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COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY’S RESPONSE 
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REHEARING OF THE VILLAGE OF OAK PARK 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”), pursuant to the Order of the 

Administrative Law Judges, submits this response to the Petition filed by the Village of Oak Park 

(“Oak Park” or “Village”) to modify or rehear the October 14, 2009 Order (“Order”) of the 

Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”).  The Petition should not be granted.  It is based 

on an unfortunate misunderstanding between ComEd and Oak Park about ComEd’s AMI meters 

and the data that those meters can and will provide.  ComEd has met with Oak Park officials to 

attempt to clarify this misunderstanding and will work closely with the Village going forward.  

Granting rehearing would serve only to impede the important goals of the Order that the 

Commission, ComEd, Oak Park, and other stakeholders all seek to promote. 

1. The Petition requests that ComEd’s pilot AMI meters be able to provide real-time 

usage information to compatible in-home devices (“IHDs”) that customers in the Village may 

install even if they are not in a pilot group receiving IHDs from ComEd under the approved 

Customer Applications Plan (“CAP”).  While ComEd’s AMI deployment is a controlled pilot 

with defined study groups, it was never ComEd’s intention to prevent access to usage data by 

any customer who purchases a technologically compatible IHD, subject to authentication and 

security procedures necessary to prevent unauthorized access to the system and to customer data.  

ComEd explained this to the Village in their recent meeting.  ComEd will also continue to work 
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between now and May to learn as much as possible about which commercially available IHDs 

work best with its pilot AMI system.  Updates will be communicated to Oak Park and all other 

communities in the Pilot footprint.  Thus, there is no need or reason to grant rehearing or to 

modify the order to address Oak Park’s concerns about access to usage data through the meter. 

2. Although it is not included in the Petition, the Village has also raised with ComEd 

the additional issue of accessing price data through the AMI meters in conjunction with a real 

time pricing program.  ComEd is anxious to work with the Village on this issue as well and again 

pledges to remain in close communication with the Village.  There will be challenges in 

grappling with this issue.  ComEd’s pilot is breaking new ground and not “duplicating any other, 

previous, study” (Order at 22).  If this additional feature is technically feasible, ComEd is 

uncertain how rapidly it could be deployed.  And, before it could be rolled out a host of other 

issues will need to be addressed including the frequency at which price data are sent, the 

compatibility of receiving devices, security, and the use of residential real time rates based on 

such prices to help customers manage their energy usage.  In short, ComEd is working toward 

the same goals as the Village – finding a dynamic pricing customer applications program that 

works.  That is a major purpose of the Commission-approved Pilot.  

3. Of course, rehearing is not the appropriate vehicle to explore this price data issue.  

The capabilities of ComEd’s AMI meters and how customers would access data during the pilot 

were the subject of evidence in the Docket and the Order.  Parties seeking rehearing must take 

that record as it stands and are “bound by rulings and orders” entered prior to intervention.  83 

Ill. Admin. Code § 200.200(e); ALJs’ Order, Nov. 19. 2009.  Thus, Oak Park appropriately does 

not expressly address this issue in its petition.  ComEd, however, wishes to reassure the 

Commission and Oak Park that it will to work with Oak Park and all stakeholders to address it.   
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4. In sum, providing usage data to customers and studying real time pricing 

applications are consistent with both the Order and the approved tariffs and CAP.  ComEd is also 

committed to working with all municipalities, including Oak Park, to deliver the best Smart Grid 

solutions to customers and will openly share Pilot learnings as we move forward.  There is, 

therefore, no basis or reason for rehearing.  Indeed, disturbing the finality of the Order by 

granting rehearing would impede the Pilot and undermine customers’ ability to receive the 

benefits of AMI as soon as prudently practical.   

WHEREFORE, the Petition should be denied or, in the alternative, dismissed as moot. 
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