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as inappropriate for recovery under the rider, it is the Company’s burden to 623 

provide proof that they are appropriate for recovery as PORCB costs.  This is no 624 

different from costs that are reviewed under any other rider reconciliation 625 

situation.  Further, the review of the PORCB costs will occur during the 626 

reconciliation proceedings pursuant to the recently approved Rider PORCB 627 

tariffs.  At that time, the Commission and interested parties will have a sufficient 628 

opportunity to review the various costs incurred by ComEd.   629 

Q. What is your opinion of the testimony provided by ICEA witness Fein regarding 630 

PORCB costs? 631 

A. ICEA witness Fein does not take a position on the ComEd proposal.  Mr. Fein 632 

simply asks the Company to provide discussion in rebuttal testimony to “explain 633 

(1) how such expenditure is essential to the provision of its PORCB service such 634 

that without such expenditure PORCB could not be provided; and (2) in what 635 

way(s) the expenditure aids ComEd’s current or future operations or service to 636 

customers outside of PORCB.”
43

  ComEd provided extensive discussion of the 637 

PORCB Costs and how the changes to the Billing and Related Systems were 638 

planned and carried out in order to implement PORCB by December 2010.44  639 

However, as stated above, Staff has not had the opportunity to verify that every 640 

single dollar in ComEd’s PORCB costs is indeed incremental to the requirement 641 

to provide PORCB.  Therefore, if, during the PORCB reconciliation proceedings, 642 

some of the costs ComEd included in its PORCB estimates will be found to be 643 

                                            
43

 ICEA Ex. 1.0, p. 13, lines 14 – 18. 
44

 ComEd Ex. 36.0, pp. 3 – 20. 
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more appropriately included in base rates, those capitalized costs may be 644 

considered  in the revenue requirement in a future rate case.   645 

Q. Did anything in ComEd’s testimony convince you that costs should be recovered 646 

under base rates rather than through the recovery mechanism approved in the 647 

PORCB Docket? 648 

A. No.  However, this should not be taken as my recommendation that the costs 649 

associated with the processes discussed in ComEd witness Marquez’s testimony 650 

should somehow be deemed pre-approved for recovery under the PORCB tariff 651 

language.  A major concern in the PORCB Docket was the 40% increase in 652 

estimated costs that was raised late in that proceeding.  The explanation 653 

provided by the Company that the increase was due to the allocation of costs to 654 

PORCB was never fully vetted due to the time constraints in that case.  Nothing 655 

has been provided by ComEd in this case to explain those cost allocations that 656 

parties could potentially take issue with.  I recommend that the Commission 657 

ensure that any allocations are fully vetted in the future reconciliation 658 

proceedings associated with PORCB. 659 

Q. What is your opinion of the testimony provided by Dominion witness Christ 660 

regarding PORCB costs? 661 

A. I disagree with the proposal offered by Dominion witness Christ.  Mr. Christ 662 

recommends that ComEd be limited to recovery of $2 million through base 663 
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