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THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY’S 

PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM                                                                                                                                               
 

I - Introduction   The United States Department of Energy (“DOE” or “the Department”) 

respectfully presents this Pre-Trial Memorandum pursuant to the Administrative Law Judges’ 

direction.  DOE has presented the testimony of Mr. Dwight Etheridge of Exeter Associates and 

Mr. Kirk Patterson of Patterson Consulting. (DOE Exhs. 1.0 and 2.0 respectively, November 19, 

2010)  Their testimony focused exclusively on Commonwealth Edison Company’s (“ComEd” or 

“the Company”) distribution loss study and proposed distribution loss factors which were based 

on that study.     

 

II  -  Subject      The Company has presented a “Common Outline for the Pre-Trial Brief,”  which 

lists the matters which the various parties’ have addressed in pre-filed testimony.  The 

Department is at this point concerned only with the matter which this Common Outline lists as 

“VIII. C. 6.  Potentially Contested Issue - Distribution Loss Factors.” 

 

III - Background    ComEd initially presented its distribution loss study and proposed 

distribution loss factors which were based on that study in the testimony of Mr. Terrence 

Donnelly. (ComEd. Exh. 8.0, 8.3, June 30, 2010, revised version August 27, 2010)  These 

materials were further discussed in joint direct testimony of Mr. Lawrence Alongi and Mr. Robert 

Garcia (ComEd Exh. 16.0, June 30, 2010)  and in revised direct testimony of Mr. Alongi. 

(ComEd Exh. 21, August 27, 2010)   

 

DOE witnesses Etheridge and Patterson initial testimonies (DOE Exhs. 1.0 and 2.0, respectively, 

November 19, 2010) questioned the loss study’s underlying methodology.  They further 

questioned certain inputs which were used in the study and the proposed distribution loss factors 

which the study produced.  Among other things, they pointed out that the 1.86 loss factor which 

the Company proposed to ascribe to the relevant service category was far higher than the loss 

factor which ComEd ascribes to similarly-situated wholesale distributors.  They further noted and 

the Company sought to ascribe losses to facilities at which it renders service at 138 kV or above, 

although there are in fact no material distribution losses at such facilities, because they involve no 

step-down transformers or significant conductor losses between transmission system and meter.        
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ComEd then presented rebuttal testimony of Mr. Michael Born, the ComEd official who actually 

performed the subject distribution loss study.  Mr. Born stated that, in response to the above-

discussed DOE testimony, he had lowered the Company’s recommended 1.86 distribution loss 

factor by more than 50%.  He further stated that he had revised the loss study by, among other 

things, adding a customer category titled “HV DLF= 0” to represent customers metered at 138kV 

and higher that have no material distribution losses. (ComEd Exh. 34, November 22, 2010)  

ComEd witness Alongi presented testimony in which he expressed agreement with these changes 

and presented calculations necessary to implement them. (ComEd Exh. 49, December 8, 2010)   

 

In response, the DOE witnesses stated that Mr. Born’s changes addressed their concerns and are 

at this time acceptable. (DOE Exhs. 3.0, 4.0, respectively, December 30, 2011)   

 

In further rebuttal testimony, Mr. Robert Stevens of the Illinois Industrial Energy Consumers 

(“IIEC”) pointed out a refinement that could be made to the loss study methodology. (IIEC Exh. 

Nos. 5.0 – 5.5, December 30, 2010)   In further responsive testimony, Mr. Born accepted this 

refinement. (ComEd Exh. 67, 67.1, 67.2, January 3, 2011)   

 

 

IV – Summary and Status     DOE and IIEC witnesses have proposed, and ComEd witnesses 

have agreed to, certain changes in the calculation of loss distribution factors and in the resultant 

loss factors themselves.  It is therefore the Department’s understanding that the Company, IIEC, 

and the Department itself are in agreement in regard to the subject of distribution loss factors.  To 

the Department’s knowledge, no party has directly or indirectly challenged or otherwise 

contradicted these testimonies.  In line with this, no party has indicated that it will seek to cross-

examine either of the DOE witnesses.  For these reasons, DOE believes that there is and will be 

no disagreement on the issue of distribution loss factors, and that this issue will be uncontested.   

 

V – Requested Disposition   DOE will ask that the changes in the distribution loss factors which           

the DOE and IIEC witnesses have proposed, and to which the ComEd witnesses have agreed, be 

adopted. 

 

       Respectfully submitted, 

 

           

Arthur Perry Bruder               

Attorney for United States Department of Energy   

(202) 586-3409                                                                                                                  

arthur.bruder@hq.doe.gov 

 

January 7, 2011 
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NOTICE OF FILING AND CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 

I, Arthur Perry Bruder, attorney for the United States Department of Energy, hereby 

affirm that, on January 7, 2011, I caused the attached Pre-Trial Memorandum of the 

United States Department of Energy to be: 

 

(1) filed with the clerk of the Illinois Commerce Commission via the Commission’s e-

Docket; 

 

(2) transmitted to the Administrative Law Judges and all of the parties in Doc. No. 10-0467. 

 

 

__________________ 

(s) Arthur Perry Bruder  

 

 


