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Q. Please state your name, title and business address. 1 

A. My name is Brian Loomis. I am the Assistant Business Manager of Local Union No. 15 2 

of the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, AFL-CIO (“IBEW” or “Local 15”).  My 3 

business address is 6330 Belmont Road, Suite 1, Downers Grove, IL 60516. 4 

 5 

Q. Are you the same Brian Loomis that has already provided testimony in this docket? 6 

A. Yes. My direct testimony was submitted on October 13, 2009 as IBEW Exhibit 1.0 with 7 

attached exhibits marked IBEW Exhibits 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3. 8 

 9 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 10 

A. My testimony has three purposes. First, I address the assertion, contained in both the 11 

testimony of Val R. Jensen and Christopher C. Thomas that the CASGrid project will result in 12 

the creation of 3,800 additional jobs. Second, I expand on my earlier direct testimony concerning 13 

the numbers of hazardous conditions reported by ComEd Meter Readers, based on additional 14 

information that was supplied by the Company since the date of my earlier testimony. Third, I 15 

address an issue that has arisen since the date of my earlier testimony concerning ComEd’s intent 16 

to interpret and apply a portion of the Commission’s Order in Docket No. 09-0263, issued on 17 

October 14, 2009 in a manner that raises questions about ComEd’s compliance with both the 18 

spirit and the letter of the Order as well as the Illinois Administrative Code. 19 

 20 

Q. With regard to each of these areas, what does your testimony conclude? 21 

A. First, with regard to the creation of 3,800 additional jobs, I conclude that although 22 

ComEd has made the claim, both in its application for ARRA funding and in the testimony of 23 
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Val R. Jensen, that the CASGrid will result in the creation of a total of 3,800 jobs, I have seen 24 

nothing in the record to support this claim and the only evidence regarding numbers of jobs as a 25 

result of the CASGrid shows that ComEd actually plans to eliminate jobs and reduce labor 26 

expenditures as a result of the CASGrid project. Second, with regard to the reporting of 27 

hazardous conditions by Meter Readers, I conclude that, based on the information supplied by 28 

ComEd since the date of my previous testimony, the actual number of potentially hazardous 29 

conditions reported by Meter Readers is much greater than I was able to testify about previously. 30 

Finally, I conclude that ComEd intends to interpret and apply the portion of the Commission’s 31 

Order in Docket No. 09-0263 concerning the need for a site visit in conjunction with service 32 

disconnection in a manner that is inconsistent with both the spirit and letter of the Commission’s 33 

Order and the Administrative Code; I believe this is cause for serious concern about ComEd’s 34 

dedication to consumer and public safety. 35 

 36 

Q. Has ComEd made any representations with regard to the effect the CASGrid 37 

project, if approved by the ICC and funded by the DOE, would have on job creation? 38 

A. Yes. In its August 6, 2009 application for Stimulus funding, filed as Attachment A to 39 

ComEd’s Petition in this Docket, ComEd suggests, in a text box on page 3, that its CASGrid 40 

project would create “3,800 Jobs (1/2 from federal funds).” This suggestion is re-affirmed by the 41 

testimony of Val R. Jensen, ComEd Vice President - Marketing & Environmental Programs, at 42 

page 33 of his direct testimony, where he observes that “[a]pproval of this project will also 43 

permit Illinois to obtain $175 million in federal funding which will support the creation of 1900 44 

jobs and contribute to economic revival in the state.” ComEd Exhibit 1.0 at 33. In a footnote to 45 

this text, Jensen explains that “[t]his is the number of jobs created with the federal funds. 46 
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Another 1900 jobs will be created through ComEd’s $175 million in matching funds.” Id. at 33 47 

n.30.  48 

 49 

Q. Has any other party relied upon these assertions in developing its testimony in this 50 

docket? 51 

A. Yes. In his testimony, CUB-City witness Christopher C. Thomas, CUB’s Director of 52 

Policy, cites Jensen’s assertion to support, in part, his conclusion that the receipt of Stimulus 53 

money for the CASGrid project will be beneficial to the Illinois economy. See CUB-City Exhibit 54 

1.0 at 2, 5.  55 

 56 

Q. Has ComEd provided any support for its assertions that the CASGrid project will 57 

create 3,900 jobs? 58 

A. Not that I have been able to determine, based upon my review of the documents filed in 59 

this docket to date. 60 

 61 

Q. Has ComEd made any representations that suggest the CASGrid project will result 62 

in a loss of jobs? 63 

A. Yes. Throughout its documents detailing the benefits of the Smart Grid, ComEd asserts 64 

that a key benefit of implementing AMI technology is a reduction in labor for Meter Reading, 65 

