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Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to
Illinois Commerce Commission (“STAFF’’) Data Requests
GER 10.01 - 10.02
Date Received: December 29, 2010
Date Served: January 3, 2011

REQUEST NO. GER 10.02:

Please provide a copy of the following documents, which are referenced by Mr. McMahan in
ComEd Ex. 33.0.

o Alterations to Underground Transmission Equipment Containing High Pressure Insulating
Fluid (CM-CE-P022) —referenced at lines 163-168.
o Oil Spill Reporting and Response Fundamentals (EN-ED-2002) — referenced at lines 243-

245.

o ComEd’s periodic manhole inspection practice (WM-ED-P013) — referenced at lines 245-
250.

RESPONSE:

o Alterations to Underground Transmission Equipment Containing High Pressure Insulating

Fluid (CM-CE-P022) - Refer to the attachment labeled as GER 10.02_Attach 1.

. Oil Spill Reporting and Response Fundamentals (EN-ED-2002) — Refer to ComEd Ex. 33.0
WP-8 EN-ED-2002

. ComEd’s periodic manhole inspection practice (WM-ED-P013) — Refer to ComEd Ex. 33.0
WP-12 WM-ED-P013
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FUNCTIONAL AREA

AD |AM | CM | CS | EA |EN | EP | EX| FI |FM |[GO | HR | IT | OP

PC| QA | RE [ SA|[SM| TQ | VM [wMm

ALTERATIONS TO UNDERGROUND TRANSMISSION EQUIPMENT
CONTAINING HIGH PRESSURE INSULATING FLUID

SUPERCEDES CM-CE-P022
1 PURPOSE
1. This program describes the required process for modifying the

configuration of hydraulic valves or pumping plants on the ComEd
High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground Transmission System.

2 TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

1. Oil Circulating Unit (OCU): A unit that circulates dielectric fluid
through a pipe type system.

2. Air Cooled Oil Pre-cooler (ACOP): It is a unit which uses forced air to
cool dielectric fluid in a pipe type cable system.

3. Mechanical Refrigerated Oil Cooler (MROC): A unit that uses
refrigerant gas to cool the dielectric fluid in a pipe type cable system.

4. Automated Blocking Valve System (ABVS): It is a system with a
series of valves used to isolate a malfunctioning circuit from the
circuit, which shares the same hydraulic system.

5. Forced Cooling System: A system, which uses fluid circulation,
forced air and mechanical refrigeration as means to control/maintain
temperatures of dielectric fluid in a pipe type cable system.

6. Pressurizing System: A system employed as a pressure source and
to provided pressure control of a pipe type cable system.

Exelon Energy Delivery Confidential — All Rights Reserved
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3 RESPONSIBILITIES

3.1 TRANSMISSION ENGINEERING

3.1.1 Transmission Engineering has overall responsibility for determining the
hydraulic configurations of the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground
Transmission System.

3.1.2 Transmission Engineering shall provide and maintain hydraulic valving
diagrams detailing the normal operating configurations.

3.1.3 Transmission Engineering shall prepare all hydraulic valving routines that
alter the configuration of the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground
Transmission System.

3.14 Transmission Engineering shall provide and maintain a response matrix to

underground transmission cable alarms. The response matrix is detailed in
CM-ED-P020 Recommended Actions in Response to Underground
Transmission Equipment Alarms.

3.1.5 Transmission Engineering will perform a final review of the valve routine
prior to forwarding to the appropriate departments.

3.2 TRANSMISSION UNDERGROUND GROUP

3.2.1 The hydraulic valve operations are the responsibility of Transmission
Underground Group and will be performed by TUG’s qualified personnel
only.

3.3 TESTING GROUP

3.3.1 Testing Group shall review all hydraulic routines to ensure no relay trip

schemes will be initiated by the proposed work (i.e. low fluid pressure, low
SF6 pressure, etc.). In those instances, the Testing Group Engineer shall
revise the routine to add the necessary steps at the appropriate time to
prevent initiation of these schemes.

3.4 TRANSMISSION SYSTEM OPERATIONS TSO

3.4.1 Transmission System Operations (Transmission Dispatcher) will have direct
operational control of the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground
Transmission System.

3.4.2 The appropriate Transmission System Operations Arranger will schedule
the work and ensure the protective cards are correctly placed.

Exelon Energy Delivery Confidential — All Rights Reserved
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3.4.3 The Transmission Dispatcher shall document and track all abnormal

configurations of the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground Transmission
System via Administrative Tags.

3.5 The Transmission Dispatcher shall monitor and respond to alarms
associated with the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground Transmission
System and notify Transmission Lines Engineering as required by the alarm
matrix in CM-ED-P020

3.6 OPERATIONAL CONTROL CENTER (OCC)

3.6.1 Load Dispatcher (LD) will have direct operational control of the High
Pressure Fluid Filled Underground High Voltage Distribution System.

3.6.2 The Operation Control Center Arranger will schedule the work and ensure
the protective cards are correctly placed.

3.6.3 The Load Dispatcher shall document and track all abnormal configurations
of the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground High Voltage Distribution
System via Administrative Tag.

3.64 The Load Dispatcher shall monitor and respond to alarms associated with
the High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground Distribution System and notify
Transmission Lines Engineering as required by the alarm matrix in CM-ED-

P020
4 MAIN BODY
4.1 The High Pressure Fluid Filled Underground Transmission System consists

of pressurizing units, oil circulating units (OCU), air-cooled oil-pre-coolers
(ACOP), mechanical refrigeration oil coolers (MROC), automatic blocking
valve system (ABVS), fluid reservoirs, pressure regulators, valves, and
piping. All of these components must be in proper configuration when a
transmission line is energized.

4.2 Maintenance or repair activities may require the operation of one or more
valve operations to properly isolate the system for the work. Failure to
properly restore the line to it's normal state after the work activities are
completed will lead to a costly premature failure of the line and result in it
being unavailable for service for an extended period of time. This process

Exelon Energy Delivery Confidential — All Rights Reserved
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was developed to prevent this type of line failure by providing oversight and
rigorous controls when altering the status of hydraulic equipment.

Transmission Engineering has functional control of the High Pressure Fluid
Filled Underground Transmission System. Transmission Engineering
provides oversight, approves designs, determines pumping plant settings,
specifies normal valve arrangement, provides system diagrams, directs how
and when maintenance is performed, and is intimately involved with all
aspects of system equipment repair.

Transmission Engineering will prepare scripted routines detailing sequential
steps, locations, conditional requirements, and operations to be performed
to provide hydraulic isolation or operational modification of the High
Pressure Fluid Filled Underground Transmission System. The scripted
routine will include such information as the date, time, scope of work,
expected return to service, and the name of the qualified field person in
charge.

At no time should the operation of hydraulic valves on the High Pressure
Fluid Filled Underground Transmission System be relegated to contractor
personnel. Hydraulic valve operations are to be operated by the
Transmission Underground Group’s qualified personnel only.

Transmission System Operations and Operations Control Center are
responsible for the operational control of the High Pressure Fluid Filled
Underground Transmission System. Control of 345kV and 138 kV pipe-type
cable lines have been assigned as the responsibility of the Transmission
Dispatcher. 69kV pipe-type cable lines have been assigned as the
responsibility of the Distribution Load Dispatcher for the Region. They are
also responsible for monitoring all elements and alarms related to the
system. In order to operate the transmission system within design
parameters, the Transmission Dispatcher and Load Dispatcher must be
cognizant of the cable ratings and any limitations due to equipment being
out of service. The Transmission Dispatcher and Load Dispatcher will order
Worker Lockout Tags placed to track abnormal status of the High Pressure
Fluid Filled Underground Transmission System.

No alterations or operations of hydraulic equipment are to be performed
without the expressed consent of the appropriate Transmission Dispatcher
or Load Dispatcher.

The above note does not apply to the routine transfer between primary and
secondary pumps.

Exelon Energy Delivery Confidential — All Rights Reserved
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DOCUMENTATION

Documentation generated during performance of this procedure shall be
filed by Transmission Underground Group and maintained for one year

REFERENCES

1. ComEd Energy Delivery Safety Directive 68-1

2. Energy Delivery Training & Methods Protective Cards Procedure
Book

3. CM-ED-P020 Recommended Actions in Response to
Underground Transmission Equipment Alarms.

4. CM-ED-P024 Lead Engineer’'s Responsibilities During Transmission
System Restoration Activities

5. CM-CE-211026 Preventative Maintenance Inspections of
Underground Transmission Pressurizing Plants

6. CM-ED-P023 Underground Transmission Equipment Fluid Additions
7. CM-CE-211025 Use of Pump House Logbooks
8. Construction Standard C6219

9. Pirelli Jerome Manual 88 07 014, Installation, Operation, and
Maintenance Manual for Fluid Pressure Control Equipment for a High
Pressure Pipe Type Cable System.

10.  Pirelli Jerome Manual 90 52 001, Installation, Operation, and
Maintenance Manual for Three Speed Circulation Unit for a High
Pressure Pipe Type Cable System.

11.  Pirelli Jerome Manual 90 52 002, Installation, Operation, and
Maintenance Manual for Two Speed Circulation and Air-Cooling Unit
for a High Pressure Pipe Type Cable System.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment CM-ED-P022-1 Hydraulic Valve Routine

Exelon Energy Delivery Confidential — All Rights Reserved
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8 DEVELOPMENT HISTORY

Revision 0

Date 10/31/2006

Writer

Angelo DeAngelis (Transmission Engineering)

Reviewer(s)

Gene Ransom (Transmission Engineering)
Darryl Mitchell (T&S - Underground)

Vito Martino (T&S - Underground)

Ernest Sanchez (T&S - Underground)

Ron Regner (TSO)

Vince Ransom (OCC)

Nitin Patel (OCC)

Edward Adams (T&S - Testing)

Mark Lukas (Real-Time Analysis)

Approver(s)

Kelvin Owens T&S

Reason Written

Applicability changed from CE to ED.

Revision 1

Date XX/XX/XXXX

Writer's Name (work group) [text will wrap as necessary for

Writer : .
all lines in table]

Reviewer(s) Reviewer's Name (work group); Reviewer’'s Name (work
group)

Approver(s) Approver’'s Name(s)

Reason Written

Brief description explaining why the procedure was written
or revised.

Revision 2 Date XX/XX/XXXX
. Writer's Name (work group) [text will wrap as necessary for
Writer : .
all lines in table]
Reviewer(s) Reviewer's Name (work group); Reviewer’'s Name (work
group)
Approver(s) Approver’'s Name(s)

Reason Written

Brief description explaining why the procedure was written
or revised.

Revision 3

Date XX/XX/XXXX

Writer

Writer’'s Name (work group) [text will wrap as necessary for
all lines in table]

Reviewer(s)

Reviewer’'s Name (work group); Reviewer's Name (work
group)

Approver(s)

Approver’'s Name(s)

Reason Written

Brief description explaining why the procedure was written
or revised.
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HYDRAULIC VALVE ROUTINE

Line Number(s): Work Start Date:
Station Name: Work Start Time:
Temporary Alteration: [] Permanent Alteration: [_]

Estimated Return to Service Date:

Scope of Work:

Prepared By: Date:

Trip Schemes Reviewed By: Date:
Reviewed By: Date:

Field Person in Charge: Person to Perform Valving:

Required Valving Sequence

©CoNoA~WNE

O

v Boxes as steps are completed in the field.

CM-ED-P022-1
Page 1 of 2
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HYDRAULIC VALVE ROUTINE

Line Number(s): Work Start Date:
Station Name: Work Start Time:
Temporary Alteration: [] Permanent Alteration: [_]

Estimated Return to Service Date:

Scope of Work:

Prepared By: Date:

Trip Schemes Reviewed By: Date:
Reviewed By: Date:

Field Person in Charge: Person to Perform Valving:

Return to Normal Operating Condition

CoNoOA~MWNE

R O

v Boxes as steps are completed in the field.

