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I. Legislative History

Effective January 1, 2008, Public Act 95-0311 amended the Public Utilities Act 

(“PUA”) to allow corporate authorities of a municipality or county board adopting an 

ordinance to procure electric supply to serve the residential electrical loads within the 

government authority’s jurisdiction.  Under Section 17-800 of the PUA, government 

authorities were empowered to “solicit bids and enter into service agreements” with suppliers 

for the purposes of serving the electric load  pursuant to plans approved by the Illinois 

Commerce Commission (“ICC” or “Commission”).

Effective January 1 2010, Public Act 96-0176 repealed Section 17-800 of the PUA and 

created Section 1-92 of  the Illinois Power Agency (“IPA”) Act (20 ILCS 3855/1-2).  Section 

1-92 permits a municipality or county board adopting an ordinance to implement a load 

aggregation program on an opt-out basis. That is, as opposed to requiring a customer’s consent 

to participate in the municipal aggregation program and be switched to a retail electric supplier 

(“RES”), the aggregation programs authorized by Section 1-92 allow the corporate authority of 

a municipality or county board to switch a residential or “small commercial retail customer” 
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residing in such authority’s jurisdiction that has not opted-out of the program pursuant to the 

notice requirements therein.  

However, prior to a Government Authority’s operations under an ordinance 

establishing an opt-out aggregation program, Section 1-92 requires each municipality or county 

board to submit a referendum to its constituents to determine whether or not the aggregation 

program should function as an opt-out program for residential and small commercial retail 

customers.  If such referendum fails, the municipality or county board may operate the 

program on an “opt-in” basis, where only those customers consenting to participate in the 

program may be switched to the selected supplier.  Unlike the repealed provisions of the PUA, 

Section 1-92 requires corporate municipalities and county boards to develop their plans with 

the assistance of the IPA.

Subsection 1-92(c)(2) requires electric utilities to submit to the Government Authority

in an electronic format “those names and addresses of residential and small commercial retail 

customers in the aggregate area that are reflected in the electric utility's records at the time of 

the request.”  Effective August 12, 2011, Public Act 97-0338 amended subsection 1-92 of the 

IPA Act to include customer “account numbers” to the data provided by electric utilities.

II. Rate GAP - Government Aggregation Protocols

In preparation for potential state-wide municipal aggregation activity, in October of 

2010, the ICC’s Office of Retail Market Development (“ORMD”) began organizing 

discussions intended to identify and address issues associated with municipal aggregation 

programs.  In November 2010, the City of Fulton passed a referendum permitting the 

aggregation of electrical load for its constituents on an opt-out basis. Thereafter, ORMD 

workshop discussions continued in earnest to address and resolve the numerous issues and 
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concerns surrounding aggregation programs under Section 1-92, in general, and the terms and 

conditions under which the data required of utilities would be provided, specifically. While 

these discussions later sparked efforts in the General Assembly to further refine the scope and 

requirements of municipal aggregation programs, Commonwealth Edison Company 

(“ComEd”) stated that it determined that none of these efforts could be implemented quickly 

enough to address the pressing needs of municipalities with referenda on the March 2011 

election ballots or which had already passed. 

To enable the City of Fulton and the nineteen other municipalities that would go on to 

pass referenda in the spring of 2011 to move forward with their programs without delay or 

interruption, ComEd stated that it introduced its proposed Rate GAP – Government 

Aggregation Protocols (“Rate GAP”) to the ORMD workshop participants in February 2011.  

The express purpose was to define the circumstances when, and the terms and conditions under 

which, ComEd would provide retail customer data in aggregate or specifically, as required.  

ComEd stated that, after reviewing the tariff with ORMD workshop stakeholders and making 

what changes it could from a legal or operational perspective, it filed Rate GAP with the 

Commission on March 3, 2011.  The tariff became effective April 17, 2011.  While ComEd 

had indicated in its Supplemental Statement that the General Assembly was reviewing multiple 

legislative proposal at the time Rate GAP was filed and that the tariff would be modified to 

conform with any subsequent changes to Section 1-92, no amendments were adopted that 

required any further changes to the tariff.  On May 18, 2011, the Commission opened this 

docket placing Rate GAP under investigation.

