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From: Sean Rooney
Sent: Sunday, December 16, 2012 7:47 PM
To: Commission Secretary BCUC:EX
Cc:

 
 

 

Subject: Letter of Comment: FortisBC In Advance Metering Infrastructure CPCN

British Columbia Utilities Commission 
Box 250, 900 Howe Street 
Sixth Floor 
Vancouver, B.C. 
V6Z 2N3 
 
Attention: Erica M. Hamilton, Commission Secretary 
 
The Commission — 
 
I am writing to you today to provide one citizen’s input on the subject CPCN.   
 
I have been a resident of the Slocan Valley in the West Kootenay district of British 
Columbia forty-two years and have been a paying customer of first West Kootenay 
Power and Light and later of Fortis BC for this entire duration. 
 
I am a retired College Instructor. 
 
The impacts of electromagnetic interference (EMI) on the human nervous system 
should get more attention and research. Just as smoking was considered safe and even 
healthy in earlier times, EMI tends to not be taken seriously enough and many appear 
to be in denial about its potential effects. EMI is not a natural occurrence. Never in 
history has there been so much electromagnetic energy in our living environment. This 
energy is bound to do some work and have an effect.  
 
Historically, life on earth has been in an EMI-free environment, shielded by the earth’s 
magnetic field.  Biological science holds that genetic mutation can occur when the 
magnetic fields either pulse or flip naturally over millions of years.  So protection from 
damaging EMI is essential for the Biosphere and all its discrete living things.   
 
Humans are vulnerable to radiation, albeit they do exhibit some degree of tolerance for 
it depending upon its power and its nature, the precise thresholds of which are not 
known.  Owing to the unsettled situation in the relative sciences, the full effects of the 
radiation to be broadcast throughout communities by Fortis’s smart meter system are 
difficult to know and largely impossible to assess or measure with an appropriate level 
of confidence. 
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It is my considered opinion that EMI plays a significant role in the mental health of 
populations and just like many historians correlate the fall of Rome with the Roman’s 
use of lead in water pipes and cooking utensils, historians in the future may correlate 
world events with the rise of EMI in the human living environment.  We have to be 
diligent and work hard  and be ever vigilant if we hope ensure that the legacy of EMI in 
our living environment does not turn out to equate with lead in Roman water pipes and 
cooking utensils. 
 
It seems at the least that decisions which lead to significant increases in EMI in our 
living environment must be approached objectively and that we should err on the side 
of caution and prudence when making them and predicate them on the very best 
unbiased science that’s available, and if that science is inconclusive no decision can 
rightfully be made which does in fact result in an increase in EMI in our living 
environment. 
 
And that in fact, it may be that just because we can increase EMI in our living 
environment for what appear at first glance to be good reasons, doesn’t mean that we 
should. 
 
The economic benefits to Fortis in this are plain for all to see, for starters, they’ll lay off 
several tens or hundreds of meter readers and dispose of the vehicles they use; those 
cost dollars can be plunked right into their profit ledger, ad infinitum with respect to 
time.  Surely they represent no insignificant sum. 
 
While it’s hard to imagine that Fortis won’t (also) benefit economically in significant 
ways from the enormous increase of structured usage data their EMI-based system will 
provide them, I don’t wish to engage that aspect of the issue here.  Suffice it to say that 
we can and should expect Fortis to take full advantage of every opportunity this flood of 
data will create for them to enhance their profitability.  And I for one expect this would 
mean that the overall average rate I pay for a kilowatt hour will go up to one degree or 
another if so-called “smart metering” is installed.  
 
Fortis is a money making business.  It could maintain its operational status quo and 
continue to make money.  But corporations have enormous imperative to grow, they 
must grow their revenues and increase their year-over earnings in whatever ways they 
can devise, and whether any of those ways are consistent with the public interest or the 
common good is irrelevant to them.  
 
While the subject application and Fortis’s application to buy the City of Kelowna’s 
power utility provides evidence of their desire to grow their business, the desire itself 
is a no brainer, as I’m certain you are aware.  This is the framework, it is codified in 
law, as limited to one extent or another by the regulatory power of government. 
 
