: Petition for Inquiry to Consider
Amendment of Rules in Parts 1 and 2

Petition for Inquiry of EMR Network

Dear Ms. Dortch:

This supplements the Application for Review of EMR Network, filed January 10, 2002. So far
as we are aware, the Application remains unopposed and is under consideration in the Office of
Engineering and Technology (“OET”). In dismissing EMR Network’s initial Petition for
Inquiry, OET stated that any determination to inquire into revision of the referenced rules

should be made by [EPA and FDA] or other federal agencies with primary
expertise in and responsibility for ensuring health and safety, and should not
be made in the first instance by the FCC. Accordingly, any proceeding or
inquiry should be initiated by and maintained under the auspices of such

agency or agencies . . .

On January 31, 2002, EMR Network sent the attached letter to NIH and the other federal health
and safety agencies shown as copied. Despite the passage of six months, we have heard back

' Letter of December 11, 2002, from Bruce A. Franca to James R. Hobson, 2.
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from only four. (Exhibit 1) None of these respondents, and presumably none of those failing to
respond, proposes to take the initiatives suggested in the Franca letter of dismissal.

EMR Network is disappointed in the number and nature of the responses, but not surprised. The
rules in question have been issued by the FCC and the principal responsibility for their upkeep
belongs with the FCC. EMR Network respectfully repeats the request in its Application for
Review: That the Commission either open an inquiry or provide a reasoned explanation for not

doing so.
Sincerely,

S B

J s R. Hobson
Counsel for EMR Network

cc: All Commissioners; OET Chief Ed Thomas, Associate Chief (Legal) Bruce Romano