Under Rate GAP, a Government Authority is required to (1) complete and submit to 

ComEd a Government Authority Aggregation Form (“GAAF”) and (2) maintain as 



4

confidential any customer specific information the Government Authority receives from the 

ComEd.  Further, ComEd is generally responsible for providing to the Government Authority:  

(1) generic load profiles; (2) aggregated load and usage data for applicable customers within 

the Government Authority’s jurisdiction; 3) a list of names and addresses of residential and 

small commercial customers broken down by class and supply source, including Rate BES –

Basic Electric Service (ComEd’s default fixed-price electric supply service), Rate BESH  --

Basic Electric Service Hourly Pricing (ComEd’s optional hourly-priced electric supply 

service), Rate RDS – Retail Delivery Service (delivery service provided to RES-supplied 

customers); and (4) after receiving a list of the residential and small commercial customers that 

have opted-out of the program through the municipality, a list of account numbers for only 

those customers that are receiving supply under Rate BES and have not notified the 

municipality of their election to opt-out.  

ComEd indicated that, to help preserve the privacy of customer specific data, the list of 

account numbers is provided separately without the associated customer names and addresses 

because an account number is all that is required to access historic customer-specific usage 

data on ComEd’s PowerPath website.  Furthermore, the account number is all that is required 

to enable a customer to be switched from one supplier to another.  Therefore, while the list of 

names and addresses is broken out to help the Government Authority identify which customers 

have already affirmatively selected an alternative to ComEd’s default fixed-price supply 

service and address such customers accordingly for proper notification as required under 

Section 1-92 , the list of account numbers provided to the Government Authority is limited to 

those of customers that have not opted-out and are not taking service from a RES in order to 
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help avoid disrupting existing supply arrangements and avoid unnecessary release of these 

account numbers.  

III. ComEd’s Initial Verified Comments

In its Initial Verified Comments, ComEd indicated that, through pre-filing discussions 

and agreement of the parties, the number issues to be addressed by ComEd were narrowed to 

the following:

1. Appropriate interpretation of “small commercial retail customer”;

2. Extent of provisions for the proper usage and protection of specific customer 

information passed from ComEd to the Government Authority under Rate GAP; 

and

3. Whether the term “retail customers” found in Section 1-92 of the IPA Act should be 

interpreted to mean only ComEd bundled service customers.

Furthermore, as indicated in ComEd’s Supplemental Statement accompanying Rate 

GAP, there were no charges proposed at the time Rate GAP was filed because the process for 

providing this data was in development and ComEd reserved the right to propose charges in the 

future.  In its comments, ComEd stated that, having developed the business process, it now 

proposes the application of data request fees, which were set forth in an attachment and 

discussed in the comments.  While ComEd shared the proposed fees with parties, no agreement 

was sought or reached by the parties other than to address them as an issue as part of this 

proceeding.

ComEd also offered for the Commission’s consideration a series of tariff revisions 

developed in discussions with parties and reflected in another attachment.  ComEd stated that, 

while various parties may seek revisions to Rate GAP that go beyond the changes reflected in
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the attachment, it was ComEd’s understanding that all parties either support or do not object to 

the revisions that are reflected in the attachment.  Therefore, Rate GAP, as revised in ComEd’s

attachment, should be regarded as the starting point for additional revisions that may be

proposed by others.  ComEd stated that it supported the approval of the attachment revisions, 

provided that the Commission recognizes in its final order that ComEd has limited ability to 

enforce certain new requirements they impose upon a Government Authority, such as the new 

30-day limit on a Government Authority to issue opt-out notices and switch customers after the 

receipt of name and address list and account list, respectively and other provisions discussed in 

its comments.

