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From: R Jeske 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2013 3:09 PM
To: Commission Secretary BCUC:EX
Cc: Horgan.MLA, John LASS:EX
Subject: REQUEST TO THE BCUC - Re: BC HYDRO ‘meter choice program’ fees
Attachments: BCUC LETTER_Dec 17_2013.pdf

DATE: December 17th 2013 
 
To: The BC Utilities commission.  Via Email @ commission.secretary@bcuc.com 
 
CC:   john.horgan.mla@leg.bc.ca 
 
From:  Robert Jeske, BC Hydro Account holder  
  
RE:  BC HYDRO ‘meter choice program’ fees 
 
BCUC:  By way of my attached letter, please add my families voice to the others that have reached 
out to the BCUC to exercise its role in protecting Citizens from the tactics of BC Hydro and the 
BC government to economically force citizens to capitulate to smart meter installations. Please let 
me know if my comments will be considered by the BCUC in its evaluation of BC Hydro's opt out 
fees? 
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Jeske and Family 
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BC HYDRO SMART METER CHOICES PROGRAM



DATE: December 17th 2013 

To: The BC Utilities commission.  Via Email @ commission.secretary@bcuc.com 

CC:   john.horgan.mla@leg.bc.ca 

From:  Robert Jeske, BC Hydro Account holder   

RE:  BC HYDRO ‘meter choice program’ fees 

BCUC:  Please add my family’s voice to the others that have reached out to the BCUC to exercise its role in 
protecting Citizens from the tactics of BC Hydro and the BC government to economically force citizens to capitulate 
to smart meter installations.  The BCUC and Ombudsman are the only significant bodies that have any real power to 
intervene on the public’s behalf with government and BC Hydro in this matter.  Despite the government’s best 
efforts to creatively exclude the BCUC with executive orders, it’s my understanding that the BCUC can still rule on 
the fees BC Hydro is attempting to charge.  Because the BCUC is disallowed by the same executive order to review 
the SM program as a whole, or disallow any fees, I would ask that those fees be set at a very low amount 
comparable to other more reasonable jurisdictions.  If not, many will simply just not be able to economically afford 
to pay BC Hydro and thereby unable to exercise their rights to avoid a wireless type Radio Frequency Radiation (RFR) 
emitting smart meter.   
 
It’s my position that the ‘meter choice program’ is an attempt to coerce me into entering in to a new contract with 
BC Hydro for unapproved, discriminatory, and punitive smart meter opt out fees.  In all my previous communications 
to BC Hydro I have indicated that I oppose and do not consent to the installation and operation of a wireless type 
Radio Frequency Radiation (RFR) emitting smart meter at my Property.  I reassert that I continue to prohibit BC 
Hydro or any agent to install a RFR smart meter.   
 
By way of the many ‘meter choice Program’ letters, BC Hydro has not provided me with any option that is 

acceptable to me.  Therefore, I assert that in addition to not imposing an RFR smart meter on me without my 

consent, BC Hydro is also not entitled to exact any payment from me in exchange for their agreement to refrain 

from installing such a device. Below, I will outline the justification of my position that BC Hydro proposed opt out 

fees are not reasonable.  

  

1. I should not be required to pay BC Hydro any amount of opt out fees to compensate BC 

Hydro to manually read my meter because it was BC hydro that specifically chose a 

wireless only smart meter whereas the clean energy act does not specify a wireless type 

smart meter.   

There are non-wireless smart meters available that other jurisdictions have specifically chosen that are just as 

modern and accurate as the wireless type.  So, just because BC Hydro chose a wireless only smart meter I am not 

required to pay BC Hydro any fees to keep a non-wireless type meter.   Should BC Hydros choice of smart meter type 

supersede my right to avoid that which has uncertain long term health effects and major health authority warnings 

to limit exposure?  I must therefore exercise my freedom of conscience to not allow my family to be unnecessarily 

exposed to the RFR from a wireless type smart meter when modern viable alternatives exist to measure my 

electricity usage and provide readings to BC Hydro.   

