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VIA ELECTRONIC FILING       April 6, 2026 

 

To, 

The Secretary 

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

Commonwealth Keystone Building 

400 North Street, 2nd Floor North 

P.O. Box 3265 

Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 

Re: Chirag Batra v. PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Docket No. C-2026-3060946 

Dear Secretary, 

Enclosed please find Complainant Chirag Batra’s Reply to the Preliminary Objections and 

Answer of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation in the above-referenced proceeding. 

In its Preliminary Objections, PPL Electric Utilities Corporation asserts that it possesses 

easement rights permitting installation of a utility pole on Complainant’s property and further 

asserts that alternative options, including placement on nearby Township-owned property or 

underground installation, are impractical or cost-prohibitive. 

Complainant respectfully submits that PPL’s response acknowledges the existence of reasonable 

alternatives but declines to adequately pursue them. Specifically, PPL acknowledges the 

existence of Township-owned property (designated as open space) located across from 

Complainant’s residence and further acknowledges that underground installation is technically 

feasible, though more costly. 

In addition, Complainant has observed that existing electric poles are already installed 

immediately before the beginning and immediately after the end of the Township-owned 

property. Furthermore, electric poles and overhead electric lines are also presently installed 

within the Township-owned property itself, demonstrating that utility infrastructure already 
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exists within this corridor and that no new precedent would be created by installing additional 

poles within Township property. 

These existing installations indicate that placement within Township-owned property represents 

a reasonable and technically feasible alternative and would require only a limited extension of 

existing infrastructure. However, PPL has not provided sufficient justification for rejecting these 

alternatives, nor has PPL provided cost transparency regarding the alleged increased cost of 

underground installation, including the relative cost of underground installation limited to the 

short segment adjacent to Complainant’s property. 

Additionally, Complainant respectfully submits that the proposed installation would impose a 

disproportionate burden on Complainant’s property compared to other properties in the 

neighborhood, where similar installations are not located in prominent front-yard areas, thereby 

impacting the visual character, usability, and potential value of Complainant’s property. 

For these reasons, and as explained more fully in the enclosed Reply, Complainant respectfully 

requests that the Commission deny PPL’s Preliminary Objections and allow this matter to 

proceed. 

Copies will be provided as indicated on the Certificate of Service. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 
 
 

Chirag Batra 
4770 Curly Horse Drive  
Center Valley, PA 18034 
Ph: 978-905-1976 
batrachirag@gmail.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a true and correct copy of Complainant’s Reply to 

Preliminary Objections and Answer of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation upon the 

following parties in accordance with the requirements of the Pennsylvania Public Utility 

Commission: 

 

Via: Electronic Mail and/or U.S. Mail 

I certify that service has been made this _6_ day of April, 2026. 

 

 

 

Chirag Batra 

4770, Curly Horse Drive 

Center Valley, PA 18034 

Ph: 978-905-1976 

batrachirag@gmail.com 

 

Devin T. Ryan (ID # 316602) 

Emily S. Grecu (ID # 337777) 

Post & Schell, P.C. 

One Oxford Centre 

301 Grant Street, Suite 3010 

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

Phone: 717-612-6052 

Fax: 717-731-1985 

E-mail: dryan@postschell.com 

egrecu@postschell.com 

Kimberly A. Klock (ID # 89716) 

Michael J. Shafer (ID # 205681) 

PPL Services Corporation 

645 Hamilton Street, Suite 700 

Allentown, PA 18101 

Phone: 610-774-2599 

Fax: 610-774-4102 

E-mail: kklock@pplweb.com 

mjshafer@pplweb.com 
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BEFORE THE 

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 

 

Formal Complaint of              :  

                                 : 

      Chirag Batra                     : 

      Complainant                 : 

                                   : 

      v.                           :     Docket No. C-2026-3060946 

                                   : 

      PPL Electric Utilities,       : 

      Respondent                  : 
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COMPLAINANT'S ANSWER TO PPL ELECTRIC UTILITIES' PRELIMINARY 

OBJECTIONS 

 

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Complainant respectfully submits this Reply to the Preliminary Objections and Answer filed by 

PPL Electric Utilities. 