CM-ED-P022-1
Page 2 of 2
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Response to ComEd’s f;f;igg\’,ersion)
Second Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. 2.40:

Please refer to page 3 of Mr. Stutsman’s testimony (Staff Ex. 9.0). Does Mr. Stutsman believe
that ComEd must undertake all projects that show “a definite reliability benefit to customers?”

a) If your response is any other than an unqualified “no,” please identify all sources (e.g.,
policy, past Commission decisions, etc.) of such an obligation.

b) If your response is any other than an unqualified “no,” does Mr. Stutsman agree that it would
be prudent and reasonable for ComEd to engage in projects that ComEd must undertake
under this standard?

RESPONSE:

No. Mr. Stutsman believes it is important to recognize that expected reliability benefits is only
one of the factors that a planner must consider and a project or program with little or no
expected reliability benefits should raise questions about the need to consider such a program
or project.

Page 1 of 7
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Response to ComEd’s f’;f;iﬁbersion)
Second Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. 2.43:

Please refer to pages 3 and 5-7 of Mr. Stutsman’s testimony (Staff Ex. 9.0). Does Mr. Stutsman
believe that the UUIR program is necessary in order for ComEd to provide adequate, efficient,
and reliable service? If your response is qualified (i.e., anything other than “yes” or “no”), please
identify every circumstance under which you believe the UUIR program is necessary.
RESPONSE:

Yes. Mr. Stutsman believes the UUIR work is necessary and recommends the Commission

order ComEd to undertake the UUIR program irrespective of whether ComEd receives approval
of and moves forward with its alternative regulation proposal.

Page 4 of 7
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Second Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman

ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman

Title:

Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission

527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. 2.45:

Please refer to Mr. Stutsman’s recommendation made on pages 6-7 of his testimony (Staff Ex.

9.0).

If the Commission orders ComEd to undertake the UUIR program as Mr. Stutsman

recommends:

Does Mr. Stutsman agree ComEd should be able to recover the reasonable and prudent
costs thereof?

Does Mr. Stutsman make any recommendation as to how such costs will be recovered?
Has Mr. Stutsman investigated whether there is a mechanism for ComEd to fully recover
its reasonable and prudent costs? If Mr. Stutsman’s answer is anything other than an
unqualified “no,” what possible mechanisms has he investigated?

RESPONSE:

a)

Mr. Stutsman recommended that ComEd be ordered by the Commission to undertake
the UUIR project irrespective of whether ComEd receives approval of and moves
forward with its alternative regulation proposal because Mr. Stutsman believed the UUIR
program would be prudent and if the reliability work is completed it should be used &
useful. Simply put, Mr. Stutsman believes the work should be done and Mr. Stutsman
believes that reasonable costs of the UUIR program should be recovered by ComEd.
While Mr. Stutsman believes reasonable costs of the UUIR program could be recovered
under sections 9-201 or 9-244 of the Public Utilities Act (“PUA”) the intense budget
driven emphasis in the Alternative Regulation case, Docket No. 10-0527, is problematic
in Mr. Stutsman’s opinion for several reasons. (1) The amount of work that is projected
needing to be done is highly variable with a variance of 50% in the number of manholes
needing repair/replacement, a variance of 51% in the number of circuit miles VLF tested,
and a variance of 48% in total cable replacement miles. (2) While the proposed work is
highly variable the budget is not and is proposed to be $45 million — after assuming a
10% productivity gain from the budget based on actual historical costs of $49 million. (3)
The Alternative Regulation proposed by ComEd in Docket No. 10-0527 heavily
incentivizes ComEd to come within budget and as close to the bottom range of repairs
and work — even at the expense of needed reliability improvements.

Please see attached worksheet: 10-0467 ComEd Dr 2_45.xIsx

No, but Mr. Stutsman is aware that this will be addressed by Staff Witness Stoller in
Docket No. 10-0527, ICC Staff Exhibit No. 7.0.

Page 6 of 7
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Response to ComEd’s f’;f;iﬁiersion)
Second Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. 2.46:

Does Mr. Stutsman believe that the minimum level of service that ComEd is required to provide
to its customers can change over time as new distribution technologies become available and/or
customers’ needs evolve, without any change in the Public Utilities Act or Commission rules? If
you answer is anything other than an unqualified “no,” please explain how Mr. Stutsman
believes ComEd’s service obligation changes as a result.

RESPONSE:

Yes. Mr. Stutsman believes that the minimum level of service that ComEd is required to provide
to its customers can change over time as new distribution technologies become available and/or
customers’ needs evolve, without any change in the Public Utilities Act or Commission rules.
Mr. Stutsman believes that change in customer perceptions & expectations has occurred in the
past with the availability of new technologies and evolving customer needs and he expects that
change will continue to occur in the future. How those future changes in customer perceptions
& expectations would impact ComEd’s service obligation changes would be speculative and
highly dependent on the type of technological changes, their pace of adoption, and societal
changes and perceptions.

Page 7 of 7
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Response to ComEd’s f’;f;ﬁ@ersion)
Eighth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 8.01:

Has Mr. Stutsman concluded that ComEd must implement the UUIR program in order to meet
its minimum service obligations? If Mr. Stutsman’s answer is an unqualified yes, please identify
the service obligation ComEd is not meeting, or will not meet, in the absence of UUIR.

RESPONSE:

Yes. | believe the UUFR' project is necessary to provide adequate, efficient and reliable
service.

Please see Mr. Stutsman’s response to ComEd Data Request 9.24.

' Mr. Stutsman assumes that the UUIR program referred to in ComEd’s question is the same as what is
also referred to as the UUFR project or program in Mr. Stutsman’s and other witnesses testimony.

Page 1 of 2
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Response to ComEd’s (Public Version)

Eighth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman

ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 8.02:

If ComEd were to fully implement the UUIR program as proposed, in Mr. Stutsman’s
opinion, would any aspect of that program exceed ComEd’s minimum service
obligations? If so, please explain what aspects of the program would exceed ComEd’s
minimum service obligations.

RESPONSE:

No.

Page 2 of 2



Docket No. 10-0467

Staff Group Cross Exhibit 1
Page 30

(Public Version)

ComEd-Staff 9.24



Docket No. 10-0467
Staff Group Cross Exhibit 1

s Page 31
Response to ComEd’s (Public Version)

Ninth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman

ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman

Title:

Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission

527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.24:

Is it Mr. Stutsman’s position or understanding that ComEd is required by law, rule,
regulation, or Commission order to implement the UUFR program? If so:

a.

identify each such law, rule, regulation, or Commission order, including the
specific provision or requirement that would not be complied with without
implementation of the UUFR program;

identify all facts, information, data, and documents relied upon for this position or
understanding; and

explain how and why ComEd would not be in compliance with such law, rule,
regulation, or Commission order without implementation of the UUFR program.

RESPONSE:

Yes. | believe the UUFR’ project is necessary to provide adequate, efficient and reliable service
[Section 8-401 of the PUA].

a.

If ComEd does not implement the UUFR project, then it is likely not to be in compliance
with Section 8-401 of the PUA. Additional facts and circumstances might change Mr.
Stutsman’s opinion in this respect, but no such facts or circumstances are included in
the request.

Please see Mr. Stutsman’s Response to ComEd Data Request 9.34. While preparing
the response for 9.34 Mr. Stutsman realized he was influenced by past outcomes when
“root causes” or “leading causes” of customer interruptions and/or system outages were
identified but were not addressed proactively as was demonstrated by the August 10,
2005, fire at Downers Grove substation.
http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/en/Liberty%20Report%2012 16 05%20Non
-Confidential.pdf where in the investigation report Liberty Consulting Group (“Liberty”)
stated:

The Downers Grove fire was a significant event for two reasons:

1. It had major consequences, and

2. It should not have happened.

About 22,000 of ComEd’s customers lost service. While ComEd restored service
to some customers in about two hours, a significant number of customers were
without service during hot weather for 44 hours. In addition, ComEd is incurring

' Mr. Stutsman assumes that the UUFR program referred to in ComEd’s question is the same as what is
also referred to as the UUFR project in Mr. Stutsman’s and other witnesses testimony.

Page 1 of 16
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Response to ComEd’s f’;f;iﬁiersion)
Ninth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

considerable costs to re-design and rebuild the Downers Grove substation. Had
ComEd implemented lesson learned or lessons that it should have learned from
prior, similar events, the fire would not have taken place. Even if the fire started,
application of lessons learned would have prevented the spread of the fire.
Finally, even if the fire propagated, applications of lessons learned would have
minimized the damage and hastened service restoration.

The prior events referred to include:
December 27, 1993 Fire at Pleasant Hill substation, TDC595
February 16, 1994 Pleasant Hill substation fire report issued

July 18, 1996 Fire at Bartlett substation, TDC574
October 24, 1996 Bartlett substation fire report issued
August 15, 2001 Fire at Schaumburg substation, TDC253
October 22, 2001 Schaumburg substation fire report issued
June 24, 2005 Fire at Fisk substation, STA11
August 31, 2005 Fisk substation fire report issued

C. Please see response b above.

Page 2 of 16
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Response to ComEd’s f;f;iﬁ,ersion)
Ninth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.25:

Is it Mr. Stutsman’s position or understanding that each potential reliability project for a
utility must be implemented if the project’s benefits exceed its costs? If so:

a. fully explain the basis for this position or understanding; and

b. identify each law, rule, regulation, or Commission order that addresses or
establishes how to value non-monetary benefits for purposes of such cost-benefit
analysis.

RESPONSE:

No. However, the costs and benefits should be considered as the Commission stated in
Section 411.10(a)(2)

Potential service reliability improvements should be evaluated considering
the costs and benefits of the improvements to the jurisdictional entity and
to customers.

Page 3 of 16
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Response to ComEd’s f;f;igf,ersion)
Ninth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.26:

Is it Mr. Stutsman’s position or understanding that each potential reliability project for a public
utility must be implemented if the utility’s decision to implement such project would be
considered a prudent decision? If so, fully explain the basis for this position or understanding.

RESPONSE:

In the context of the proposed UUFR project Mr. Stutsman believes the UUFR project is
necessary to provide adequate, efficient and reliable service — he believes it is a prudent
project. Mr. Stutsman would not speculate on potential unspecified projects ComEd may be
considering except to state that in his belief ComEd should only propose projects that it believes
are prudent and is able to provide substantive support for the project as Ms. Blaise did for the
UUFR project in ComEd Ex. 4.0 in Docket No. 10-0527.

Page 4 of 16
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Response to ComEd’s f;f;igiersion)
Ninth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.27:

Does Mr. Stutsman agree that under Section 9-201 of the Public Utilities Act a utility does not
recover through base rates a return of and on investments from the time an investment is
placed into service until the time new rates reflecting such investment are allowed to go into
effect or otherwise approved by the Commission? If the response is anything other than an
unqualified “yes”, fully explain the basis for the response.

RESPONSE:

Yes.
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Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Stutsman
ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.28:

Does Mr. Stutsman agree that under Section 9-201 of the Public Utilities Act a public utility is
generally not allowed to recover O&M expenses that fall outside of the test year?

RESPONSE:

Yes.
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Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
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REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.29:

Does Mr. Stutsman agree that the O&M expenses incurred under the 18 month UUFR program
would fall outside of the test year in ComEd’s next rate case if the program is implemented upon
the effective date of the Commission’s order in Docket 10-0467 and the test year for ComEd’s
next rate begins on or after January 1, 20137 If the response is anything other than an
unqualified “yes”, fully explain the basis for the response.

RESPONSE:

If ComEd chose to begin and conclude the UUFR? project outside of a test year for a future rate
case then Mr. Stutsman agrees that O&M expenses for the UUFR project would fall outside of
the test year.

