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No. 13-0387 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY’S  
MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”), by its attorneys, respectfully moves the 

Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission” or “ICC”), pursuant to Section 200.190 of the 

Commission’s Rules of Practice, 83 Illinois Administrative Code (“Ill. Adm. Code”) §200.190, 

for clarification of its final Order issued in this proceeding on December 19, 2013.  In support of 

this motion, ComEd states: 

1. On April 30, 2013, ComEd filed tariffs and accompanying testimony in 

compliance with Section 16-108.5(e) of the Public Utilities Act (“PUA”), 220 ILCS 5/16-

108.5(e).  The Commission suspended the tariffs on June 5, 2013, initiating this proceeding, 

Docket No. 13-0387.  The focus of this proceeding is to address, in a revenue requirement-

neutral fashion, ComEd’s delivery service cost of service and rate design.   

2. Based upon the evidentiary record in this proceeding, the Commission issued its 

final Order on December 19, 2013 (“December 19 Order”).    

3. On page 47 of the December 19 Order, the Commission directed ComEd to 

conduct a study relating to low use residential customers.  In particular, the Commission stated:   

According to City/CUB, its proposed adjustment is intended to correct ComEd’s 
failure to examine cost-characteristics related to serving low-use ratepayers and 
failure to properly categorize costs unrelated to the existence of ratepayer account. 
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The Commission notes that the Order in Docket No. 10-0467 required ComEd to 
provide evidence that demonstrates whether the impacts on the low-use sub-group of 
the SFV rate design are such that it would be appropriate to have a new class cost of 
service. The Commission finds that ComEd has not complied with this directive. 
City/CUB raise definite concerns regarding the low-use sub-group and how ComEd’s 
customer related costs are allocated and the Commission would echo its previous 
direction to the utility to provide the requested information. It is unclear to the 
Commission why ComEd failed to comply with that direction in the current 
proceeding. If the Commission does find that these costs should be reallocated for the 
policy reasons put forth by City/CUB in the next proceeding, it would benefit all 
parties to have an allocation based on the most accurate numbers. 
As ComEd notes, the City/CUB proposal would allocate customer related costs first 
to the residential, non-residential, and lighting sectors on the basis of currently used 
customer related allocation factors, then allocate the costs among the residential 
sector based on usage, while still allocating the customer related costs within the non-
residential and lighting sectors based on currently used customer related allocation 
factors. City/CUB maintain that in the residential sector all the customer related costs 
must be allocated on the basis of revenues or energy usage with the exception of the 
meter and billing postage. The Commission does not agree with City/CUB’s assertion 
and declines to adopt City/CUB’s proposed residential cost allocation adjustment. 
The Commission further orders ComEd to conduct and provide an ECOSS with a 
distinct low-use subclass of each residential delivery class. 

December 19 Order at 47.  (emphasis added) 

4. In order to timely comply with the Commission’s directive on page 47 of the 

December 19 Order, and to avoid any confusion concerning the Commission’s intent, ComEd 

respectfully requests clarification regarding when the study of the costs to serve low use 

customers should be submitted.1  The passage in the December 19 Order quoted above refers, in 

a slightly different context, to “the next proceeding.”  Because the development of distinct 

delivery service charges for low use residential customers pertains to cost allocation and rate 

design, ComEd understands “the next proceeding” to refer to the next rate design investigation 

proceeding.  However, the Commission refers to different future proceedings at various places in 

                                                 
1 ComEd also notes that it will be timely filing an Application for Rehearing in this proceeding to address, among 
other things, residential rate design.  Should the Commission grant rehearing concerning residential rate design and 
the question of the low use customer subclasses, ComEd intends to provide the Commission and the record with 
additional information regarding  low use residential customers  including an illustrative ECOSS and rates based on 
the indicated cost responsibility of low use customers.  As such, this motion would be rendered moot. 
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its December 19 Order, namely, the next rate design proceeding and the 2014 Formula Rate 

Update Proceeding.  See e.g., December 19 Order at 33, 57, 94.  ComEd notes that the PUA 

precludes litigation of rate design issues in the statutorily required annual formula rate update 

proceeding. 220 ILCS 5/16-108.5(c); 220 ILCS 5/16-108.5(e).  Moreover the Commission may 

prefer that this subject be addressed in a separate proceeding conducted under the provisions of 

Section 9-250 of the PUA.  Therefore, ComEd requests clarification as to the forum in which the 

Commission intends that this information be submitted.  

WHEREFORE, ComEd respectfully requests that the Illinois Commerce Commission 

clarify its December 19 Order to specify in which proceeding the study of the costs of serving 

low use residential customers, specifically the ECOSS with a distinct low-use subclass for each 

residential delivery class,  should be submitted. 

Dated:  January 14, 2014. 
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