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nature of Staff’s specific concerns with the Residential Lighting program.  The 
Commission does not wish to be involved at such a detailed level in program 
administration.  The Commission declines to take any action on Staff’s 
recommendation. 

 

Exception 11:  CHP 

 

On page 91, the two paragraphs following the heading “Commission Analysis and 
Conclusion” should be modified as follows: 

 

c) Commission Analysis and Conclusion 

All parties in this proceeding that have addressed CHP agree that it is an a 
measure eligible for consideration under certain programs in energy efficiency measure 
for ComEd’s Plan 3 portfolio. Based on the testimony provided by the parties, the 
Commission agrees with this conclusion.  ItSpecifically, it is also clear that CHP projects 
are eligible for consideration in customized energy savings plans under ComEd’s Plan 3 
custom programs.  

The Commission agrees with MCA that a standalone CHP program should be 
evaluated within the stakeholder advisory group process and that such a stand-alone 
program might appropriately be incorporated in ComEd’s Plan 3 program offerings 
following that evaluation.  Thus, the Commission directs ComEd to initiate a discussion 
at SAG to evaluate a stand-alone CHP Pilot Program.  This does not require a new plan 
to be filed, but rather is consistent with the Commission’s grant of flexibility.  If SAG 
evaluates a CHP Pilot Program and finds that it would be a beneficial addition to 
ComEd’s energy efficiency offerings, then it could be instituted in this Plan 3.  If it 
requires a budget shift over 20%, then ComEd will need to report that to the 
Commission and request approval.   

 

Exception 12:  Voltage Optimization 

 

On page 95, the paragraph following the heading “Commission Analysis and 
Conclusion” should be modified as follows: 

 

c) Commission Analysis and Conclusion 

A review of the record leads the Commission to believe that a VO feasibility study 
should could be pursued and could in fact result in many direct and indirect benefits.  
The Commission agrees with ComEd and the AG that it VO would not, however, qualify 
as a Section 8-103 energy efficiency measure because it could result in lowered end-
use electricity, but it appears that it should be.  While it seems that such a study could 
be considered elsewhere incorporated into the Company’s smart grid plan, this is not 