PPL’s response confirms several important facts: 

1. PPL acknowledges the existence of Township-owned property across the street, that is 

marked for open space. 

2. PPL acknowledges additional permissions may be required but has not pursued them.  

3. Existing electric poles and lines already run through Township Property (Refer 

Exhibit B), confirming feasibility of alternative placement. This demonstrates that PPL 

might already have easement with the Township Property, no other permission should be 

required. 

4. PPL acknowledges underground installation is feasible but rejected due to cost.  

5. PPL has not demonstrated that Complainant’s property is the only feasible location.  

6. PPL relies primarily on easement rights without addressing disproportionate burden.  

7. PPL asserts underground installation is “ten times more costly” but has not provided cost 

transparency or project cost context.  

Complainant respectfully submits that PPL selected Complainant’s property because it represents 

the easiest option rather than the least intrusive or most reasonable option. 

Complainant provides the following point-by-point response. 
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II. POINT-BY-POINT RESPONSE 

 

1. PPL CLAIM: Township Property Requires Additional Permission 

PPL acknowledges that Township-owned Property, which is marked for open space, exists across 

the street but asserts that installation would require additional permission or easement rights. 

Complainant Response 

Complainant respectfully submits that this assertion does not reflect the existing conditions at the 

site. 

Upon further inspection of the area, Complainant observed that existing electric poles and 

overhead electric lines are already installed within the Township-owned property located 

directly across from Complainant’s residence. These installations appear to be positioned 

slightly inside the township property boundary (Refer Exhibit B). 

This observation is significant because: 

• Utility infrastructure is already present within township property 

• PPL already operates infrastructure within Township-owned land 

• Placement within Township Property is technically feasible 

• No new precedent would be created by installing additional poles within Township Property 

Additionally, Complainant observed that electric poles are located on both sides of the 

township-owned property (Refer Exhibit C and D). This suggests that installation of an 

additional pole along the township property boundary adjacent to the roadway would represent a 

minor extension of existing infrastructure, rather than a new or unusual installation. 

Further, Complainant notes that the Township property referenced above was formally identified 

during an Upper Saucon Township meeting held on August 11, 2025, where the property was 
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designated for open space use (Refer Exhibit F). This indicates that the land remains 

undeveloped and available for potential utility placement with appropriate coordination. 

Therefore, Complainant respectfully submits: 

• Township property remains a viable alternative 

• Existing poles confirm technical feasibility 

• Utility infrastructure already exists within township property 

• Installation on Complainant’s property is not necessary 

• PPL has not demonstrated that Complainant’s property is the only feasible option 

Accordingly, Complainant respectfully requests that PPL be directed to evaluate installation 

within the township-owned property corridor as a less intrusive and reasonable alternative. 

 

2. PPL CLAIM: Anchor Requirements Near Township Property 

PPL asserts that additional anchor placements would require further easement rights. 

Complainant Response 

As mentioned prior, there are existing poles already installed on both sides of the Township-

owned Property (Refer Exhibit C and D). This indicates that utility infrastructure already exists 

along this corridor. 

The presence of these poles suggests that installation within township property is technically 

feasible and consistent with existing utility placement. 

PPL has not adequately explained why installation within Township Property is not feasible 

given existing poles. 

 

3. PPL CLAIM: Underground Installation Not Pursued 
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PPL indicates underground installation is not being pursued. 

Complainant Response 

Complainant understands that underground installation is technically feasible but has been 

rejected primarily due to cost considerations. 

Additionally, Complainant spoke with a contractor representative who indicated that 

underground installation was not being pursued because it is more costly. This further confirms 

feasibility. 

 

4. PPL COST CLAIM: "TEN TIMES MORE COSTLY" 

PPL asserts that underground installation would be approximately ten times more costly than 

overhead installation. 

Complainant Response 

While PPL asserts that underground installation is “ten times more costly,” PPL has not 

provided: 

• Total project cost  

• Cost of overhead installation  

• Cost of underground installation limited to approximately 50-meter section affecting 

Complainant’s property  

• Percentage impact of underground installation relative to total project cost  

Without this information, the “ten times more costly” assertion lacks meaningful context. 