Billing, Field and Call Center employees. See, e.g., Attachment A to ComEd Petition at 37. As I 66 

previously testified, ComEd has already projected job losses for 14 to 17 Meter Readers as a 67 

result of the AMI Pilot recently approved by the Commission. This number will only increase if 68 

CASGrid is approved and funded. These numbers do not take into account job losses in Billing, 69 
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Field and Call Center. ComEd’s filings also discuss how the Smart Grid technology will replace 70 

annual and periodic field inspections of various aspects of the Company’s infrastructure. See, 71 

e.g., Attachment A to ComEd Petition at 38. A reduction in the need for field inspections 72 

translates directly to a reduction in work and a reduction in jobs. 73 

 74 

Q. Do have any recommendations with regard to the evidence on job creation and/or 75 

loss? 76 

A. Yes. ComEd should not be permitted to rely on its assertion that a benefit of the CASGrid 77 

project would be its creation of 3,800 additional jobs when it has supplied no evidence to support 78 

that assertion and, in fact, claims as another benefit of the CASGrid project a reduction in labor 79 

costs.  80 

 81 

Q. Since your previous testimony, have you received additional information from 82 

ComEd about hazardous conditions reported by Meter Readers? 83 

A. Yes. On October 15, 2009, ComEd answered IBEW Data Request 2.01, which followed 84 

up on IBEW Data Request 1.02 and sought information regarding reports by Meter Readers of 85 

conditions that ComEd did not include in its response to IBEW DR 1.02. DRR IBEW 2.01 86 

provided data concerning these additional conditions and also provided data regarding the 87 

reporting centers to which the conditions were reported. Once the Company supplied data 88 

regarding the list of additional hazardous conditions identified by the Union, the number of 89 

reports by Meter Readers went from the 8,378 originally identified for the period between 90 

October 1, 2008 and September 30, 2009 to a total of 32,698 reports for that same period. Of 91 

these, 1,759 reports were received at the DesPlaines Valley Area/Maywood reporting center 92 
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(indicated by location code “DVA”), which includes the Maywood area to be served by the AMI 93 

technology. A copy of ComEd’s response to IBEW DR 2.01 is attached to my testimony as 94 

IBEW Exhibit 2.1. A copy of ComEd’s updated response to IBEW DR 1.02 is attached to my 95 

testimony as IBEW Exhibit 2.2.  96 

 97 

Q. What is the significance of these numbers? 98 

A. Each time a Meter Reader detects and reports a hazardous condition, he or she has helped 99 

to start the process of correcting a condition that could, if left uncorrected, cause damage to 100 

customer or ComEd property, injury or even death.  101 

 102 

Q. Please explain how each of the conditions for which ComEd has supplied data in 103 

response to IBEW DR 2.01 could cause property damage, injury or death. 104 

A. Certain conditions, like AB-New Construction, F-Meter Seal Broke, GA-Upside Down 105 

Meter, GF-Jumpered Thru, GH-Wired Direct, GJ-Foreign Meter, indicate that non-ComEd 106 

personnel (typically either the customer or a contractor) has improperly accessed ComEd’s 107 

power grid without going through the meter or by opening the meter improperly. Any time 108 

someone who is not properly qualified does that, it poses a risk to the person who has done so 109 

because he or she has necessarily attached directly to a live wire. It also poses a risk that 110 

connections have been made improperly or that live wires remain exposed in a manner that 111 

others could come into contact with them.  112 

 113 

Other conditions, such as AD-Meter Gone, GI-No Meter Ring, GB-Hole in Glass, AF-Open 114 

Fitting, BC-Cabinet Damage, BD-Cabinet Glass, BE-Meter Glass, BG-Smashed, CE-Open 115 
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Fitting, indicate that the meter has been breached, either through tampering or damage. When a 116 

meter has been breached, it allows access to live conductors, posing a risk not only to the person 117 

who intentionally breached the meter but also to anyone else who happens to come into contact 118 

with it.  119 

 120 

Condition codes such as AC-Fire, BI-Fire and CD-Fire are used to report a situation where there 121 

has been fire damage to either the meter itself or the surrounding area. In such cases, there may 122 

be damage to the meter or the surrounding area that is not otherwise readily apparent but could 123 

pose a risk of harm to the customer or anyone coming into contact with the meter. A code of BL-124 

