
THE PUBLIC UnunES COMMISSION OF OHIO CASE NO. 08-1247-a-CSS 

t^P 

Charles R, Ogle and Melanie A. Ogle 

against ^ 

American Electric Power/Ohio Power Cbnipany ^ 

rn m 

CO fi9 

Rebuttal to Answer of ^P /a i i o Power ^ S 
s 
< AEP/Ohio Power slat« in their Answer dated NovCTiber 25,2{HW that our "sote faarfs"" 

... AEP/Ohio Power apparently did not review In detail the entire c o n ^ t n t The 
requ^ fbra stay onfi ir th^ OHntnjction was jiBt the beginning of our oDm r̂iaint and 
their non-compiianoe with the tawn^cp nKKatDrtum wc^ jc i^ the rrrast reo^t arction 
by AEP/Ohio Power. 

In addition, their Answer statjes ""aCbempts to ttaltaii oonstrudion of 
telecommunjcations feciliti^, wind tumines and puMic utiWy Hn«, IOT a twdw mOTtti 
period". The township moratorium does rat attempt to ! i ^ the construction of piftrtic 
utility lines. A copy of the township mOTatorium v̂ ds i»-ewou^ atbcAed to the lisrmal 
complaint and is a simple oneiMige legal document 

Next, AEP/C»iio Power tells the Cdmmis^on wfay mk are seeking action by the 
Commis^on against them. 

We, In feet, filed a nuisance complaint against AEP/Ohio Power in Hocking County 
Common Pleas Courts Case No. 07 CV 0264, which was filed welt before consttudfon 
began CMI the tower, and was dismissed by Ajdge T. Gericen, who dKHiW have recused 
himself from any decisions, as his attorney brother, C Gertcen, was employed by AEP/ 
Ohio Power in (^^posltion to us in the eminait dcmain case, as wdl ds having served 
as an attx}mey for AEP/OhIo Power in a prevrous case known to xss invoMr^ a 
vehicle/injury incident in Good Hope Township, Hocking County, Ohto in 2004. C&se 
No. 07 CV 0264 has since been in appeals and a subsequent request for stay was fSed 
foHowing the beginning of COTSbiicBon OT the tdecOTimunicatiOTS tower in Octx*er, 
2008. 

The status of Hocking County Common Pleas Court, Case No. 07 CV 0264 is not a 
reason as to wliy we are seeking action by the Commission against AEP/Ohio Power. 

We believe a "stay, for v\«nting of mwe predse termincrfogy which may be prefered 
by the Commission, is wittiin the Commis^on's jurisdiction pendftng the mv^ligation 
and examination of allegations arnJ comptaints by us. 

This is to certify that the iroagos appearing are an 
eoerrate and complete reprod-jctior ;. .. case file 
doc !:r:.o:iE: delivere«l in the regul x- - : -e o t business. Livere«l 
"TaQi^xctaxi v 5 / 7 ; Date Pruce^^^^d DEC 0 3 2008 



We are not ''seekina to have the Commission enforce a township ordinance through 
injunctive relieT as stated by AEP/Ohio Power in their Answer. We are, however, 
requesting tiiat tiie Commission direct AEP/Ohio Power to comj^ with all laws in the 
State of Ohio, which haw>ens to indude laws of Good Hope Town^ip. 

AEP/Ohio Power states tiiat we are ""tHlvate dlizfins and h a ^ 
basicalty anything in regard to this situatiOT- We do not understand their definition of 
^̂ prtvate dtizens". Do tt^ write the laws and/or are above the law? Dofiisfhavea 
vote m the electim process? We unde^and they BTB conskla^ a ""pvAMc utility^. 
Who tiien is tiie '"public'? Would tiiat not be ig? They are taldng our "^jrivate" land 
for tiieir benefit, does that not aHow us "standir^'? They came knoddng on cwr door, 
they are interfering with the use and enjoyment of our private land and our live^, does 
that not allow us "standing"? We are two of milltons of peqple who use thar 
electridty in our lives at work and other locations, which matoK us the '"publkf use of 
their "utilities", dOK ttiat not alfcw us "standing"? We are two voters in the state of 
Ohio who choose candidate who vote on legi^atkm which govern the ""publk: 
utilities", does that not aitow us "standing"? Do we not have "standing"' because we 
have the right to notify authoriti^ of any inddeno^ or vk)tations? PUCO's call tog 
should reflect several complaints made tJy o*hw resdents of Good Hope Town^ip in 
regard to the violation of the moratorium as well. 

