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exposure limits and bone marrow in children’s skulls absorb 10-fold greater
radiation than adult’s marrow.

ADVERSE HEALTH EFFECTS: The CTIA selectively reviews the science,
more often than not, incorrectly, while myriad studies published after the
adoption of the current FCC exposure limits which show adverse health
effects, particularly cancers contradicting CTIA’s assertions.

ANIMAL STUDIES: CTIA assertions implying that evidence from animal
studies is contradicted by listing of animal studies that found adverse effects
and was used by IARC for its declaration of a “possible carcinogen.”
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