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REQUEST ALJ POST RECORD 3: 
 
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.  
 
RESPONSE: 
 
The secondary voltage distribution line cost proposed by ComEd for the City of Chicago Dusk to 
Dawn Street Lighting is $336,015.  The revised figure based upon the conclusions reached in the 
“Dusk to Dawn Street Lighting” section is $224,884, which is the sum of $168,591 and $56,293, 
the secondary voltage distribution line cost of (i) Arterial and Residential lighting and (ii) Alley 
lighting, respectively.  None of these figures include the cost of Services, i.e., the labor and other 
related costs for connecting City of Chicago lighting to ComEd system discussed in the Rate 
Design Investigation proceeding in Docket No. 08-0532 (RDI) or the instant proceeding. 
 
The determination of the proposed $336,015 is shown on page 1 of ALJ Post Record 3_Attach 1.  
This determination is prepared using the method proposed by the City of Chicago and shown on 
page 23 of City Ex. 2.0 filed in the RDI proceeding.  This amount does not include Alley 
lighting. 
 
The determination of the secondary voltage distribution line cost, $168,591 for the City of 
Chicago Arterial and Residential lighting is shown on of page 2 of ALJ Post Record 3_Attach 1.  
This amount matches the computation result shown in a table on page 57 of City Ex. 1.0 filed in 
the instant proceeding.  The reduction from $336,015 to $168,591 is due to the changes 
introduced by the City of Chicago in City Ex. 1.0.  These changes are: 
 

• an addition of a 33% use factor for City of Chicago Arterial and Residential lighting; 
• an addition of a 5.88% factor to distribution plant in service to account for General and 

Intangible Plant cost; 
• an addition of a 3.73% factor to plant in service to account for O&M 
• a 2.87% rather than 2.45% depreciation rate; and  
• a 48.6% rather than 48% to account for Accumulated Depreciation and ADIT Percent. 
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In addition, with the exception of the $3.05 instead of the $1.78 cost per foot of wire, the 
determination on this page is the same as the determination shown on page 13 of the City of 
Chicago’s Reply Brief.  The $3.05 cost per foot was used because it would not be appropriate to 
use primary wire cost in a calculation that estimates the cost of secondary wire.  (ComEd Ex. 
73.0 Revised, 38:856-859) 
 
The determination of the secondary voltage distribution line cost, $56,293 for the City of 
Chicago Alley lighting is shown on page 3 of ALJ Post Record 3_Attach 1.  This amount is 
determined using the same method shown on page 2 of ALJ Post Record 3_Attach 1 except with 
62,074 units of Alley lighting, 109 feet of secondary wire per light, and a use factor of 2%.  With 
the exception of the $3.05 instead of the $1.78 cost per foot of wire, the determination on this 
page is the same as the determination shown on page 14 of the City of Chicago’s Reply Brief. 
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