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CTA EXHIBIT 3.0

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF
DENNIS ANOSIKE
ON BEHALF OF THE CHICAGO TRANSIT AUTHORITY

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME,

My name is Dennis Anosike.

ARE YOU THE SAME DENNIS ANOSIKE WHO HAS FILED DIRECT

TESTIMONY IN THIS DOCKET?

Yes, I am.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR REBUTTAL TESTIMONY?

The purpose of my testimony is to address issues raised in the rebuttal testimony of

ComEd witnesses Terence Donnelly, ComEd Ex. 21.0 and Lawrence S. Alongi and

Chantal J. Jones, ComEd Ex. 32.0 AND Paul Crumrine, ComEd Ex. 30.0.

WILL YOU PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR TESTIMONY?

My testimony addresses the following issues:

1. The Railroad Class is not presently being subsidized by any other rate class. The
CTA’s proposal in this docket is to have its rates set at the proper level taking into
account the fact that the ComEd cost of service is flawed and the public policy
statements by the Illinocis Commerce Commission in Docket No. 05-0597
regarding public mass transportation providers.

2. The CTA provides a valuable benefit to ComEd’s customers by allowing ComEd

to place many miles of lines that serve other customers on CTA facilities.
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3. The CTA continues to disagree with ComEd’s assertion that it can pick and
choose which portions of the 1958 contract are valid and which ones ComEd can
unilaterally abrogate.

4. The CTA’s proposal to limit the increase to the Railroad Class to the system
average or the increase to the residential class is reasonable in light of the flaws in
ComEd’s proposed rates.

5. ComEd’s proposed “mitigation” of its 62 per cent rate increase for the Railroad
Class is unacceptable.

6. ComEd’s statement that Docket No. 05-0597 changed how construction costs are
to be allocated is incorrect and contrary to the final order in that case.

In addition to my testimony, the CTA is offering the following rebuttal witnesses:

. Glenn Zika testifies concerning the electrical operation of the CTA system as it
relates to ComEd.

. James Bachman testifies concerning ComEd’s cost of service study and Riders
SMP and SEA.

TURNING FIRST TO THE TESTIMONY OF TERENCE DONNELLY, COMED
EX. 21.0 AT PAGE 107, DO YOU AGREE WITH HIS STATEMENT THAT THE
CTA IS REQUESTING A RATE DECREASE AND THAT OTHER CUSTOMERS
SHOULD BEAR CTA'’S COSTS?

Mr. Donnelly is incorrect. The CTA is not asking that other customers bear CTA’s costs.
Instead, the CTA seeks to have ComEd follow (i) the Illinois Commerce Commission’s
directive in Docket No. 05-0597 that the CTA’s rates reflect as closely as possible the
contract provisions in the 1958 CTA-ComEd agreement and (ii) the Commission’s
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recognition in Docket No. 05-0597 of the overriding benefits that the CTA is providing
as a provider of public mass transportation. These benefits are especially important today
as the nation works through an economic downturn and gasoline prices continue to
increase. Public mass transportation is a cost-effective alternative to people who must
travel to work. Public transportation also helps in reducing emissions that contribute to
the greenhouse effect. In ComEd’s last rate case this Commission correctly recognized
these societal benefits that the Railroad Class provides in this regard when it stated in the
final order at 189:
Also, the fact that the CTA and Metra are providers of mass public
transportation raises an additional public interest concern. ComEd’s
proposal fails to account for the potential impact of increased utility rates
for entities providing public transportation on the citizens of Illinois. The
Commission is very concerned that any changes to the provisions of
service providers of mass transit will not unduly burden the millions of
passengers who depend on public transportation. . . the Commission
believes that important public policy considerations cannot be ignored.
I included some of the studies showing these benefits in my direct testimony. In addition,
the statement by Mr. Donnelly ignores the real benefits that the CTA provides to ComEd
from an operational viewpoint. These benefits are discussed in the direct and rebuttal
testimony of CTA witness Glenn Zika. The benefits include providing ComEd with flow
through feeds utilizing the CTA traction power substations. As I understand it, this

means simply that the CTA is providing a means for ComEd to serve other customers by
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ComEd’s use of CTA facilitics to flow power through the CTA traction power
substations.

In addition, the CTA provides to ComEd (currently without cost to ComEd)
extensive use of the CTA rights of way not only for directly hanging ComEd distribution
cables and wires on CTA facilities but also for placing poles above ground and conduit
and ducts below ground. The ability of ComEd to use CTA facilities was carefully
negotiated in the still existing and valid 1958 Contract, CTA Ex. 1.01. ComEd continues
to ignore the 1958 Contract provisions and to attempt to make unilateral changes to the
contract to the CTA’s detriment. Finally, CTA/Metra witness James Bachman points out
that ComEd’s cost of service study as it relates to the Railroad Class has serious
questions and should not be used to set rates for the Railroad Class in this Docket.

