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From: David Hill 
Sent: Sunday, October 13, 2013 12:12 PM
To: Minister, MEM MEM:EX; Horgan.MLA, John LASS:EX; Commission Secretary BCUC:EX; 

Krog.MLA, Leonard LASS:EX
Subject: Letter concerning electricity meter options
Attachments: Biological_Effects_from_RF_Radiation_and-Implications_for_Smart_Meters_June_11_

2013_B-1.pdf

Dear Bill Bennett, John Horgan, BC Utilities Commission and Leonard Krog,  
 
I have attached a copy of a letter I sent by regular mail last week to Mr. Reimer, Vice-President of 
Transmission and Distribution at BC Hydro, in response to his letter concerning electricity meter options 
and payments for reading. You will notice that copies went to BC Hydro & Power Authority: Meter 
Choices, and to Charles Reid, the BC Hydro CEO. 
 
I think the letter is self-explanatory. 
 
I also attach a copy of a letter I wrote to the Bowen Island "Undercurrent" on related topics. It will be 
published in shortened form next week (October 18th). 
 
Many thanks for your interest in this important issue. 
 
David R. Hill 
------------- 
David Hill, PEng, FBCS 
Emeritus Professor 

Our lives begin to end the day we become silent about things that matter. 
(Martin Luther King Jr.) 

 
------------- 
 
Letter to Greg Reimer, Executive Vice-President, Transmission & Distribution 
  
October 10th. 2013 
Greg Reimer, 
Executive Vice-President, Transmission & Distribution 
  
BC Hydro 
333 Dunsmuir, Vancouver, B.C.  V6B 5R3 
 
Dear Mr. Reimer, 
 
BC Hydro Account Number *********: Meter choice 
David Hill,  
 
I recently received a letter signed by you, via Canada Post, that asserted that I had to choose one 
of three electric meter options by December 1st: 
(a)  
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Accept a standard “smart” meter at no [explicitly billable] cost; 
(b) 
Accept a digital meter with “radio off” for an estimated installation charge of $100 and an 
estimated monthly meter reading fee of $20; 
(c) 
Keep my current analogue meter and pay an estimated $35 a month for meter reading. 
I strongly reject this “Hobson’s Choice”, which seems to be a move to abrogate my existing 
contract for electricity supply and get me agree to a new contract that either requires charges for 
meter reading, and—in the case of (b)—meter installation as well; or to accept a wireless 
surveillance device being attached to my property, one that emits frequent short high-frequency 
Electro-Magnetic Radiation (HF-EMR) pulses 24/7, and may constitute a fire hazard. I did not and 
still do not agree to have a wireless surveillance device attached to my property as a condition for 
receiving electricity supply. 
Apart from the privacy, cost and grid/data vulnerability issues, there is also convincing evidence 
that HF-EMR have biological effects at levels many orders of magnitude below the Health Canada 
safety standard which is based on the old science considering only heating effects. For example, 
you should study the recently published “Bioinitiative Report” (2012) available for download from 
http://www.bioinitative.org for more up-to-date scientific information. As it is a very long report 
(1479 pages) I have attached a 16-page digest for your convenience. 
It is no longer scientifically acceptable to deny that there are health effects at very low levels of 
HF-EMR. You must be aware that the BC Centre for Disease Control produced a report 
acknowledging damaging health effects from HF-EMR, following a request from Provincial Medical 
Officer of Health, Dr. Perry Kendall to review the most recent scientific evidence, even though that 
report is actually quite narrow in its purview. 
Thus I do not accept a “smart meter” [(a)] and I refuse to pay for a meter reading service under 
conditions that could easily be considered extortion [(b & c)], especially as meter reading costs 
have previously been included in your charges for electricity. However, I could perhaps agree to 
read my own meter, bi-monthly, and take photographs as evidence, and send this material to you. 
I attach such information from my most recent readings, on a normal meter reading day. You can 
audit my meter at times of your own choosing to confirm the ongoing accuracy of my readings, but 
it is not reasonable to charge me an additional $420 a year for exercising my right to keep an 
analogue meter indefinitely. Need I remind you that there is a class action law suit on these very 
issues. 
 