 

mailto:commission.secretary@bcuc.com
mailto:john.horgan.mla@leg.bc.ca


 

2. I should NOT be forced to pay BC Hydro proposed opt out fees in order to protect my 

family from unnecessary near field RFR emissions, or at a minimum I expect BC Hydro to 

find lower cost options to read my meter.   

BC Hydro has arbitrarily chosen a very high opt out cost structure that will economically force many of the 60,000 

plus accounts refusing smart meters to capitulate, when other lower cost options exist for BC Hydro to obtain my 

meter readings.  For example, BC Hydro could treat me like existing remote location customers and read my meter 2 

times per year.  Or, BC Hydro could have me phone in or take a photo of my meter every few months and email to 

already existing BC Hydro customer service reps.  BC Hydro has 6 years of my usage history to compare to my future 

use for estimates in between actual readings.  There are also meter readers from gas and water companies that 

could simply read my meter as they physically visit my property and can verify my readings I supplied to BC Hydro. It 

seems to me BC Hydro is ignoring other low cost alternatives and specifically choosing a high cost option as this will 

result in more people capitulating and submitting to a smart meter.  How did BC Hydro afford meter reading in the 

past if 35$ per month per meter is considered a breakeven cost to read meters?  If 35$ per month was applied to 

every meter in BC for one year that would be $800 million!!!  Did BC hydro spend $800 million to read all our meters 

last year???  I suspect this grossly inflated 35$ month fee is the best choice for BC Hydro as 420$ per year might be 

just economically punitive enough.   Consider 420$ per year per meter for the 60,000 accounts who don’t want a 

smart meter, that would add up to $25 million per year. Perhaps it’s a creative way to pay for the 1 billion spent on 

smart meters by recouping the costs from the people who don’t want them?   

The over inflated proposed Opt out fees from BC Hydro are essentially discrimination as defined in the Utilities 

Commission Act:  

“59  (1) A public utility must not make, demand or receive (a) an unjust, unreasonable, unduly discriminatory or 

unduly preferential rate for a service provided by it in British Columbia, or (b) a rate that otherwise contravenes 

this Act, the regulations, orders of the commissionor any other law. (2) A public utility must not (a) as to rate or 

service, subject any person or locality, or a particular description of traffic, to an undue prejudice or 

disadvantage,…”    

The “fee” for reading our meters has always been built into BC Hydro rates and remains so even with the roll out of 

smart meters.  So, I am already paying BC Hydro to read my meter and charging me an additional amount of 35$ per 

month is exorbitant.  I do not accept that BC Hydro can charge me un-approved, discriminatory, and arbitrarily high 

fees for not getting something, and for not getting something I do not want nor consent to.  In essence a corporation 

has found a way to charge me for nothing.   

 

 

 

 

 



 

3.  The very fact that BC Hydro is proposing an opt out shows that all customers do NOT 

need to be connected to RFR smart meters and are therefore not essential equipment 

required for BC Hydro to generate, deliver, and meter electricity.  Therefore, I should NOT 

be forced to pay an opt out fee when smart meters are not essential equipment.   

If BC Hydro needs to know how much power we are using in real time, BC hydro can perfectly measure real time 

power usage and manage supply by smart metering power demand at every Sub-station in the province. Therefore, 

a very costly smart meter on every home policy is not essential to manage supply.  As stated by BC Hydro (Jan 28, 

2012): “Smart meters only measure how much energy a home used or generated in total. This is the same 

information we have always collected, just more frequently...”  Because a smart meter only shows me total power 

use, just like regular meters, the smart meter as compared to my bill or regular meter is not going to give me any 

additional information.   If I really want to know how much power one of my in home electrical devices is using, I can 

buy or borrow a 20$ device that will easily tell me, and I won't need to test more than once per device after I know. 