MR. DONNELLY AT PAGE 113 OF EX. 21.0 APPEARS TO AGREE WITH YOU
THAT COMED HAS FACILITIES ON CTA PROPERTY. IS HE CORRECT IN
HIS CONCLUSION THAT THE USE OF CTA FACILITIES SHOULD BE
PROVIDED FREE TO COMED?

Absolutely not. Mr. Donnelly states that ComEd only co-locates on property where it is
authorized to do so. Mr. Donnelly admits that this co-location may involve easements or
other agreements. He further states that payment for use of the property of others is
“established as part of that process” of negotiation between ComEd and the property
owner. What Mr. Donnelly conveniently ignores is that the use of CTA property by
ComEd is governed by the 1958 contract between the CTA and ComEd, CTA Ex. 1.01.
This agreement specifically describes the relationship between the CTA and ComEd,

including the granting by the CTA to ComEd to use CTA property. The CTA is not
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asking that ComEd give the CTA, as Mr. Donnelly states, “an additional ‘after the fact’
decrease in their delivery rates because ComEd it has [sic] exercises a right to co-locate
on a customer’s property.” Rather, the CTA only secks to enforce the 1958 contract that
was carefully drafted so that each party receives the adequate compensation for use of
each other’s facilities that is provided in the various portions of the 1958 contract. In
other words, ComEd, by repudiating material aspects of the 1958 Contract, now seeks to
use the CTA’s property without adequate compensation that was carefully spelled out in
the 1958 Contract.

[ should point out that at one time many of then-exisitng CTA traction power
substations were owned and operated by ComEd as part of its distribution network. This
may help to explain why the traction power substations have power flow through them to
serve other ComEd customers. Over the past half century, the operation of the traction
power substations has been taken over by the CTA. New traction power substations have
been built by the CTA. This is why the 1958 agreement discusses ComEd traction power
substations, jointly owned substations and CTA substations.

DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENTS CONCERNING MR. DONNELLY’S THAT
COMED DOES NOT AND NEVER HAS GIVEN CUSTOMERS AN
ADDITIONAL “AFTER THE FACT” DECREASE IN THEIR DELIVERY
RATES BECAUSE COMED HAS CO-LOCATED ON A CUSTOMERS’
PROPERTY?

I find Mr, Donnelly’s use of the term “after the fact” decrease curious. First, this is not
what the CTA is seeking. The CTA and ComEd carefully negotiated their rights
concerning the use of the rights of way as part of an overall agreement concerning the
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relationship between the CTA and ComEd. Thus, it is not an *after the fact” decrease
that the CTA is seeking but rather an enforcement of the contract provisions. Second,
Mr. Donnelly does not address the fact that ComEd has franchise agreements with many
municipalities in which it provides service. Some of those franchise agreements include
provisions whereby the cities and towns receive “free” electricity for certain municipal
buildings and functions in return for the cities and towns allowing ComEd to use the
public streets and rights of way for delivering electricity to their residents. Where there is
not a current franchise, the Illinois Legislature allows a municipality to impose an
electricity infrastructure maintenance fee ‘“as compensation for granting electricity
deliverers the privilege of using public rights of way” to deliver electricity. 35 ILCS
645/5. 1 note that while the CTA is a municipal corporation, it is not a “municipality”
and does not fall under the infrastructure maintenance fee law.

MR. DONNELLY STATES AT PAGE 113 THAT “THERE HAS BEEN NO
CHANGE IN THE FACTS OR CIRCUMSTANCES OF COMED’S USE OF
CTA’S PROPERTY” TO SUPPORT “REVISING THE AGREEMENT?” DO
YOU AGREE WITH THIS STATEMENT?

I find this statement to be disingenuous. On the one hand, ComEd states that there has
been no change in facts or circumstances to change the CTA-ComEd 1958 contract but
then on the other hand ComEd insisted in Docket No. 05-0597 and continues 1o insist
today that it has the unilateral right to change the contract terms and encouraged this
Commission to rewrite the agreement in violation of state and federal constitutional
provisions. If ComEd truly believed this statement, then it would be honoring the 1958

contract that recognizes the contribution by the CTA to ComEd’s operations and would
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not be unilaterally changing material terms and conditions of the agreement. In fact, in
2004 ComEd’s vice president of regulatory and strategic services sent me a letter
confirming that if the CTA obtained power elsewhere, only certain rate provisions of the
1958 Contract would no longer be valid (i.e., those provisions that relate to the obligation
to provide and to take power generation), but all other provisions would “remain in full
force and effect, without modification or suspension.” I have attached a copy of the letter
as Exhibit 3.01 to this testimony.

