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No. 13-0387 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY’S  
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”), by its attorneys, respectfully submits to 

the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission” or “ICC”), this Reply in Support of Motion 

for Clarification pursuant to the Administrative Law Judges’ procedural schedule established in a 

Notice served on January 14, 2014.  In further support of the Motion for Clarification 

(“Motion”), ComEd states as follows. 

ARGUMENT 

The Commission Staff (“Staff”) and the City of Chicago (“City”) and the Citizens Utility 

Board (“CUB”) (together “City/CUB”) are the only parties to file a response to the Motion.  

Both Staff and City/CUB acknowledge that that the Commission’s December 19, 2013 Order in 

this proceeding contains an ambiguity as to when ComEd is to submit an embedded cost of 

service study (“ECOSS”) that includes “a distinct low-use subclass of each residential delivery 

class. . . .”  Order at 47.  Staff Resp. at ¶ 5; City/CUB Resp. pp. 1-2.  Absent any claim to the 

contrary, ComEd respectfully requests that the Commission grant ComEd’s Motion and provide 

guidance as to when the Commission wants such an ECOSS to be presented. 

ComEd does not take a position as to when the subject ECOSS should be filed and, 

instead looks to the Commission for guidance.  Staff proposes that the ECOSS should be 
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submitted in ComEd’s next proceeding to examine ComEd’s delivery service rate design.  Staff 

Resp. ¶7. 

City/CUB also addresses the timing question, and ComEd takes no position on their 

claim.  City/CUB Resp. pp. 2-4.  However, City/CUB does not limit its response to the substance 

of ComEd’s Motion: that is, the timing of when to file the subject ECOSS.  See Motion.  Instead, 

City/CUB improperly requests that the Commission impose additional obligations on ComEd, 

and substantive changes to the December 18, 2013 Order, that include ordering ComEd to 

perform a study “cooperatively with low use residential consumer representatives in this case.”1 

City/CUB Resp. at 5.  Such a request falls far outside the scope of ComEd’s Motion and should 

be rejected.  Rather, City/CUB should have made such a proposal in a timely-filed Application 

for Rehearing: the proper mechanism for suggesting substantive changes to a Commission Order. 

83 Ill.Adm.Code §200.880.  Yet, the time to file such a pleading expired one week before 

City/CUB filed its response to the Motion.  Id.  Accordingly, any City/CUB claims that go 

beyond the scope of ComEd’s Motion should be rejected. 

WHEREFORE, ComEd respectfully requests that the Illinois Commerce Commission 

clarify its December 18, 2013 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. 

  

                                                 
1 City/CUB’s assertion that they represent “low use residential” customers is puzzling.  During the course of this 
proceeding, City/CUB seemingly argued that they represented all residential customers on rate design issues.  
Additionally, City/CUB’s comparison to the Railroad Class to support its proposal also is inapposite.  The Railroad 
Class consists of only two customers.  Meanwhile, the four residential customer classes consist of approximately 3.4 
million customers.  Thus, City/CUB’s comparison is without merit.    
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Dated:  February 4, 2014. 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY 
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One of its attorneys 
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