Michael W. Chattin RECEIV E D

7O box 2
- TILITY COMMISSION
570—1%;13-3114 " "“Séé‘éé’mv-s BURERD
October 23, 2019
Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary RE: C-2017-2630649
PA Public Utility Commission EXCEPTIONS and
P.O. Box 3265 OBJECTION to the
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 INITIAL DECISION

to DISMISS before
Emily I. DeVoe

To All Parties:

I received on Saturday October 5, 2019 an unsigned copy of the INITIAL DECISION
from Judge DeVoe to dismiss my formal complaint which I, Michael Chattin filed with
the PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION on October 19, 2017.
Lacking a true (electronic) signature, I cannot recognize Judge DeVoe's order as
authentic or complete. Secretary Chiavetta has informed me that signing a document
with a “/s/” is now standard practice among the courts and is used to curb the forging of
documents involving a judges copied/stolen signature. I submit that typing “/s/” is far
easier to forge than a signature. Try to get a mortgage that way. Only a real signature
will complete a real contract.

As I have explained before in this case, my original complaint has been entirely
ignored by all of the PENELEC and PENNSYLVANIA PUC lawyers and judges. My
complaint rests on one fact: section 2807 (f)7(2)i of PA Act 129 (copy attached) clearly
and unambiguously sets forth the terms under which residents of Pennsylvania may
receive a smart meter. As far as I am aware, the Pennsylvania legislature has never
amended the above referenced clause to read any differently. Therefore this version is
the current law. The various interpretations of this clause by the PPUC and all of its
subordinates cannot change the fact that the consumer alone has the right to choose
whether or not he/she accepts a smart meter. The utter contempt and disregard for this
law has been thoroghly demonstrated during the last two years of my correspondence
with the judges and lawyers representing PENELEC and the PPUC.

Further, after learning that all of the PPUC's ALJudges are employed and owned by
the PPUC, I realized that there was no way I was going to get a fair hearing due to these
obvious conflicts of interest. This arrangement factually nullifies the supposed authority
of the judges rulings because they are unable to preside in a fair and unbiased manner.
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RECEIVED

0CT 23 2019

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

SECRETARY'S BUREAU
NOTICE

Therefore, I OBJECT TO THIS DECISION TO DISMISS ELECTRONICALLY
SIGNED BY JUDGE EMILY I. DEVOE AND ANY OTHER RULINGS MADE ON
MY BEHALF BY ALL THE JUDGES OF THE CORRUPT PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC
UTILITY COMMISSION. I FIND ALL OF ITS PROCEEDINGS AND RULINGS
AND ORDERS IN THIS CASE TO BE IN CONTEMPT OF THE LAW OF ACT 129
AND ARE ILLEGITIMATE, UNCONSTITUTIONAL, FRAUDULENT, AND
WITHOUT MERIT OF ANY KIND. I, MICHAEL W. CHATTIN, HAVE NOT
WAIVED ANY OF MY RIGHTS WITH RESPECT TO MY LAWFUL DECISION
NOT TO HAVE A SMART METER AND REMAIN RESOLUTE IN THIS FACT..

Sincerely,

date /0 - 23 'CQOIQ

Notary
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
County cof Bradford
Sworn and subscrnbc.d before me this
20 .
Notary Public’s Slgnature
Personally known or
Type of ID Produced “P Ty
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
cc: ) NNOTARIALSEAL
. essicaN. McD tt, Notary P
PENELEC/First Energy Towanda Borgr‘g?adfo;%rglunlisbc
2800 Potisville Pike EMyComrms:v.mn Expires Jan. 11,2021
MEMBER, PENNSYLVANIAASSOCIATIO £
P.O. Box 16001 TS

-Reading, PA 19612-6001
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PUBLIC UTILITY CODE (66 PA.C.S.) - OMNIBUS AMENDMENTS

Act of Oct. 15, 2608, P.L. 1592, No. 129 Cl.

