
 
 

 Docket:  13-0387 
 Bench Date: 2/5/14 
 Deadline:  N/A 
M E M O R A N D U M___________________________________________________ 
 
TO: The Commission 
 
FROM: Terrance Hilliard and Heather Jorgenson  
 Administrative Law Judges 
 
DATE: January 28, 2014 
 
SUBJECT:   Commonwealth Edison Company 
    Revenue-neutral tariff changes related to rate design 
    ComEd Motion for Clarification and Responses by Staff and  
    City of Chicago/ Citizen’s Utility Board 
  
RECOMMENDATION: Direct ComEd to provide an ECOSS with a distinct low-use  
    subclass for each residential delivery class and provide  
    procedural guidance to the parties.  
_____________________________________________________________________   
 
 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.   
 
 On December 18, 2013, the Commission entered a final Order in this Docket 
regarding the issues presented by ComEd, Commission Staff (“Staff”) and various 
stakeholders.  On January 14, 2014, ComEd filed a Motion for Clarification of the 
Commission’s final Order in this proceeding. 
 
 The Commission proposed and approved edits to page 47 of the final Order 
requiring ComEd to conduct a study relating to low use residential customers.  In the 
event that the Commission does not grant rehearing concerning residential rate design 
and the low use customer subclasses, as requested by ComEd, ComEd seeks 
clarification regarding when the study of the costs to serve low use customers should be 
submitted.  ComEd notes that the passage in the final Order refers, in a slightly different 
context, to “the next proceeding.”  ComEd states that it understands “the next 
proceeding” to refer to the next rate design investigation proceeding.  However, ComEd 
observes that “the next proceeding” is used throughout the final Order to refer to 
different future proceedings including the 2014 Formula Rate Update Proceeding.  
ComEd states that the Act precludes litigation of rate design issues in the annual 
formula rate update proceeding.  ComEd further proffers that the Commission may 
address this issue in a separate proceeding under Section 9-250 of the Act. 
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 On January 27, 2014, Staff filed a response to ComEd’s Motion for Clarification 
agreeing with ComEd that there is some ambiguity as to when ComEd is required to 
provide the ECOSS.  Staff further agrees with ComEd that this issue should not be 
litigated in the 2014 Formula Rate Update proceeding.  Staff believes that ComEd 
should provide an ECOSS with a distinct low-use subclass of each residential delivery 
class in the next rate design investigation proceeding.  Staff does not believe it is 
necessary to address this issue in a Section 9-250 proceeding. 
 
 On January 28, 2014, the City of Chicago and the Citizens Utility Board (jointly 
“City/CUB”) filed a response to ComEd’s Motion for Clarification.  City/CUB argue that 
ComEd should present its cost study results in a timely investigation, either in this 
docket or in a separate Section 9-250 proceeding, to avoid further delay in the 
correction of cost misallocations affecting low use residential customers.  City/CUB 
state that a timely proceeding on this issue will allow any changes to be implemented as 
part of ComEd’s next annual formula rate update.  City/CUB further recommend that the 
Commission direct ComEd to conduct the study of low use residential consumers’ costs 
of service cooperatively with experts for the public interest parties in this case. 
 
 There is no deadline for Commission action.  We recommend that the 
Commission direct ComEd to provide an ECOSS with a distinct low-use subclass for 
each residential delivery class and provide guidance to the parties regarding the specific 
procedural context in which this information is to be presented.   
 
TH/HJ:fs 
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