The eminent domain proceeding by /\EP/Ohk) Pow^ against us as previousfy ^ated in 
our complaints, was ̂ Dedfically for the putpose "In determine whether or not there Is 
a i;Hiblk: n e ^ s ^ for the proposed eceanoit", i M t o det^mine whether or not the 
telecommunications tower is or is not a "̂ p̂ublic utility" owned and opeated by 
AEP/Ohio Power. Judge Simmons' ertry aj^oved by Charles A. Gerkei, attCHney for 
AEP/Ohio Power, stated nasssity was for tiie ^proposed telecommunkatkms tower". 

AEP/Ohio Power stated in then Answer to the WJOO that "a Moratwium was sarrt to 
Respondent's coun^l in the eminent domain action". The township moratorium was 
not a part: of the eminent domain action. 

We never stated in our complaint tiiat tiie ""moratorium was effective again* 
Respondent." We in feet, have stated that "consbnction has continued*. 

''Respondent maintains tiiat tills is not a teleoommunications tower". The foHowing 
information and attached documaits prove otherwise. 

Evidence to Support Claim of AEP/Ohio Power̂ s 
Jnilly Intended Purpose as a "TetecommunfcatiOTs Tower" 

Witoess can attest to tiie use of ttie words ̂ critical" and 'Niiistomers" by AEP/Oito 



Power in regard to tiie tower. Witoess can attest to AEP/Ohto Power stating the tower 
was only to be approximately 150' tall when questioned at)Out its height. Wrtne^ can 
attest tiiat tiiey were told by Christopher Qine tiiat we would not ev€^ be able to see 
the tower fi-om our home, ^l id witiiess can be av^t>ie for a PUCO hraring. 

TTie language of "̂ teleoommunicatkms tower" or * c ^ bower" wwe nevo" objected to by 
AEP/Ohio Power in the trial court OT any rdated proceeding tn Hoddng Ccraity 
Common Reas Case No. 07 CV 0124. 

Attached is a copy cf a recant threatening letter cbted ftovemfo^ 21,2008 from AEP/ 
Ohio Power (Attorney Brian L Buzby) aimed at Good Hope Township Trustees and 
their lawful moratorium. Good Hqpe Township is a small, rural town^ip fcxated in a 
small, less than economically flouri^ing, county. A threat made by the largest 
eiedridty corporation in the United States emptoying a national lawyer firm coukl 
indeed be intimidating. 

The letter states "the tower must t>e owned or used by a p u t ^ utility ^gaged In the 
provision of teleoommunications servicses". The evidence we present is ctear that the 
public utility js engaged in tdecommunkBticms servk:^. 

The letter also states "the tower must be located in an area zoned for n^idential use", 
etc. All of Good Hqpe Township is uninanrporated, in other wOTcfe, reskJentiai, and 
Good Hope Township Trustees' ""Oodaration of Intent R^dution re: Town^ip Zcming" 
effective November 13,2008, ^tii^ies t te zoning requirainent in accordance with ORC 
519.03. 

We have attached a ccH>y of just one of the many maps and documents prepared tjy 
AEP/Ohio Power and submitted to tiie court in Case No. 07 CV 0124, Hoddng County 
Common Pl^s Court in regard to eminent domain for electric Wn« acro^ CHIT 
property, which quite legibly uses ttie terminctogy Is^eoHnmunications tow^. 

In addition, copies from the www.aeptowersxom wet>site are attadied, which also 
reveal their intent This same webate is also evktence that the ability of AEP/Ohio 
Power to place anbsnna structures on existing transmlsson pol^/towas Is common 
practice. There are two transmission lines that run through this part of Good Hqpe 
Township, Hoddng County, one on each ̂ de of US 33 near enoti^ to tiie toc^ion of 
the Donaldson Road tower. 