A. Disputed Issues

1. Appropriate interpretation of the term “small commercial retail 
customer”

ComEd stated that ambiguity surrounding the meaning of the term “small commercial 

retail customer” as used in Section 1-92 of the IPA Act has produced differing perspectives as 

to the appropriate group of non-residential customers that should be included in opt-out 

aggregation programs.  While the IPA Act does not contain a definition of the term, Section 

16-102 of the Public Utilities Act defines “small commercial retail customer” as a non-

residential customers who consume 15,000 kilowatt-hours (“kWh”) or less annually (220 ILCS 

5/16-102).  ComEd noted that some parties contend that the PUA definition of the term should 

be used to define the scope of non-residential customers that may be subject to the aggregation 

programs, whether for legal or policy reasons.

The legislative history of municipal aggregation involved a program that was once 

limited to residential customers and required ICC approval of associated plans when set forth 

under the PUA, but which subsequently was stricken from the PUA and expanded under the 
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IPA Act to include non-residential customers and require only IPA assistance with 

development of the plan and bidding process.  In this light, ComEd believes that “small 

commercial retail customer” as used in Section 1-92 of the Act is not necessarily tied to the 

PUA definition in Section 16-102.  ComEd stated that the term is used in Section 1-92 in 

descriptions about the rights and obligations of local municipalities and their constituents and 

that Section 1-92 does not itself confer jurisdiction in the Commission over any of those 

matters.  On the other hand, Article XVI of the PUA, in which the specific definition of “small 

commercial retail customer” is contained and to which it applies, deals in great length about 

matters squarely within the Commission’s jurisdiction.

Absent clear statutory guidance, ComEd stated that it sought to establish a reasonable 

definition of these small non-residential customers, one that could be readily implemented to 

address the imminent needs of municipalities that passed aggregation referenda and would also 

help to promote competition in this under-served area of the retail market.  Relying upon its 

delivery class structure and existing business processes to facilitate the information gathering 

process, ComEd settled upon the Watt-Hour Delivery Class and Small Load Delivery Class, 

which includes non-residential customers whose peak demand does not exceed 100 kilowatts 

in the twelve most recent months. At the time of the Rate GAP filing in March 2011, these 

were the only non-residential segments for which supply service had not been declared 

competitive.  ComEd further stated that the levels of customer switching in these classes had 

been historically stagnant and, at the time of filing Rate GAP, were 4.8%, and 17.7%, 

respectively. 

However, since the implementation of Rate GAP, ComEd stated that it has re-analyzed 

the degree of switching in the Watt-Hour Delivery Class and Small Load Delivery Class. As of 
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October 31, 2011, 14% and 24.9% of the customers in these classes had switched, respectively.  

In light of this significant uptick in switching at the class level, ComEd recently has undertaken 

an analysis of switching by customers in these two classes at the 15,000 kWh usage level.  

ComEd stated that, as of the twelve months ending in September 2011, roughly 40% (97,063) 

of the 241,474 customers in the Small Load Delivery Class have usage of 15,000 kWh or less 

per, compared to the nearly 97% (91,454) of the 93,854 customers Watt-Hour Delivery Class.   

Of those non-residential customers with usage over 15,000 kWh per year, over 35% had 

switched from supply service under Rate BES.  In light of the current switching levels in these 

classes, and having been afforded the time to develop an efficient means of identifying such 

customers in preparation for the next round of referenda, ComEd stated that it now would not 

oppose limiting the provision of aggregated load and usage data and name, address and account 

information for non-residential customers to those with usage of 15,000 kWh per year or less.    