MR. DONNELLY STATES AT PAGE 114 THAT COMED ROUTINELY
REQUIRES EASEMENTS TO SERVE OTHER CUSTOMERS AND COMPARES
THAT TO ITS LOCATING WIRES ON CTA PROPERTY. DO YOU AGREE
WITH HIS COMPARISON?

No. First, let me say that I do not know what ComEd’s routine practices may be.
However, there is a considerable difference between extending a service line to a house
or business from a pole located in a street or alley and ComEd’s practice of hanging
many miles of cables and wires on the CTA’s elevated track structures and installing
poles, conduit and ductwork within and under the CTA’s rights of way. The CTA has
allowed this practice in the past because of the various quid pro quo provisions in the
1958 Contract. The 1958 Contract in Article 15 underscores this point. In Article 15.04,
it grants to ComEd the right to locate certain facilities to supply electricity to CTA
traction power substations. This is similar to the “service drop” to a residential or
business customer. In Section 15.02, ComEd can located facilitics on CTA facilities
provided they do not interfere with the use of the facilities by the CTA. These individual

easements are subject to the consent of the CTA and this is not a blanket right. [ find it

Docket No. 07-0566

CTAEx. 3.0

Rebuttal Testimony of Dennis Anosike
Page 7



156

157

158

159

160

161

162

163

164

165

166

167

168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

hard to believe that ComEd places no value on its right to use CTA facilities in this
manner. Mr. Donnelly’s statement that ComEd has the right to use the CTA’s property
because it is “public land” is contrary to the requirement for ComEd to obtain permission
to use CTA facilities for that purpose.

MR. DONNELLY STATES THAT “ENCOURAGING APPROPRIATE CO-
LOCATION IS BOTH A POLICY OF THE STATE AND THE COMMISSION.”
IN YOUR OPINION, IS COMED’S POSITION IN THIS CASE CONSISTENT
WITH ENCOURAGING CO-LOCATION?

I have no direct knowledge of what the state or the Commission may encourage regarding
co-location. Accepting Mr. Donnelly’s representation as true, ComEd’s position in this
regard does not encourage co-location but rather discourages co-location. ComEd’s
position appears to be that regardless of the written agreements between parties regarding
the use of a party’s property, ComEd can rewrite the agreement at any time without
consulting or seeking the approval of the other party so as to avoid ComEd’s
commitments. Any policy that encourages abrogation of written contracts does not
encourage a party to agree to any co-location.

TURNING TO COMED EX. 32.0, THE REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF MR.
ALONGI AND MS. JONES, DO YOU AGREE THAT COMED CAN CHANGE
THE WORDING OF THE CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CTA AND COMED AS
IT PLEASES?

No. The CTA continues to assert that it is unlawful and improper for the ComEd through
this Commission to abrogate material terms and conditions of the contract. As I noted

above, the contract contains numerous provisions that are not subject to this
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Commission’s jurisdiction. The non-rate provisions are set out in Ex. 3.01 authored by
ComEd itself and are listed as Articles 1, 3,4, 5, 6,9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21,22, 23, 24 and 26, CTA Ex. 3.01 at Page 2.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES THAT COMED’S
PAST PRACTICE “FOR NEARLY A HALF CENTURY” HAS BEEN TO
UNILATERLLY FILE CONTRACT CHANGES WITH THE 1CC (COMED EX.
32.0 AT PAGE 44)?

Since the inception of the 1958 contract, ComEd and the CTA have entered into
numerous advices. As I stated earlier, in the past many of the CTA traction power
substations were owned and operated by ComEd, Over time, the ownership and
operations of the traction power substations have been transferred to the CTA. For each
of these transactions and for other matters, the parties executed an “Advice” signed by
both the CTA and ComEd. Thus, the normal practice between the parties was to
negotiate and to sign an advice before any change in understanding under the Contract. 1
have included with this testimony the CTA’s log of the advices along with some samples
of the various advises signed by both parties as CTA Ex. 3.02. For example, the 1998,
CTA Ex. 1.02, was negotiated and signed by both parties. The 1998 amendment never
was submitted to the Commission by ComEd for approval. When the CTA was
exploring obtaining power from a third party as a result of the settlement in an earlier
ICC docket, the CTA obtained a letter from ComEd outlining what provisions of the
1958 agreement would remain in effect. CTA Ex. 3.01. As a result, the actual practice
between the parties is to negotiate an agreement that is executed by both parties before
altering any provision of the 1958 contract.
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DO YOU AGREE WITH THE STATEMENT BY MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES
ON PAGE 44 OF COMED EX. 32.0 THAT BECAUSE THE CTA AFTER
DOCKET NO. 05-0597 PURCHASED POWER FROM A THIRD PARTY THAT
THE CTA IS IN BREACH OF THE CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CTA AND
COMED?