As previously outtin^ in our complaint and for ABVOiio Power*s "^vant of 
knowledge" there are several oiha- existing towa^ in the a-ra OT whidh ontf one cell 
carrier each is oirrentty mainteined. A copy of a county engir^slng departmait map 
is attached for reference. 

http://www.aeptowersxom


Also attached is a copy of an internet research page that indicates informatiOT which 
was provided to the Federal Communkab'OTS CommissiOT for the registration of the 
subject tower. The X)wner" listed is '̂ Oito Power Company" witti the acWr^s of 
"Atto: Telecommunkations, 1 Riveiside Plaa, Columbus, Ohk) 43215''. 

A copy of a recorded ""Easemoit" with Qine, ^ al. is ̂ tKlrat as evkiatce of ^OVOhio 
Power's own admi^'OT that tiie tower is intended for nrne than juS radk) 
communications for their trucks. Note the usage of the language ""fî LSEOSS"-

The CommissiOT ought to be very interested in viewing tiie unrecorded L^se 
Agreement between AEP/OhIo Power and Christopher Qin^ et al., which prKumably 
would tell toe rest of the story. We request this dooim^it be t»x»ight to 1 ^ for 
review In this matter. 

If tiiis AEP/Ohio Powa- jMXJject, as they have asserted, is a publk: utility project, then 
why does tiie PUCO not have tiie authority to delay the project until conflict h ^ bei» 
resolved? 

One must ask AEP/Ohio Power wrtiy this tower is necKsary and ""critical" all of a 
sudden? 

How long has there been a dead rone in this area? 

Who are "customers'? 

Why all ttie fuss and expense for an electric oompan/s buck racRo communications 
tower toat was never "aiticar before the age cfodtuiar aid broadband wiretess 
technologies? 

This tower is located near US 33, a map-thoroughfere from Columbus, Ohio, to the 
southeastern part of the state, witii a nawer byfxxss around LarKasber and arK)th^ 
bypass under cOTsbxictiOT around Nelsonville. The Hocking Hills vrfiere we have lived 
our lifetimes is a touri* hotspot. AEP/Ohk> Power and otter t̂ eoommunfcatiOTS 
companies and a few landowners coukJ care less how toey de^roy the nnal scsenic 
landscape for the rest of us. (Follow the mon^.) 

If the AEP/Ohio Pow&r tcmer OT DOTaWsOT ROMI is solely for the buaness Of the 
electiic company and not a for-profit telecammunicatiOTS tower as AEP/C»ito Pcwer 
insists toat it is not, then vrtiy is AEP/Ohk) Powa- teaang a towa^ sptit? 

Why did tiiey not buy toe tower property or take it by eminent domain? And why dkl 
they not wart to trrat our acre of "necKrary" prc ĵorty lOT decbic savioe to 1 ^ 
tower in toe same manner in which toey treated the Qine property, wito a le^ie and 



montoly payment, complete wito escalator dauses for a definite time paiod? 

Christopher Cline, et al. signed an easemert and presumably, a lease, for tols tower 
and overtiead electric lines OTtoeir property. Qin^etal . do not live anywhoe near 
toe towa- leased pxH)erty Good Hqpe Ttwnship and thaelwe, it does iKrt Intafere 
wito toe use and enjoyment of toar prqsaty and is ncft an intruston Into their daily 
lives, and, it is p-esumatty, a lucrative income for than. This towa doK not devalue 
toeir property in a way toat it ctevralues neartiy prqaati^. 

AEP/Ohio Power must not be aibwed to do business in toe State of Ohio under the 
pretense of untrutos and should not permitted to \rtotate toe Ohio Revised Code and 
disregard any authority. They must be field accountat^e in tols ̂ tuatiOT. 

Just because AEP/Ohio Power may have an IntentiOT to use tols tower in part as a 
disguise of radio COTimunkBtions for thar trucks, does not deem tois towa^ any l e ^ 
its fully intended purpose to serve as a fori3roftt'"be^^x>mmunkatiOTS tower", aka 
"cash cow". 