Moisture is used to report situations where ice builds up dangerously during the winter on the 125 

riser pipe and meter box, as well as situations where water pipes are leaking directly on ComEd 126 

equipment or basements are flooded. The combination of moisture and electricity poses obvious 127 

risks. Finally, a painted meter, as identified by the code BK-Painted, may have been 128 

contaminated by paint seepage and also renders the meter unreadable by either Meter Reader or 129 

customer, for verification.  130 

 131 

Q. Do these new numbers change, in any way, the recommendations you made on this 132 

point in your previous testimony? 133 

A. No. If anything, these numbers simply reinforce my recommendations. 134 

 135 

Q. Are you aware that the Commission entered its final Order in ICC Docket No. 09-136 

0263 on October 14, 2009? 137 
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A. Yes, I am. Local 15 intervened in that docket and joined the People of the State of 138 

Illinois, CUB and the AARP in requesting that the Commission take steps to ensure that the 139 

remote disconnection capacity of the AMI technology would not result in a diminution of 140 

consumer or public safety.  141 

 142 

Q. Did the Commission rule on that issue? 143 

A. Yes. At pages 33-34 of its Order, the Commission addressed the parties’ arguments and 144 

presented its findings and conclusions. The Commission observed that underlying the language 145 

of 83 Ill. Adm. Code 280.130(d) was the “assumption that disconnection will take place upon a 146 

site visit by a utility employee.” ICC Docket No. 09-0263, Order at 33. The Commission 147 

concluded that it agreed with intervenors, including the IBEW, that a remote disconnection 148 

should occur in a manner that is consistent with 83 Ill. Adm. Code 280.130(d). Although the 149 

Commission acknowledged that the Code was written before AMI, it also found that “a site visit 150 

upon disconnection affords a valuable service to consumers, and, in certain circumstances, (e.g., 151 

when a safety issue is detected upon the site visit) to ComEd.”   ICC Docket No. 09-0263, Order 152 

at 34. The Commission further ordered that “ComEd shall not remotely disconnect a program 153 

participant unless such disconnection is in accordance with 83 Ill. Adm. Code 280.130(d) and 154 

any other pertinent laws that are in effect at the time of disconnection.” Id.    155 

 156 

Q. Do you believe the Commission’s Order in Docket No. 09-0263 requires ComEd to 157 

conduct a site visit upon disconnection of service for a customer served by AMI technology 158 

in order to be in compliance with 83 Ill. Adm. Code 280.130(d)? 159 

A. Yes, I do. I believe the Commission’s Order is clear. 160 
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 161 

Q. Do you have reason to believe that ComEd does not understand the Commission’s 162 

Order in Docket No. 09-0263 to require ComEd to conduct a site visit upon disconnection 163 

of service for a customer served by AMI technology in order to be in compliance with 83 164 

Ill. Adm. Code 280.130(d)? 165 

A.  I do. The day after the Order was issued in Docket No. 09-0263 I learned from a ComEd 166 

officer that ComEd interpreted the Administrative Code as not requiring a premise visit upon 167 

disconnection of customer service and therefore had no intention of maintaining a premise visit 168 

upon disconnection of service for customers served by AMI technology. 169 

 170 

Q. Has Local 15 also served a data request in this docket in order to clarify ComEd’s 171 

position on this issue? 172 

A. Yes. On the same day it became aware of ComEd’s position on this issue, Local 15 173 

served its Data Request 3.01. A copy of that request is attached to my testimony as IBEW 174 

Exhibit 2.3. On October 19, ComEd, through counsel, indicated it would not respond to this 175 

request on that date but would supply a response prior to the hearing dates. 176 

 177 

Q. Does ComEd’s position, as you came to understand it on October 15, conform to the 178 

requirements of the Administrative Code or comply with the Commission’s Order in 179 

Docket No. 09-0263? 180 

A. No. On advice of counsel, ComEd’s intention to utilize remote disconnection to cut 181 

service to customers served by AMI technology without conducting a site visit does not comply 182 

with either the Administrative Code or the Commission’s Order.  183 
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 184 

Q. Are you concerned about the position ComEd has taken? 185 

A. Yes. I believe the Commission has spoken clearly with regard to this issue and ComEd’s 186 

position not only disregards the Commission’s clear directive but also threatens the very health 187 

and safety concerns articulated by the People of the State of Illinois, CUB, AARP and the IBEW 188 

and endorsed by the Commission in Docket No. 09-0263. 189 

 190 

Q. Do you have any recommendations with regard to this issue? 191 

A. I recommend that the Commission reiterate its position articulated in Docket 09-0263 and 192 

further instruct ComEd directly that it must conduct a site visit upon disconnection of service to 193 

customers served by AMI technology.  194 

 195 

Q. Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony? 196 

A. Yes.  197 


