March 9, 2015

From: Yanling Chen and Jianming Hu
1126 Chadwick Circle

Hummelstown, PA 17036

To: Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsyivania Public Utility Commission
Commonwealth Keystone Building
400 North Street, 2™ Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17120
Re:

Docket No. C-2013-2397061

Dear Secretary Chiavetta:

Attached are two copies of the Complainants’ Exhibits 1 through 3 for submission to the
Commission’s Secretary’s Bureau to be included in the official record, based on the order issued on
March 3, 2015 by Pennsylvania Utility Commission Administrative Law Judge Joel H. Cheskis.

Very truly yours,
Yanling Chen & Jianming Hu

CC: Administrative Law Judge Joel H. Cheskis
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February 12, 2015

From: Yanling Chen and Jianming Hu
1126 Chadwick Circle
Hummelstown, PA 17036

To:

Administrative Law Judge Joe! H. Cheskis
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission )
Commonwealth Keystone Building 'F*:g %"—,.
400 North Street, 2™ Floor =
Harrisburg, PA 17120 T 2
. :_’.‘3:_ .:“ ; —
CC: Brian C. Wauhop, Esquire é_’f‘; -
408 North Second Street, Ste. 500 5 =
Hartisburg, PA 171011357 » R
Re: Docket No C-2013-2397061
Your Honor,

We are writing to request a late filing for additional exhibits to be considered and
included in the recent (January 14, 2015) hearing record. Some questions were raised
during the hearing without getting answered and the answers to those guestions only
came after further investigation. in addition, the company interpreted the easement in
their favor, without any valid basis, at the hearing. We hadn’t planned to emphasize the
easement issue at the hearing since we had been told that the Commission doesn’t
have jurisdiction over easement issues. We believe it's necessary to clarify the
easement issue so that the company’s misinterpretation won't be taken as fact.
Therefore, we would like to have the following three exhibits and information considered
in addition to the originally submitted attachments A through F.
Exhibit1.  The company’s interpretation of the easement width was based on their
hand-drawing. However, the hand-drawing doesn’t have any date, signature or seal on
it, and doesn't match any record we have from the Office of Derry Township Community
Development or the Dauphin County Courthouse. Obviously, it is not a valid document.
it was confirmed to be wrong (see original attachment C submitted earlier). The
company argued that there was a “95 feet” mark on the second page attached to the
official easerment. There are actually three plans (R-20-22-L, R-20-23-L and R-20-25-L}
drawn on that page (BookC Vol13Page573). it is unclear what the 95 feet refers to. Qur

plan is R-20-23-L, which is 90 feet, as clearly marked on the second page and indicated
on the first page (BookC Vol13 Page572) of the official easement.
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Therefore, the company's interpretation of “85 feet” is not based on any official
documentation. In addition, the company presented us the hand-drawing, claiming it
was the easement, only after our repeated requests for their justification to remove our
trees. If there is nothing to hide, why didn't they honestly show the actual easement
record to us? What kind of business ethics is this? If the company thinks the easement
record in the Dauphin County Courthouse is incorrect, why didn’t they follow the proper
procedure and go through the legal process to resolve this issue? My trees were
removed by the company at 15 feet tall, far away from their mature size. The company
would have plenty of time to resolve the easement issue if they wanted.

Mr. Wirs from the company also claimed at the hearing that he gave us the oppottunity
to relocate our two trees, as the company did to our next door neighbor, whose trees
are closer to the power line and are still standing. However, we were never given this
opportunity, in fact, the only time that the company even mentioned tree relocation to us

was at the Commission hearing.

Exhibit2.  The company claimed they had a survey done by their certified surveyor.
They have not shown us the survey yet even after our repeated requests. Mr. Wirs
agreed to et us know when they did their survey so we could be present, but he never
told us when the survey was done. Although Mr. Wirs tried to deny at the hearing that
he had agreed to that but we remember that clearly. Indeed, we still do not even know
to this day if the company has done the survey they claimed or not. After we filed a
Formal Complaint, the Company promised to have a survey done in order to get
another continuance request granted. The “survey” that the company provided to us
after that is identical to the original survey we got from the Dauphin County Courthouse.
The black line is from the original survey. The company simply moved the official
easement boundary line five feet toward our property and placed our two trees (marked
in green) inside their so-called "easement line” (see the line in red).

Exhibit 3. The company was asked at the hearing about the height of the power line

and their answer was that they were not sure. We therefore conducted some
calculations ourseives after the hearing. Our calculations further prove that our two
trees, even at the mature size and in the worst case scenario, won't affect their power

line.
The above information further approves that the Company has failed to conduct the
Vegetation Management in a reasonable, fair and honest manors. We greatly

apq;gciatq your consideration and patience.
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Respectfully submitted,

A debs,

Yanling Chen & Jianming Hu
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My actual height is 66 inches
My height in map is 0.5 inch.

The height of the closest power tower toward my house in
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