Fortis is attempting to dictate to the people within its service area by proposing their 
so-called “smart metering system” — because that system isn’t either a functional nor 
an operational or an economic necessity, it’s only necessary so that Fortis can enhance 
its profitability.   My community has gotten along just fine without so-called “smart 
metering” since electricity was first extended to it in the 1960’s, fifty years ago and 
there’s no reason to think this could not go on.  On top of this, there are zero benefits to 
consumers or to the public in the Fortis application.  Zero. 
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And in fact, there are potential downsides for consumers and the public alike, both 
economically and very probably in terms of health and mental well being.  I say “very 
probably” because it appears quite plainly that the science on this is nowhere near 
settled and a lot more research and scientific study will have to be conducted before it 
is.  The risks as they are known today cannot be seen as being zero.  We just don’t know 
enough yet to either make or support such a claim. 
 
But what does Fortis care?  They aren’t mandated to care, except as expressed in 
current law and regulation, which only provides a modicum of regulatory constraints 
under which they have to operate.  And they do this, and they make money doing so.   
 
But apparently they don’t make enough money, as evidenced by their application, 
which throws caution to the wind, ignores the principle of prudence and the unsettled 
nature of the science, and is thereby reckless and undeserving. 
 
Change is another question, introducing new functional aspects that are beyond the 
current regulatory framework that will have to be subjected to new approvals and new 
regulation.  This is not an issue that can be treated lightly and the Fortis application is 
not one that can or should be approved without a comprehensive scientific analyses 
that demonstrates beyond all reasonable doubt that it is indeed safe for consumers. 
 
Fortis does not have the right to enhance its profitability at the risk of negative health 
impacts upon its customers.  It simply does not have this right.   Yet, in view of this 
application, it would seem they think they do.  
 
It is unfortunate that differing and competing scientific opinion and conclusions, as 
fostered and developed by the telecomm and energy industries and as conducted by 
public agencies and institutions both foreign and domestic, tend to muddy the 
scientific waters and this requires  a public agency such as the BCUC to wade through 
what is arguably a very large body of scientific literature on the subject in order to gain 
the kind of clarity and certainty that’s necessary to the making of appropriately 
intelligent public policy and regulation.   
 
But this is the landscape we face with this application, and the duty to fully address it in 
a cogent manner cannot be shirked nor ignored nor watered down.  The potential risks 
to public health and well being are simply too great. 
 
Citizens cannot allow private for-profit corporations to implement changes in their 
way of doing business that pose undefined risks for their health and well being, without 
oversight and a thorough degree of investigation, analysis, critical thinking, and 
scientific examination by regulating bodies.  In the case before us, this means the 
BCUC, the agency the public relies upon to ensure that the profit motive does not either 
degrade nor interfere with nor pose risks to the maintenance of a safe living 
environment for all British Columbians vis-à-vis EMI pollution. 
 
Standing Federal regulation regarding EMI is in clear conflict with many standards 
that have been adopted by other governments across the world and those 
recommended by various health authorities and UN health agencies, in particular the 
W.H.O. 
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This means that the Canadian Federal regulation offers little by way of guidance or 
meritorious insight and should not be used as the standard in this matter or 
considered to be any sort of legitimate de facto standard.  It is not; it very likely doesn’t 
even reflect good guidance. 
 
Because the science regarding the impacts of EMI on human health and well being 
remains unsettled and is rife with dissenting opinions pro and con and because 
scientific studies on EMI remain inconclusive and are often at odds with one another, I 
remain strongly opposed to an approval of Fortis’s application to implement its 
proposed advanced metering infrastructure as per the subject CPCN. and urge that it 
be denied.   
 
Moreover, no further application for such infrastructure should be submitted or 
contemplated until such time as the science has been made definitive and settled to an 
extent that shows beyond the shadow of any reasonable doubt that such a proposition 
will bring no harm to public health and well being in a zero-tradeoff context. 
 
You continuing efforts in this matter are greatly appreciated. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Yours very truly, 
 
Sean Rooney 

 
 




