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Q.	 Please state your name. 

A.	 James G. Bachman 

Q.	 Are you the same James G. Bachman who has previously presented testimony jointly for 

CTA and Metra in this docket? 

A.	 Yes. 

Q.	 What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 

A.	 The purpose of this testimony is to respond to several statements made by Mr. Crumrine 

in CornEd Exhibit 30.0 and by Mr. Alongi and Dr. Jones in CornEd Exhibit 32.0 

specifically regarding the Railroad Delivery Class and the cost of service implications of 

Mr. Donnelly's testimony in CornEd Exhibit 21.0. In addition, I comnlent on Mr. 

Crumrine's proposed regulatory process related to CornEd's proposed Rider SMP. 

Q.	 How do you respond to Mr. Crumrine's Rebuttal Testimony regarding the Railroad 

Delivery Class (CornEd Exhibit 30.0)? 

A.	 Mr. Crumrine, in his rebuttal testimony, suggests that CornEd should not be placed in a 

position of "judging public interest value" (CornEd Exhibit 30, page 51, lines 1151

1152). Metra and CTA agree. The proposal made by Metra and CTA for the separate 

and specific Railroad Delivery Class of limiting "CornEd's increase for the Railroad 

Delivery Class to the lesser of the overall increase finally approved or the increase 

granted to CornEd for the residential classes") Metra/CTA Joint Exhibit 1.0, page 4, 

limes 23-25) will recognize two considerations specifically related to the Railroad 

Delivery Class. The first consideration is the Commission's specific concerns and 

admonitions expressed in its Order in CornEd's last rate case, Docket 05-0597, where the 

Commission stated, 
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1 The Commission typically favors rates that are cost based; however, 
2 sometimes other considerations need to be addressed in setting utility rates. In 
3 this instance, there are several factors that lead the Commission to the decision 
4 regarding how the CTA and Metra will be charged. The most overriding fact is 
5 that CornEd currently has a contract with the CTA that provides for discounted 
6 distribution charges through Rider GCB. The Commission takes contractual 
7 obligations very seriously and tries to leave them intact whenever possible. 
8 
9 Also, the fact that the CTA and Metra are providers of mass public 

10 transportation raises an additional public interest concern. CornEd's proposal 
11 fails to account for the potential impact of increased utility rates for entities 
12 providing public transportation on the citizens of Illinois. The Commission is 
13 very concerned that any changes to the provisions of service providers ofmass 
14 transit will not unduly burden the millions passengers who depend on public 
15 transportation. The Commission also believes that it must consider the public 
16 policy implications of establishing delivery rates that encourage energy 
17 conservation and encourage electric usage during off-peak periods. While the 
18 Commission is not prepared to disregard cost of service, the Commission believes 
19 that important public policy considerations cannot be ignored. (Page 189, Docket 
20 05-0597) 
21 
22 The second consideration is the multiple questions raised by the CTA and Metra 

23 engineering witnesses regarding the interaction of the ComEd distribution system with 

24 the CTA and Metra traction substations and the lack of specific costs to serve this small 

25 and precise class of customers. 

26 Q. How can these significant questions that are described above in the second consideration 

27 be answered? 

28 A. These questions can be answered by ComEd performing a specific study to identify the 

29 distribution investment and expenses for the Railroad Delivery Class. Included as a part 

30 of that study would be the identification of the ComEd system flows through the CTA 

31 and Metra traction substations and identification of the' uses of the flow through to the 

32 advantage of the CornEd distribution system. 

33 Q. What would the timing be of this Railroad Delivery Class study? 
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A.	 We would suggest that this study be performed between the end of this current rate case 

and the filing of CornEd's next rate case. Within this current rate case, because the 

questions regarding the Railroad Delivery Class remain unanswered, the Railroad 

Delivery Class rate should not be increased more than the overall average increase in this 

case or the residential class increase, whichever is lower. 

Q.	 How do you respond to the Rebuttal Panel Testimony ofMr. Alongi and Dr. Jones 

regarding the Railroad Delivery Class? 

A.	 It is interesting to note that Mr. Alongi and Dr. Jones attempt to take an answer from the 

Metra/CTA Joint Exhibit 1.0 dealing with "millions of custonler delivery points" (Joint 

Exhibit 1.0, page 3, line 25) and dismiss the practicality of a specific identification study 

for the Railroad Delivery Class of two customers and about 70 delivery points. To 

perform a study for specific identification purposes of the Railroad Delivery Class is 

practical and reasonable. This study would answer questions such as: Is the general 

allocation of substation equipment and distribution lines accurate for this customer class? 

Q.	 Why would CornEd reject performing this type of specific identification study for a small 

class of customers such as Railroad Delivery? 

A.	 I do not know. Based on the responses we received to our data requests soliciting 

information that could be used in a specific identification study, CornEd appears to 

already have much of the data required and would be able to develop the remaining data 

required. The CornEd single line diagrams and identification of specific distribution 

circuits and substations that are used to serve the Railroad Delivery Class are already 

available. In addition, the various circuit and substation demands are available as are 

original cost and depreciation reserve for the CornEd distribution substations. 
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1 Q. What data was not provided in the CornEd responses to the CTA and Metra data requests 

2 that would lead to the specific identification study? 

