
ICC Docket No. 11-0721  
 

Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to 
Administrative Law Judges’ (“ALJ”) Post Record Data Request 

ALJ 1   
Date Received:  May 4, 2012 
Date Served:  May 10, 2012 

 

 
POST RECORD REQUEST NO. ALJ 1: 
 
a.) Commonwealth Edison Company shall provide a set of schedules showing the rates, by 

rate classification, that would result, if the conclusions in the Administrative Law Judges’ 
Proposed Order regarding revenues, operating expenses, rate base, rate of return, cost of 
service and rate design were to be adopted. 

 
b.) Commonwealth Edison Company shall 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 charge 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, as well as 
relatively high, amounts of utility service for each rate classification, with the assumed 
usage level for these schedules.    

 
c.) Commonwealth Edison Company shall provide completed Appendix B Schedules (FR 

Schedules A-1 through D-2 and all Appendices) that shall include all amounts on the 
appropriate schedule/appendix that would result if the conclusions in the Administrative 
Law Judges’ Proposed Order were adopted.  Appendix B shall also contain all corrections 
necessary to the descriptions and sources, and add any extra lines, calculations, etc that 
would be necessary if the conclusions in the Administrative Law Judges’ Proposed Order 
were to be adopted.   (See attached).   

 
RESPONSE: 
 
a.) Please see ALJ 1_Attach A Rate Design. 
 
b.) In order to provide a meaningful and detailed response, ComEd has modeled this 

response upon documents which were provided in response to the ALJ Post Record Data 
Request No. 5 provided in the ComEd 2010 Case (Docket No. 10-0467).  In that previous 
data request response, ComEd was able to utilize previously provided usage data for a 
“typical” customer at 20%, 50%, and 80% of the average usage for each delivery service 
class.  However, no such data exists in the current docket.  Therefore, ComEd is utilizing 
the same usage data for a “typical” customer that was utilized in response to ALJ Post 
Record Data Request No. 5 in Docket No. 10-0467.   
 
For this response ComEd is providing ALJ 1_Attach B (CONFIDENTIAL).xls and ALJ 
1_Attach B (PUBLIC).xls.  This attachment provides three comparative values for a 
relatively “typical” customer at 20%, 50%, and 80% of the average usage for each 
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delivery service class.  For customers that have a fixed-price ComEd supply option, a bill 
impact as a percent of total bill is presented with the Purchased Electricity Charges that 
are in effect on May 8, 2012.  For other charges, ComEd also utilized the charges in 
effect on May 8, 2012. 
 
To ease readability of the results, included is a SUPER SUMMARY tab, which has been 
highlighted to show the impacts on a monthly, annual, and percentage basis for each 
class.  Further, the requested information regarding impacts related to dollars summarized 
for each class is included in the SUMMARY $ tab and annual impacts are included in 
Column Q for each comparison.  The requested information regarding impacts on a 
percentage basis summarized for each class is included in the SUMMARY % tab and 
annual impacts are included in Column Q for each comparison.   
 
The public version of the response is being provided because the results for the Railroad 
Class only include two (2) customers. 
 

c.) Included as attachments Attach C and Attach D are revised versions of Appendix A and 
Appendix B, which are reflective of the ALJ Proposed Order’s positions. 
ALJ 1_Attach C includes a revised Proposed Order Appendix A which is reflective of 
several technical corrections identified in ComEd’s brief on Exceptions (Pages 89-92). 
These technical corrections include: 

1. Wages and Salaries Allocator and General Plant Allocation Methodology 
(Technical Exception No. 9). The Proposed Order (PO) agreed with the ICC Staff’s 
(Staff) position that the Wages and Salaries (W&S) Allocator should be revised to 
include production wages in the denominator. This revision reduced the W&S allocator 
applicable to delivery service. This change results in a reduction to ComEd’s proposed 
amount of G&I plant allocation to delivery service (as ComEd proposed to allocate all 
G&I plant, except Communications Equipment) using the W&S allocator. When this 
adjustment in made simultaneously with Staff’s adjustment to the G&I plant allocation 
methodology, it results in a double count of some of the reductions to G&I plant. ComEd 
has revised page 2, column G; page 3, column L; page 6, column D; and page 7, column 
M of the PO’s Appendix A to correct this double count.  

2. Projected Depreciation Expense (Technical Exception No. 15). The PO agreed with 
Staff’s position to revise the projected depreciation expense (as calculated on ComEd 
Ex. 22.1, App 8) but did not include the change in Appendix A. ComEd has added two 
new columns (page 3, column M and page 6, column E) to Appendix A in order to reflect 
the revised methodology. 

3. Return on Pension Asset (Technical Exception No. 13). The PO agreed with Staff’s 
position to revise ComEd’s long term cost of debt from 6.37% to 6.42%, but neglected to 
update this change on Sch. FR C-3 Pension Funding Costs Computation. ComEd has 
added a new column (page 3, column N) to Appendix A to include this adjustment.  

4. Cash Working Capital (Technical Exception No. 11 ). The PO agreed with Staff’s 
Cash Working Capital (CWC) positions, and reduced ComEd’s rate base by 
$67,861,000. This reduction was based upon ComEd’s surrebuttal CWC. Appendix A 
uses ComEd’s rebuttal revenue requirement and rate base as a starting point. In order to 
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properly align the reduction to ComEd’s rebuttal CWC position, the reduction was 
increased to $69,528,000. ComEd revised Appendix A, page 6, column H to reflect this 
correction.  

5. Non-AFUDC CWIP (Technical Exception No. 12). The PO agreed with Staff that non-
AFUDC CWIP should be removed from the plan-year calculation, but included in the 
reconciliation calculation. Appendix A removed $5,751,000, but should have removed 
$6,225,000. ComEd revised Appendix A, page 7, column L, to reflect this correction. 

 
ALJ 1_Attach D includes Appendix B, which includes the formula rate Schedules (FR A-1 
through FR D-2) and Appendices App 1 through App 11 which are reflective of the PO’s 
recommendations as also provided on ALJ 1_Attach 1. Appendix B also includes the technical 
corrections set forth in ComEd’s motion relating to housekeeping and technical corrections filed 
on April 27, 2012. 
 
The overall impact of these corrections is a $1,223,000 increase in the revenue requirement from 
$1,937,874,000 to $1,939,097,000. 
ComEd notes that, although it did not include it in either ALJ_Attach C or ALJ_Attach D, 
ComEd believes the PO errs in its application of the roll forward of Accumulated Deferred 
Income Taxes. In particular, the PO applies the ADIT associated with the actual plant additions 
($290,531,000) as a reduction to rate base, but ComEd’s rebuttal position includes projected 
plant additions. In order to correct this mis-match1, the reduction should be changed to 
$265,681,000. (Technical Exception No. 6.). 
 
Please note that Attach_D has not been through the full process undertaken for a final order 
compliance filing, which may ultimately require further housekeeping modifications. 
 