No. As CTA Ex. 3.01 and 3.02 indicate, the parties in the past have attempted to
negotiate the 1958 Contract to account for changes that need to be made. For whatever
reasons, ComEd in Docket No. 05-0597 and this docket are now taking the position that
it can modify or eliminate any provision of the document with no negotiation. The CTA
believes this is factually and legally wrong.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES STATEMENT ON
PAGE 49 OF COMED EX. 32.0 THAT THE CTA CONTRACT WITH COMED
ALLOWS EITHER PARTY TO USE THE PROPERTY OF THE OTHER AS
LONG AS THERE IS CONSENT?

I agree that Article 15 details how each party may obtain permission to use the property
of the other party. However, 1 disagree with Mr, Alongi and Ms. Jones statement that
consent cannot be “unreasonably withheld.” This statement does not appear in the
contract and is contrary to the provision in Section 15.02 that “such right to any specified
location shall be subject to cancellation upon one year’s notice by CTA.” Mr. Alongi and
Ms. Jones state that Article 15 was not affected by Docket No. 05-0597, which again
demonsirates ComEd’s attempt to “cherry-pick™ which provisions of the contract it wants

in place and which provisions it unilaterally repudiates.
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MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES AT PAGE 9 OF COMED EX, 32.0 CRITICIZE
THE CTA FOR REQUESTING THAT ANY INCREASE FOR THE RAILROAD
CLASS BE NO LARGER THAN THE AVERAGE INCREASE FOR
RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMERS OR FOR THE SYSTEM AS A WHOLE
ARGUING THAT IT ONLY INCREASES THE ¢“SUBSIDY” TO THE
RAILROAD CLASS. DO YOU AGREE WITH THEIR ASSESSMENT?

No. The CTA only is seeking a Railroad Class rate that is fair and equitable taking into
account the contract that the CTA (and Metra) has with ComEd that contains provisions
regarding how certain costs are to be allocated, the public policy goals concerning mass
transit articulated by the Commission in Docket No, 05-0597 and the fact that ComEd
has not presented a valid cost of service study for the class, as detailed in the testimony of
James Bachman.

The purpose for requesting that the increase to the CTA be limited by the system
average increase or the increase to the residential class is based on the fact that as Mr.
Bachman testifies, the current cost of service study has serious questions and is not a
reliable indicator of how costs are incurred by ComEd to service the Railroad Class. The
proposed rate by ComEd also fails to take into account the other benefits, including
through flows and extensive use of CTA property by ComEd that the CTA provides to

ComEd that is unique to the Railroad Class.

Docket No. 07-0566

CTAEx. 3.0

Rebuttal Testimony of Dennis Anosike
Page 11



244

245

246

247

248

249

250

251

252

253

254

255

256

257

258

259

260

261

262

263

264

265

266

Q.

MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES AT PAGE 9 OF COMED EX., 32.0 PROPOSE

DECREASING THE RAILROAD CLASS INCREASE BY 50 PER CENT AS A

“MITIGATION” OF THE RATE INCREASE. IS THIS PROPOSAL ACCEPTABLE TO

THE CTA?

A.

No. ComEd’s initial proposed rate increase to the Railroad Class of 124.4 per cent is
unreasonable and, as CTA/Metra witness Mr. Bachman points out, is not based on a
proper cost of service study. Offering a “mitigation” plan for a rate that is not cost-
justified 1s without merit. Unilaterally offering to reduce an unjustified rate increase by
50 per cent does not make the improper rate increase proper. ComEd in its initial
testimony said the almost 125 per cent rate increase was too high and that it would work
with customers to mitigate. ComEd has not met with the CTA or asked for the CTA’s
suggestions as to what a proper rate should be. This self-serving proposal by ComEd
should be recognized for what it is and be rejected by the Commission. Because ComEd
has not justified its proposal, the proposal by the CTA that its increase be no higher than
the system average increase should be approved.

MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES AT PAGE 46 OF COMED EX, 32.0 STATE
THAT THE COMMISSION HAS NOT GIVEN COMED PERMISSION TO TALK
TO THE CTA TO RENEGOTIATE THE 1958 AGREEMENT. DO YOU
AGREE?