Furthermore, ComEd proposes that, to the extent that the Commission determines that 

it has authority to define the non-residential customers eligible for aggregation programs in 

such a manner, it would identify such non-residential customers and provide associated 

aggregated load and usage data, names, addresses and account numbers for such customers as 

follows:  (1) ComEd will evaluate commercial customers in March of each year using the 

previous calendar year’s usage data to determine if a customer’s usage is 15,000 kWh per year

or less and (2) any subsequent requests for aggregated load and usage data, name, address 

and/or account data under Rate GAP would be limited to those customers whose consumption 

was marked as being  15,000 kWh per year or less. ComEd noted that the process is similar to 

processes approved by the Commission for the determination of those customers subject to 

competitive declarations.  
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2. Extent of provisions for the proper usage and protection of sensitive 
customer information passed from ComEd to the Government Authority 
under Rate GAP

In its comments, ComEd stated that, regarding the use of customer-specific information 

passed from an electric utility to a corporate authority or county board, subsection 1-92(c)(2) of 

the IPA Act clearly states that such information is:

subject to the limitations on the disclosure of the information described in Section 16-122 
of the Public Utilities Act and Section 2HH of the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Business 
Practices Act, and an electric utility shall not be held liable for any claims arising out of the 
provision of information pursuant to this item.

While ComEd acknowledges that legislative provisions for limiting the disclosure of 

information provided by ComEd to a governmental entity are apparent, it stated that certain 

parties expressed a concern that the provisions included under Section 1-92 of the Act are 

insufficient and potentially anti-competitive because they do not properly regulate what 

information the corporate authority or county board may provide to the RES(s) that wins the 

competitive solicitation processes or, in turn, how such winning RES(s) may use the 

information that the corporate authority or county board receives from ComEd.  As a result, 

there was a concern that access to the customer-specific names, addresses and account numbers 

may confer an uncompetitive advantage to the RES(s) that win such solicitations.  

In response, ComEd stated that it believes that it lacks the express authority under 

Section 1-92 to impose further restrictions and, more importantly, the ability to monitor or 

enforce such restrictions upon corporate authorities, county boards or the RESs that serve their 

programs.  

ComEd noted that, while certain parties are expected to advance more stringent 

limitations in this proceeding, the parties reached general agreement that, at a minimum, Sheet 

No. 410 of Rate GAP should be revised to include the following:
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The Government Authority warrants that any customer-specific information provided by 
the Company in accordance with the provisions of this tariff is treated as confidential 
information. Such Government Authority also warrants that any such information is used 
only to effectuate the provisions of Section 1-92 of the IPA Act. Such Government 
Authority is responsible for ensuring the confidentiality of such customer-specific 
information and the limitation of the use of such customer-specific information to only 
effectuate the provisions of Section 1-92 of the IPA Act. 

ComEd stated that, to the best of its knowledge, no party objected to the amended tariff 

language. But ComEd wanted it known that it does not control the extent to which information 

obtained by the Government Authority will be maintained as confidential; nor does ComEd 

accept as its obligation the responsibility for enforcing such provisions under Rate GAP 

beyond obtaining such warrants. 

3. Whether the term “retail customers” found in Section 1-92 of the IPA 
Act should be interpreted to mean only ComEd bundled service 
customers

ComEd stated that various parties had expressed concern regarding the provision to 

Government Authorities of names and addresses of customers not on ComEd’s default, fixed-

price supply tariff, Rate BES, and that it disagreed with those parties for both legal and policy 

reasons.

ComEd explained that, while the term “retail customers” as used in Section 1-92 is not 

currently defined, it is its view that, following the plain meaning of the term, ComEd is 

obligated to provide the names and addresses of all customers within the Government 

Authority’s jurisdiction, regardless of their source of energy supply.  It further stated that all 

electricity consumers take delivery service from ComEd under Rate RDS and are, therefore,

retail customers of ComEd. 