So why spend 1 Billion $ on unnecessary smart meters that only last 20 years when I can use a 20$ device once that 

gives me more information than any type of meter anyway? BC Hydro continually states the 20 year financial 

benefits of smart meters as if they are certainties, when in fact they are only estimates instead. These 20 year 

estimates are based largely on assumed future behavior change which is clearly not predictable, especially over 20 

years, and other estimates that are artificially inflated like electricity theft. BC Hydro estimated power theft at $30 

million per year in 2010 but changed that estimated to $154 million in 2011.  As stated in BC Hydro’s smart meter 

business case “BC Hydro has identified over 2600 electricity thefts over the past five years”. That’s only an average of 

520 per year. So are these 520 stealing an average of $300,000 each per year? Or is the annual 154 million 

“estimate” an over inflation to help justify smart meters instead?  If BC Hydro thinks smart meters will catch more 

theft than regular meters, realize that those that steal electricity are smart enough to do so before any type of 

metering because they know regular meters can already show it. According to BC Hydro, smart meters only have a 

20 year useful life and therefore will need to be replaced much sooner than ‘regular’ meters. Replacing all 1.8 

million BC meters now means that all will be of similar age, so in 20 years another Billion dollar expenditure will 

be needed again. 2 Billion dollars spent in 20 years adds up to more than even BC Hydro estimates the smart 

meters will save over their first 20 years. The benefits of smart meters seem to be more for others like Corix 

and Itron, than to the public that bear all the costs and all the risk if smart meters don’t provide return on 

investment^^^^.  So it seems to me all a RFR smart meter will do is save us a phone call when the power goes out, 

put meter readers out of a job, and put BC Hydro even deeper in debt. 

^^^^As stated by Connecticut Attorney General George Jepsen (Feb 8, 2011) “Connecticut Light & Power Co.’s plan to replace existing electric meters with 

advanced technology would be very expensive and would not save enough electricity for its 1.2 million customers to justify the expense”. “The pilot results 

showed no beneficial impact on total energy usage,” Jepsen said. “And, the savings that were seen in the pilot were limited to certain types of customers and 

would be far outweighed by the cost of installing the new meter systems.” 

 

 

 

 



 

4.  BC Hydro should have been required to utilize the very agency charged with its 

oversight and have the BC Utilities Commission (BCUC) review the smart meter program, 

and ahead of any opt out fee consideration. 

This would have allowed public input into a public corporation, to ensure respect to individual rights, and to ensure 

a better return on investment for British Columbians by reviewing the spending of 1 Billion dollars for smart meters 

by a public corporation already billions in debt.  Comments from Auditor General John Doyle who reviewed BC Hydro finances (Nov 2011): 

“The practice of pushing billions in debt into the future, instead of counting it on the books each year, means BC Hydro shows profit where none exists and lacks a 

plan to pay its future bills.” 

The opt out fee structure BC hydro is attempting to impose has not been approved by the BCUC and therefore 

should not be required to be paid by BC Hydro customers until scrutinized by the BCUC, and without creative 

interference by politicians.  I reasonably expect our elected officials to protect individual rights of citizens of BC and 

not find creative ways to force an agenda by using legislation and special executive orders**** that limit the power 

of, or completely by-pass, the BCUC when it only exists to regulate BC Hydro.  An economically punitive opt out 

rolled out in this manner is not democratic or even fair; instead it’s an economic forced capitulation.    

**** As reported in the Times Colonist Sept 30th 2013: “Bennett’s special directive strips the commission of the power to reject the fees, and says it must not do 

anything to interfere in the smart meter program, meter installations or the opt-out provisions. Instead, the commission “must ensure that the rates allow the 

authority to collect sufficient revenue in each fiscal year” to cover costs for smart meters, radio-off meters and old analog meters. The commission should focus 

on examining whether Hydro’s opt-out fees are fair, and not allow it to examine whether the $1-billion program should have been launched in 2010, Bennett 

said”.  http://www.timescolonist.com/sports/energy-minister-says-b-c-utilities-commission-can-t-reject-b-c-hydro-smart-meter-opt-out-fees-1.644370 

 

5.  If I was to consent to a BC Hydro wireless RFR smart meter now, would I also be 

consenting to all future applications of the smart meter?   