Mr. Stutsman notes that according to Section 287.20 a utility has a choice between Historical
and Future test years and within those choices a utility would have a choice of any 12
consecutive month period within the 24 months prior or 24 month after the date of filing.

Section 287.20 Test Year Options

A utility, at its option, may propose either one of the following periods as its
proposed test year:

a) Historical. Any consecutive 12 month period, beginning no more
than 24 months prior to the date of the utility's filing, for which
actual data are available at the time of filing new tariffs; or

b) Future. Any consecutive 12 month period of forecasted data
beginning no earlier than the date new tariffs are filed and ending
no later than 24 months after the date new tariffs are filed.

Mr. Stutsman believes that, due to regulatory lag, until the next rate case was effective ComEd
would reap the operational savings which could very well offset any O&M expenses brought
about by the implementation of the UUFR project.

% Mr. Stutsman assumes that the UUFR program referred to in ComEd’s question is the same as what is
also referred to as the UUFR project in Mr. Stutsman’s and other witnesses testimony.
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ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.30:

Referring to lines 161 to 164 of Mr. Stutsman’s rebuttal testimony, is it Mr. Stutsman’s position
that Section 411.10(a)(2) of Part 411 establishes a requirement with respect to potential
reliability projects?

RESPONSE:

While not offering a legal opinion, Mr. Stutsman’s understanding of Section 411.10(a)(2) of Part
411 is the restating of the commonsensical “... basic principles incorporated in the Public
Utilities Act ...” that consideration should be made of the costs and benefits to the jurisdictional
utility and its customers of potential reliability projects.

Section 411.10(a)(2)

Potential service reliability improvements should be evaluated considering
the costs and benefits of the improvements to the jurisdictional entity and
to customers.

Page 8 of 16



Docket No. 10-0467

Staff Group Cross Exhibit 1
Page 45

(Public Version)

ComEd-Staff 9.31



Docket No. 10-0467
Staff Group Cross Exhibit 1

Response to ComEd’s f;f;ig?,ersion)
Ninth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
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ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.31:

What level of priority is Mr. Stutsman asking the Commission to direct ComEd to assign to the
UUFR program relative to other reliability projects or programs? Fully explain your response.

RESPONSE:

Mr. Stutsman is not asking the Commission to direct ComEd to assign to the UUFR project any
particular level of priority. Mr. Stutsman only recommended that the Commission direct ComEd
to do the UUFR?® project and report progress being made on the project at six month intervals
and when the project is completed.

In response to ComEd testimony and data request responses that stated, if ComEd were
directed to initiate the UUFR project ComEd would displace investments in higher priority
projects, Mr. Stutsman amended his request to the Commission to require ComEd to list the
details in the six month progress reports of all projects that are deferred, delayed, suspended, or
canceled.

% Mr. Stutsman assumes that the UUFR program referred to in ComEd’s question is the same as what is
also referred to as the UUFR project in Mr. Stutsman’s and other witnesses testimony.
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ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.32:

If additional funds are not available for the UUFR program and ComEd is ordered to implement
that program, is it Mr. Stutsman’s position that ComEd should implement reliability programs in
the order of their respective Cost per Avoided Customer Interruption (“CPACI”)? Fully explain
your response.

RESPONSE:

It is Mr. Stutsman’s position that ComEd planning engineers and management should use those
criterion they believe are appropriate and report that with the details of the projects and
programs deferred, delayed, suspended or canceled.
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ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman
Title: Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission
527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.33:

Is it Mr. Stutsman’s position that the available funding for investments and reliability projects is
irrelevant in determining whether it is prudent to undertake an investment or reliability project?

RESPONSE:

Mr. Stutsman has not formulated an opinion about all possible projects and programs but, in the
case of the relatively modest sized UUFR project that, in this hypothetical, has been ordered
implemented by the Commission as necessary under Section 8-503, then the project is prudent
and the availability of funding should not be a factor as ComEd has committed in the past to the
Commission. In response to Recommendation Three-1 of the June 2000* Liberty Report
ComEd responded®: “ComEd’s commitment is that funding levels sufficient to implement
improved practices are, and will continue to be, available to the T&D organization.”

“4tis likely that a root cause of many of the service interruptions experienced by ComEd’s customers in
recent years relates to less than adequate funding of T&D activities during the 1990s. ComEd should not
permit future cost control efforts to inhibit identified repairs and enhancements planned for its T&D
systems.” Liberty Consulting Group; First Report of the Investigation of Commonwealth Edison’s
Transmission and Distribution Systems, June 2000, Page I11-18.
http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/ng/Liberty%20Report.zip

> ComEd Responses to First Liberty Report — February 14, 2001
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ICC Person Responsible: John V. Stutsman

Title:

Manager of the Reliability Assessment Program, Energy Division

Business Address: [llinois Commerce Commission

527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

REQUEST NO. ComEd-Staff 9.34:

Referring to lines 241-243 of Mr. Stutsman’s rebuttal testimony, fully explain why Mr. Stutsman
finds the UUFR program to be necessary. The response should identify all laws, rules,
regulations or Commission’s orders, as well as all facts, information, data and documents, relied
upon by Mr. Stutsman to reach his opinion.

RESPONSE:

While Mr. Stutsman believes a full explanation is within his direct and rebuttal testimony he
welcomes the opportunity to summarize points below:

a.

The UUFR® project shows a definite reliability benefit to customers that will compound
into the future from the maintenance project with 38,363 estimated incremental avoided
customer interruptions when the work is completed. Staff Ex. 9.0, page 3

It is maintenance programs like the UUFR project that, in the aggregate, make great
strides in improving and maintaining the reliability of the power distribution system and
these programs should be encouraged whenever possible. Staff Ex. 9.0, page 3-4

I am concerned that ComEd is being irresponsible in denying customers reliability
improvements if they do not receive their alternative regulation proposal. Staff Ex. 9.0,
page 4

ComEd has indicated that, under the current mainline feeder maintenance program, it
could take up to 100 years to complete refurbishment of all manholes. In the current
program, ComEd refurbishes manholes and related cables opportunistically, as failures
occur or new business or capacity expansion projects require. Staff Ex. 9.0, page 4

I am concerned that ComEd added additional uncertainty to the UUFR project by
conditionally linking the project’s implementation to the outcome of the rate case, even if
the alternative regulation proposal was approved without limitation. Staff Ex. 9.0, page 5
Reducing SAIFI by approximately 0.1 has a financial benefit to customers of between
$52.5 and 102.3 million annually, including reducing ComEd’s restoration costs by $8.7
to $11.6 million. The 38,363 incremental avoided customer interruptions after the work
is complete on the UUFR project equates to a SAIFI reduction of approximately 0.01,
which implies that the net financial benefits to customers are significant. Staff Ex. 9.0,
page 5-6

® Mr. Stutsman assumes that the UUFR program referred to in ComEd’s question is the same as what is
also referred to as the UUFR project in Mr. Stutsman’s and other witnesses testimony.
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g. Dr. Hemphill has acknowledged the benefit of estimated reduction in customer

interruptions for the UUFR project and Ms. Blaise listed a number of benefits, including
both reliability improvements and long-term cost reductions. Staff Ex. 9.0, page 6

While it is clear ComEd believes this is a worthy project for improving the reliability of
ComEd’s customers [Staff Ex. 9.0, page 6], ComEd indicated in response to Staff Data
Request JVS_1.04(c)(b) that, if the Alternative Regulation plan is not adopted, the UUFR
project would NOT be put into effect and would plan to only continue current reactive
maintenance program.

In response to ComEd Data Request 2.43 asking if Mr. Stutsman believed that the
UUFR project is necessary in order for ComEd to provide adequate, efficient, and
reliable service Mr. Stutsman replied: Yes. Mr. Stutsman believes the UUFR work is
necessary and recommends the Commission order ComEd to undertake the UUFR
project irrespective of whether ComEd receives approval of and moves forward with its
alternative regulation proposal.

When asked in ComEd Data Request 2.45 if Mr. Stutsman agreed that ComEd should
be able to recover reasonable and prudent costs of the UUFR project, Mr. Stutsman
responded that he recommended that ComEd be ordered by the Commission to
undertake the UUFR project irrespective of whether ComEd receives approval of and
moves forward with its alternative regulation proposal because Mr. Stutsman believed
the UUFR program would be prudent, and if the reliability work is completed, it should be
used & useful. Simply put, Mr. Stutsman believes the work should be done and Mr.
Stutsman believes that reasonable costs of the UUFR program should be recovered by
ComEd. While Mr. Stutsman believes reasonable costs of the UUFR program could be
recovered under sections 9-201 or 9-244 of the Public Utilities Act (“PUA”) the intense
budget driven emphasis in the Alternative Regulation case, Docket No. 10-0527, is
problematic in Mr. Stutsman’s opinion for several reasons. (1) The amount of work that
is projected needing to be done is highly variable with a variance of 50% in the number
of manholes needing repair/replacement, a variance of 51% in the number of circuit
miles of cable VLF tested, and a variance of 48% in total cable replacement miles. (2)
While the proposed work is highly variable, the budget is not and is proposed to be $45
million — after assuming a 10% productivity gain from the budget based on actual
historical costs of $49 million. (3) The Alternative Regulation proposed by ComEd in
Docket No. 10-0527 heavily incentivizes ComEd to come within budget and as close to
the bottom range of repairs and work — even at the expense of needed reliability
improvements.

Mr. Stutsman has been influenced by the reliability work that ComEd does on an
ongoing basis to address or minimize pocket areas of greatest unreliability done on
identified groups or cells of unreliability or identified leading causes of unreliability. ICC
Staff Ex. 24, page 6-7

Mr. Stutsman was convinced by Ms. Blaise’s description of the “leading cause”
underground mainline feeder cable system failures that the UUFR project has been
proactively designed to address. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 7-8
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. Section 411.10(a)(2) provides the Commission’s principal statement that consideration

should be made of the costs and benefits to the jurisdictional utility and its customers of
potential reliability projects. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 8-9

The CPACI of the UUFR project lies within the range of currently implemented reliability
projects at ComEd. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 9-10

| agree with Ms. Blaise and Dr. Hemphill’s opinions that the benefits of the UUFR project
outweigh the costs of the UUFR project, which is consistent with the Commission
guidance in Section 411.10(a)(2) — Ms. Blaise and Dr. Hemphill qualified their
statements regarding budgetary or displacement concerns if ComEd were ordered to do
the project, which | addressed later. ICC Ex. 24, page 10-11

Mr. Stutsman did not find ComEd’s arguments persuasive that the UUFR project wasn't
necessary or that it was only prudent under a Section 9-244 filing but not a Section 9-
201 filing if ordered to initiate the project with a Section 8-503 order. ICC Staff Ex. 24,
page 11-13

Mr. Stutsman believes the UUFR project is necessary and would be prudent and used
and useful. Simply put, he believes the work should be done and that reasonable costs
of the UUFR project should be and are recoverable by ComEd. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page
13

The reliability, safety and operational benefits of the UUFR project described by ComEd
witness Ms. Blaise, ComEd Ex. 4.0. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 13-14

Ms. Blaise’s description of the current program as a “reactive approach” that “spends
and invests as little as possible” ... based on this approach, refurbishment of all
manholes could take up to 100 years to complete, and replacement of cable will only
occur as failure indicators appear” — does not appear to be an example of “good utility
practice” when coupled with the growing backlog of “joint issues” and “manholes
requiring repair’. 1CC Staff Ex. 24, page 14-15

The UUFR project is a utility “best practices” approach with similarities to the Northern
States Power project of the late 1990’s. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 15-16 and Attachment L

The project addresses “leading causes” of underground system failures in a proactive
Reliability Centered Maintenance (“RCM”) approach. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 15-16

By addressing these “leading causes,” the project will be addressing factors that would
tend to cause grouping or pockets of excessive unreliability and, thus, the project helps
ComEd fine tune reliability work targeting a root cause of “unreliability pockets” that are
directly derived from those “leading causes”. ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 15-16

The project should lead to lower operational costs in the future when savings can be
directed towards working down maintenance backlogs and other necessary projects.
ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 8

ICC Staff Ex. 24, Attachment L: “Reliability Centered Maintenance for Distribution
Underground Systems” by Wanda Reder & Dave Flaten, IEEE 2000.

