
TO: __________  <Electric Utility Co-op Name> Board Director  
Address  

 

RE: Proposed Change-out of Powerline Carrier Meters to Wireless Radio Frequency Meters  

Dear        , 

Although I have greatly appreciated the fine electrical utility service provided by Trico Electric 
CoOp, I am prompted to contact you now out of a deep concern raised by the disturbing 
inaccuracies in your “Helpful Links and FAQs” (www.trico.coop/meter-maintenance), which 
accompanied notification of a coming meter change out in District 7, where I am a property owner. 

More to the point, I am writing to sincerely and urgently request that you immediately halt the 
deployment of the proposed wireless meters, until you have taken time to learn more about the 
biological hazards inherent with wireless devices.  

A halt is in order in light of both the misinformation and the woefully outdated (1996) safety 
standards that Trico is acting upon, and equally important, a halt is simply sane when proven-
biologically-safe Powerline Carrier, PLC meters (also known as Broadband Over Powerline, or BPL 
meters) are serving your consumers now. 

Your website information on the biological concerns of EMF exposure, particularly the particular 
dangerous form of wireless EMF that occurs as a spiked digital burst as is the case with wireless 
electric meters, is so out dated as to call both Trico and Compass Metering Solutions into serious 
question. And, to put a finer point on the matter, this type of disinformation campaign (without 
any recourse for a consumer opt-out on the basis of personal health), puts you personally, as a 
decision maker of this company, at risk for legal action. 

Customers of Public Utilities across North America are now holding board members and top level 
executives personally accountable for the decisions and actions made to install hazardous wireless 
devices on people’s private homes, not only without their permission, often without their 
knowledge, but in any case with no recourse for opting out.  I have provided you with a multi  
award winning  DVD documentary, that shows the powerful legal base, and the grassroots 
movement behind these ‘personal accountability’ lawsuits brought against utility executives. 
Please take a few minutes to watch it; you can also refer your fellow Trico Board Members to it free 
online at: https://takebackyourpower.net/  

To provide you with just one key example of the misrepresentations your FAQs puts forth is the 
2006 statement from the WHO (World Health Organization), that you point to in support of your 
meter change-out, “considering the very low exposure levels in research results collected to date 
(2006!) there is no convincing scientific evidence that the weak RF signals from base stations and 
wireless networks cause adverse health effects” is so outdated today, as to be legally defined as 
disinformation.  

The more relevant fact is that the WHO has publically classified wireless radio frequencies a Class 
2B Carcinogen since 2011.  Also, since 2002 they have classified magnetic fields from powerlines as 
a Class 2B Carcinogen.   

https://takebackyourpower.net/


None of this is mentioned in your consumer information.  All that is mentioned is compliance to 
even more outdated FCC radio frequency safety standards, which have not been changed since 
1996 and so do not take into account the biological impact of the excessive levels of wireless radio 
frequency exposure that we experience today. 

It is very important that our utilities, who are on the first line of defense when it comes to 
consumer impact, keep up to date on this kind of vital biological information, and not simply shift 
their culpability onto regulatory agencies. I am a Senior IEEE Member on the International 
Committee on Electromagnetic Safety of the IEEE, responsible in 2018-19 for reviewing over 1,800 
studies on the biological impact of EMFs,  which are just like the studies that precipitated the 
aforementioned WHO 2002 and 2011 cancer classifications, and this committee is tasked with 
making recommendations for changes in the safety standards.  

So, what do we do in the meantime with safety standards being what they are? 

To say it simply, we do the right thing – we keep the BPL meters we have. Why? Because, 
precaution is the right thing when above all other considerations, the existing Trico BPL Meters are 
infinitely more safe for our vulnerable biological electrical systems than the spiked, digital radio 
frequency exposure generated by the wireless meters you are proposing.  Thousands of studies 
support this statement and call for precaution while the standards catch up. 

Again, I repeat my emphasis on the enviable health-minded position that our community is 
currently in with regard to how BPL meters are not implicated in the WHO cancer classifications.  
Additionally, to be very clear on this point, in a retirement community where residents health is 
already more vulnerable, no risk should be taken to compromise them further.  

I say enviable because, in a world where outraged consumers everywhere are feeling the ill effects 
of wireless meters, our current BPL meters should be a point of pride. I speak now on a personal 
level, since the fact that our community had no wireless meters was the reason we moved here. 

So, I close my urgent request for a wireless meter halt, to make a last deeply concerned but obvious 
point: Trico does not want to invite lawsuits based on wireless meters’ being linked to causing a 
rise in illness/death rates in our or any other community it serves, no more than its collective and 
individual  decision makers want lawsuits brought against them based on personal accountability 
for decisions that led to implementing biological harmful technology.   

Disregarding consumer biological safety is never warranted merely, as you stated in your notice to 
consumers to “keep up with technology”, worse while following antiquated safety standards. 

I would be glad to meet with you in person to clarify and answer questions; I gladly offer my in 
depth EMF expertise to re-educate decision makers, however this is no reason to delay the smart 
meter deployment halt, which is of the utmost urgency. 

Pease halt your proposed deployment of wireless electric utility meters immediately. 

 

 

 



 

Need-to-Know Information Supporting the   
Halt  of Wireless Meter Deployment 

 

The Basis for Consumer Backlash Against Wireless Meters, and the Utility Executive 
Personal Accountability Legal Movement:  
https://takebackyourpower.net/  (free streaming video of the 2014 award winning 
documentary) 

Over 1,800 Research Studies in the last ten years (updated 2019) showing causal links with 
wireless devices and biological harm: https://bioinitiative.org/  

The more accurate and more recent WHO 2011 reports your FAQs should be citing: 
https://www.iarc.fr/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/pr208_E.pdf 

 The WHO’s latest 2019 research initiatives into wireless EMF hazards:  
https://www.who.int/peh-emf/research/rf_ehc_page/en/index1.html 

Clearly, with all this new research pouring in on the biological impact of EMF (particularly 
wireless), this is no time to be deploying wireless meters;  the evidence is stacking up rapidly 
against them, not to mention the growing customer outrage, and where would that leave 
wireless meters then?  Or our liability? 

 

https://takebackyourpower.net/
https://bioinitiative.org/
https://www.iarc.fr/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/pr208_E.pdf
https://www.who.int/peh-emf/research/rf_ehc_page/en/index1.html

