
Attachment A 

At the oral argument heard on May 2, 2012, CornEd was prepared to have Mr. Thomas 
Rumsey testify, in the form of a formal offer of proof, for the purpose of defeating 
Amcor's argument that there was bad faith in the discarding of the meter. The ALJ, 
however, directed that an informal offer would suffice and thus CornEd is providing the 
following Offer of Proof. This Offer of Proof illustrates the importance of having an 
evidentiary hearing. In order for the Commission to rule fairly and knowledgeably on the 
Motion, it must, as the Shimanovsky Court declares, consider the "unique factual 
situation" that is only presented through relevant testimony and exhibits. Shimanovsky 
v: General Motors Corp. 648 N.E.2d 286 (1998). If CornEd were granted its hearing 
request, this is what Mr. Rumsey would have, in small part, testified to: 

OFFER OF PROOF 

Name of witness: Thomas R. Rumsey 

Employer: Commonwealth Edison Company 

If this witness were put under oath on May 2, 2012, he would have testified that: 

1. He is the same Thomas Rumsey that is referred to at page 9 of the Stipulation of 
Facts and Undisputed Testimony. 

2. He is the same Thomas Rumsey that prepared an Affidavit for this proceeding sworn 
to on February 23,2012. 

3. That he discarded meter No. 140384879 (also known as the replaced meter) 
because it had already been held for over one year after being tested. 

4. That the date of October 25,2010 on which he discarded the meter was a date of no 
significance to him other than it was past the one year mark. 

5. That he discarded this meter in the course of his normal duties and for no other 
reason. 

6. That no one at CornEd told him to discard the meter in question, i.e., Meter No. 
140384879. 

Further, Mr. Rumsey would have been shown CornEd exhibits 1 and 2. 

7. He would have identified CornEd Offer of Proof EX.1 as a "System Meter Test 
Report;" as being prepared by him; and, as kept in the ordinary course of business. 
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8. He would have testified that this "System Meter Test Report" carries the date of 
9/24/2009 and references Meter No. 140384879. 

9. He would have been asked to read into the record everything in the System Meter 
Remarks, to wit: 

Customer Complaint Test. A 10/512 test was conducted. Weighted Average 
test results=99.5%. A long diagnostic read was also conducted. A scaling 
factor of 6 was found which translates to A CPR of 4. The correct scaling 
factor is 2 which translates to a CPR of 12. The long diagnostic read is 
contained in 140384.doc the scaling factor can be found on page 4 under 
the Heading Load Profile Defention. The meter will be held on Shelf TIAD 
13 in the tamper room for 1 year. 
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