Session of 2008
No. 2008-129

section 2807 (f)7(2)i

(1) within nine months after the effective date of this
paragraph, electric distribution companies shall file a smart
meter technology procurement and installation plan with the
commission for approval. The plan shall describe the smart
meter technologies the electric distribution company proposes
to install in accordance with paragraph (2).
(2) Electric distribution companies shall furnish smart
meter technology as follows: o
(i) Upon request from a customer that agrees to pay
[ the cost of the smart meter at the time of the request.
(ii) In new building construction,
(iii) In accordance with a depreciation schedule not
to exceed 15 years.

(3) Electric distribution companies shall, with customer
consent, make availahble direct meter access and electronic
access to customer meter data to third parties, including
electric generation suppliers and providers of conservation
and load management services.
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Michael W. Chattin
PO Box 201
Rome, PA
18837

570-731-0114 =
October 17, 2017 REC&I\/ED
. 0CT 2 8 2019
PUC RE: Smart Meter Complaint PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

PO Box 3265 SECRETARY'S BUREAU
Harrisburg, PA 17105

To the Smart Meter Division of the PUC:

I am filing this formal complaint with your office due to the unwarranted and
ruthless behavior on the part of our power company PENELEC. We have been
threatened with having our power cut off and indeed did have our power cut off in the
first week in July this year all because we decided to exercise our right to decide
whether we will have a smart meter or not under (exhibit#1) the Act of October 15, 2008
P.L. 1592, No. 129 section 2807 (f)7(2)i which states: “upon request from a customer
that agrees to pay the cost of the smart meter at the time of the request.” This obviously
means that I will get a smart meter if and when I (the customer) requests one. In fact,
there is no mandatory language here or anywhere else in the entire act. The PUC is in
direct conflict with this law by stating on its website (Smart Meter Q&A page)
(exhibit#2) that smart meters are required in Pennsylvania. The PUC cities Act 129 as
their authority but never provides a direct quote of the law. If it did, The public would
become aware that they have a choice with respect to having a smart meter or not under
this Act 129.

In our case our choice not to have a smart meter is a medical one. My wife Melanie is
being treated for cancer and as such cannot have any more radiation due to her medical
history. Her doctor, Dr. John Neely, wrote in a letter (exhibit#3) to PENELEC: “Melanie
has no ability to tolerate any radiation from devices such as microwaves, cell phones,
beepers, monitors, smart meters, etc. and has therefore had to eliminate all these items
from her life.” The letter goes on to explain why Melanie, who is under constant medical
care, must have electricity to maintain her medications, climate control, and treatments.
Therefore, arbitrarily cutting off power to her (our) home is out of the question and must
not even be considered. (10 DAY SHUT-OFF NOTICE-June 2. 2017 exhibit#4)

PENELC did in fact shut off our power in the first week of July 2017. After
PENELEC received Dr. Neely's letter, they turned the power on July 12, 2017. My wife
Melanie and I were out of electricity, water, air-conditioning, refridgeration, and
everything else electric for 4 (four) days. We have losses of expensive medications and
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food. In fact PENELEC has threatened our lives which such behavior. Now they are
threatening to repeat this punishment all over again (exhibit#5) unless we take their
smart meter. I know we are not alone. We have been speaking to others and if things do
not improve real soon, it is beginning to smell like a class action suit of huge
proportions. It is possible that PENELEC has already killed people by shutting off their
power. I hope this letter has clarified the reasons for my complaint. Since when do
Americans have no choice about the power they buy?

In summary, neither PENELEC nor the PUC has any authority or right to either:
make law, modify any existing law, or threaten the lives of American citizens with their
self-serving interpretations of the law. Only the legislature, which are the people, can
actually make law. The People of Pennsylvania have never approved any mandated plan
to force everyone to use smart meters. It is on this fact that my case rests. Both
PENELEC and the PUC must therefore withdraw their mandate for smart meters. I
would be relieved if you would withdraw those demands for me and my wife but I
would not be satisfied. If you do not withdraw your demand for us to get a smart meter,
then you will shut off my power again and I will be forced to sue you. If my wife dies as
a result of this, you will be facing a wrongful death suit as well. Please do the right thing
and allow Melanie and I to keep our old meter. In the end, it is a small request and legal
under Act 129. I am,

Michael W. Chattin

P.S.- exhibits #1,2,3,4 are enclosed
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