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May 1, 2013        BY EMAIL 
 
BC Utilities Commission 
Sixth Floor, 900 Howe Street, Box 250 
Vancouver, BC V6Z 2N3 
 
Attention: Erica Hamilton, Commission Secretary 
 
Dear Sirs / Mesdames: 
 
Re:  FortisBC Inc. Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
 Necessity for the Advanced Metering Infrastructure Project  
 ~ Project No.3698682 
 
With one exception, the CSTS endorses and adopts Mr. Andrew's submission of 
today's date on the issue of whether the IARC monograph should be admitted into 
the evidentiary record.   
 
The only exception we take to Mr. Andrew’s submission is on the point of whether 
the IARC monograph raises new issues.  On that point, we take no position at 
present.     
 
Further, we note that the prospective publication of the IARC monograph was 
discussed by Dr. Bailey in cross-examination at Hearing Transcript 4, page 705, 
lines 6 to 22, as excerpted: 
 

DR. BAILEY: A: Excuse me. If I could just answer -- you asked for an 
undertaking, and my -- I was uncertain of my recollection as to whether the 
AGNIR 2012 report had cited IARC, and we just did a check, and it seems 
that it is not cited. 
 
MR. AARON: Q: It's not cited? 
 
DR. BAILEY: A: Right. And I'm not sure why that is the case, but the IARC 
report has only been released as a few-page summary in 2011 in a journal, 
and we're still waiting for the full report to appear. 
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MR. AARON: Q: Yeah. You would agree with me that the IARC report 
would be relevant to the analysis undertaken under this report titled "Health 
effects from radio frequency electromagnetic fields". 
 
DR. BAILEY: A: I would say that probably the part of the research 
literature dealing with the issue of cancer would have been the subject of 
both reports. 

 
If the IARC monograph is admitted into evidence, the CSTS does not, at this time, 
anticipate making further submissions on the document.  We have already 
referenced the monograph in our submissions of April 25, 2013.  In further reliance 
on the monograph, we say that it speaks for itself in terms of the existence of a risk.  
 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
DAVID M. AARON       
 
cc: parties & clients   