ICC Staff Ex. 24, Attachment M: “A Blueprint for Change,” Executive Summary for the
Investigation Report By Commonwealth Edison to the lllinois Commerce Commission,
lllinois Public Officials, and the Customers of Commonwealth Edison, September 15,
1999.
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Z.

aa.

bb.

CC.

527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, IL 62701

ICC Staff Ex. 24, page 17 and in Docket No. 10-0527 ICC Staff Ex. 4 page 9: “Itis likely
that a root cause of many of the service interruptions experienced by ComEd’s
customers in recent years relates to less than adequate funding of T&D activities during
the 1990s. ComEd should not permit future cost control efforts to inhibit identified
repairs and enhancements planned for its T&D systems.” Liberty Consulting Group; First
Report of the Investigation of Commonwealth Edison’s Transmission and Distribution
Systems, June 2000, Page I1I-18.
http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/ng/Liberty%20Report.zip

The Liberty Report at ” Liberty Consulting Group; First Report of the Investigation of
Commonwealth Edison’s Transmission and Distribution Systems, June 2000, Page IlI-
18. http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/ng/Liberty%20Report.zip

ComEd’s response to the recommendations of the 1% Liberty report, ICC Staff Ex. 24,
Attachment N. In particular see recommendations:

a. Two-1, item 5, page 1: Develop a proper balance between controlling costs and

providing the highest practical quality of service to customers.

b. Three-1: ComEd should dedicate the necessary funds to maintain and improve

the reliability of its T&D systems.

c. Nine-9: ComEd should reduce and prioritize the maintenance backlog.

d. Nine-12: ComEd should expand the maintenance testing of cables to include all

priority cables.

e. Nine-13: ComEd should expand the distribution equipment inspection program.
Ten-1: ComEd should develop proactive programs to track the age, loading, and
physical condition of its distribution system so that repairs, refurbishment, and
replacements can take place before system failures occur.

g. Ten-2: ComEd must not allow the physical condition of its distribution system to

deteriorate to a condition like that which was discovered in the Fall of 1999.

h. Eleven-19: ComEd should evaluate all available cable testing procedures.

The August 10, 2005, fire at Downers Grove substation.
http://www.icc.illinois.gov/downloads/public/en/Liberty%20Report%2012 16 05%20Non
-Confidential.pdf where in the investigation report Liberty Consulting Group (“Liberty”)
stated:

The Downers Grove fire was a significant event for two reasons:

1. It had major consequences, and

2. It should not have happened.

About 22,000 of ComEd’s customers lost service. While ComEd restored service

to some customers in about two hours, a significant number of customers were

without service during hot weather for 44 hours. In addition, ComEd is incurring

considerable costs to re-design and rebuild the Downers Grove substation. Had

ComEd implemented lesson learned or lessons that it should have learned from

prior, similar events, the fire would not have taken place. Even if the fire started,

application of lessons learned would have prevented the spread of the fire.

Finally, even if the fire propagated, applications of lessons learned would have

minimized the damage and hastened service restoration.
The prior events referred to include:

—h
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December 27, 1993 Fire at Pleasant Hill substation, TDC595

February 16, 1994 Pleasant Hill substation fire report issued
July 18, 1996 Fire at Bartlett substation, TDC574
October 24, 1996 Bartlett substation fire report issued
August 15, 2001 Fire at Schaumburg substation, TDC253
October 22, 2001 Schaumburg substation fire report issued
June 24, 2005 Fire at Fisk substation, STA11

August 31, 2005 Fisk substation fire report issued

dd. Please see Mr. Stutsman’s response to ComEd Data Request 8.01 & 9.24
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ICC Docket No. 10-0467

Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to
Illinois Commerce Commission (“STAFF”) Data Requests
ME 4.01 - 4.07
Date Received: August 19, 2010
Date Served: September 2, 2010

REQUEST NO. ME 4.01:

In response to ME 1.03_Attach 01 (PUBLIC) on page 2, ComEd indicates that $0.2M of the
project cost is funded by Finkl Steel. Why did Finkl fund $0.2M of the Enbridge project? Please
list the facilities that serve Finkl load and provide the capacity, and the cost of those facilities.

RESPONSE:

The data request appears to misconstrue the referenced document. Finkl did not pay for any
Enbridge related costs. Rather, ME 1.03_Attach 01 (PUBLIC) shows that $0.2M was offset
from ITN 22782 (Finkl Steel). The $0.2M refers to money that ComEd had budgeted to fund
ComeEd related facilities that would be installed if the Finkl project proceeded. As part of
ComEd’s project authorization, there is a checkbook process that allows, where appropriate, for
the transfer of budgeted funds from one ITN to another. The primary purpose of the checkbook
process is to reasonably ensure the company does not commit dollars or internal resources
beyond what had been aligned within the original budget. The checkbook balance is equal to the
original budget throughout the year. Transfers between ITNs are sometimes referred to as
offsets and there are a variety of reasons that this could occur:

Emergent work

ITN overruns and under runs

Budget ITNs releasing funds to projects
Changes in priorities during the fiscal year

Typically, the transfers (offsets) from one or more projects will equal the newly requested dollars
for the current project authorization. The checkbook/offset process is a budgetary control
designed to account for the balancing of the total O&M and capital budget (dollars and
resources) amongst all unique projects (ITNs) identified for authorization throughout the year.
Budget alignment is required before an ITN can be authorized. The alignment is secured either
during the original budget build, or as identified through the offset process.

In this case, the transfer was related to the delay in Finkl work. Finkl had proposed to build a

new plant and requested a new point of service for 2008. The project was subsequently
postponed by Finkl, and was not placed in service in 2008 or 2009.

CRC 0018323



Docket No. 10-0467

Staff Group Cross Exhibit 1
Page 59

(Public Version)

MGM 2.11



Docket No. 10-0467
Staff Group Cross Exhibit 1

ICC Docket No. 10-0467 (P ersion)

Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to
Illinois Commerce Commission (“STAFF”) Data Requests
MGM 2.01 -2.19
Date Received: September 16, 2010
Date Served: October 6, 2010

REQUEST NO. MGM 2.11:

Please provide ComEd’s budget for each of the next 5 years (i.e., 2010-2014) for:

a) capital expenditures; and
b) operations and maintenance expenses?

RESPONSE:

a & b) For a summary of ComEd’s capital and operations and maintenance 2010 budget and for

2011-2014 Long Range Plan (LRP), please see the attachment labeled as MGM

2.11_Attach 1 (CONFIDENTIAL AND PROPRIETARY). There is no PUBLIC version

of MGM 2.11_Attach 1 since the attachment is Confidential and Proprietary in its
entirety.
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ICC Docket No. 10-0467

Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to
Illinois Commerce Commission (“STAFF”) Data Requests
JF 1.01
Date Received: September 20, 2010
Date Served: October 11, 2010

REQUEST NO. JF 1.01:

In Ms. Abbott’s direct testimony (ComEd Ex. 5.0, pp. 3 and 5), she discusses the potential
impact on the credit ratings of the Illinois utilities of the Commission’s April 29, 2010 Order
Final Order in the Ameren rate cases in Docket Nos. 09-0306 — 09-0311 Consolidated.

a. What were the credit ratings for AmerenlP, AmerenCILCO, AmerenCIPS and ComEd on
the day before the Final Order in the Ameren rate cases was issued?

b. What changes to their credit ratings and medium and short-term outlooks have been made
since that Order was issued? Please include the credit ratings from all three rating
agencies (Standard & Poor’s, Moody’s and Fitch) and the following four credit rating
categories in the response, the issuer, senior secured, unsecured and short-term credit
ratings, as applicable. Lastly, provide a copy of the credit ratings reports describing the
reasons for those changes in credit ratings or short or medium term credit outlooks.

RESPONSE:
None of the rating agencies have changed their ratings from where they were before the Final

Order for Ameren was issued. The current ratings from Moody’s, S&P and Fitch are presented
in the attachment labeled as JF 1.01_Attach 1.
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ICC Docket No. 10-0467

Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to
Illinois Commerce Commission (“STAFF”) Data Requests
JF2.01
Date Received: December 21, 2010
Date Served: December 29, 2010

REQUEST NO. JF 2.01:

In response to Staff Data Request MGM 2.11, ComEd provided forecasts for the next five years
(i.e., 2010 — 2014) for capital expenditures and operations and maintenance expenses. Please
provide the rate of inflation assumed in the forecasts of capital expenditures and operations and
maintenance expenses provided in response to Staff Data Request MGM 2.11.

RESPONSE:
Please see the attachment labeled as JF 2.01_Attach 1 (CONFIDENTIAL AND PROPRIETARY).

There is no PUBLIC version of JF 2.01_Attach 1 since the attachment is “Confidential and
Proprietary” in its entirety.
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Response to ComEd’s (Public Version)

Twelfth Set of Data Requests to Staff
Docket No. 10-0467
Response of Staff Witness Tolsdorf

ICC Person Responsible: Scott Tolsdorf

Title:
Business Address:

Accountant, Financial Analysis Division
lllinois Commerce Commission

527 East Capitol Avenue

Springfield, IL 62701

Data Requests Principally Related to the
Testimony of Scott Tolsdorf (ICC Staff Ex. 19.0)

ComEd — Staff 12.01 Is Mr. Tolsdorf aware of any occasion in which the Commission

Response

reduced the amount of an otherwise proper regulatory asset on
grounds that the underlying expense was being recovered by cost
savings? If Mr. Tolsdorf's answer is anything other than an
unqualified “no,” please identify each decision of the
Commission.

Mr. Tolsdorf has not reviewed each decision of the Commission;
however, he is not aware of any Commission decision in which
the Commission reduced the amount of an otherwise proper
regulatory asset on grounds that the underlying expense was
being recovered by cost savings.
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ICC Docket No. 10-0467

Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to
Illinois Commerce Commission (“STAFF”) Data Requests
TEE 3.01 -3.08
Date Received: September 22, 2010
Date Served: November 29, 2010

REQUEST NO. TEE 3.05:

For all projects included on Company workpaper WPB-2.1a, provide current budget amounts as
of the latest update of the budgets.

CORRECTED RESPONSE:

Upon further review of Staff Data Request TEE 3.05 details, it has been determined that the
input file used for the response contained formula errors. The formula errors resulted in certain
ITNs in ComEd’s original Response to Staff Data TEE 3.05 having amounts placed in service
earlier than forecasted and inclusion of other ITNs that should have been excluded. This is
further explained as follows:

1) Although the in service dates were accurate in the source data, formulas used to read in
service dates contained errors and date fields were not properly formatted causing the
following impacts:

e Certain ITNs with in service dates beyond June 30, 2011 were pulled into the pro forma
additions as reported in ComEd’s original Response to Staff Data Request TEE 3.05.

o Multiple unique ITNs were reflected as in service in the period that the money was spent,
rather than the period the project was to be closed to plant in service.

e The impact of this unintentional formula/formatting error on ComEd’s original Response
to Staff Data Request TEE 3.05 was an overstatement in the overall pro forma plant
additions of approximately $15 million through June 2011.

2) In addition, two Transmission ITNs in System Performance were incorrectly recorded in
General Plant and have now been removed in this corrected response. In ComEd’s original
Response to Staff Data Request TEE 3.05, this error resulted in an additional overstatement
of projected plant in service of $4 million through June 2011.

