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M E M O R A N D U M___________________________________________________ 
 
TO: The Commission 
 
FROM: John T. Riley, Administrative Law Judge 
 
DATE: March 2, 2012 
 
SUBJECT: Shawn J. O’Farrell, Kazmier Tooling, Inc. 
  -vs- 
 Commonwealth Edison Company 
 
 Complaint as to billing/charges in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Enter Order granting complaint in part, denying complaint in 

part. 
 
 

On August 19, 2011, Shawn J. O’Farrell, 80% owner of Kazmier Tooling, Inc., 
(“Complainant”) filed a verified Complaint with the Illinois Commerce Commission 
(“Commission”) against Commonwealth Edison Company (“Respondent”).  Mr. O’Farrell 
alleged that in 1992, he paid $8,000 to Respondent to install transformers and a utility 
pole adjacent to Kazmier Tooling, Inc. to increase power to his business.  In April 2011, 
he received a bill for $2081.28, which comprised back rent for the transformers for the 
period from March 2009 to March 2011.  He was also notified in April 2011 that he 
would be billed a future monthly rent of $86.72 for the transformers. 
 
 The attached order finds that Respondent has a sufficient basis under 83 Ill. 
Adm. Code 280.100 and Respondent’s Exhibit 1, tariff Rider NS, to recover back rent 
for the facilities in question.  Complainant requested installation of facilities that were 
designated non-standard by Respondent and pursuant to Exhibit 1, Respondent can 
recover the cost of non-standard facilities in monthly rent.  As Section 280.100(a)(2) 
allows a utility to back-bill a non-residential customer for up to two years, Respondent is 
permitted to recover rent for the period from March 2009 to March 2011.  The order also 
finds that Respondent’s Exhibit 1 allows it to charge a future monthly rent of $86.72 for 
the same facilities.   
 
 The order further finds that Respondent recalculated the amount of the two year 
back-bill to be $374.88, not the $2081.28 originally billed to Complainant.  To the extent 
that the amount of the back-bill has been reduced to $374.88, the order grants the 
complaint, but requires Respondent to refund or credit any amount Complainant has 
already paid in excess of that amount.  The future monthly rental of $86.72 is proper 
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under Respondent’s Exhibit 1 and with regard to that issue, the order denies the 
complaint.   
 

Accordingly, I recommend that the Commission enter the attached order granting 
the complaint in part and denying the complaint in part, as described above. 
 
 
JTR:jt 