I do not agree that ComEd must petition the Commission to open a dialogue with its own
customers. Moreover, 1 believe that the Commission in Docket No. 05-0597 gave
“permission” to ComEd to negotiate the CTA-ComEd agreement. In the Docket 05-

0597, the Commission specifically stated when it reviewed the 1958 CTA-ComEd
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contract: “[T]he Commission would have expected ComEd to negotiate a new contract
for the delivery of power and energy with the CTA and present it to the Commission for
approval.” Final Order at 188. For whatever reason, ComEd has chosen not to follow
the Commission’s recommendation.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MR. ALONGI AND MS. JONES STATEMENT AT
PAGE 49 OF COMED EX. 32.0 THAT THE COST RESPONSIBILITY OF EACH
NEW CTA TRACTION POWER SUBSTATION IS TO BE EVALUATED
WHETHER THE STANDARD SERVICE “FOR THE ENTIRE TRACTION
POWER SYSTEM LOAD” NEEDS TO CHANGE?

No. The Commission in its Order on Rehearing in Docket No. 05-0597 at page 71 when
it approved Rider NS that “Nothing in this conclusion shall impact the terms and
conditions of existing contracts between ComEd and individual customers.” Since the
CTA-ComEd contract provides that ComEd will pay the cost of the first line to each CTA
traction power substation, by the Commission’s order in Docket No. 05-0597, ComEd
cannot rightfully charge the CTA any costs contrary to the contract provision.,

MR. CRUMRINE (COMED EX. 30.0 AT PAGE 51) STATES THAT COMED
CANNOT BE PUT IN A POSITON OF PICKING WORTHY CAUSES AND
CANNOT JUDGE THE PUBLIC INTEREST VALUE OF PUBLIC TRANSPORT.
DO YOU AGREE?

I believe that ComEd should not be allowed to ignore the Commission’s previous
judgment concerning the public interest as it pertains to mass public transportation as it
was articulated in Docket No. 05-0597. Mr. Crumrine by his comments seeks to

undermine the policy that this Commission has adopted and is, in effect, trying to dictate
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public policy in his testimony. The Commission has found that mass public
transportation is a public interest and that any changes in rates to the CTA and Metra
must not “‘unduly burden the millions of passengers who depend on public
transportation.” The Commission further has found that as part of the public interest, the
“Commission must consider the potential adverse impact of utility rate increases on
entities that provide public transportation.” Mr. Crumrine’s testimony does not discuss or
analyze the effect that a 125 per cent rate increase will have on the CTA nor does he
discuss why the Commission’s public policy findings in Docket No. 05-0597 should be
ignored in this docket.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR TESTIMONY?

Yes, it does.
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Anne Pramaggiore
Vice President
Regulatory and Strategic Services

Comrnonwealth Edison Company
One financial Place

440 S.LaSalle Street_Suite 3300
Chicago, HL 6060%

Mail To: 0. Box BosigR
Chicago, 1L 60680-5368

July 7, 2004

Dennis O. Anosike

CTA EX. 3.01

ComZEd.

Telephone 312 394.4984 An Exelon Company
Fax 312.394.5731
wwwexeloncorp.com

anre pramaggiore@exeloncorp.com

Senior Vice President Finance/Treasurer

Chicago Transit Authority

Merchandise Mart Plaza, Room 722

P.O. Box 3555
Chicago, IL 60654

RE: Interpretation of March 2003 Agreement

Dear Mr. Anosike:

This letter is in response to your request for clanification of the meaning of the ComEd
settlernent provisions that apply to the CTA. The provision at issue is Section 11 “CTA Rate
Issues” of the “Agreement Regarding Various Matters Involving or Affecting Rates for Electric
Service Offered by Commonwealth Edison Company” dated March 3, 2003 (the “March 2003
Agreement”), as it applies to the Electric Service Agreement between CTA and ComEd dated
August 1, 1958, as amended from time to time, including, without limitation, the amendment dated
February 13, 1998. (The 1958 Electric Service Agreement, together with all amendments, are
collectively referred to for purposes of this letter as the “Agreement.”) Section 11 of the March
2003 Agreement provides as follows:

CTA can leave its current service contract to take service under the PPO or from
an ARES and, after giving notice as required by Rider PPO, Rate RCDS, or such
other rate as is applicable, come back to its current service contract. ComEd
confirms that it interprets Rate RCDS to include the non-rate provisions
contained in the CTA's current service contract.

From this language, we understand the following interpretation of the March 2003
Agreement in conjunction with the Agreement:

1. If CTA elects to “leave” pursuant to the March 2003 Agreement, the Agreement will

not terminate.

The March 2003 Agreement provides that CTA may “leave” and then “come back to its
current service contract.” The intent of the March 2003 Agreement was to allow the CTA to buy



" © . Mr. Dennis O. Anosike

July 7, 2004
Page 2.

power and energy from another supplier {or from ComEd under an available rate), and temporarily
suspend related provisions, but keep in full force and effect all other provisions of the Agreement.