The attachment labeled as TEE 3.05 Corrected_Attach 1 includes the adjustments correcting for
these errors (but is not updated to reflect information available after October 13, 2010). Overall,
the revised pro forma additions, reflecting actual additions through June, 2010 and an updated
forecast through June 30, 2011, indicates an overall pro forma plant in service of $1,024 million,
compared to $1,043 million in the original response.

For the period January 2010 to September 2010, there was a reduction of plant projected to be
placed in service from $518 million to $473 million.
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January 2010 through June 2011 Plant Additions Reasonably Expected to be Placed in Service (1)

Updated for Actual Plant in Service as of June 30th, 2010 and Updated Forecast

Page 1

(in dollars)
January 2010 -
June 2011 January 2010 - Depreciation
(A) (B) (C) (D)
Category

Back Office (20,006,852) ( 276) ( 462,158)
Capacity Expansion 72,174,496 1,563,353 1,667,231
Corrective Maintenance 278, 479,834 40, 823,586 6, 432,884
Facility Relocation 81, 585,780 14, 211,011 1, 884,632
New Business 206, 457,341 4, 411,515 4, 769,165
System Performance 153, 301,283 10, 886,478 3, 541,260
Capitalized Overheads 35, 333,494 - 816, 204
Customer \ Non Ops 60, 908,343 61, 164 1, 406,983

Distribution Plant Total 868, 233,720 71, 956,831 20, 056,199
General Plant
Tools 6, 376,939 - 239, 773
Vehicles 32, 578,913 - 2, 847,397
Communications Equipment \ SCADA 1, 891,491 - 115, 759
Real Estate 15, 495,940 - 364, 155
Other General Plant (2) 22, 810,631 - 526, 926
System Performance 3, 845,516 - 88, 831
Intangible Plant 72, 323,394 - 14, 464,679

General and Intangible Plant Total 155, 322,823 - 18, 647,520
[Overall Total 1,023,556,543 71, 956,831 38, 703,718

(1) Includes YTD June actual plant in service, YTD June actual removal plant in service and Q3 2010 - Q2 2011 forecasted plant in service

(2) Includes Back Office, Non Ops and Other Ops Categories
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Expectedto  Expectedto  Expectedto Book Tax_
Functional In Service ice Be In Service Be In Service Be In Service Tofalln %toln  Jurisdictionalln Depreciation Depreciation. Book In Service

Class Category Ledger 1IN ITN Description YTD June 2010  in Q32010 in Q42010 i in Q22011 Service %toDST DSTInService Service Service Removal RWIP Total Remova Rate Rate Depreciation  Trough Q3 2010
DISTRIBUTION PLANT |
Distribution Back Office In Service YTD June 6858 6858: 022 Top Crop | & Il Wind Farm 107 107 100.0% 107 100% 107 - - 2.31% 3.75% 2 107
Distribution Back Office Forecast 10104 10104: Back Office: ComEd: Electric 19 (€] (96,900) (161,209) (258,091) 100.0% (258,091)  100% (258,091) - - 2.31% 3.75% (5,962) 19
Distribution Back Office In Service YTD June 10104 10104: Back Office: ComEd: Electric (562,122) (562,122) 100.0% (562,122)  100% (562,122) - - 2.31% 3.75% (12,985) (562,122)
Distribution Back Office Forecast 14684 14684 - Training West - Capital Dept Costs 4,496 31,691 18,083 18,079 72,349  100.0% 72,349 100% 72,349 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,671 4,496
Distribution Back Office Forecast 22326 22326: ComEd Capital Management Challenge (9,000,000)  (9,000,000)  (6,250,000)  (6,250,000)  (30,500,000) 100.0% (30,500,000)  100% (30,500,000) - - 2.31% 3.75% (704,550) (9,000,000)
Distribution Back Office In Service YTD June 22603 22603: Q57 FPL Energy LLC Wind Farm PID PSQ57A (1,345) (1,345) 100.0% (1,345)  100% (1,345) - - 2.31% 3.75% (31) (1,345)
Distribution Back Office Forecast 39318 39318: T&S Resource Balance Budget Build 1,951,134 949,915 239,512 242,964 3,383,525  100.0% 3,383,525 100% 3,383,525 - - 2.31% 3.75% 78,159 1,951,134
Distribution Back Office Forecast 39656 39656: C&M FTE Placeholder Budget Build 3,243,506 5,613,107 2,677 2,549 8,861,839  100.0% 8,861,839 100% 8,861,839 - - 2.31% 3.75% 204,708 3,243,506
Distribution Back Office CWIP June 10 40956 40956: Accounting - Reporting Legacy (1,000,000) (1,000,000) 100.0% (1,000,000)  100% (1,000,000) - - 2.31% 3.75% (23,100) -
Distribution Back Office RWIP 45056 TSS937 Lee County Energy Center - 100.0% - 100% - - (128) (128) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Back Office In Service YTD June 45063 45063: Biogas Energy - Dixon site - Telemetry Upgrade (334) (334) 100.0% (334)  100% (334) - - 2.31% 3.75% 8) (334)
Distribution Back Office In Service YTD June 45277 45277: Biogas Energy - Grayslake site - Telemetry Upgrade (2,780) (2,780) 100.0% (2,780)  100% (2,780) - - 2.31% 3.75% (64) (2,780)
Distribution Back Office RWIP 45277 45277: Biogas Energy - Grayslake site - Telemetry Upgrade - 100.0% - 100%. - - (148) (148) 2.31% 3.75% - -

Back Office Total (20,006,852) 27/ (462,158
Distribution Cap Overheads Forecast 35253 35253-Capitalized Overheads-Capital 8,786,463 8,547,031 9,000,000 9,000,000 35,333,494  100.0% 35,333,494 100% 35,333,494 - - 2.31% 3.75% 816,204 8,786,463
CES Overheads Total 35,333,494 - 816,204

Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 5856 5856:Northwest Reliability Pri-TDC510 West Rutland 6,286 6,286  100.0% 6,286 100% 6,286 - - 2.31% 3.75% 145 6,286
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 11606 11606: Direct Support: Cap Exp: ComEd: Electric 977,646 985,769 929,899 1,004,926 3,898,240 100.0% 3,898,240 98% 3,820,275 77,965 77,965 2.31% 3.75% 88,248 958,093
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 11613 FUDC: ComED: Cap Exp: Electric - 56,820 25,881 37,965 120,666  100.0% 120,666 98% 118,253 2,413 2,413 2.31% 3.75% 2,732 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 11986 11986: TDC251 Round Lake Beach-New TDC Inst 40MVA (107,508) (107,508) 100.0% (107,508)  100% (107,508) - - 2.31% 3.75% (2,483) (107,508)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 14224 14224: DCW73 Bald Mound - DC in a Box 310 310  100.0% 310 100% 310 - - 2.31% 3.75% 310
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 14235 14235: TDC570 Elgin - Relieve conduit thermal load 416,215 416,215 100.0% 416,215 100% 416,215 - - 2.31% 3.75% 9,615 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 14235 14235: TDC570 Elgin - Relieve conduit thermal load 1,331,396 1,331,396  100.0% 1,331,396 98% 1,304,768 26,628 26,628 2.31% 3.75% 30,140 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 14235 14235: TDC570 Elgin - Relieve conduit thermal load - 100.0% - 100% - - 6,784 6,784 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 15662 15662: TSS176 Stillman Valley-Inst TR77 40MVA 72,899 - - - 72,899  100.0% 72,899 98% 71,441 1,458 1,458 2.31% 3.75% 1,650 71,441
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 15662 15662: TSS176 Stillman Valley-Inst TR77 40MVA 5,971,866 5,971,866  100.0% 5,971,866 100% 5,971,866 - - 2.31% 3.75% 137,950 5,971,866
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 16542 16542 Projects between $100k & $5M (2009-2013) - - 792,168 4,759,505 5,551,673  100.0% 5,551,673 98% 5,440,640 111,033 111,033 2.31% 3.75% 125,679 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 16664 16664: Duct Occupancy Initiative (2009-2013) 106,876 365,182 2,534 861 475,453  100.0% 475,453 98% 465,944 9,509 9,509 2.31% 3.75% 10,763 104,738
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 23622 23622 - Dearborn 12kV Feeder Ties 5,484,114 5,484,114  100.0% 5,484,114 100% 5,484,114 - - 2.31% 3.75% 126,683 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 23622 23622 - Dearborn 12kV Feeder Ties 3,199,743 - 3,199,743  100.0% 3,199,743 98% 3,135,748 63,995 63,995 2.31% 3.75% 72,436 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 23622 23622 - Dearborn 12kV Feeder Ties 7,227,598 7,227,598  100.0% 7,227,598 100% 7,227,598 - - 2.31% 3.75% 166,958 7,227,598
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 24142 24142: CE Distrib Transformers-Capacity Expansion 77,680 999,680 571,578 147,347 1,796,285  100.0% 1,796,285 98% 1,760,359 35,926 35,926 2.31% 3.75% 40,664 76,126
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 24548 24548-3P080200 Relieve Y1943 new fdr Y84032 Quarry 1,262,341 1,262,341 100.0% 1,262,341 100% 1,262,341 - - 2.31% 3.75% 29,160 1,262,341
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 24548 24548-3P080200 Relieve Y1943 new fdr Y84032 Quarry - 100.0% - 100% - - 12,712 12,712 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 25382 25382: 7P080001 UpgD TR76,77 to 60MVA-TSS107 DIXON 22,233 - - - 22,233 100.0% 22,233 98% 21,788 445 445 2.31% 3.75% 503 21,788
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 25382 25382: 7P080001 UpgD TR76,77 to 60MVA-TSS107 DIXON 720,574 720,574  100.0% 720,574 100% 720,574 - - 2.31% 3.75% 16,645 720,574
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 25382 25382: 7P080001 UpgD TR76,77 to 60MVA-TSS107 DIXON - 100.0% - 100% - - 236,170 236,170 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 26182 26182 6P080005 Install 40MVA transformer at TSS149 5,146 5,146  100.0% 5,146 100% 5,146 - - 2.31% 3.75% 119 5,146
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 26202 26202 6P080006 New DC-in-a-box DCJ25 5,784 5,784  100.0% 5,784 100% 5,784 - - 2.31% 3.75% 134 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 27102 27102:6P080008 Extend 34kV L7282 and Install DCJ29 (63,494) (63,494) 100.0% (63,494)  100% (63,494) - - 2.31% 3.75% (1,467) (63,494)
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 27223 27223 6P080210 Relieve J5480, J5478, J3102 & J3107 72,389 72,389  100.0% 72,389 100% 72,389 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,672 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 27662 27662-7P080201 Instl R9002 to rel 110%R6283 TDC390 15,640 15,640  100.0% 15,640 100% 15,640 - - 2.31% 3.75% 361 15,640
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 27746 27746-7P080009-Upgrade TSS193 McHenry to 2-60MVA (221,791) (221,791)  100.0% (221,791)  100% (221,791) - - 2.31% 3.75% (5,123) (221,791)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 27903 27903: 4P092300 Relieve OL on TR52 SS249 2,036,400 2,036,400  100.0% 2,036,400 100% 2,036,400 - - 2.31% 3.75% 47,041 2,036,400
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 27903 27903: 4P092300 Relieve OL on TR52 SS249 - 100.0% - 100% - - 83,404 83,404 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 27923 27923: 7P080430 rlv DCH56 25,546 25,546 100.0% 25,546 100% 25,546 - - 2.31% 3.75% 590 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 27924 27924: 7P080007 Relieve 103% SNOL on TR52/ DCH53 23,258 23,258  100.0% 23,258 100% 23,258 - - 2.31% 3.75% 537 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 27924 27924: 7P080007 Relieve 103% SNOL on TR52/ DCH53 - 408,467 408,467  100.0% 408,467 98% 400,298 8,169 8,169 2.31% 3.75% 9,247 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 27924 27924: 7P080007 Relieve 103% SNOL on TR52/ DCH53 - 100.0% - 100% - - 1,208 1,208 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 27942 27942: 8P080204 Install new feeder F2799 2,845 2,845 100.0% 2,845 100% 2,845 - - 2.31% 3.75% 66 2,845
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 28222 28222 5P080001 DCWDD Ament RD, Install new DC (32,571) (32,571) 100.0% (32,571)  100% (32,571) - - 2.31% 3.75% (752) (32,571)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 28242 28242: 6P08B0009 Instl trans and busses at TDC406 (30,871) (30,871)  100.0% (30,871)  100% (30,871) - - 2.31% 3.75% (713) (30,871)
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 29335 29335 Cap Exp Baseline Work Bucket (2009-2014) 1,297,597 3,974,467 2,971,207 2,717,171 10,960,442  100.0% 10,960,442 98% 10,741,233 219,209 219,209 2.31% 3.75% 248,122 1,271,645
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 29335 29335 Cap Exp Baseline Work Bucket (2009-2014) 2,830,035 2,830,035 100.0% 2,830,035 100% 2,830,035 - - 2.31% 3.75% 65,374 2,830,035
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 29335 29335 Cap Exp Baseline Work Bucket (2009-2014) - 100.0% - 100% - - 303,325 303,325 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 32111 32111: Install Distribution Capacitors - - 684,283 707,137 1,391,420  100.0% 1,391,420 98% 1,363,592 27,828 27,828 2.31% 3.75% 31,499 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 32492 32492: 4P080001 REPL 2-20MVA TR Zion - 100.0% - 100% - - 381 381 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 32554 32554: 6P090004 Replace 2-33MVA TR with 2-40MVA TR (85,852) (85,852) 100.0% (85,852)  100% (85,852) - - 2.31% 3.75% (1,983) (85,852)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 33333 33333: 5P090009 INST TRANSFORMER AT DCW51 (38,085) (38,085) 100.0% (38,085)  100% (38,085) - - 2.31% 3.75% (880) (38,085)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 33393 33393: 1P090202 Install new feeder X5435 Clyborn 1,859,446 1,859,446  100.0% 1,859,446 100% 1,859,446 - - 2.31% 3.75% 42,953 1,859,446
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 33393 33393: 1P090202 Install new feeder X5435 Clyborn - 100.0% - 100% - - 42,393 42,393 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 33408 33408: 7P090004 Install 5th Transformer at SS316 17,082 17,082  100.0% 17,082 100% 17,082 - - 2.31% 3.75% 395 17,082
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 33412 33412: 8P080002 Inst 20MVA TSS179-12kV F7941 Bloom 12,827 12,827  100.0% 12,827 100% 12,827 - - 2.31% 3.75% 296 12,827
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 33412 33412: 8P080002 Inst 20MVA TSS179-12kV F7941 Bloom - 100.0% - 100% - - 692 692 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 33415 33415: 5P090208 TDC521 install new feeder w2108 7,218 7,218  100.0% 7,218 100% 7,218 - - 2.31% 3.75% 167 7,218
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 33415 33415: 5P090208 TDC521 install new feeder W2108 - 100.0% - 100% - - 380 380 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 33438 33438: 6P090006 Install 2nd 9375kVA TR at DCJ49 14,936 14,936  100.0% 14,936 100% 14,936 - - 2.31% 3.75% 345 14,936
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 37894 37894-6P100200-Install new feeder W8023 TDC580 DG 2,255,243 2,255,243 100.0% 2,255,243 100% 2,255,243 - - 2.31% 3.75% 52,096 2,255,243
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 37894 37894-6P100200-Install new feeder W8023 TDC580 DG - 100.0% - 100% - - 5,811 5,811 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion CWIP June 10 37895 37895: 6P100201 Install new feedr D9318 Burr Ridge 591,968 591,968  100.0% 591,968 100% 591,968 - - 2.31% 3.75% 13,674 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion Forecast 37895 37895: 6P100201 Install new feedr D9318 Burr Ridge 278,851 - - 278,851  100.0% 278,851 98% 273,274 5,577 5577 2.31% 3.75% 6,313 -
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 37895 37895: 6P100201 Install new feedr D9318 Burr Ridge - 100.0% - 100% - - 29,519 29,519 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 38735 38735_3P100400 RELIEVE Y13047 WITH Y13076 473,796 473,796  100.0% 473,796 100% 473,796 - - 2.31% 3.75% 10,945 473,796
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 38994 38994: 7P100003-Relieve 2% WNOL @DCB39-Baileyville 334,886 334,886  100.0% 334,886 100% 334,886 - - 2.31% 3.75% 7,736 334,886
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 38994 38994: 7P100003-Relieve 2% WNOL @DCB39-Baileyville - 100.0% - 100% - - 34,646 34,646 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 39034 39034 1P100200 Install X1492 to Northwest Terminal 1,062,980 1,062,980 100.0% 1,062,980 100% 1,062,980 - - 2.31% 3.75% 24,555 1,062,980
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 39059 39059 PD 6P100202-Install new fdr W8024 TDC580 DG (16,907) (16,907) 100.0% (16,907)  100% (16,907) - - 2.31% 3.75% (391) (16,907)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 39076 39076 PD 6P100402-Line extension to relieve W386 (798) (798) 100.0% (798)  100% (798) - - 2.31% 3.75% (18) (798)
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 39117 39117: 5P100004:Instl New Fdr W7931, Remove TR #53 1,610 1,610 100.0% 1,610 100% 1,610 - - 2.31% 3.75% 37 1,610
Distribution Capacity Expansion RwWIP 39117 39117: 5P100004:Instl New Fdr W7931, Remove TR #53 - 100.0% - 100% - - 121 121 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 39635 39635 6P100409 Reconductor (upgrade mainline) J887 1,402 1,402  100.0% 1,402 100% 1,402 - - 2.31% 3.75% 32 1,402
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 39635 39635 6P100409 Reconductor (upgrade mainline) J887 - 100.0% - 100% - - (474) (474) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 39856 39856: 7P100600-2010 CapProg, Instl caps on L17630 2,418 2,418  100.0% 2,418 100% 2,418 - - 2.31% 3.75% 56 2,418
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 39856 39856: 7P100600-2010 CapProg, Instl caps on L17630 - 100.0% - 100% - - 684 684 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Capacity Expansion In Service YTD June 41397 41397: 6P100400 - Breakup 4kV network in LaGrange 583,862 583,862 100.0% 583,862 100% 583,862 - - 2.31% 3.75% 13,487 583,862
Distribution Capacity Expansion RWIP 41397 41397: 6P100400 - Breakup 4kV network in LaGrange - 100.0% - 100% - - 5,839 5,839 2.31% 3.75% - -