3 A. As CornEd answered in response to Metra Data Request No.3 .04 and CTA Data Request 

4 No. 3.06, Com Ed "does not track" individual 12 kV distribution circuits' original cost, 

5 depreciation reserve or expense. For a specific identification study, this cost information 

6 would have to be developed by CornEd. Based on Mr. Alongi's testimony in Docket 05

7 0597, CornEd is ready to track these distribution line costs: 

8 "Q. . ..what is the magnitude of that charge? 
9 

10 WITNESS ALONGI: It depends on the particular circumstances, how 
11 much load is being automatically transferred to what feeders, how long the 
12 feeders are, are they underground, are they overhead.. .1 do know that charges 
13 have been presented for information because the request was made." (Page 1381, 
14 line 18 through page 1382, line 7, Transcript from Docket 05-0597) 
15 
16 This expertise can be utilized to perform the specific identification study of the Railroad ' 

17 Delivery Class. 

18 Q. Will the information gained from the specific identification study for the Railroad 

19 Delivery Class allow CornEd to use that information in formulating cost of service for 

20 other classes of service? 

21 A. I do not know. The results of this study may assist CornEd in gaining cost knowledge 

22 about the 12kV distribution system which could be used to refine the ECOSS for other 

23 classes of service. One thing is certain, without the perfomlance of a specific 

24 identification study for the Railroad Delivery Class, additional knowledge regarding costs 

25 will not be gained about the Railroad Delivery Class which mayor may not be useful in 

26 analyzing other classes of service. 
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Q.	 Is the specific cost data regarding the 12 kV distribution circuits serving the Railroad 

Delivery Class metering points available from COInEd's books and records? 

A. Apparently the specific cost data regarding the 12 kV distribution circuits serving the 

Railroad Delivery Class metering points is not easily accessible in the form that could be 

readily used for the specific identification study based on CornEd's answer to Metra 

Request No. 3.04 and CTA Request No. 3.06. Response: "Much of the data is not 

available in the form requested. No such data is available by distribution line, CornEd's 

plant accounting system does not track such data in this way, and would not be of value 

for a utility like ConiEd to do so." 

It does appear that most of the new work for this specific identification study will 

have to be performed in the distribution lines cost area. For a rate class as small in 

customers and delivery points as the Railroad Delivery Class, it is reasonable to perform 

a specific identification study to utilize in future CornEd ECOSS. 

Based on Mr. Donnelly's rebuttal testimony, Exhibit 21, pages 107 through 110, it 

appears that in conjunction with the specific identification study an engineering load flow 

study of the Railroad Delivery 12 kV distribution circuits serving the Class delivery 

points should be done. 

Q.	 Why should an engineering load flow study be done in conjunction with the specific 

identification study based on your previous reference to Mr. Donnelly's rebuttal 

testimony? 

A.	 Mr. Donnelly has questioned the value to the ComEd distribution system of the flow 

throughs moving over the Metra and CTA traction substations. An engineering load flow 

study should be able to determine whether there is any system value to these flows. 
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Based on the rebuttal testimony of the Metra and CTA engineering witnesses, there 

certainly are flows through the Railroad Delivery Class traction substations that are 

typical rather than atypical events. 

Q.	 Should Metra and CTA be involved in the accomplishment of the Railroad Delivery 

Class specific identification study in partnership with CornEd? 

A.	 Yes, Metra and CTA should be involved in the performance of the Railroad Delivery 

Class specific identification study. CornEd, by partnering with CTA and Metra, will be 

able to take advantage of the Metra and CTA expertise regarding their customer class. 

Q.	 Mr. Crumrine, in his footnote 4 on page 51 of CornEd Exhibit 30.0 states, "In fact, 

CornEd's service territory extends beyond the service regions of Metra and CTA..." 

Please describe the overlap of the Metra and CTA service regions with the CornEd 

service territory. 

A.	 The service region of Meta, particularly, have rail service as far south as Manhattan and 

New Lenox, as far west as Elburn and Aurora, and as far northwest as Harvard and the 

Wisconsin border which service the vast majority of CornEd's customers. By including 

the Metra Park and Ride service influence, Rockford is within 30 miles of Metra trains 

while Ottawa and Pontiac are within 45 miles. The only CornEd territory not within 

reasonable reach of Metra/CTA service is the area west of Rockford. It should be pointed 

out again that Metra and CTA are Illinois transportation resources based on both systems' 

state funding 

Q.	 You have made it quite clear that you believe it is practical for CornEd to perform a 

specific identification study for a rate class the size of the Railroad Delivery Class. When 

would you consider it impractical for a specific identification study to be done? 
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A.	 I really do not have a specific size limit but clearly a specific identification study of the 

total Very Large Load customer class would be impractical with over 1,800 customers. 

Q.	 Do you have a reaction to Mr. Crumrine's rebuttal testimony regarding to Rider SMP? 

A.	 Yes, the implementation of Rider SMP with the associated proceedings required for the 

implementation of Rider SMP will essentially guarantee an annual set of proceedings that 

are near rate case proportions. For any participant in these annual proceedings, the 

resources expended on the participation may approach that of a CornEd rate case 

proceeding. The expenditure of resources for these annual proceedings will only be 

compounded by "CornEd's intent to file more frequent rate cases." (CornEd Exhibit 30, 

page 29, line 654.). 

These additional annual proceedings associated with the implementation ofRider 

SMP should be reason enough for the Commission to reject the proposed Rider SMP. 

The anticipation of "more frequent rate cases" would make Rider SMP unnecessary. 

Q.	 Are there other aspects of the Rider SMP that are unreasonable? 

A.	 Yes, there are two additional areas which make Rider SMP unreasonable. First, the 

investment and costs that would be included in Rider SMP will not be specifically 

identified with classes of service that the projects benefit. Second, CornEd has provided 

no rationale for allocating SMP cost on a consumption basis. Utilizing consumption can 

unreasonably require higher load factor customers to provide a higher proportion of the 

Rider SMP revenues. Rider SMP as proposed by CornEd should be rejected by the 

Commission. 

Q.	 Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony? 

A.	 Yes, it does. 
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