For example, I do not want my electricity meter to interact wirelessly with any smart appliances in my 
home and have BC Hydro be able to turn off appliances (This is a stated objective in the California smart 
meter plan).  I also don’t want my smart meter to be part of a Wi-Fi network like the one that has already 
been put into use in Santa Clara California**.   Nor do I want to participate in time of use billing that is in 
use in Ontario and mentioned in BC Hydro’s business case^.  I know that BC Hydro will assert these 
possible smart meter uses are not part of their ‘current’ plan, but smart meters are capable of these and 
other applications that might appear in future BC Hydro plans.  I therefore may be giving up my future 
right to refuse them by allowing a RFR smart meter now.  These additional and other potential future uses 
will increase RFR exposure within my home and add further to the risk for personal information to be 
collected and made accessible to 3rd parties by sale of my information or smart meter hacks.   
 
** Silicon Valley city offers free Wi-Fi via smart meters: http://news.cnet.com/8301-1023_3-57576712-93/silicon-valley-city-offers-free-wi-fi-via-smart-meters/ 

^ As stated in BC Hydro’s ‘business case’: “Smart meters capture information that will enable BC Hydro to design new rate structures that encourage 

conservation during peak periods” 
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BC Hydro is essentially promising they will “attempt” to keep my personal and private information 
“confidential” to the extent that their systems and programs allow.  However, this is only an ongoing 
attempt as wireless smart meters are inherently vulnerable to attack; 
 
FBI cyber-intelligence bulletin (May 27, 2010): A series of hacks against smart meter installations over the 
past several years have been reported. “The FBI assesses with medium confidence that as Smart Grid use 
continues to spread throughout the country, this type of fraud will also spread because of the ease of 
intrusion and the economic benefit to both the hacker and the electric customer.”  
 

As reported in the Star Newspaper (July 29, 2009) “Toronto police have launched an investigation after as 
many as 179,000 Toronto Hydro customer account numbers were illegally accessed...”  
 

As reported by Business week in (May 2010), “90% of corporations have been hacked.”   
 
Many corporations claim that their networks are secure; however history clearly shows most have been 
hacked and BC Hydro cannot be predicted to be uniquely immune, especially when it has been made easy 
by wireless broadcast and wireless access.  Because a wireless smart meter captures, broadcasts, and 
stores my hourly electricity use, I do not want my hourly usage pattern data to be stolen and then be used 
to predict when I am not home.  Please see the smart meter hourly usage graph below and see if you can 
spot when someone is least likely to be home?   

 



6.  The threat of costly monthly opt out fees has successfully motivated my neighbor to 

give up and accept a wireless smart meter.  So my family is now living feet from a smart 

meter that is emitting RFR bursts every few seconds^^^.  I have notified BC Hydro that I do not 

consent to BC Hydro exposing my family to the radiation crossing the property line and coming into my home from 

my neighbors RFR smart meter.  Therefore, I expect BC Hydro to stop this smart meters wireless transmissions from 

crossing the property line and coming into our home.  We have provided BC Hydro numerous notices of non-consent 

to exposure to smart meter RFR so we consider this near field exposure to be assault.  

^^^ In California, a court order forced PG&E to admit that, on average, an Itron wireless smart meter will emit 9,981 pulses per day, with the most active meters 

peaking at 190,396 pulses per day. However, this exposure does NOT even include; all the radiation that will come from the second RFR emitting (ZigBee) device 

built into each smart meter, as well as the collective emissions from a neighborhood full of smart meters!   >>> BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY’S RESPONSE TO ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S OCTOBER 18, 2011 RULING DIRECTING IT TO 

FILE CLARIFYING RADIO FREQUENCY INFORMATION (November 1, 2011). Excerpt from table: Question 2: How many times in total (average and maximum) is a 

smart meter scheduled to transmit during a 24-hour period? Transmission Frequency Per 24-Hour Period: Average = 9981. Transmission Frequency Per 24-Hour 

Period: Maximum = 190396. 

Additionally, because I work from home, BC Hydro is exposing my workplace to near field RF radiation via my 

neighbors smart meter which is classified by the WHO as a Class 2B carcinogen***.  According to the Workers 

Compensation Act: Occupational Health and Safety Regulation 5.57 (1) If a substance identified as any of the 

following is present in the workplace, the employer must replace it, if practicable, with a material which reduces the 

risk to workers:  (a) ACGIH A1 or A2, or IARC 1, 2A or 2B carcinogen.    