As a matter of public policy, ComEd believes that it is necessary and appropriate that a 

Government Authority have a full and complete list of names and addresses of electric 
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customers within its jurisdiction for the purpose of ensuring that it has the ability to contact and 

properly inform all of its constituents regarding the municipal aggregation plan and associated 

electric supply options, respond to questions regarding the program, and generally avoid 

customer confusion.  Further, it is ComEd’s position that any correspondence regarding the 

aggregation program should bear the official seal of Government Authority – not the logo of 

the winning RES – in order to improve the likelihood that it will be opened and read by the 

customer.  ComEd argued that, in light of the fact that this is a matter that rises to the level of 

requiring a vote of the affected citizenry, all customers should be properly notified by the 

Government Authority.   

B. Data Request Fees 

ComEd stated that it proposes to charge Government Authorities for the provision of 

aggregated usage data and customer-specific name, address and account number lists under 

Rate GAP.  While subsection 16-122(c) of the PUA (220 ILCS 5/16-112(c)) expressly 

authorizes utilities to assess a reasonable fee for the provision of electricity usage data to units 

of local government, such as the data provided under Rate GAP, ComEd argues that it is also 

appropriate from a cost causation perspective to allocate the cost of the time of the personnel 

required to develop customer lists and data bases, which is more than trivial. ComEd further 

stated that it has derived its proposed charges by accounting for the labor hours needed to 

retrieve, sort, and categorize data in manner that is pragmatically useful and meets the 

requirements of the requesting Government Authorities aggregation program. The proposed 

fees are as follows: 

 Aggregated load and usage data including nonresidential Peak Load Contributions 
(PLCs), and residential and small commercial customer name and addresses is $224. 

 Customer names and addresses only (as refresh) is $ 114 
 Customer account number list is $514
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C. Separate Rulemaking Proceeding

ComEd noted that the parties have worked cooperatively to address a variety of issues 

stemming from aggregation programs, narrowed the issues and developed further refinements.  

It argued that the terms and conditions for the provision of retail customer data set forth in Rate 

GAP are just and reasonable and consistent with the requirements of Section 1-92 of the IPA 

Act and that this investigation proceeding will reveal the underlying ambiguities in, and 

perceived deficiencies of, the statute creating opt-out aggregation programs – not of Rate GAP.  

As aggregation programs spread and grow, these issues will require resolution.  While ComEd 

believes that the General Assembly should continue the review of the enabling legislation that 

it began last spring, it also encourages the Commission, to the extent it believes it has the 

authority to address these issues and any other issues, to exercise such authority by initiating a 

rulemaking proceeding that brings greater structure and clarity to the operation of these 

programs and creates a coherent policy on retail competition.  While the instant proceeding 

creates a convenient forum for attempting to address these issues, ComEd argues that ruling on 

utility tariffs is not the appropriate vehicle for promulgating State policies concerning the 

parties implementing aggregation programs and the aggregation programs themselves.

IV. ComEd’s Verified Reply Comments

In response to the comments of Staff and intervenors, ComEd’s Verified Reply 

Comments addressed six specific issues: 1) The appropriate interpretation of the term “small 

commercial retail customer”; 2) The appropriate definition of the term “retail customers” as 

used in Section 1-92 of the Illinois Power Agency Act (20 ILCS 3855/1-92) (“Section 1-92”); 

3) Confidentiality and use of data passed from ComEd to the Government Authority pursuant 
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to Section 1-92; 4) Fees associated with the provision of aggregated usage data and customer 

specific name, address and account number lists under Rate GAP; 5) Proposed tariff 

modifications to Rate GAP requiring specific peak load contributions (“PLCs”) in lieu of 

generic profiles; and 6) Cost components of customer lists under Rate GAP.

A. Appropriate Interpretation of the Term “Small Commercial Retail Customer”

ComEd reiterated that it does not oppose limiting the aggregated load usage, name, 

address and account information for non-residential customers that would be provided to the 

Government Authority pursuant Section 1-92 to those with usage of 15,000 kWh per year or 

less. 

