12 March 2013

Ms. Elizabeth A. Rolando OFF\C‘M mE
curaen - JLLINOIS COMMERCE COMRSSOR

527 East Capitol Avenue
Springfield, Hlinois
62701

Patrick Dillon

V.-

Commonwealth Edison Company

Docket Number: 12-0372

OBJECTION TO THE RESPONDENT'S LATE FILE EXHIBIT #6
In regards to the respondent’s late file exhibit # 6, | two objections

1. |object to the respondent’s filing of the Chicago franchise agreement because nowhere in the
ICC Administrative Code is it written that the ICC will hand over or allow transfer of its authority
to the City of Chicago because they signed a franchise agreement with a utility company,
Commonwealth Edison.

2.

i object to the respondent’s filing of the Chicago franchise agreement because the franchise
agreement does not require Commonwealth Edison to inspect and maintain utility poles. The

ICC atone has ultimate oversight over inspection and maintenance of utility poles per the iICC
Administrative Code.

As | stated at the February 10, 2013 evidentiary hearing, the Commonwealth Edison utility pole in my
driveway is nty five {25) feet closer to a thirty six {36) inch medium pressure gas main than
necessary. Commonwealth Edison engineer stated at the February 10, 2013 hearing that the utility pole
is equipped with lightning strike protection, yet failed to produce any evidence, in the form of work

ticket documentation, to support his claim. On behalf of public safety and the safety of my family, | ask

the iCC to order Commonweaith Edison to either remove or relocate the utility pole t
at their expense.
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5301 N. New England
Chicago, lllinois 60656
(773)631-1882

Cc:
Mark L. Goldstein, Attorney for Respondent. Mark L. Goldstein, P.C. 3019 Province Circle, Mundelein, IL

60060.

Thomas S. O’Neill, Sr. Vice President & General Counsel, Commonwealth Edison Company, 440 S. LaSalle
St., Ste. 3300, Chicago, IL. 60605




