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At its January 29, 2013 regular open meeting, the Commission held disposition of Docket No. 12-0645, 
MidAmerican’s amended petition for a waiver under Section 8-408(c) of the Public Utilities Act.  Before 
moving forward on this matter, I have additional questions for both MidAmerican and Staff which I believe 
will allow the Commission to more thoroughly evaluate the merits of the waiver’s suggested scope:    
 
1) MidAmerican’s Amended Verified Petition for a Waiver indicates that Staff recommended changes to 

eliminate two efficiency measures at a December 17, 2012 status hearing.  However, the transcript from 
that status hearing merely references a “brief conversation . . . off the record.”   

 
For MidAmerican: What was the basis for filing an amended petition dropping two efficiency 
measures?   
 
For Staff:  Did Staff recommend the elimination of the Room Air Conditioner and Programmable 
Thermostat efficiency measures?  If so, please explain the basis for these recommendations.     

 
2) Both MidAmerican’s December 3, 2012 Verified Petition for Waiver and its January 11, 2013 Amended 

Verified Petition for Waiver contain an “Exhibit A” titled “Illinois 2013 Residential Equipment Cost-
Effectiveness Worksheet.”  The content of these exhibits appears to be identical.  As I understand it, this 
document shows that the measures suggested by MidAmerican for elimination in its December 3rd 
petition (Ground Source Heat Pumps, Desuperheater, Furnaces, Boilers, Water Heaters) were not 
demonstrated to be cost-effective, but that both the Programmable Thermostat (Societal Test result 
range of 6.42 to 19.34) and Window Air Conditioner (Societal Test result of 1.58 – assuming this is 
coextensive with “room air conditioners” as mentioned in the petition itself) were demonstrated to be 
cost-effective.   

 
For MidAmerican:  Are the Societal Test results in the Exhibit A worksheet accurate?  Were there 
any technical errors in applying the test which informed MidAmerican’s decision to drop these two 
measures and file an amended petition?   
 
For Staff:  Does Staff contend that MidAmerican’s Programmable Thermostats and Window Air 
Conditioner measures are not demonstrated to be cost-effective under MidAmerican’s application of 
the Societal Test?  If so, on what basis?   
 

Given that both MidAmerican’s original petition and amended petition requested expedited treatment of its 
waiver request, I hope to receive answers to these questions by Friday, February 8, 2013 such that a decision 
can be made on the waiver at the Commission’s February 14, 2013 regular open meeting.    
 