Thus, if CTA elects to “leave its current service contract” under the terms of the March
2003 Agreement and purchase power under an available ComEd rate or from another supplier, this
event will not trigger a termination under Article 25 of the Agreement requiring one year’s notice
nor will it constitute a breach of the Agreement, and will therefore not trigger any claim or demand
for termination payments from CTA. The language “CTA can leave its current service contract”
means only that the CTA may temporarily suspend the applicability of the sections of the
Agreement regarding the obligation to supply and purchase electric energy.

2. Only certain pravisions of the Agreement will not apply from the time CTA “leaves”
until the time that CTA “comes back to” the Agreement.

The purpose of the March 2003 Agreement is to allow CTA to purchase electric energy from
another supplier or from ComEd under an available rate. The Agreement includes provisions that
relate to other obligations of the parties separate and apart from the purchase of electnc energy. As
a result, only those specific provisions that relate to the purchase of electric energy will be
suspended during the time that CTA elects to “leave.” Therefore, from the time that CTA elects to
*“leave” until the time that CTA *‘comes back to” the Agreement, CTA may purchase electric power
from another supplier or from ComEd under an available rate, and such purchase will not constitute
a breach of the Agreement. ‘

The CTA's obligation to take and pay for all electric traction power from ComEd under
Sections 2.01 and 2.02 will be suspended during the time that CTA “leaves.” ComEd’s obligations
under Sections 2.0l and 2.02 of the Agteement regarding standing ready to supply and supplying all
CTA electric energy will not apply during the tirae that CTA “leaves.” However, the obligation of
ComEd to maintain adequate electric distribution Supply Facilities pursuant to Articles 2 and 3 shall
continue in effect. CTA's obligation not to transmit or resell electricity as provided in Article 2.02
as well as the provisions of Article 2.03 shall continue in effect.

All of Article 7 and Sections 8.01, 8.02, 8.03, 8.06 and 8.09 of Article § will be suspended
during the time that CTA “leaves” until such time as CTA returns and will be replaced by the
applicable provisions of Rate RCDS and/or other applicable rates. For example, if CTA “leaves”
and receives delivery service under Rate RCDS, then the applicable Point of Supply charge will be
as stated on Rate RCDS sheet 119.1 for railroad delivery service customers, rather than the charge
stated in Section 8.03 of the Agreement. Sections 8.04, 8.05, 8.07 and 8.08 of the Agreement will
remain in full force and effect, without modification or suspension, during the period of time that
the CTA leaves.

The following provisions of the Agreement, will remain in full force and effect, without
modification or suspension, during the period of time that CTA leaves: Articles 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10,
11,12,13 14,15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 and 26.



Mr. Dennis O. Anosike
July 7, 2004
Page 3.

3. Rate RCDS provides for consolidation of demand for billing purposes for Customer
Class 11, Railroad Delivery Service Customers

Rate RCDS rate sheet 127 provides, among other things, that:

The demands and kilowatt-hours delivered to two or more noncontiguous
premises will not be combined for billing purposes hereunder except for a
Railroad Delivery Service Customer or a Pumping Delivery Service Customer.

Accordingly, the demands and kilowatt-hours delivered to all 57 traction power substations
(and any additional substations) will be consolidated for billing purposes under Rate RCDS for
purposes of calculation of the Maximum Kilowatts Delivered (MKD), Demand Peak Periods and
Distribution Facilities Charges.

Nothing in this letter aiters the terms of the Agreement. Similarly, ComEd remains free to seek to
add, amend, or withdraw riders and tariff provisions as permitted under illinois law.

Sincerely,
/@Zub an-%‘fcf 2

Anne Pramaggiore
Vice President, Regulatory and Strategic Services

AP/SB/ag

cc: Kevin Loughlin
Simone Byvoets




CTA Exhibit 3.02
April 21, 1961
Index of Valuable Papers
ELECTRIC SERVICE AGREEMENT

Dated August 1, 1958

beatween

Commonwealth Edlson Company and Chicago Transit Company

Advice No.
Advice No.
Advice No,

Advice No,

Advice No.

Advlce No.

Advice No.

Advice No,

EJD:c jb

1-

6A-

Letter dated June 26, 1959, Edison to CTA with
approval,

Removal of 25 cycle line #181 from Franklin St,
Subatation.

Letter dated September 10, 1959, Edison to CTA
with approval,

Haymarket Square Substation will become a CTA
regular substation January 1, 1960.