There is a dear misrepresentation and intent by AEP/Ohto Power in regard to the 
function of toe tdecommunicatiOTS towa to the cOTrt, the township trustees and now 
toe PUCO, in an effort to secure eminent domain over our land for the the tni^ness erf 
a for-profit telecommunicatiOTs fHjrpose, whkJi is nrt in cOTiptlam^ wito toe ORC 

Again, we assert toat toe electric line wouW be to nowhere, if not for the for-profit 
telecommuniotiOTs towa- owned by AEP/CMito Powa- and toerefore, this arrinait 
domain action is an abuse of power. 

They have employed no less toan four attorneys to speak toa'r untrutos and hide their 
deceitful and usury business practices against us and toe ""public", 

AEP/Ohio Power's electodty accourt cushwnas will be aitBldizing toe elecbic tme and 
tower construction and fadlitira of toe ̂ 'instellatton and operatiOTS of a 
tdecommunicatiOTS towa-, whidi does not supply decbidty for light, heat, OT powa 
purposes to consumers witoin tols state". 

The tower, merely for radio COTimunicati'ons for toar trudcs, is calainiy not the 
""critical" stetos of which tiiey spc*e, nw are toey ttiar own ""customers" arut any dead 
spot can most cateinly be remedied tyy l«s drastic ami c o ^ means to the ̂ waial 
detoment of our community. 

Eminent domain of our pt^Daty is not a last r^ort for an unwarrarted buî ness of an 
electodty project as dedared by AEP/CHito Power. 

file:///rtotate


We believe toat the PUCO, is in feet, toe go-to authority in tols matter oversearKf 
AEP/Ohio Power in complying wito all laws as set forto in toe ORC We should not 
have to fight in court depleting all of our savings for principles toat are already 
established by law to protect not OTty ourselves, t»jt tfie pixketbooks of eiecbidty 
customers in toe State of Ohio. 

The issues we persOTialty have with AEP/Ohk) Powa are toat we do not de^re toar 
above-ground etectoc lines OT our property, nw tt^r tower ominously towering w a 
our property and visually impacting the souihem view fi-om inside and OTitsJde our 
home for toe nest of our lives. They have based ̂ \̂ arguments against us and now toe 
township trustees and the PUCO, OT Ites. 

We ask toe Commission to examine toe deceit and abuse of AEP/Ohto Powa- and 
dedare toat AEP/Ohio Power i§ most certainly aigaging in the bua'ness of 
telecommunications, as it pertains to thar tower on Donakteon Road. 

We are not a^ng the CommisaOT to enforce the town^ip mOTatorium, rattier, that 
toe Commission exendse its jurisdiction and autiiority over AEP/C»ito Powa- In 
investigating toese allegatiwis and complaints furttia, and danand that AEPfOhto 
Power comply wito all laws witoin toe state, as provided for in ORC 4905.06. 

R^)ectfulty submitted, 

Charies R. Ogle 

Mdanie A. Ogle 
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Nov<imber21,2008 

VIA Fax and R«riilflrU.S. Mail 

Larrj' E. Bcal. ESQ. 
Hocking County Prosecutor 
SS S. Market Street 
Logaa,Ohio43]38 

R£: Hope Towufthlp Ncticc of Violation of 11-17-08 
Ohio Power Campua} 

Dear Mr. Beah 

Please be advised that I represent the CSUo Power Company 
(**OPC") in this matter and woitlc ask that you direct all further 
comniunications about this matte' to my attention, I can be reached at 
614-227-19^5 (office). 614-48"-:S35 (home). 614-284^6744 (cell), and 
bbu2by@porterwrightcom. 

I respond to the Notice of Violation in Accordajicc with ORC 
519.211 that Hope Townshi;3 rr:ajled to me after November 17,200fi, 
purporting to put OPC on natios that the communieations iow«" it is 
installing within Hope Towrish:p on Donaldson Road h in "Violation in 
Accodanca with ORC 519,211." I awume firom the Notice that the 
Township contends ihat O K i& 0"may be in violation of the Township 
resolution attached ro the Noiics ttated I1~13-0B declaring a 
"Monaorium** on certain activniei conceming the construction of 
lelecommunicationa fecilities and public utility lines. 