CRC 0033685
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In Service YTD June 41457 41457: 5P100404 Breakup 4kV network in Brookfield 531,566 531,566  100.0% 531,566 100% 531,566 - - 2.31% 3.75% 12,279 531,566
RwIP 41457 41457: 5P100404 Breakup 4kV network in Brookfield - 100.0% - 100% - - 28,132 28,132 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 42937 42937: 7P100403 RIv 2% OVLD @ TDC389 & SNOL R8923 212,956 212,956  100.0% 212,956 100% 212,956 - - 2.31% 3.75% 4,919 212,956
RwWIP 42937 42937: 7P100403 RIv 2% OVLD @ TDC389 & SNOL R8923 - 100.0% - 100% - - 5,653 5,653 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 43037 43037_PD #3P100404 Rel 4kV ckt Burn543 via 215073 319,158 319,158  100.0% 319,158 100% 319,158 - - 2.31% 3.75% 7,373 319,158
RWIP 43037 43037_PD #3P100404 Rel 4kV ckt Burn543 via 215073 - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,943 2,943 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 43077 43077: 4P100404 -RIv OVLD on A424 & low vitg area 392,518 392,518  100.0% 392,518 100% 392,518 - - 2.31% 3.75% 9,067 392,518
RWIP 43077 43077: 4P100404 -Rlv OVLD on A424 & low vitg area - 100.0% - 100% - - 6,492 6,492 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 43085 43085 PD 6P100414 - Relieve J0634 313,488 313,488  100.0% 313,488 100% 313,488 - - 2.31% 3.75% 7,242 313,488
RWIP 43085 43085 PD 6P100414 - Relieve J0634 - 100.0% - 100% - - 4,464 4,464 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 43088 43088 PD 6P100417 - Reconducter J815 156,980 156,980  100.0% 156,980 100% 156,980 - - 2.31% 3.75% 3,626 156,980
In Service YTD June 43539 43539_3P100402 REL. DOUGLAS CTA LINE GRP FEEDERS 317,249 317,249  100.0% 317,249 100% 317,249 - - 2.31% 3.75% 7,328 317,249
RWIP 43539 43539_3P100402 REL. DOUGLAS CTA LINE GRP FEEDERS - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,192 2,192 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 45017 45017: 5P060800 N-1 at DC D143 River Forest 225,037 225,037  100.0% 225,037 100% 225,037 - - 2.31% 3.75% 5,198 225,037
RWIP 45017 45017: 5P060800 N-1 at DC D143 River Forest - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,262 2,262 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45190 45190: 1P110401 - Relieve overload on 1/0 cable for 038Y240 6,595 6,595  100.0% 6,595 100% 6,595 - - 2.31% 3.75% 152 -
Forecast 45190 45190: 1P110401 - Relieve overload on 1/0 cable for 038Y240 96,422 - 96,422  100.0% 96,422 98% 94,494 1,928 1,928 2.31% 3.75% 2,183 -
CWIP June 10 45203 45203: 4P110403 Relieve L8862 27,484 27,484  100.0% 27,484 100% 27,484 - - 2.31% 3.75% 635 -
Forecast 45203 45203: 4P110403 Relieve L8862 337,679 - - 337,679  100.0% 337,679 98% 330,925 6,754 6,754 2.31% 3.75% 7,644 -
RWIP 45203 45203: 4P110403 Relieve L8862 - 100.0% - 100% - - 273 273 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 45205 45205: 5P100802 to resolve N-1 SS513 89,129 89,129  100.0% 89,129 100% 89,129 - - 2.31% 3.75% 2,059 89,129
RWIP 45205 45205: 5P100802 to resolve N-1 SS513 - 100.0% - 100% - - 4,670 4,670 2.31% 3.75% - -
In Service YTD June 45206 45206:1P100404 - Relief of 038Y451 via X5485 151,386 151,386  100.0% 151,386 100% 151,386 - - 2.31% 3.75% 3,497 151,386
RWIP 45206 45206:1P100404 - Relief of 038Y451 via X5485 - 100.0% - 100% - - 1,529 1,529 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45208 45208: 1P110400-Relieve overload on 1/0 cable on feeder 798Y444 7,424 7,424 100.0% 7,424 100% 7,424 - - 2.31% 3.75% 171 -
Forecast 45208 45208: 1P110400-Relieve overload on 1/0 cable on feeder 798Y444 334,134 - - 334,134  100.0% 334,134 98% 327,451 6,683 6,683 2.31% 3.75% 7,564 -
CWIP June 10 45223 45223: 1P110402 - Replace 1/0 cable on X3133 3,843 3,843  100.0% 3,843 100% 3,843 - - 2.31% 3.75% 89 -
Forecast 45223 45223: 1P110402 - Replace 1/0 cable on X3133 - 47,203 - - 47,203 100.0% 47,203 98% 46,259 944 944 2.31% 3.75% 1,069 -
CWIP June 10 45234 ITN 45234 PD 6P110400 59,600 59,600  100.0% 59,600 100% 59,600 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,377 -
RWIP 45234 ITN 45234 PD 6P110400 - 100.0% - 100% - - 598 598 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45243 45243 - 4P110400 Rel. A5108 via A5112 4,414 4,414 100.0% 4,414 100% 4,414 - - 2.31% 3.75% 102 4,414
Forecast 45243 45243 - 4P110400 Rel. A5108 via A5112 49,455 19,349 - - 68,804  100.0% 68,804 98% 67,428 1,376 1,376 2.31% 3.75% 1,558 48,466
CWIP June 10 45263 45263: 3P110400 - Replace 1/0 cable on HYPK31 23,120 23,120  100.0% 23,120 100% 23,120 - - 2.31% 3.75% 534 -
Forecast 45263 45263: 3P110400 - Replace 1/0 cable on HYPK31 355,527 - - 355,527  100.0% 355,527 98% 348,416 7,111 7,111 2.31% 3.75% 8,048 -
RWIP 45263 45263: 3P110400 - Replace 1/0 cable on HYPK31 - 100.0% - 100% - - 231 231 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45265 45265 - 7P091000 Eliminate Low Voltage on L10762 and L13934 26,974 26,974  100.0% 26,974 100% 26,974 - - 2.31% 3.75% 623 -
Forecast 45265 45265 - 7P091000 Eliminate Low Voltage on L10762 and L13934 327,267 327,267 100.0% 327,267 98% 320,722 6,545 6,545 2.31% 3.75% 7,409 -
CWIP June 10 45266 ITN 45266: 3P110401 Relieve LG via Z15050 & Z15075 41,496 41,496  100.0% 41,496 100% 41,496 - - 2.31% 3.75% 959 -
RwWIP 45266 ITN 45266: 3P110401 Relieve LG via Z15050 & Z15075 - 100.0% - 100% - - 416 416 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45270 ITN 45270 PD 6P110411 Relieve J1684 29,283 29,283  100.0% 29,283 100% 29,283 - - 2.31% 3.75% 676 -
RwWIP 45270 ITN 45270 PD 6P110411 Relieve J1684 - 100.0% - 100% - - 292 292 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45271 ITN 45271: 3P110402 - Relieve Grand Crossing SS834 Terminal 2 11,675 11,675  100.0% 11,675 100% 11,675 - - 2.31% 3.75% 270 -
RwWIP 45271 ITN 45271: 3P110402 - Relieve Grand Crossing SS834 Terminal 2 - 100.0% - 100% - - 118 118 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45273 ITN 45273: 1P110403 Relv Ovld on 1/0CU cable on 679X243 13,680 13,680  100.0% 13,680 100% 13,680 - - 2.31% 3.75% 316 -
RwWIP 45273 ITN 45273: 1P110403 Relv Ovid on 1/0CU cable on 679X243 - 100.0% - 100% - - 138 138 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45275 45275 - 5P11002-Install TR#52/new feeder at DCW73 65,226 65,226  100.0% 65,226 100% 65,226 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,507 -
Forecast 45275 45275 - 5P11002-Install TR#52/new feeder at DCW73 4,145,524 - - 4,145,524 100.0% 4,145,524 98% 4,062,614 82,910 82,910 2.31% 3.75% 93,846 -
RWIP 45275 45275 - 5P11002-Install TR#52/new feeder at DCW73 - 100.0% - 100% - - 652 652 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45276 45276: 1P100001 Repl 33MVA w/40MVA TSS114-2 235,788 235,788  100.0% 235,788 100% 235,788 - - 2.31% 3.75% 5,447 -
Forecast 45276 45276: 1P100001 Repl 33MVA w/40MVA TSS114-2 - - 399,954 - 399,954  100.0% 399,954 98% 391,955 7,999 7,999 2.31% 3.75% 9,054 -
RwWIP 45276 45276: 1P100001 Repl 33MVA w/40MVA TSS114-2 - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,374 2,374 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 45307 45307 PD 6P110003 Relieve S431 197,306 197,306  100.0% 197,306 100% 197,306 - - 2.31% 3.75% 4,558 -
Forecast 45307 45307 PD 6P110003 Relieve S431 1,097,042 - - 1,097,042  100.0% 1,097,042 98% 1,075,101 21,941 21,941 2.31% 3.75% 24,835 -
RWIP 45307 45307 PD 6P110003 Relieve S431 - 100.0% - 100% - - 1,983 1,983 2.31% 3.75% - -
72,174,496 1,563,353 1,667,231
Forecast 5083 5083: CE-Reinforce Reject Dist Poles 253,048 401,072 - 118,033 772,153 100.0% 772,153 85% 656,330 115,823 115,823 2.31% 3.75% 15,161 215,091
In Service YTD June 5083 5083: CE-Reinforce Reject Dist Poles 129,421 129,421 100.0% 129,421 100% 129,421 - - 2.31% 3.75% 2,990 129,421
Forecast 5084 5084: CE-Replace Reject Dist Poles 563,725 400,720 282,220 562,042 1,808,707  100.0% 1,808,707 85% 1,537,401 271,306 271,306 2.31% 3.75% 35,514 479,166
In Service YTD June 5084 5084: CE-Replace Reject Dist Poles 2,265,634 2,265,634  100.0% 2,265,634 100% 2,265,634 - - 2.31% 3.75% 52,336 2,265,634
RWIP 5084 5084: CE-Replace Reject Dist Poles - 100.0% - 100% - - 470,456 470,456 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 5085 5085: Repair items identified during network prog 8,671 8,671  100.0% 8,671 100% 8,671 - - 2.31% 3.75% 200 8,671
Forecast 5085 5085: Repair items identified during network prog 502,060 417,809 - - 919,869  100.0% 919,869 85% 781,889 137,980 137,980 2.31% 3.75% 18,062 426,751
RWIP 5085 5085: Repair items identified during network prog - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,168 2,168 2.31% 3.75% - -
Forecast 5120 5120: Repair OHT Emergent CM Defects 46,848 45,308 151,871 173,450 417,477 100.0% 417,477 85% 354,855 62,622 62,622 2.31% 3.75% 8,197 39,821
In Service YTD June 5120 5120: Repair OHT Emergent CM Defects 2,747 2,747 100.0% 2,747 100% 2,747 - - 2.31% 3.75% 63 2,747
CWIP June 10 5223 5223: CE-Replace vault roofs 574,642 574,642  100.0% 574,642 100% 574,642 - - 2.31% 3.75% 13,274 -
Forecast 5223 5223: CE-Replace vault roofs 34,008 34,008 - - 68,016  100.0% 68,016 85% 57,814 10,202 10,202 2.31% 3.75% 1,335 28,907
In Service YTD June 5223 5223: CE-Replace vault roofs (5,655) (5,655) 100.0% (5,655)  100% (5,655) - - 2.31% 3.75% (131) (5,655)
RwWIP 5223 5223: CE-Replace vault roofs - 100.0% - 100% - - (14,332) (14,332) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Forecast 5243 5243: CE-Dist Power Quality + Voltage Corrections 45,765 41,600 28,823 52,085 168,273  100.0% 168,273 85% 143,032 25,241 25,241 2.31% 3.75% 3,304 38,900
In Service YTD June 5243 5243: CE-Dist Power Quality + Voltage Corrections 14,512 14,512 100.0% 14,512 100% 14,512 - - 2.31% 3.75% 335 14,512
RWIP 5243 5243: CE-Dist Power Quality + Voltage Corrections - 100.0% - 100% - - 3,628 3,628 2.31% 3.75% - -
Forecast 5244 5244: CE-Repair/Replace Municipal Street Lights 112,846 115,614 117,891 103,947 450,298  100.0% 450,298 85% 382,753 67,545 67,545 2.31% 3.75% 8,842 95,919
In Service YTD June 5244 5244: CE-Repair/Replace Municipal Street Lights 533,938 533,938  100.0% 533,938 100% 533,938 - - 2.31% 3.75% 12,334 533,938
RWIP 5244 5244: CE-Repair/Replace Municipal Street Lights - 100.0% - 100% - - 62,043 62,043 2.31% 3.75% - -
Forecast 5346 5346: CE-Distrib Transformers-Corrective Maint 5,225,032 3,385,075 3,028,460 5,197,462 16,836,029  100.0% 16,836,029 85% 14,310,625 2,525,404 2,525,404 2.31% 3.75% 330,575 4,441,277
In Service YTD June 5346 5346: CE-Distrib Transformers-Corrective Maint 13,891,051 13,891,051  100.0% 13,891,051 100% 13,891,051 - - 2.31% 3.75% 320,883 13,891,051
In Service YTD June 5914 5914: Distr-Repair Relay & SCADA Emergent CM items 49,849 49,849  100.0% 49,849 100% 49,849 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,152 49,849
RWIP 5914 5914: Distr-Repair Relay & SCADA Emergent CM items - 100.0% - 100% - - 9,850 9,850 2.31% 3.75% - -
CWIP June 10 10137 -CE Replc Substa Batteries & Chgrs Emergnt 48,921 48,921  100.0% 48,921 100% 48,921 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,130 -
Forecast 10137 10137: D-CE Replc Substa Batteries & Chgrs Emergnt 160,290 123,556 163,324 87,544 534,714 100.0% 534,714 85% 454,507 80,207 80,207 2.31% 3.75% 10,499 136,247
In Service YTD June 10137 1013 -CE Replc Substa Batteries & Chgrs Emergnt 256,538 256,538  100.0% 256,538 100% 256,538 - - 2.31% 3.75% 5,926 256,538
RWIP 10137 10137: D-CE Replc Substa Batteries & Chgrs Emergnt - 100.0% - 100% - - 24,208 24,208 2.31% 3.75% - -
Forecast 10235 10235: Repair/Replace of Sump Pumps in Tunnels-CM 4,084 3,003 - - 7,087 100.0% 7,087 85% 6,024 1,063 1,063 2.31% 3.75% 139 3,471
Forecast 10235 10235: Remove/Replace of Sump Pumps in Tunnels-CM - - 31,870 47,085 78,955  100.0% 78,955 85% 67,112 11,843 11,843 2.31% 3.75% 1,550 -
In Service YTD June 10235 10235: Remove/Replace of Sump Pumps in Tunnels-CM (414) (414) 100.0% (414)  100% (414) - - 2.31% 3.75% (10) (414)
RWIP 10235 10235: Remove/Replace of Sump Pumps in Tunnels-CM - 100.0% - 100% - - (514) (514) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Forecast 10622 10622: CE-Overhead Distribution Defect Repairs 8,056,936 7,293,551 8,075,223 9,707,110 33,132,820  100.0% 33,132,820 85% 28,162,897 4,969,923 4,969,923 2.31% 3.75% 650,563 6,848,396
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Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 10622 10622: CE-Overhead Distribution Defect Repairs 23,160,109 23,160,109  100.0% 23,160,109 100% 23,160,109 - - 2.31% 3.75% 534,999 23,160,109
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RwWIP 10622 10622: CE-Overhead Distribution Defect Repairs - 100.0% - 100% - - 3,059,831 3,059,831 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 10623 10623: CE-Dist Cable Fault Repair 387,785 409,597 3,272,496 3,767,655 7,837,533 100.0% 7,837,533 85% 6,661,903 1,175,630 1,175,630 2.31% 3.75% 153,890 329,617
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 10623 10623: CE-Dist Cable Fault Repair 5,766,620 5,766,620  100.0% 5,766,620 100% 5,766,620 - - 2.31% 3.75% 133,209 5,766,620
