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Pursuant to Section 200.830 of the Rules of Practice of the Illinois Commerce Commission (the 

“Commission”) and the briefing schedule established by the Administrative Law Judge, the CITY OF 

CHICAGO (the “City”) by its attorney, Stephen Patton, Corporation Counsel, submits its Brief on 

Exceptions in this proceeding.  The City’s Brief on Exceptions responds to the Administrative Law Judge’s 

Proposed Order (“Proposed Order”) dated June 8, 2012.   

The City’s brief is not a typical brief on exceptions in that it does not take formal exception to 

any of the Proposed Order’s conclusions.  Instead, the City would like to thank the Administrative Law 

Judge for a remarkably thorough and well-reasoned assessment of the evidence and law, which was 

done on a very short deadline.  The pertinent findings of fact and conclusions of law are well-written and 

provide a sound articulation of the bases for the decisions made.   

The Proposed Order’s fundamental approach to the issues raised is consistent with the 

perspective expressed in the City’s testimony and briefs in this case.  At page 6, the Proposed Order 
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explains the theme of its proposed modifications to Commonwealth Edison Company’s (“ComEd”) 

Advanced Metering Infrastructure Deployment Plan (“AMI Plan”), stating 

The question from the Commission’s perspective, which runs 

throughout this Order, is whether the Company’s AMI strategy 

adequately embraces AMI benefits for customers given the huge 

investments required and ratepayer dollars being expended.  

The City’s positions in this case were designed to achieve the same objective.  The City sought to modify 

ComEd’s AMI Plan such that customers are more likely to achieve the potential benefits of advanced 

metering infrastructure.   

Aside from the modifications that order approves to address economic or technical issues 

relating to customer education and evaluation metrics, the Proposed Order gives important attention to 

the human impact of AMI meter deployment.  The Proposed Order acknowledges that not all customers 

will necessarily benefit from AMI deployment.  At page 51, the Proposed Order states  

The AMI Plan glosses over the human impact of the increase in 

disconnections enabled by remote disconnection.  Perhaps on a 

customer-wide basis this will be an economic benefit (and indeed that is 

how the AMI Plan presents it), but the affected customers would 

undoubtedly disagree.   

The City’s testimony expressed a similar concern.  City witness Karen Weigert testified that 

“ComEd’s AMI Plan should be modified to anticipate and to prepare for foreseeable customer-side 

impacts (like increased disconnections).”  City Ex. 1.0 at 14:359-361.  Ms. Weigert suggested that 

ComEd’s AMI Plan be modified to adopt certain measures designed to mitigate the problems associated 

with projected increased disconnections.  Id. at 15-16:385-408.  The City appreciates the Commission’s 

sensitivity to the vulnerability of sizable segments of ComEd’s customer base, both in Chicago and 

outside the City.  The City believes its proposals are a reasonable response to the difficult issues 

presented and looks forward to working with ComEd to implement the modifications recommended by 

the Proposed Order.   
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The only significant reservation the City has regarding the Proposed Order is its conclusion 

adopting ComEd’s recommended ten-year deployment schedule.  Proposed Order at 14.  In the City’s 

view, the evidence indicates that a shorter deployment would provide customers more benefits in a 

shorter timeframe.  And the City does not concede that a shorter period would be inconsistent with the 

statutory language.  However, in light of the Proposed Order’s other conclusions, the City does not take 

formal exception on this point.    
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WHEREFORE, the City of Chicago respectfully requests that the Commission adopt the Proposed 

Order as issued on June 8, 2012.   

DATED:   June 12, 2012 

Respectfully Submitted,  

THE CITY OF CHICAGO    

STEPHEN R. PATTON 

CORPORATION COUNSEL  
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