
 

 

STATE OF ILLINOIS  

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION, 

On Its own Motion 

v. 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY, 

Investigation of tariffs approved in 
Docket No. 13-0386 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

No. 13-0553 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY’S RESPONSE 
TO THE AG’S UNAUTHORIZED REPLY 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”) submits this Response (“Response”) to the 

People of the State of Illinois’ (the “AG”) unauthorized “Reply of the People of the State of 

Illinois to Commonwealth Edison Company’s Response to the Administrative Law Judges’ Post 

Record Data Request” (the “AG’s Reply”).  ComEd states:  

1. In the Post Record Data Request (“Data Request”) propounded on the parties on 

November 14, 2013,1 the Administrative Law Judges asked for specific data from ComEd.  

ComEd provided accurate responsive data on November 18, 2013, and provided additional data 

sought by Staff in a supplemental response dated November 19, 2013 (“ComEd’s DR 

Response”).  The ALJs also ordered that “any party other than ComEd may choose to provide a 

response to this request containing the calculations and analyses described above ....”  See 

Attachment A.  Only the AG filed anything.  However, the AG did not submit any data, let alone 

“the calculations and analyses described above ....”  Rather, the AG filed a pleading arguing 

about the premise of ComEd’s DR Response, and making inaccurate arguments at that. 

                                                 
1  Attached hereto as Attachment A. 
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2. There is nothing inaccurate or deficient in ComEd’s response.  The ALJs’ Data 

Request directs ComEd to submit schedules showing “the revenue impact of the proposed order, 

specifically, in light of finding (5) of the proposed order.”  See Attachment A.  ComEd did 

exactly that.  The ALJs’ Data Request says nothing about calculating, or including in the 

response, the effect of any or all of the other potential changes – whether revenue requirement or 

rate design – at issue in Docket No. 13-0318.  Including those 13-0318 changes would actually 

have altered the apparent impact of the changes ordered in this Docket, and made the response 

misstate the answer to the question asked.  The Data Request asked about the impact of the 

Proposed Order in this Docket and that is the information that ComEd provided.   

3. The AG’s implication that ComEd submitted responsive data a few minutes 

before the deadline for a reply is erroneous.  ComEd fully answered the Data Request on 

November 18, 2013.  As noted, ComEd also provided Staff, the ALJs, and parties a full set of 

revenue requirement workpapers the next day.  The AG’s email request for “backup” data 

concerning rate design – information not covered by the Data Request, relating to a topic not at 

issue in this docket – was far beyond the ALJs’ Data Request.  When ComEd nonetheless 

provided this additional information, it did so voluntarily, in the interest of transparency.  

ComEd made clear in its cover email – the full email is attached hereto,2 as the AG’s Reply only 

excerpts it – that the additional data was not part of ComEd’s response to the ALJs’ Data 

Response, and made very clear that no rate design changes were made in ComEd’s DR 

Response.   

4. Finally, the AG’s request to hold the record open is groundless.  The impact of 

any ruling on billing determinants is a question to be addressed in Docket No. 13-0318, where 

                                                 
2 Attached hereto as Attachment B. 
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that issue is being litigated.  The record in this Docket, concerning three specific revenue 

requirement related rate formula adjustments, is complete and accurate.  

WHEREFORE, ComEd respectfully requests that the Administrative Law Judges mark 

the record “Heard and Taken” in the normal course. 

Dated:  November 22, 2013 Respectfully submitted, 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY 
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