*** Excerpt from the World Health Organization (WHO) May 2011: re-classification of radiofrequency electromagnetic radiation to a class 2b carcinogen: 

"The evidence, while still accumulating, is strong enough to support a conclusion and the 2B classification. The conclusion means that there could be some risk,” 

"Given the potential consequences for public health of this classification and findings," said IARC Director Christopher Wild, "Pending the availability of such 

information, it is important to take pragmatic measures to reduce exposure…." 

As my employer is prohibited to interact with a BC Hydro meter it therefore falls to BC Hydro to eliminate the near 

field exposure in my work place from a wireless smart that emits a 2B carcinogen every few seconds. This includes 

the radiation that will come from the second RFR emitting (ZigBee) device built into each smart meter. 

 I have not manufactured this 2B classification and corresponding warning from The WHO, (or others below*), But I 

expect BC Hydro to not financially punish me to follow them, or expose my workplace, when modern non-wireless 

meters exist to accurately measure my electricity consumption that do not give off unnecessary RFR.  Despite these 

warnings BC hydro still claims complete safety to suit their business purposes.  BC Hydro is selectively ignoring a 

highly qualified panel of 31 worldwide cancer experts from the World Health Organizations International Agency for 

Research on Cancer (IARC) that reviewed the world’s literature and made the 2B carcinogen classification and the 

recommendation of “taking pragmatic measures to reduce exposure”. 

- *Oct 23, 2013: As released by The American Academy of Environmental Medicine (AAEM): “The peer reviewed, scientific literature demonstrates the 

correlation between EMF/RF exposure and neurological, cardiac, and pulmonary disease as well as reproductive disorders, immune dysfunction, cancer and other 

health conditions. The evidence is irrefutable. Despite this research, claims have been made that studies correlating smart meter emissions with adverse health 

effects do not exist.”  “The AAEM has received a case series submitted by Dr. Federica Lamech, It clearly demonstrates adverse health effects in the human 

population from smart meter emissions. 

- *Comments on the Draft Report by the California Council on Science and Technology “Health Impacts of Radio Frequency from Smart Meters” by Daniel 

Hirsch (Jan 2011): “the cumulative whole body exposure from a Smart Meter at 3 feet appears to be approximately two orders of magnitude higher than that of 

a cell phone, rather than two orders of magnitude lower.” “The Interphone study, that found a significant increase in brain cancers in people who used cell 

phones half an hour a day for ten years. Given the long latency period generally for solid cancers, such a finding gives pause as to what might be seen over the 

long term.” 



- *Quote from Health Canada (Oct 2011): “The department also encourages parents to reduce their children's RF exposure from cell phones since children are 

typically more sensitive to a variety of environmental agents. As well, there is currently a lack of scientific information regarding the potential health impacts of 

cell phones on children”. 

- *Quote from the Board of the American Academy of Environmental Medicine (Jan 2012): “The Board of the American Academy of Environmental Medicine 

opposes the installation of wireless ‘smart meters’ in homes and schools based on a scientific assessment of the current medical literature”. “Chronic exposure to 

wireless radiofrequency radiation is a preventable environmental hazard that is sufficiently well documented to warrant immediate preventative public health 

action”. 

A corporation’s ambitions should not supersede the rights of individuals, nor place us at unnecessary 

risks. We retain our right to refuse any smart meter that has a wireless capability because it is not 

specifically legislated, not essential equipment, and alternatives exist that do not lend themselves to 

health risk or intrusion to measure our electricity usage.  We expect our elected officials to work to 

protect our individual rights, find reasonable options, and not to find creative actions to get around the 

BCUC. 

I have previously written to BC Hydro on multiple occasions to assert my refusal of the installation of 

any RFR capable smart meter on my property, and now I additionally refuse to make monthly payments 

to BC Hydro for unapproved, discriminatory, and punitive opt out fees in exchange for their agreement 

to refrain from installing such a device.  I urge the BCUC to exercise its mandate and assist me in 

exercising my rights.   

Sincerely,  

Robert Jeske and Family 

 

 

 