Tne Resolution purports tC' be based on authority granted to the 
Township by §519.211, ORC. in point of fact, that statute does not 
grant ijuch authority and, indeed, specifically denies To'ivnship 
authority in these matters. 

§5 l9,2n{A), ORC, cxpneiisly denies townships the power to do 
anything with respect to the oc îtî n, erection, construorion, 
reconstruction, change, aitenition, maintenance, removal, use, or 
enlargement of any buildingii or siruclures of a public udlity company/ 

^ Ohio Power Company is an eli2Ctric public utility as deflmd in §4905.02 ORC and §4905.03. 
ORC. This can be confirmed by referring to OPC's CDmpIuint fUed in an appropriation action 
relate.! :o this tower. Case No: 07-CV-0124 in the Hocking County CP. Ct., where OPC 
properly identified itscli'in the Jirst paragraph of its Compkant as a public utility engaged in 
suppl;/ing electricity for power jsurposes, which was â ltnitt-jd by the defend^ts in the action. 



Larry Bea], Esq. 
Novnnbcr2l,2008 
PagC!2 

§519.211(B) and (C) create a narrow excepticoi to ihis rule, but to M with the exception, 
ttie tower must satisfy ijach of these criteria itmonn others) -

the lowtir must '̂ e owned or used by a piil̂ lic utility engaged in ih.e provision of 
telscomtiuniGaiiona flerviee^ 

* the towct must î o located \n an area zoned ;br residential use; and 

the tower's height must exceed the maximu.ii height allowed by 2;oning 
restrictions foriesidential structures. 

None of these eî ceptions apply here -

the tower in question is not in an area :u}n9d for residential use - in fact, of 
course, the area is not zoned at all; 

• the tower could not possibly exceed th; maximum height for residentiai 
structures since there is no maximum height because d)ere is no zoning; and 

OPC isxxit enpgMili ^ Sf^vi^^ 0l'tc^4«u»iwunios^op£ wscmm 

Since none of the exceptions to § 519,211(A), ORC, apply, it is quite clear that Hope 
Towr.ship has no authority here to attempt to regulate OPC's tower, much less attempt to stop 
construction through an alleged "Moratorium" declan-d iivc'l after OPC comment^ its 
installation of a M y permitted and lawsuit tower. 

I would appreci£.le your confirming that Hope To'iWtship will withdraw itJ Notice of 
violaUon and will take no further steps to attempt to celay or prohibit OPC'a ong;oing 
installation of its tower. If not OPC i& prepared to filis ciiit seeking to declare the Township's 
alleged moratorium ineffective, to seek an injunction againjit its enforC(»iient» and to sedc any 
dama;ps incurred due to any improper delay in OPCo's i;i3-:allation. Wc hope, however, that this 
type C'f lawsuit will not '̂ e neceisaary. 

I might note that, if OPC/s installation is delayed :in any way, the damages to OPC will be 
subst£jitial- Rental costj; for i ik equipment, the coat t3 nischedule and remobillziS the 
installation creurc, and tlie delays of pushing this work bto winter weather would be substantial. 

If we can provid(J you with any further informg.tio;n or you want to discuss any of the$e 
mattei'fi more fully, pleaiie just lot me know and wc wi;i b3 happy to provide whatever you need. 

While I see no biisis for I'iie Township attempting ̂ :o enforce its Notice of Violation, if the 
Towniihip does elect to attempt .enforcement, I would ftppreciatc your contacting me in advance 
of any auch enforcement activities so that we can respond accordingly. Again, my contact 
information is set forth above* If for any reasons you l̂annot reach me, please als<3 feel free to 
contact Jay £. Jadwin. in house counsel for OPC, at 614-58;-7999. 