B. Appropriate Definition of the Term “Retail Customers” as Used in Section 1-92

ComEd generally concurs with Staff’s view that the statute is self-explanatory on this 

issue.  ComEd argues that the proper use of the term “retail customers” in this context includes

all customers who are “receiving or [are] eligible to receive tariffed services from an electric 

utility” and use electric power or energy at a single premises. (220 ILCS 5/16-102.) ComEd’s 

Rate RDS, which provides unbundled delivery services to customers who have chosen to 

receive electric supply from a retail electric supplier RES, is such a tariffed service.

ComEd further points out that Section 1-92(2)(e) of the IPA states: “It shall be the duty 

of the aggregated entity to fully inform residential and small commercial retail customers in 

advance that they have the right to opt out of the aggregated program.” It argues that providing 

the full set of names and addresses of all ComEd customers allows the Government Authority 

to fully inform its constituents.  ComEd believes, therefore, that it is a statutory requirement for 

ComEd to include information about both bundled and unbundled customers in its municipal 

aggregation data dissemination processes.
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ComEd disagrees with Dominion’s strong opposition to allowing governmental 

aggregators to “have customer specific information of a retail customer that has already 

switched to third party competitive supply” on the basis that such information does not “serve 

an important public purpose.” ComEd states that the practical basis for its preference for 

providing the name and address for both bundled and unbundled retail customers is to support

a municipal aggregator’s customer notification processes so that all customers within the 

aggregators service territory may be “fully informed” of available supply service offerings. 

Lastly on this issue, ComEd notes that the names and addresses associated with 

residences and businesses within the ComEd service territory are not proprietary information

that is unavailable through other means. Rather, ComEd points out that there are a number of 

national databases, such as Harte Hanks, Acxiom, and Nielson to name a few, with the ability 

to provide such data and that RESs and other marketers may already be using such 

commercially available resources in developing their direct mailings.  Moreover, ComEd states 

that it is already required to provide names and addresses to municipalities to aid in the 

municipalities’ tax review.  A municipality, “subject to the limitations and protections stated in 

Section 16-122 of the Public Utilities Act,” may request “any information from an electricity 

deliverer that the municipality reasonably requires in order to perform ” such reviews. (35 

ILCS 645/5-10). Pursuant to this provision, ComEd already routinely provides municipal 

authorities with customer names and addresses.
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C. Concerns about Confidentiality and Use of Data

Several intervenors proposed further tariff revisions intended to restrict the Government 

Authorities’ dissemination and use of data provided by ComEd pursuant to Rate GAP. In 

response, ComEd stated that, to the extent the Commission believes it has the authority to 

impose such requirements and restrictions on the Government Authorities, ComEd generally 

does not object to the inclusion of such tariff provisions.  However, ComEd reiterated its 

general concern with its inability, as a utility, to enforce adherence to such requirements

against a governmental entity and asked the Commission to take such this significant limitation 

into account when reviewing these proposals.  Further, ComEd requested that, in the event any 

particular requirement is adopted by the Commission for inclusion in Rate GAP, ComEd be 

given permission to re-work the proposed language so that it comports with the terminology

generally used in ComEd’s approved tariffs on file with the Commission. ComEd indicated 

that it would be willing to review the drafts with Staff and interested parties and requested ten 

(10) business days to make any such compliance filing.  ComEd stated that it will endeavor to 

make the compliance filing sooner than this, given cooperation of the parties.

D. Rate GAP Data Request Fees

In response to Staff’s proposal for language for the prevention of “potential double 

recovery of costs from Government Authorities and ratepayers”, ComEd indicated that it has 

no objections to the inclusion of the language proposed by Staff for the Commission’s final 

order in this proceeding, as its proposal is consistent with the manner in which the pending 

performance-based formula rate mechanism (Docket No. 10-0721 filed pursuant to PA 97-

0616) will operate and guard against any potential for double recovery of costs.  
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Dominion proposed to reduce ComEd’s charges for Rate GAP by 25%, indicating that 

the Affiliated Interest Agreement Common and Non-Common Back Office Rate costs as 

represented in Attachment A of ComEd’s Initial Comments were “fixed overhead costs that 

would be incurred regardless of whether a RES requests a customer list for governmental 

aggregation”.  In response, ComEd indicated that shares Staff’s desire “to conclude this 

proceeding as expeditiously as reasonably possible” and that, therefore, in the interest of 

narrowing the issues, ComEd does not oppose Dominion’s proposal to reduce fees at this time. 

