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February 10, 2014 

Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 East Capitol Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62701-1827 

Project: 

Subject: 

Commonwealth Edison Company 
Grand Prairie Gateway Project 
Docket no. 13-0657 

Letter of Petition - Public Comment 

Dear Distinguished Commissioners: 

As a resident of Saddlebrook Unit II Property Owners Association, which is located adjacent to the 
Grand Prairie Gateway Project, in unincorporated Plato Township, I/we wish to express our 
objection and opposition to the Project, as proposed, and request the ICC's intervention and 
please consider me/us as an INTERVENER in this matter. 

We are a small community comprising ten (10) home sites. The homeowners in this subdivision 
purchased their properties and built their homes in this area to avoid traditional urban sprawl and 
development, attempting to maintain a quiet and peaceful life in an open and predominantly rural 
area. 

We feel that the improvement to our energy grid is warranted and a necessary matter vital to the 
long-term benefit to our region and the nation as a whole. Our objections are based on quality of 
life issues, financial implications, and health risks. I will address each of these items separately 
below. 

Quality of Life - As mentioned, everyone in this subdivision selected their lots and built their 
homes in this section of Plato Township, in order to have clear views with minimal obstructions 
and limited urban development. The proposed Project will have a dramatically negative impact 
on our lifestyle and property enjoyment. The 165 foot tall high-tension lines will directly 
infringe on our rights as property owners due to the unsightly imprint left on our rural skyline 
portrait. In addition, the noise generated by the transmission lines will intrude on the peaceful 
nature of our community with its incessant drone, hissing and popping. 

Financial Implications - The effect of building the proposed high-tension lines and the 165 foot 
poles necessary to carry the lines will not only affect our views but will have a profound impact 
on the marketability (and therefore, the values) of our homes (see article attached - "Properties 
Near Power Lines and Valuation Issues: Condemnation or Inverse Condemnation? ", published 
by the Southwestern Legal Foundation in the Proceedings of the Institute on Planning, Zoning, 
and Eminent Domain). In the referenced article, the author, David R. Bolton, MAI cited that the 
properties immediately adjacent to such power lines experience dramatically longer sales cycles 
and experience an average of21% loss of market value due to the public's perception of 
potential health hazards and diminished natural "curb appeal". This poses a devastating financial 
loss to the homeowners surrounding this Project, especially following the recent housing crisis 



which has already decimated property values. This is places an unwarranted and capricious 
financial burden on any homeowner in the proposed route for the Project. 

ComEd is charged with the responsibility and naturally wants to complete the Project at the 
lowest possible cost but is ignoring the costs of repairs necessary due to climactic events -
storms. In an article titled "Major Power Outages in the US, and around the World", as part of 
the IEEE Reliability Society 2009 Annual Technology Report (attached), the author, James 
McLain wrote that since 1965 virtually all major grid failures are caused by storms. 

In August 2013, the Executive Office of the President released a Report prepared by the 
President's Council of Economic Advisers and the U.S. Department ofEnergy's Office of 
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability, with assistance from the White House Office of 
Science and Technology (attached) wherein the economic costs borne by the US economy as a 
result of storms damaging the energy grid averaged between $25 to $70 billion annually in lost 
wages, output, spoiled inventory, delayed production, and damage to the energy grid. This study 
addressed only the industrial cost. No assessment was addressed related to the losses incurred by 
individuals or residences relative to their sustained losses of food and shelter as a result of 
sustained power outages. The report further states that due to climate change issues the advent 
of outages due to storms is likely to rise in the future. Therefore, the lowest cost must include 
the actual cost of infrastructure repairs, not solely installation. The report further states that 
burying cable lines would reduce the likelihood of damage to the grid dramatically, albeit at a 
greater initial expense, would prove efficient in the long run in non-coastal areas. Finally, the 
report stated that the US has provided a $4.5 billion fund to develop grid improvement 
initiatives. Since this Project will improve the US Energy Grid, it would seem obvious that it 
would be beneficial to seek federal assistance for the proposed Project to help offset the 
increased cost of burial of the lines. 

The Project, as proposed, will cost $250 million with 93% of the cost slated to be charged 
against ComEd customers in northern Illinois. This region of the grid runs from Iowa to 
Pennsylvania and from Georgia into Canada. It seems an unfair burden that customers in Illinois 
will bear the brunt of the cost when the energy on this line can (and will) be transmitted and sold 
throughout many parts of the nation. It would appear more equitable ifthe cost of this project be 
spread throughout the entire region of this grid section, which would then offset the extra cost of 
burying the lines. 

Health Risks - There have been a number of studies attempting to link childhood leukemia and 
other health-related risks to electro-magnetic fields (EMF's). To date there has been no 
conclusive proof that EMF's cause health problems, however, the studies also state that they 
cannot conclusively prove that there are not potential health risks or concerns either. Regardless 
of inconclusive evidence, the public's perception is that there may be concerns and therefore any 
placement of high-tension lines near schools, hospitals, and residential properties has a dramatic 
probability oflitigation. Burying the lines virtually eliminates the public's concern regarding the 
EMF issue, protects the energy grid, as well as eliminates the hazards oflive downed power lines 
caused by storms. 



In summary, the Saddlebrook Unit II Property Owners Association requests that the ICC extend the 
duration for Public Commentary and require that ComEd bury the high-tension lines in order to 
reduce the financial loss for homeowners, allow for the enjoyment of their personal property, 
eliminate the concern over potential health issues, spread the cost more equitably to energy users, 
and seek federal assistance for funding to improve the nation's energy grid, as suggested by the 
President of the United States. 

Throughout the United States, most municipalities require burial oflocal electrical distribution 
lines, telephone and cable lines, water and sewer lines. ComEd's own Senior VP for 
Government and External Affairs stated that Chicago has buried high-voltage lines. Why 
shouldn't Illinois follow the path of the State of Michigan (and other states) to require the burial 
of high-tension power lines to preserve and beautify our state? While ComEd has had the 
utilities easement for 30 to 50 years along the intended route, it was never designated specifically 
as a potential high-tension line. If it had been so designated, no civil urban planning 
commission, residential developer, or individual homeowner would have considered the area for 
development or acquisition. While we cannot hold ComEd responsible for knowing decades ago 
that this transmission line might be necessary, ComEd should nonetheless be a good corporate 
neighbor and assure that it does not harm its own customers with undue financial hardship 
simply for the lowest (current) cost to ComEd. It is unfair to financially harm a select group of 
people to benefit a larger collective of people. Everyone should bear the cost of this project, 
equitably. If it costs more to bury the lines, simply allocate that cost across all the end users, 
spread over the entire region of the grid as this improves the stability and access to energy to 
everyone. 
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