IB n MiM i-u3« r - w v 4 joo-ieo 

Larry Bcal, Esq. 
November 21,2008 
Page 3 

I do ^predate your cooperation in this matter and hope that this comnnjnicaiion will 
resolve this matter. If not, again, I stand ready to provide .my other information you might need 
or discuss these matters more lully. Otherwise, we ̂ sill assume based on the Township's clear 
lack of authority in these matt̂ srs pursuant to §519.211(A) that it will wiftdraw its Notice and 
pursue no iUrthcr activities to (sn&rce it against OPC. 

Very truly ;/oirs, 

triant. Buzty' 

cc: Hope Township Trustees 
Hocking County/ Sheriffs Department 
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AntennaSearch - Search for Cell Towers, Cell Reception, Hidden Antermas and more. Page 1 of 1 

• Ownership Info 
Rep 

Owner 

Company: 

Contact; 
Phone; 
Email: 

Company: 
Contact: 
Phone; 
Email; 

American Electric Power 
Service Corporation 
Barbara Russeil 
(918)599-2104 
barusseii@§§p.._Qom 

Ohio Power Company 
Not Recorded 
(918)599-2104 
barussell@a.ep,.g«,iT) 

Address: 

Attn; 
Address: 

Not Recordftfl 

Telecommunications 
1 Riverside Plaza 
Columbus, OH, 43215 

Tower Characteristics 
Registration #: 1247538 
Structure Type: Tower 
Status: Granted 
Date Constructed; NA 

Ground Elev; 1085.0 feet 
Height Of Staictyre: 330.1 feet 
Overall Height: 1435.1 feel 
Structure Address: Donaldson Road, 1.4 Miles 

South of 
Rockbridge. OH 

• History 
Purpose 
New Reg 

Status 
Granted 

Addnl info 
03/11/2005 

> 2004,05,06 by General Data Resources, inc. 

Ohio Power Company (ABP) 

NOTE: FCC confirmed height of Ohio Power Company tower 
is registered to be 350 feet in height 

http://www.antemiasearchxom/sitestart.asp?sourcepagename=antennachecktowerreview&getpage... 11/3/2008 
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equestedByijbit 06\07\2006 

EASEMENT 

In consideration of the sum of $1.00 Dollar, and other valuable consideration paid by 
Ohio Power Company, an Ohio corporation ("Grantee"), the receipt of which is hereby 
acknowledged, Christopher Cline, Teresa Gubsch and Margaret Plahuta, brother and sisters, 
whose address is 6060 Post Road, Dublin, Ohio 43017 ("Grantors"), hereby grant to said 
Grantee, its successors, assigns, lessees and licensees, an easement to construct, operate, repair, 
enlarge, replace, add facilities to, operate, and maintain a communications tower, utility lines, 
antennae, supporting ground facilities, cabinets, buildings, generators and appurtenant equipment 
over, upon, under, and across the following described lands situated in the County of Hocking, 
State of Ohio, and being a part of the Good Hope Township in Section 26, Township 13, Range 
18, and recorded in Deed Volume 155, Page 448, Hocking County Recorder's Office (the 
"Premises"). 

The tower, antennae, supporting ground facilities, cabinets, buildings, generators and 
appurtenant equipment (the "Equipment") shall be constructed within the area indicated as 
"Easement Area" on Exhibit "A". The Equipment shall remain the property of the Grantee or its 
licensees or lessees and shall be removed if the Grantee desires to release this easement or upon 
termination of the initial or extended term. Grantee will be permitted to sublet one (1) collocate 
on the tower space within the easement area. This collocate will be reserved for any Public Safety 
Agency. If additional collocates are requested by the Grantee (cell carriers), then this request will 
require further negotiations and approval by Grantor must be obtained prior to any hookup. 

Grantee shall have at all times, the right of ingress to and egress from the Easement Area 
for the purpose of construction, maintenance and removal. Ingress and egress shall be over a 
thirty (30) foot wide strip of land as shown on the attached Exhibit A and hereinafter referred to 
as the "Access Lane." Grantee mil improve tlie Access Lane by grading, filling, and/or the 
application of a gravel or stone base. Grantee agrees to periodically maintain the access lane 
within reason, but shall not be required to stone or gravel the entire access lane after the initial 
construction has been completed. The lane surface shall be of sufficient width for vehicular 
access, but in no event shall exceed thirty (30) feet in width, except that fill needed to improve 
the lane may extend beyond the 30 feet. Grantor will be permitted to use access lane at all limes. 

