February 14, 2014

Rosemarie Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Commonwealth Keystone Building

400 North Street, Second Floor
Harrisburg, PA 17120

RE: Norman E. Brown v PECO Energy Company
PUC Docket No. C-2014 - 2402561

Subject: Responses to Answer Of Respondent, PECO Energy Company, pertaining to New
Matter of Respondent, PECO Energy Company

Format: Answers to items of New Matter of Respondent, PECO Energy Company

1. There is not any proof that PECO was not negligent in this matter. There are no witnesses to
PECO's claim that a 4x8 insulated sheathing flew off a truck and damaged their 34KV primary
line. In an un-practical sense, the 4x4 piece of burnt insulation that was presented by PECO at
the related Township Meeting, on 12/9/2013, weighed less than one pound. The insulation would
have had to go up 35ft. in order to bring down the primary line. Also, on 11/05/13, some of our
Township citizens were told by some on-site PECO workers that a tree limb was responsible.

Also, PECO had been working on nearby power lines, one or two days prior ta the surge on
11/5/2013.

2. My complaint does not seek the PUC to order PECO Energy to award me damages. | expect
the PUC to make an impartial decision on PECO’s negligence and accountability.

3. Complainant agrees as per stated within ltem 2, above.

4. There is nothing to deny related to the Commission's jurisdiction. See Item 2, above.

Respectfully yours,

Norman E. Brown
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