Letter dated June 2}, 1960, Edison to CTA with
approval,

Remove 25 cycle Line 197 from E3S 2-70, W, 63rd
Street,

Letter dated August 10, 1960, CTA to Edison with
approval,’
Inatall two 12 Kv 1lines 1in connection with new

3000 Kw 60 cycle ignitron rectifier at Broadway
Substation,

Letter dated October 11, 1960, Edison to CTA with
approval,

Discontinue 600 volt emergency service into Whipple
Streest Substation.

Letter dated November li, 1960, CTA to Edison with
approval,

Central Street Subatation to become a CTA regular
substation, Fébruary 1, 1961,

Letter dated January 20, 1961, Edison to CTA with
approval.

To extend the time to February 28, 1961, for Cen-
tral 3treet 3ubstation to become a CTA regular
subatation,

Letter dated April 3, 1961, CTA to Edlson with
approval.

Inatall two 12 Kv linea and line pilot wire rolay-
ing faci{lities at new Princeton Subatation,



Advice No. 7TA -

Advice No. 8 -

Advice No. 9 -

Advice No. QA -

Advice No. 10 -

Advice Mo, 11 -

Advice No, 12 -~

Advice No, 12A

Yive Ho, 198 =
- Advice No., 13 -

Advice No., 137 -

Page 2

Letter dated May'l, 1962, CTA to Edison with
acceptance. Princeton Substation to be completed
by May 31, 1962, and substatinn at 6338 South Went-
worth to cease being a point of supply on that date,

Letter dated June 6, 1961, Edison to CTA with
approval.

Ravenswood Substation will become a CTA regular
substation July 1, 1962,

Letter dated July 31, 1961, Edison to CTA with
approval. ,
Porest Park Substation synchronous converter No, 2
and assoclated facilities to be conveysd to CTA on
August 31, 1961.

Letter dated August 31, 1961, Edison to CTA with
acceptance, Delivery of bill of sale for equipment
covered 1n Advice No. 9.

Letter dated June 26, 1962, Edison to CTA with
acceptance. Forest Park (Edison Joint Substation) -
make CTA conversion equipment automatic.

Letter dated June 26, 1962, Edison to CTA with
acceptance, Clcero (Edison Joint Substation) -
meke CTA conversion equipment automatie.

Letter dated April 9, 1963, CTA to EPison with
acceptance, Install two 12-kv llnes at new
Harlem Substation. '

Letter dated March 20, 1964, CTA to EDison with
acceptance, Change service date of Harlem Bubstation
from March 1, 196&, to July 1, 1954,

aseeptance. Change u§§v1ee date of Harlem Substetion
from July Y, 1964 to Movember 1, Y964,
Letter dated August 12, 1963, Edison to CTA with

ecceptance, Clifton Avenue Substation willl becoma
s CTA regular substation October 1, 1964,

Letter dated August 13, 1964, CTA to Edison with
acceptance. Change service date of Clifton Avenue
Substation from Qetober 1, 1564 to December 1, 1964,

kdvice No, 13B - Letter dated January 21, 1965, Edison to CPA with
acceptance. Release of tracings pertalning to
electrical equipment at Clifton Avenue Substation.

Advice No. 14 - Letter dated August 12, 1963, Edison to CTA with
acceptance, Rallway portlion of Newport Substation
will become a CTA regular substation July 1, 1964,

T £ thme et reewmmepms o s o m s e oww
T T i AT




Page 3

Advice No, 14A - -Letter dsted August 20, 1964, Bdison %o CTA
wlith acceptance, Helease of tracings pertaining
to electrlical equipment at Newport ubstatlon

" Advice No. 15 - -Letter dated Februsry 3, 1964, CPA to Edison with
) accaeptence. Reactlyation of Lee Street and Niles
Center Road £8kokie Substation on or sbout

April 1, 1
AVICE NO, Mo - LETreR DATED 6-%-65 C& 70 ¢,74.

PRovIS/onsS oF S-/-5F ConTRACT
SP€c/FYING  INDipeeeT FAY Rowt 70 A

ADVice Mo, 17 — LETTER DATED /M-1a-bS C.TA 7o C.E, Cou

ADVISING THEM THAT Herm:TAGE SIR .

wite Become A ;-?e'qu:,/t/a Sr/.BS?A’?/oN
ON /Lt ebbo.

ADUCE. No. 1TA = LETTER DATED 9-2/-66 CHANGES
HERMITAGE SuB. THAKE over 7o /L- ¥-6g,

ADVICE NO, 13 - LETTER DATED 9-/-6¢ CT7ih. 70 C.€ Co.

ASKNE C.E-Lo. 70 QHANGE THE ConVeRs-
NN SCHEPpILE .