However, ComEd reserved the right to revisit this pricing issue in the future. 

RRES expressed a concern with inequitable “costs to the residents and businesses in 

small communities” that would be posed by ComEd’s proposed charges. ComEd responded by 

stating that the majority of the tasks required to produce the necessary information are common 

to all requests, resulting in largely fixed costs that do not vary with the number of customers in 

a community.  Nonetheless, ComEd acknowledged the potential for administrative cost 

differences between relatively smaller and larger communities.  However, ComEd stated that 

the charges being proposed in this case are based on ComEd’s experience to date with 

preparing the data and lists for the relatively small communities it has served under Rate GAP.

ComEd believes, therefore, that, if any cost differences exist, t the costs to serve larger 

communities may be higher – not that the costs to serve smaller communities would be lower –

than what is represented in the proposed charges.   

E. Proposed Tariff Modifications Requiring Specific PLCs in Lieu of Generic 
Profiles

ICEA requested certain tariff modifications related to specific “peak load contibutions 

(“PLCs”) and generic profiles.   Subsection 1-92(c)(2) of the IPA Act refers to Subsection 16-

122(c) of the PUA (220 ILCS 5/16-112 (c)) concerning data provided to the municipality. In 
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particular, this provision directs the electric utility to provide the aggregated load and usage 

data, which ComEd fulfills via the Rate GAP data request process.  To further assist 

municipalities, ComEd provides non-residential customer PLCs in aggregated format.  ComEd 

stated that residential PLCs can be calculated by multiplying the number of residential 

customers in the residential class, which is also provided via the Rate GAP data request 

process, by the publicly available class PLCs, which are posted on the ComEd website.  

ComEd can also provide load shape curves by customer classification, as directed in 

Subsection 16-122(c) of the PUA, in the form of the generic load profiles, which are also 

publicly available on the ComEd website.  Therefore, ComEd stated that it will not change the 

tariff to remove generic profiles. 

Further, ComEd stated that individual PLCs are unique to each customer and provide 

their specific contribution to the ComEd peak load and are used as a billing determinant for 

wholesale transmission and capacity billing.  ComEd believes that it cannot release the 

customer-specific PLCs, as recommended by ICEA, as that would provide customer specific 

data related to billing, usage or load shape. Subsection 16-122(c) of the PUA (220 ILCS 5/16-

112 (c)) prohibits the release of this customer-specific data unless authorization is provided by 

the customer.  

F. Cost Components of Customer Lists under Rate Gap

Dominion called into question the three component pricing structure of data request 

fees related to Rate GAP, proposing that “they should be combined into one for administrative 

ease”. In response, ComEd stated that the three-component based pricing structure was 

designed to accommodate the requirements developed through settlement discussions.  In order 

to ensure that the list of names and addresses and list of account numbers are as up-to-date as 
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possible, Government Authorities are required to use the list to begin the customer notification 

process and customer switching process within thirty (30) days of receipt.  Therefore, ComEd 

states that, in the event Government Authorities adhere to this requirement and request re-runs

of the lists after thirty days, ComEd’s proposed unbundled pricing structure will appropriately 

charge for this additional service.

Dated:  February 3, 2012 Respectfully Submitted,

/s/ Michael S. Pabian
Michael S. Pabian
Assistant General Counsel
Exelon Business Services
10 South Dearborn St., 49th Floor
Chicago, IL 60603
michael.pabian@exeloncorp.com
(312) 394-5831
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I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was served electronically on the parties on 

this 3rd day of February, 2012.

/s/ Michael S. Pabian
Michael S. Pabian
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