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This letter is a summary of the concerns we have regarding the wireless 
smart meter program.  Please submit this letter and all attachments as a 
letter of comment in the BCUC hearing.  Thank you.

Inger and Herman Drescher 

First, regarding the installation of smart meters on homes:  

Our understanding is that the meter itself costs $500 and there is an additional $500 paid to the 
installer. So right off the bat, people keeping their analogue meter are not costing BC Hydro and 
the taxpayer approximately $1000. These savings should be credited to the customer opting out 
as well as additional credit every time smart meters have to be replaced.  Our understanding is 
that the smart meter will need to be replaced every five to ten years as opposed to the analogue 
meter which is good for 30 years and more.  These savings should more than offset any actual 
cost to read meters. 

In regard to the proposed monthly charge:  Why should we be billed monthly when the meter is 
currently read every second month?  Customers can be billed on the equal payment plan based 
on past use or they can opt to pay the year in advance.  Adjustments can be made at year end or 
when customer relocates, as is done now. This system is already set up, it's not the one that 
needs to be reinvented so should not incur additional costs.  If anything, those choosing 
to go along with the new billing system for smart meters should 
be charged the additional cost. 
 
There are other ways to accommodate those keeping their analogue meters. Customers can 
phone in or email their own meter reading and send pictures to verify the reading.  A BC Hydro 
employee can physically verify the meter reading once or twice a year. The rates BC Hydro is 
suggesting are unrealistic and only serve to force lower income people to accept the smart meter 
as they can not afford the extra charge.  Hydro costs are already too expensive for many people. 
This citizen owned corporation should focus on meeting the needs of BC's people first.  The 
people of BC should not have to be forced to take Class Action 
against a corporation they totally fund in order to be heard.  You 
would think the BC Government would already have seen from the HST fiasco that the people of 
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BC want to be consulted before changes are made.
----------------------------------------

Second is a letter we sent to BC Hydro detailing the reasons we request 
no smart meters be installed on our commercial building.  The 
attachments relate to this section of our letter of comment.

------------------------------------------

This message is in reply to your letters dated September 16, 2013 and 
received September 23, 2013.  In these letters you state there is no smart 
meter opt out for commercial buildings due to the complexity of 
commercial-class rate structures. The letters I wrote to you dated 
February 16, 2012 and June 5, 2012 reflect my stand on the matter of 
wireless smart meters. 

As building owners , my wife and I have been trying to keep smart meters from 
being installed on any of our buildings. We will not be held accountable 
for the damage frequencies can do to the structural 
integrity of our buildings, or for the effect these frequencies 
have on the health and well-being of our tenants and their 
clients.  We also made this statement clear to the City  at a meeting, May 7, 
2012.  

One of the Class Action lawsuits against BC Hydro shows there are many people who are 
adversely affected by the frequencies emitted from wireless smart meters.  Research by 
scientists show that wireless technology has an adverse effect on infrastructure.  We 
are not willing to be held liable by agreeing to have smart meters installed when there are 
many warnings from learned scientists and professionals about the ill effects.

I am attaching information supplied by Curtis Bennett and verified by Dr Andrew Michrowski 
on which I base my decision. My electrician concurs that frequencies should be contained 
within insulated wires. I have to respect the knowledge of professionals who work in the 
industry.

If you choose to ignore my request to keep only wired meters in my building, then you must 
assume full responsibility for any liability arising from this action.

 
Respectfully yours,



 
Herman Drescher
 



































Electromagnetic fields: high-level microwave technology concerns - Planetary Association for Clean Energy

Addressing the question of radiofrequency/microwave wireless technology emissions, Dennis Kucinich, US Domestic
Policy Committee Chairman wrote to Kevin Martin, FCC Chairman on Nov. 3, 2008, "The NAS Report support the
NTP's conclusion that the research record upon which FCC's RF Safety Guidelines are based does not adequately
safeguard the public from non-thermal chronic exposures" The Bamberg Appeal, sent to President Obama February
12, 2009 states, "Since immediately, after digital television stations had started transmitting, adverse health effects
have occurred, the review of the Guidelines announced by the ICNIRP is imperative."

There are 2 recent landmark rulings: in France, a power company was ordered to compensate cattle farmers for EMF
damages to animals. On November 14, 2008, Agence France Presse reported, "In ordering the management of RTE
(responsible for the distribution of electricity) to pay almost 400,000 Euros to cattle farmers, the courts have
established for the first time that there is a link between the effects of electromagnetic radiation from a very high
voltage power line and symptoms of diseases among animals"). Similarly, telephone company Bouygues Telecom
was ordered on February 4,2009 by a Versailles appeals court to dismantle cellphone towers in the Lyons area on the
basis of the Precautionary Principle and the potential health risk for nearby residents. The ruling is significant
because it draws on research such as the Biolnitiative report as well as doctors' Appeals of Salzburg (Austria),
Freiburg and Bamberg (Germany) and Helsinki (Finland).

Environmental microwave power levels are too high for even minimum health risk conditions. Health practitioners do
not consider general exposure conditions during diagnosis, or during therapy.

Employers do not realize how microwaves affect performance, health and safety of employees.

Appropriate design and oversight can provide safe and generally no-risk field levels. Implementation of these
measures, often at no/low cost requires demand for common sense.

Those who issue permits are in frontline for complaints and legal filings and they are, legally, accomplices. The City of
Toronto has guideline that provides precedence that communities can emulate.

European Parliament expert analysis in 2000, which included World Health Organization, European Community and
scientific peers recommended that average annual exposure near microwave emitters should not exceed 0.10
IlWattlcm2 (compare: The Italian Government "quality target"). Anyone exposed to higher fields should receive regular
medical attention, including blood analysis, EEG and ECG tests. All zones with higher exposure rates should be posted
with markings on pavement and with road signs.

There are serious public health concerns about the consequences to physical and mental human health from exposure
both at home, at work and in many public places to man-made sources of electromagnetic radiation (EMR) from
devices such as cell phones, Wi-Fi / WiMAX / Bluetooth, routers, antenna sites, broadcast towers and high-voltage
power lines and grids.

There is a need to establish whether there is a link between wireless technologies and modification of DNA in humans,
animals or plants, accelerated population aging, Alzheimer's, psycho-social behavioural problems, neurodegenerative
diseases, fertility and reproduction problems, immune systems disorders, insomnia and electro-hypersensitivity and
between the use of mobile phones and certain types of cancer, including brain, auditory nerve, and parotid gland
tumours. Other impacts include: acceleration of corrosion of strategic infrastructures, for example of buildings, bridges,
pipelines and nuclear power stations.

Until these studies have been carried out, the application of the precautionary principle should apply in nurseries,
schools, colleges, universities and other public places frequented by children, teenagers and in public areas such as
libraries, hospitals, public transport and playgrounds. In Luxembourg the Government has opted to apply the
precautionary principle and their population is protected almost 14 times more securely from electromagnetic fields
than other European citizens. While there is no doubt that many wireless devices have brought improvements to
quality of life the continuing uncertainties about possible health risks and scientific studies to date have raised
concerns that the public is not sufficiently protected from the adverse physical and mental health effects of these
technologies.
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