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TO: The Commission 
 
FROM: Terrance Hilliard and Heather Jorgenson  
 Administrative Law Judges 
 
DATE: November 21, 2013 
 
SUBJECT:   Commonwealth Edison Company 
 
    Revenue-neutral tariff changes related to rate design 
 
 Requests for Oral Argument by REACT and City/CUB 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Deny the Requests.  
 
______________________________________________________________________   
 
 On April 30, 2013, pursuant to Section 5/16-108.5 of the Public Utilities Act 
(“Act”), Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”) filed with the Illinois Commerce 
Commission (the “Commission”), tariff filings for the Commission and all stakeholders to 
consider revenue-neutral tariff changes related to cost allocation and rate design.   
 
 Evidentiary hearings were held on September 24-25, 2013.  At the evidentiary 
hearings, ComEd, the Staff of the Commission (“Staff”), and Intervenors presented 
testimony and other evidence.  Among the Intervenors were the Coalition to Request 
Equitable Allocation of Costs Together ("REACT"), the City of Chicago (“City”) and the 
Citizen’s Utility Board (“CUB”).  During this proceeding the City and CUB (referred to 
herein as “City/CUB”) filed joint briefs supporting many of the same positions.   
 
 On September 25, 2013, the ALJs marked the record “Heard and Taken.”  The 
ALJs Proposed Order was served on November 8, 2013.  Briefs on Exceptions were 
filed November 18, 2013.  Replies to Exceptions are due November 25, 2013.   
 
 In REACT’s request for Oral Argument contained in its Brief on Exceptions, it 
points out that the issues in this docket concern how the revenue requirement is to be 
allocated among, and recovered from, the various ComEd customers and customer 
classes.  REACT argues that ComEd's allocation of costs and rate design contains 
flaws that violate basic cost causation principles.   
 
 REACT contends that the Proposed Order reaches conclusions that are contrary 
to prior Commission directives with respect to cost causation, cost allocation, and rate 
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design transparency.  REACT notes that the Proposed Order declines to order the 
modifications and studies that REACT has advocated. 
 
 REACT asserts that the Commission’s deliberations would be informed by Oral 
Argument on these issues.  
 
 The City/CUB Brief on Exceptions also requests Oral Argument.  City/CUB point 
out that this proceeding is the first opportunity for the Commission to examine ComEd’s 
rate design after enactment of formula rate recovery in Illinois, and is the Commission’s 
first, and possibly only, opportunity to examine ComEd’s compliance with previous 
orders with respect to residential rate design.   
 
 The Proposed Order does not adopt the residential rate design proposal 
suggested by City/CUB.  City/CUB have proposed replacement language for the 
Proposed Order modifying the Order’s conclusions on residential rate design.  City 
/CUB request that the Commission grant the request for Oral Argument to further 
explain the positions advanced in their briefs and evidence.  
 
 Under Section 200.850 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice, the Commission, 
may, at its discretion, hear Oral Argument upon seven days notice to the parties.  The 
record in this Docket is extensive.  The parties’ positions are supported by testimony, 
documentary evidence, and briefs. Holding Oral Argument in this docket is not 
mandatory.  The deadline for Commission action on this Docket is December 26, 2013.   
 
 Accordingly, we recommend that the Commission deny the requests for Oral 
Argument.  
 
 
TH/HJ:fs 
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