
Administrative Law Judges’ Post-Record Data Request 

The Administrative Law Judges make the following requests for 

information/calculations that are set forth below.  All answers shall be verified by a 

person(s) with personal knowledge of the facts stating therein that these answers 

are true and correct and that they have personal knowledge of the facts.  These 

answers are due to be filed and served no later than April 14, 2011.   

 

a. On page 109 of the Administrative Law Judges’ Proposed Order (the “ALJPO”) in 

the “Analysis and Conclusions” portion of the Section of the ALJPO that is 

entitled: “Depreciation of Intangible Plant,” there is a discussion of the fact that 

the cut-off date for pro forma capital additions, as well as depreciation and ADIT 

adjustments thereto, is not March 31, 2011.  Instead, it is December 31, 2010.  

(See the portion of the Order regarding pro forma capital additions at pp. 12-23). 

Please provide the correct figure based upon the December 31, 2010, cut-off 

date, and the additions to the December 31, 2010, cut-off date, if applicable, in 

the portion of the Order regarding pro forma capital additions, along with 

supporting calculations, if any.   

b. On page 199 of the ALJPO, in the “Analysis and Conclusions” portion of the 
Section of the ALJPO that is entitled “Direct O&M Costs vs. Total Costs in the 
Switching Study,” it is noted that revised (based on O&M) figures, based upon 
Mr. Merola’s analysis (which is discussed above in that Section of the ALJPO) 
shall be the subject of a post-record data request.  Please provide the revised 
figures, based upon Mr. Merola’s analysis and supporting calculations, if any.   

c. On page 265 of the ALJPO, in the “Analysis and Conclusions” portion of the 
Section of the ALJPO that is entitled “Dusk to Dawn Street Lighting,” it is noted 
that a post record data request shall issue requiring the parties to make the 
computations involved regarding the conclusions reached in that Section of the 
ALJPO (e.g., that ComEd was not entitled to include certain labor costs in this 
rate, as there was no evidence that ComEd labor was involved in the manner 
described by its witness).  Please provide the revised figures, based upon the 
conclusions reached in that Section of the ALJPO, and supporting calculations, if 
any.  

d. Commonwealth Edison Company shall provide a set of schedules showing the 
rates, by rate classification, that would result, if the conclusions in the ALJPO 
regarding revenues, operating expenses, rate base, rate of return, cost of service 
and rate design were adopted. 

e. Commonwealth Edison Company shall also provide a set of schedules, by rate 
classification, showing a “typical bill” schedule pursuant to the conclusions 
contained in the Proposed Order.  For each “typical bill” schedule, 
Commonwealth Edison Company shall identify, for each rate classification, the 
typical customer usage assumptions used in the calculations.  The percentage 



change in the “typical bill” under existing rates shall be provided as well. 
Commonwealth Edison Company shall also provide additional schedules 
showing “typical bills” for customers who use relatively low amounts of utility 
service and “typical bills” for customers who use relatively high amounts of utility 
service for each rate classification, with the assumed usage level for these 
schedules.   

    

 

 