For example, underground installation may be ten times more costly for a small segment yet still 

represent a small percentage of the total project cost. 

Complainant respectfully requests that PPL provide: 



10 | P a g e  
 

1. Total project cost  

2. Cost of overhead installation  

3. Cost of underground installation limited to Complainant’s frontage  

4. Percentage difference relative to total project cost  

This information is necessary to evaluate whether PPL’s decision is reasonable. 

 

5. DISPROPORTIONATE IMPACT 

The proposed pole location uniquely impacts Complainant’s property. 

To Complainant’s knowledge, no other homes in his neighborhood have poles installed in 

comparable prominent front-yard locations. 

This may negatively affect: 

• Property value  

• Aesthetic character  

• Curb appeal  

• Usability of yard space  

As the property owner, Complainant has a legitimate interest in maintaining the value and 

character of the property. 

 

6. PPL CLAIM: Easement Rights Allow Installation 

PPL asserts that it possesses easement rights permitting installation on Complainant’s property. 

Complainant Response 
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Complainant acknowledges that easement rights were granted during development of the 

neighborhood. However, easements do not grant unlimited authority to place infrastructure 

without regard to reasonable alternatives or disproportionate impact. 

Utilities are expected to exercise easement rights reasonably and minimize unnecessary burden 

on individual property owners. 

To Complainant’s knowledge, no other homes in the neighborhood have poles installed in 

prominent front-yard locations. In limited instances where poles exist, they are located in rear 

wooded portions of properties with minimal impact. 

By contrast, the proposed installation would place a pole in a prominent and visible portion of 

Complainant’s yard, resulting in disproportionate impact. 

 

7. COMPLAINANT HAS RIGHT TO FILE 

PPL suggests that Complainant lacks standing due to easement rights. However, Complainant 

remains the property owner and retains a legitimate interest in minimizing unnecessary impact. 

The existence of an easement does not eliminate Complainant’s right to request reasonable 

placement or Commission review. 

 

 

III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Complainant respectfully requests that the Commission: 

1. Deny PPL’s Preliminary Objections  

2. Require evaluation of township property  

3. Require evaluation of underground installation  
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4. Require cost transparency and comparison  

5. Require avoidance of disproportionate burden  

6. Grant additional relief as deemed appropriate  

Respectfully Submitted 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chirag Batra 

4770 Curly Horse Drive 

Center Valley, PA 18034 

Ph: 978-905-1976 

batrachirag@gmail.com 

Date: 04-05-2026 
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Exhibit Index / List of Attachments 

o Exhibit A — Aerial View with marked pole locations. 

o Exhibit B — Electric lines and poles inside township property. 

o Exhibit C — Electric lines and poles just at the beginning of 

Township Property. 

o Exhibit D — Electric lines and poles after the Township Property. 

o Exhibit F — Township Meeting Minutes (August 11, 2025). To prove land is 

marked as open space. 
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Exhibit A — Aerial View with marked pole locations 

(Approximate Locations) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Current Location of Already 
Existing Electric Poles  

Current Location of Already 
Existing Electric Poles  

Disputed location  
 
Current Approximate Location of 
Already Existing Electric Poles  

Complainant suggested location 
across the street  
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Exhibit B — Electric lines and poles inside township property 

 

 

 

 

This is Township Property, poles 
and electric lines already exist 
inside it. 
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o Exhibit C — Electric lines and poles just at the beginning of 

Township Property.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Start of Township Property, 
electric poles and lines just 
before. 
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Exhibit D — Electric lines and poles after the Township Property. 

 

 

 

 

Township Property ends. Electric 
poles and lines just after it. 
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Exhibit F — Township Meeting Minutes (August 11, 2025). 

o See scanned copies below. 

o Minutes can also be found here: https://www.uppersaucon.org/wp-

content/uploads/2024/12/BOS-Minutes-8-11-25-signed.pdf 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.uppersaucon.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/BOS-Minutes-8-11-25-signed.pdf
https://www.uppersaucon.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/BOS-Minutes-8-11-25-signed.pdf
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