Yours truly, 

 

 
 
David R. Hill, PEng, FBCS 
 
Cc: 
BC Hydro & Power Authority: Meter Choices 
Charles Reid, CEO 
 
Attachments: 
1. “Biological Effects from RF Radiation at Low-Intensity ... ”, by Ronald M. Powell, Ph.D. 
2. Meter photos with readings for , 2012-10-08 [item 2 is not included in 
this email] 
 
 
----------- 
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Letter to the Bowen Island "Undercurrent" 
 
Dear Editor, 
 
The letter to the editor concerning smart meters (Undercurrent 2013-09-27) might be reasonable if: (a) 
health effects were the only objection to "smart" meters; and (b) the Health Canada safety level did not 
assume that the only concern with Electro-Magnetic Radiation (EMR) was the potential for heating human 
tissue. However, it is disingenuous to quote the radiation levels as a percentage of this outdated "safety" 
standard when there is plenty of peer-reviewed science to show that EMR has direct effects on cell wall 
transport and cell metabolism at levels far below any heating effect -- research conducted by much better 
medically qualified people than any hired Fortis "expert" electrical engineer. 
 
The view expressed in the letter was also expressed by Tom Fletcher in a generic article that appears in the 
on-line version of the "Undercurrent": http://www.bowenislandundercurrent.com/opinion/225052202.html 
 
Even if one were to believe there are no possible health effects, there are other problems. An important 
reason for implementing a "smart" grid of increasing complexity is to gather data from individual dwellings 
concerning detailed electricity usage (which appliance, when, for how long, ... ) for sale to equipment 
manufacturers. This detailed surveillance is both highly intrusive and, as far as electricity consumers are 
concerned, an unnecessary invasion of privacy, especially as it necessarily reveals when home owners are 
absent, for how long, and other patterned aspects of their activities. When I signed a contract for electricity 
supply, I did not consent to have a surveillance device attached to my house. Germany has rejected "smart" 
meters for this reason, having experienced fascism fairly recently. 
 
Then there is the problem of vulnerability: both of the "smart" grid itself, which people like James Woolsey 
(one-time director of the CIA) report is extremely vulnerable to natural events or hostile attack; and of 
individual home owners, whose data is collected and held, and is therefore accessible to criminals, however 
well encrypted -- as illustrated by the numerous successful hacking efforts against both government and 
commerce. 
 
Finally there are various aspects of cost. "Smart" meters in BC are valued at over $500 each, around ten 
times the cost of the analogue meters they are supposed to replace, and their service life is much shorter. 
Thus there is not only an initial investment of over $1 billion, but a more frequent ongoing replacement cost 
forever. There are approximately 1,764,635 private households in BC (2011 census). If the "smart" meter 
program costs about $1.2 billion, the cost per household works out at $680 per house, ignoring dedicated 
business premises. Then there is the cost of replacement. Assuming a fifteen year average service life (as 
opposed to the average 45 year service life of an analogue meter) means another $1.2 billion every 15 years 
(no doubt spread out by staggering the replacement schedule). The electricity company presumably adds 
this cost to the charge for electricity service whilst collecting money from the sale of data to appliance and 
other equipment manufacturers. If the electricity company no longer reads meters, what about the savings 
created by laying off all the meter readers and selling their vehicles, which also no longer have to be 
replaced? Additional revenue to the company, presumably. In addition, if consumers opt not to have a 
"smart" meter, they pay an additional monthly fee, thus paying twice for the same meter reading service. 
Why not have consumers provide meter readings with audit checks once a year. And why can Kauai, 
Hawaii, read meters for $10.27 a month yet BC Hydro proposes to charge $35 a month for retained 
analogue meters? All this ignores the cost of house fires caused by "smart" meters, currently borne by the 
householder; plus the effective increase in tariff due to the forthcoming time of use billing. Few people can 
 choose the timing of their activities, so time of use billing, touted as a green initiative, is really just another 
tariff increase. 
 
David Hill,  




