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Date: December 19, 2013 
  
From:  
Lena Warrington 

  
  
To:  
Erica Hamilton, Commission Secretary 
BC Utilities Commission 
6th Floor, 900 Howe Street, Box 250 
Vancouver, BC V6Z – 2N3 
Commission.Secretary@bcuc.com 
  

Subject: BC Hydro’s Smart Meter Health Effects and "Choices" Program  

Please accept the following Letter of Comment for consideration by the Commission.  

Dear Commission Secretary and Members of the Commission, 

The research regarding electromagnetic radiation is readily available. However, the BC government and BC 
Hydro have chosen to ignore the facts, presenting instead outdated information to their citizens and 
customers—thereby creating unprecedented health risks in a large percentage of the population. They did not 
seek public input before rolling out the smart meter program. 

Dr. David O. Carpenter, a distinguished physician and former founding dean of the School of Public Health, 
State University, Albany (New York), published a letter called “Smart Meters: Correcting the Gross 
Misinformation.” More than fifty international experts contributed to the rebuttal he made to a Quebec-based 
magazine. The health impacts of the radiofrequency (RF)/microwave EMFs emitted by these meters are 
discussed. 

Dr. Carpenter and the group of scientists and health professionals state that “Public fears about wireless smart 
meters are well-founded”…. “Since the turn of the millennium, people are increasingly affected by ambient 
microwaves due to the growing popularity of wireless devices such as cell phones and Wi-Fi Internet. 
Therefore, the mass deployment of smart grids could expose large chunks of the general population to 
alarming risk scenarios without their consent. According to seven surveys done in six European countries 
between 2002 and 2004, about 10% of Europeans have become electrosensitive, and experts fear that 
percentage could reach 50% by 2017”; further, “…caution is warranted because the growing variety of 
RF/microwave emissions produced by many wireless devices such as smart meters have never been tested 
for their potential biological effects.” The letter mentions increase in cancer rates, DNA damage, and damage 
to cellular membranes. 
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Dr. Carpenter quotes from a report by Vini G. Khurana, an Australian Associate Professor of neurosurgery; 
adverse neurological effects have been reported in people who sustain close proximity to wireless meters, 
especially under 10 feet (three metres): 

“A wireless smart meter produces radiofrequency microwave radiation with two antennas in approximately the 
same frequency range (900 MHz to 2.4 GHz) as a typical cell tower. But, depending on how close it is to 
occupied space within a home, a smart meter can cause much higher RF exposures than cell towers 
commonly do.  If a smart meter is located on a common wall with a bedroom or kitchen rather than a garage 
wall, for example, the RF exposure can be the same as being within 200 to 600 feet distance of a cell tower 
with multiple carriers. With both cell towers and smart meters, the entire body is immersed by microwaves  that 
go out in all directions, which increases the risk of overexposure to many sensitive organs such as the eyes 
and testicles.” 

https://maisonsaine.ca/sante-et-securite/electrosmog/smart-meters-correcting-gross-misinformation.html. 

Already in 2006, Dr. Gerd Oberfeld of the Department of Public Health in Salzburg, Austria, together with 
Orjan Hallberg of Hallberg Independent Research in Sweden, published a research paper in the journal, 
Electromagnetic Biology and Medicine. Their 
well-documented research spanned seven countries including Sweden, Austria, Germany, Ireland, England, 
and California, USA.—from 1985 to 2004.  
  
What they found is that the estimated prevalence of electrosensitive people around the world is not just a small 
fraction that deviates from the rest of the healthy population, but rather that the numbers are steadily 
increasing. For example, in 1985, Sweden reported a 0.06% electromagnetic sensitivity, by 1994, 0.63 %, by 
1996, 1.50%, by 2000 3.20%, and by 2003, 9.00%. Other countries fared no better: Whereas Austria reported 
1.50% in 1995, by 2002 it was 13.30% of the population. Germany went from 6.00% in 2001 to 9.00% by 
2004, while England reported 11% in 2004. The data presented are estimates and are based on large sample 
inquiries. It points at the possibility that electrosensitivity, or EHS, will be more widespread in the near future. 
  
Plotted over time, the extrapolated trend was that by 2017, 50% of people—half of humanity—can be 
expected to become electrosensitive. In Sweden, EHS, is recognized as a documented debilitating illness 
(http://www.nextup.org/pdf/EHS2006 HallbergOberfeld.pdf). 
  
What kind of medical problems have been attributed to EHS? A short list includes: neurological impairment, 
ear pain and hearing problems, breathing dysfunctions, heart ailments, burning skin, sleep disturbances, 
headaches, depression, vision troubles, blood pressure changes, sterility, autism, and neurodegenerative 
diseases. 

Dr. Magda Havas is Associate Professor of Environmental & Resource Studies at Trent University, one of 
Canada’s top universities. In January of 2011, the California Council on Science and Technology released 
their report on Smart meters. They invited Dr. Havas to submit a report; she was later informed that it would 
not be part of their final document; she had not supported their final conclusions because she has great 
concern regarding the current levels of microwave radiation in North America. She believes that 
lectromagnetic radiation is an emerging illness that has not been taught in most medical schools, especially in 
North America 

Dr. Havals is in favour of limited use of wired technology, such as for travel. She states: “With more 
frequencies being used, with the levels of radiation increasing, and with so little research on the long-term, 
low-level effects of this technology we are creating a potential time bomb. If smart meters are placed on every 
home, they will contribute significantly to our exposure and this is both unwise and unsafe” 
(http://www.magdahavas.com/havas-report-on-smart-meters-for-ccst/). 

It would appear that the BC government and BC Hydro, by forcing smart meters on its citizens and customers, 
are conducting an experiment—an experiment that will cause suffering, which in turn will further tax our 
already over-taxed medical plan. 
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The word “force” is used here because the “choices” we have been offered by BC Hydro are, in fact, no choice 
at all, particularly if one is part of a low-income group such as single parents, low-waged workers, the elderly, 
and the unemployed. If we cannot afford $35 per month ($420 per year) to opt out of the smart meter program, 
we have to submit to the dangers to our health that smart meters pose. These people will be forced to choose 
between paying this extortionist fee and buying food, and doing without heat or prescription drugs. It should be 
noted that our children are particularly at risk due to wireless technology. 

What has happened to democracy? Why is the Precautionary Principle not being applied? Where are the 
studies that prove the safety of smart meters over the long term? 

It would appear that due to overpopulation, people all over the world have become expendable customers. We 
are no longer citizens or customers. Canada’s laws are outdated and do not protect us from Electro-
Hypersensitivity. No doubt profit at any cost is the motive. 
  
I respectfully request the BC Utilities Commission further investigage the health effects of wireless smart 
meters; that they cancel the opt-out fee, and that BC Hydro customers be issued a refund when your final 
determination is made.  
  
Respectfully submitted, 
Lena Warrington 

  

  

  