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 10623 10623: CE-Dist Cable Fault Repair - 100.0% - 100% - - 228,604 228,604 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 10624 10624: CE-Underground Distribution Defect Repairs 87,873 71,407 128,101 152,307 439,688  100.0% 439,688 85% 373,735 65,953 65,953 2.31% 3.75% 8,633 74,692
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 10624 10624: CE-Underground Distribution Defect Repairs 529,378 529,378  100.0% 529,378 100% 529,378 - - 2.31% 3.75% 12,229 529,378
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 10624 10624: CE-Underground Distribution Defect Repairs - 100.0% - 100% - - 56,580 56,580 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 10628 10628: CE-Storm Restoration 11,156,555 11,156,555  100.0% 11,156,555 100% 11,156,555 - - 2.31% 3.75% 257,716 11,156,555
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 10628 10628: CE-Storm Restoration 9,955,017 4,786,964 4,221,063 6,945,234 25,908,278  100.0% 25,908,278 85% 22,022,036 3,886,242 3,886,242 2.31% 3.75% 508,709 8,461,764
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 10628 10628: CE-Storm Restoration 3,177,081 3,177,081  100.0% 3,177,081 100% 3,177,081 - - 2.31% 3.75% 73,391 3,177,081
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 10628 10628: CE-Storm Restoration - 100.0% - 100% - - 1,437,737 1,437,737 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 10629 10629: CE-Damage Claims (1,347,777) (1,347,777) (917,625) (917,625) (4,530,804) 100.0% (4,530,804)  85% (3,851,183) (679,621) (679,621)  2.31% 3.75% (88,962) (1,145,610)
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 11607 11607: Direct Support: Cor Maint: ComEd: Electric 475,738 501,765 458,499 501,852 1,937,854  100.0% 1,937,854 85% 1,647,176 290,678 290,678 2.31% 3.75% 38,050 404,377
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 16443 16443 T-COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL 5,836 5,836  100.0% 5,836 100% 5,836 - - 2.31% 3.75% 135 5,836
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 16443 16443 T-COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL 401,990 401,990  100.0% 401,990 100% 401,990 - - 2.31% 3.75% 9,286 401,990
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 16443 16443 T-COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL - 100.0% - 100% - - 106,116 106,116 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 17182 17182:CE-Line Clearance Backlog Mitigation for LRP 659,845 663,788 257,001 394,646 1,975,280  100.0% 1,975,280 85% 1,678,988 296,292 296,292 2.31% 3.75% 38,785 560,868
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 17182 17182:CE-Line Clearance Backlog Mitigation for LRP 1,021,744 1,021,744  100.0% 1,021,744 100% 1,021,744 - - 2.31% 3.75% 23,602 1,021,744
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 17182 17182:CE-Line Clearance Backlog Mitigation for LRP - 100.0% - 100% - - 117,323 117,323 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 19345 19345: RCS_Repairs Repair RCS Components (Expense) 8,166 4,620 - - 12,786  100.0% 12,786 85% 10,868 1,918 1,918 2.31% 3.75% 251 6,941
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 19345 19345: RCS_Repairs Repair RCS Components (Expense) 24,944 24,944  100.0% 24,944 100% 24,944 - - 2.31% 3.75% 576 24,944
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 19362 19362: Repair Dist CP (Capital) 98,263 419,116 118,997 636,375  100.0% 636,375 100% 636,375 - - 2.31% 3.75% 14,700 98,263
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 19362 19362: Repair Dist CP (Capital) 106,436 303,252 82,130 405,030 896,848  100.0% 896,848 85% 762,321 134,527 134,527 2.31% 3.75% 17,610 90,471
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 19362 19362: Repair Dist CP (Capital) 446,102 446,102  100.0% 446,102 100% 446,102 - - 2.31% 3.75% 10,305 446,102
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 19362 19362: Repair Dist CP (Capital) - 100.0% - 100% - - 8,425 8,425 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 20543 20543: CE-Dist Emergency Cable Fault Replacement 16,061,654 12,778,745 13,114,522 14,365,210 56,320,131 100.0% 56,320,131 85% 47,872,111 8,448,020 8,448,020 2.31% 3.75% 1,105,846 13,652,406
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 20543 20543: CE-Dist Emergency Cable Fault Replacement 29,405,732 29,405,732  100.0% 29,405,732 100% 29,405,732 - - 2.31% 3.75% 679,272 29,405,732
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 20543 20543: CE-Dist Emergency Cable Fault Replacement - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,227,402 2,227,402 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 21062 21062: T-COMED Substation CM -- Expense 5,222 5,222 100.0% 5,222 100% 5,222 - - 2.31% 3.75% 121 -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 21062 21062: T-COMED Substation CM -- Expense - 100.0% - 100% - - (2,350) (2,350) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 29102 29102 - COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL-D 573,331 450,061 98,514 193,882 1,315,787  100.0% 1,315,787 100% 1,315,787 - - 2.31% 3.75% 30,395 573,331
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29102 29102 - COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL-D 2,275,729 2,258,973 2,960,797 3,428,953 10,924,452  100.0% 10,924,452 85% 9,285,784 1,638,668 1,638,668 2.31% 3.75% 214,502 1,934,370
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 29102 29102 - COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL-D 6,187,357 6,187,357  100.0% 6,187,357 100% 6,187,357 - - 2.31% 3.75% 142,928 6,187,357
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 29102 29102 - COMED Substation CM - CAPITAL-D - 100.0% - 100% - - 1,348,522 1,348,522 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29202 29202 Repair of UGHVD Emergent CM's 30,697 832 210,402 219,229 461,160  100.0% 461,160 85% 391,986 69,174 69,174 2.31% 3.75% 9,055 26,092
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 29202 29202 Repair of UGHVD Emergent CM's 259,946 259,946  100.0% 259,946 100% 259,946 - - 2.31% 3.75% 6,005 259,946
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 29202 29202 Repair of UGHVD Emergent CM's - 100.0% - 100% - - 19,777 19,777 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29204 29204 Repair of UGHVD CM's 646,087 235,169 152,325 474,151 1,507,732 100.0% 1,507,732 85% 1,281,572 226,160 226,160 2.31% 3.75% 29,604 549,174
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 29250 29250:Repair OHHVD CM Items associated w/ FEG out 4,058 4,058  100.0% 4,058 100% 4,058 - - 2.31% 3.75% 94 -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29250 29250:Repair OHHVD CM Items associated w/ FEG out 29,223 88,026 213,407 42,812 373,468  100.0% 373,468 85% 317,448 56,020 56,020 2.31% 3.75% 7,333 24,840
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 29250 29250:Repair OHHVD CM Items associated w/ FEG out 25,544 25,544 100.0% 25,544 100% 25,544 - - 2.31% 3.75% 590 25,544
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 29250 29250:Repair OHHVD CM Items associated w/ FEG out - 100.0% - 100% - - 5,932 5,932 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 29254 29254:Repair OHVVD Emergent CM Defects 29,608 29,608  100.0% 29,608 100% 29,608 - - 2.31% 3.75% 684 29,608
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29254 29254:Repair OHVVD Emergent CM Defects 17,805 17,794 21,135 23,919 80,653  100.0% 80,653 85% 68,555 12,098 12,098 2.31% 3.75% 1,584 15,134
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 29254 29254:Repair OHVVD Emergent CM Defects 62,587 62,587  100.0% 62,587 100% 62,587 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,446 62,587
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RwIP 29254 29254:Repair OHVVD Emergent CM Defects - 100.0% - 100% - - 10,651 10,651 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 29365 29365: T-CE Replace SubstaBatteries&Chgrs Emrgt CM 3,388 3,388  100.0% 3,388 100% 3,388 - - 2.31% 3.75% 78 -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29365 29365: T-CE Replace SubstaBatteries&Chgrs Emrgt CM 95,453 50,172 51,387 27,251 224,263  100.0% 224,263 85% 190,624 33,639 33,639 2.31% 3.75% 4,403 81,135
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 29365 29365: T-CE Replace SubstaBatteries&Chgrs Emrgt CM - 100.0% - 100% - - 498 498 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 29425 29425: Direct Support: Cor Maint: ComEd: Distrib 84,913 81,634 95,662 104,131 366,340  100.0% 366,340 85% 311,389 54,951 54,951 2.31% 3.75% 7,193 72,176
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 30422 30422: CE-Overhead Non-Emergent CM's 5,555,111 4,037,670 6,123,947 7,239,179 22,955,907  100.0% 22,955,907 85% 19,512,521 3,443,386 3,443,386 2.31% 3.75% 450,739 4,721,844
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 30422 30422: CE-Overhead Non-Emergent CM's 9,625,508 9,625,508  100.0% 9,625,508 100% 9,625,508 - - 2.31% 3.75% 222,349 9,625,508
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RwWIP 30422 30422: CE-Overhead Non-Emergent CM's - 100.0% - 100% - - 2,294,066 2,294,066 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 34013 34013 - TDC 566 TR73 EMERGENT REPLACEMENT (14,942) (14,942) 100.0% (14,942) 100% (14,942) - - 2.31% 3.75% (345) (14,942)
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 34992 34992: CE - Replace Vault Roofs 2008 1,766 1,766  100.0% 1,766 100% 1,766 - - 2.31% 3.75% 41 1,766
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 34992 34992: CE - Replace Vault Roofs 2008 - 100.0% - 100% - - (33,195) (33,195) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 35581 35581: CE - Replace Vault Roofs 2009 495,174 495,174  100.0% 495,174 100% 495,174 - - 2.31% 3.75% 11,439 495,174
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 35581 35581: CE - Replace Vault Roofs 2009 - 100.0% - 100% - - 17,506 17,506 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 36638 36638: Replace 12kv joints in substations 56,677 56,677 100.0% 56,677 100% 56,677 - - 2.31% 3.75% 1,309 56,677
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 36638 36638: Replace 12kv joints in substations 544,784 352,312 279,261 377,729 1,554,086  100.0% 1,554,086 85% 1,320,973 233,113 233,113 2.31% 3.75% 30,514 463,066
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 36638 36638: Replace 12kv joints in substations - 100.0% - 100% - - 14,141 14,141 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 37977 37977 A Phase Cable Fault on 138KV HPFF 14812 1,269 1,269  100.0% 1,269 100% 1,269 - - 2.31% 3.75% 29 1,269
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RwWIP 37977 37977 A Phase Cable Fault on 138KV HPFF L14812 - 100.0% - 100% - - 141 141 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 37996 37996: Aurora Secondary Cable Replacement - East 535,916 535,916  100.0% 535,916 100% 535,916 - - 2.31% 3.75% 12,380 535,916
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 37996 37996: Aurora Secondary Cable Replacement - East - 100.0% - 100% - - 59,007 59,007 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 38655 38655: Repl 34kV OCB with GCB @ SS558 (637) (637) 100.0% (637) 100% (637) - - 2.31% 3.75% (15) (637)
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 38655 38655: Repl 34kV OCB with GCB @ SS558 - 100.0% - 100% - - (159) (159) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 38954 38954: Repl Oil Circuit Breaker @ ESSJ310 Argonne 572,822 572,822  100.0% 572,822 100% 572,822 - - 2.31% 3.75% 13,232 572,822
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 38954 38954: Repl Oil Circuit Breaker @ ESSJ310 Argonne - 100.0% - 100% - - 1,254 1,254 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 39597 39597 : Cable Replacement for B7083 - 1st Section (17,594) (17,594) 100.0% (17,594)  100% (17,594) - - 2.31% 3.75% (406) (17,594)
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 40456 40456: TSS 84 Rose Hill TR73 Replacement (15,840) (15,840) 100.0% (15,840)  100% (15,840) - - 2.31% 3.75% (366) (15,840)
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 40456 40456: TSS 84 Rose Hill TR73 Replacement - 100.0% - 100% - - (36,561) (36,561) 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance In Service YTD June 40842 40842: CE-Generator Capital Repairs (170,117) (170,117)  100.0% (170,117) 100% (170,117) - - 2.31% 3.75% (3,930) (170,117)
Distribution Corrective Maintenance CWIP June 10 41776 41776: TSS 49 Plymouth Court Repairs 41,997 41,997  100.0% 41,997 100% 41,997 - - 2.31% 3.75% 970 -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance RWIP 41776 41776: TSS 49 Plymouth Court Repairs - 100.0% - 100% - - 4,759 4,759 2.31% 3.75% - -
Distribution Corrective Maintenance Forecast 41920 41920: HVD Repair Cathodic Protection (Capital) 17