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INTRODUCTION 

 Environmental Law and Policy Center (ELPC) submits this brief on the issue of 

ComEd’s Electric Vehicle (EV) Pilot.  ELPC is a strong proponent of EVs and believes 

that the development of the EV market is an important part of America’s global warming 

strategy.  That being said, ELPC does not see how most of the spending ComEd 

proposes on EVs benefits ratepayers or truly advances the EV market.  For that reason 

ELPC believes the Commission must reject ComEd’s proposal. 

FACTS 

ComEd proposes an Electric Vehicle Pilot program (EV Pilot or Pilot) that entails 

the investment of $5 million dollars in EVs  for its utility fleet and associated charging 

stations, with $4.43 million allocated to the distribution function. ComEd Ex. 2.0 at 4.  

ComEd sets out the breakdown in a table on p. 5 of Mr. McMahan’s testimony, which 

indicates that $1.6 million will go to Plug-in cars for ComEd, $1.1 million will go to Plug-

in cargo/service vehicles, $1 million will go to Hybrid bucket trucks, and $700,000 will go 

to PHEV digger derricks.  The other $600,000 goes for level 2 charging stations and 

incidental equipment. Id. At 5. 

ANALYSIS 

In response to the question, “What does ComEd propose to provide about the EV 

experience at the end of the Pilot period?” ComEd states the following: 

While we are proposing the pilot period conclude at the end of 2013, ComEd 
believes it will have collected enough data by that time to develop a total life 
cycle cost of ownership for each class of vehicle as well as data on how the 
vehicles performed.  Additionally, ComEd will use the information acquired 
through the pilot to help our customers prepare for EV adoption. 



ComEd Ex. 2.0 at 6, 7.  Essentially, ComEd plans to buy a small fleet of electric cars 

and trucks for its own use and charge the cars to customers.  This is problematic in two 

ways.  First, ComEd customers should not be paying more for ComEd to purchase 

electric vehicles for itself without ComEd demonstrating the benefit for ComEd 

customers.  Second, it’s not clear that what ComEd is testing in the “pilot” will have any 

real benefit to ComEd customers 

The Commission has a good deal of flexibility in determining whether to approve 

an alternative regulation plan, but ComEd must demonstrate that the public will benefit 

from the Pilot.  In order for the Commission to approve ComEd’s Alternative Regulation 

Plan under Section 9-244 it must find that the program is likely to result in lower rates 

than would be in effect under traditional regulation, and that the program is likely to 

result in other substantial benefits for customers that would not be realized in the 

absence of the program. 220 ILCS 9-2449(b)(1) and (2).   

Setting aside the rate question, ComEd fails to demonstrate how its customers 

will benefit.  ComEd states that its pilot will produce information “to help our customers 

prepare for EV adoption.”  How will this help customers adopt?  Which customers – all 

ComEd customers?  ComEd fails to estimate how many of its customers it anticipates 

will be in the market to purchase electric vehicles in the next few years, and how 

ComEd’s purchase will help them.  ELPC anticipates a number of customers will 

purchase EVs, and that much can be learned from the market without ComEd 

customers paying for ComEd to purchase EVs.  The record is silent on this issue.  In 

fact, ComEd makes only general statements that it will learn from owning the EVs and 

share the information with customers.  ComEd never tries to define or categorize what it 



will learn or how it will share the information.  Seemingly, the purchase may help 

ComEd decide whether to buy more EVs, but that does not pass the statutory test that 

ComEd must demonstrate “substantial benefits for customers.” 

Tellingly, in response to a data request from Staff regarding how ComEd’s other 

grants fit in to the current proposal, ComEd submitted the following response: 

Implementation of this EV Pilot Program will enable a more robust analysis of the 
life-cycle costs and benefits of EVs across multiple vehicle types and platforms, 
which will provide valuable information to residential customers and commercial 
fleets considering adoption of EVs. 
 

ICC Staff Ex. 5.0, Attachment B.  Again, ComEd just makes vague conclusory 

statements that it apparently expects no one to question.  What “information” does 

ComEd expect the program to provide?  What is ComEd testing and tracking?  Are they 

testing how long batteries last before they need to be replaced, or how long cars and 

trucks will actually run without a charge, or how often they need maintenance?  Not to 

mention, how the company will track the information, who it will be reported to, and 

again – how customers will benefit from it. All of this type of information should be 

included in any pilot proposal. 

As electric vehicles become available in 2011 and 2012, many ComEd 

customers will purchase them for private use.  If ComEd believes it needs information, it 

should study the use of EVs by those customers. Finally, if ComEd believes that it 

needs a more controlled study, ELPC proposes that it hold a lottery for all ComEd 

customers and allow the winners to purchase EVs.  ComEd would pay the difference 

between the cost of the EV and the cost of a similar traditional automobile, in return for 

the customers’ cooperation with ComEd on a study of the vehicles.   

  



CONCLUSION 

ComEd has failed to demonstrate why it should be allowed to purchase EVs 

under an alternative regulation plan.   Thus, ELPC requests that the Commission reject 

ComEd’s proposal. 
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