
 

 

 
 

October 23, 2012 
 

Via eDocket and E-Mail 
 
Ms. Elizabeth A. Rolando 
Chief Clerk 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 East Capitol Avenue 
Springfield, Illinois 62701 
 

Re: Commonwealth Edison Company, ICC Docket No. 12-0298 On Rehearing 
Revised Exhibits 

 
Dear Ms. Rolando: 
 

Enclosed please find revised exhibits ComEd Exs. 15.0 REV, 16.0 REV, 17.0 REV, and 
17.1 REV that ComEd will offer into evidence in the above-referenced docket. Redline 

The discovery served on ComEd during rehearing, especially in the last few days, 
suggests that at least some parties believe that ComEd intends to put in issue the impact of the 
Commission’s rate case orders on ComEd financial capability to install AMI meters.  That is not 
the case.  The question of whether the Revised AMI Plan should be approved is governed by the 
standards set forth in Section 16-108.6.  The utility’s finances are not among those standards, and 
ComEd will not argue that they are.  

We do understand that references to the background of “how we got here,” mainly in Dr. 
Hemphill’s proposed direct testimony, may have contributed to a misimpression.  If so, we regret 
any unintended implication.  Moreover, to eliminate any doubt that ComEd is not raising an 
issue of its finances, we will not offer into evidence direct testimony referring to that 
background.  A revised copy of ComEd’s testimony is attached, including redlined versions 
showing the language that will not be offered.   

Finally, ComEd appreciates that if parties misunderstood ComEd’s intent, they may need 
to reconsider the scope of their own testimony.  If that is the case, ComEd will not oppose an 
extension of time to file any affected parties’ testimony until 3:00 p.m. Thursday.  ComEd will 
not, as a result, request any extension in the time for its own rebuttal testimony. 
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Sincerely, 

 
E. Glenn Rippie 

 
Enclosure 
cc: Service List 