Grantee shall also have the right to install electric lines and c^ommunication lines, whether 
overhead or underground, upon the Premises for the purpose of providing electric and 
communications service to the Equipment. 

200500003396 
Fi led fo r Record in 
HOCKING COUNTrr OHIO 
SANDRA K LEACH-HUNT 
07-12-2005 At; 08:42 m . 
EASEI1ENT 68.00 
OR Book 339 Page 298 • 304-

Doc *228368.v1 Oate: 03/03/2004 4:25 PM 

^^QZZSmzSB 



Requested By: bjt 06\07\2006 

Grantee shall have exclusive control over the Easement Area and shall be permitted to 
grade, fill, fence and improve the Easement Area. Grantee shall further be permitted to erect a 
gate across the Access Lane. If s^d gate is erected, it will be locked at all times. Grantee may 
remove any and all trees, shrubbery and vegetation as necessary widiin the Easement Area, the 
Access Lane, and along the electric distribution and communication lines. There will be no 
removal from the Grantors property of any top soil from the easement area All trees that have 
been cut down that are not chipped will have their roots removed and stacked neatly near the 
existing access road. 

Grantee shall pay for damages to the stock, crops, fences, or structures of the Grantor 
caused by Grantee, its employees or contractors while engaged in the construction or 
maintenance of the Equipment, the Access Lane or the utility Unes serving the Equipment. 

Grantor shall not engage in any activity or place any object upon the Premises diat 
interferes with the Equipment or is inconsistent with the rights herein granted. 

Grantee shall indemnify and hold harmless Grantor from all damages and from all claims 
and causes of action for personal injury, including death, and damages asserted against Grantor 
resulting from the Grantee's negligent use of the Premises, except for such damages arising out of 
Grantor's negligence. 

Grantor has full power to convey this right-of-way and easement, and warrants and will 
defend the same against all claims by any persons. This easement shall extend to and be binding 
on the undersigned. Grantor, its heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns, and the same shall 
extend to said Grantee, its successors, and assigns. 

Grantee shall pay all utilities attributed to the operation of the Equipment and appurtenant 
facilities. Grantee agrees to resolve any technical interference problems resulting from the 
construction of said tower with other equipment located on the above referenced lands. In the 
event the easement is no longer used for a Communication facility, Grantee will promptly, and at 
no cost to the Grantors, remove all equipment, restore die site to its original condition and 
execute a record of release of the easement 

This instrument expresses the entire agreement between the parties, and the agent 
securing this grant has no authority to bind Grantee by any verbal representation or promise not 
herein expressed. 

Witness their hands this c^( day of d C ( ^ , 2005, 

Doc #229368. V J Data: 03/03/2004 4:25 PM 
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equested By: lb t 0G\07\20Q6 

Signed and acknowledged in the presence of; 

By: 
ristopher Cline ChrisfopJi 

By: 
k i c h ^ M. &ubsch Teresa Gubsch 

Margj^e^rlahuta Michael P. Plahuta 

State of Ohio) 

Hocking County) 
)SS: 

Before me, a Notary Public in and for said county and state, personally appeared the above 
named Christopher Cline, Deborah P. Cline, Margaret Plahuta, Michael P. Plahuta, and Teresa 
Gubsch and Richard P. Gubsch who acknowledged that they did sign the foregoing instrument 
and that the same is their free act and t^^^. 

In Witness Whereof, I have subscribed my name and affixed my official seal this ^ / day 
of J U r \ ^ 2005. 

l o t ^ Public/ V No 
Commission e x p b e s _ ^ ^ ^ ^ OFFICIALSEAL 

1 0 ^ W ^ \ JENNIFER S.JONES 
[*l Notary Public. State of Ohio 

X??of?--

WQl My Commission Expires 
S? / September 4,2007 

This instrument was prepared by Land Management Section, Ohio Power Company. 
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