ADUICE MNO.18A - LETTER DpT€DdD /-Vvo-u7 CTip. 70 C,€-Co,
SUBSTrTvE FRArKLIN COAMIERS/IV AN
FOR MIwAvkeE DPUE 7o TRAVS -
FerRmER. FANURE -AT FRAMNKLIN,

ADVICE MNO.18B~- LeTrer 37,4};-55 S~ro-67. C7A. 70
C.&ECo, ADVIcE C E.Co, THAT
HOMER jMIt wadkEE, §RAND) CRAWFIRD,

Decay c,./c.c.,/co Lmare ¥ wESTERN
Duge 70 /KPR PRIGRAM,

ADVICE Mo, 19— LETTER DArep 6-30-t7 CE€ .

7O QTA. ADVISING KomMAR SV B.

BECamE A REGULAR SUYBSTATIIN
/Yy-3/-67,




2V L.

ege IO

a8
VZ2% N










Apvic 3

Aovien 35

)
v 36

Ao 3?

AO\/H-L I 2A

Aovice 3/
Qm\ (A" ;'('&

A"Vtut- ‘{l

A."/lc.‘— “ L

CHV A 7o ChCa Thmwanst. Mawod B

founr & Sotlerd ppp  Wim ATINGY SPANCFILLP
ert. S/12/7%

CT 1 (R fhpmwnnivs owp Caarrv o

Ore ypeiacwe New Cieimred

M AN T F
Y k. _l/f}—) 5

CTAr ~ CE G trimwvants oy (arvans

Ay (Myramive Mhae  CaarANT s fodc o0 Jlfiy
6 & ) og

CTA v CRG clamumnit 9% WSowg 4

A € N8 Kﬁuﬂ\-\u 1 a PyTT of Sul My
ERE. Yl | |
(1A mCF s At oo o g oo Stsadnd 3 [}

CcTh 5 CEL  niepietpees 17 Tiammt DTt
SRR g3 a AnAC of bl £FF, ,bf_l'l’/""
| o
CTW R wimianvt faoiteawp sASON S
B P P s S EFF. 3/IN[o
. i S o
CTA o ChGa WAV Clpan am A
U™ g & fac s seren ere Bglso

CTA' e CF.«‘* AP SN e F}"“fﬂ-tﬁ @pu.c. e o
1N AT Amars 9“{&&'»“ A Pt oF Seffey BEA ‘,1[*@

C/IFA ‘_T‘ C.‘.C_a M P«ow J'" D:S‘fq‘fﬁ”_"
ns ¥eive e Sosps Efelervs I8 A




DNovic ‘f‘} <t o~ CIcC. |~ AW Nere o S-syran./
N fairs i _Sutltr BRS S/(/h

CTh v ULee vartm Swgu Pl [o8imane

Prviig e
m (‘u»'r'— oF S tpy Ay 1/!"3

Poriae Y CTh o QL v v art Consiiiane Sopyomew

o P —r ~Surrw onp 3/ 1R

i o~ C(le. fase 1 ATy ve Gm I““Tﬂl""

A’wut L
m ﬂ’- Hmfe Sulrr cpp "./! /"3

A—JVLCL ,'17 i 19 CeCo P AH O Have S ubstutior’
As pop.l-}— a.‘f"fdf/(j e Sy-ki,/?:"/

A‘Ofvvﬂ— 18 CHA o CeCo [Midipfra a2t € Alpp ot~
As ot of~ C‘W(j oHachve sept 2 199

Mﬂ/r e ‘f?’ C1A 19 CeCo IVitinsv, Avolie Sqéﬂkﬁo//
lﬁ—mg 12, [91$

As A /ﬂonv‘-l- S ufffj
folNee SO eth 4o CoCo rtintioy el lamd cobsthtron
As ~ fhw-d/g/’/c] et pov 1, /293
Aduee < cthss GG /Ulﬁﬂvézpfevmm‘( Substatrn/
A5 A fort ﬂ,-P\QW(j U—MJ (2,191
Substaszov

Aotvw- L pofh e Celo v n‘!?.,w W\Ibwnj
A< /\‘ffiﬁ‘*‘&‘l’faf/‘y A MoV LL)/??J

S abstatd

A‘AK/LCC S An e Celo [NIHBHY k\(
fs b pord o Su p;q j,?@ﬂpoj 4,11



:AolJLCQ/ \S_'f C—f’ﬁl—}o CECo [HH’IM?J jé_df,qgk: SU\L‘Y'M/
& ﬂmd’moc'fuq P J revd (93

\Aro(u'xce, S'S’ C—j’A- v (’e.C‘o /A/H-rﬂ—f/ ‘f?tf\ S’utésr-m%/
o Y - 3 ’&ﬂ"'f’ a{’ ’(’“ff 7 /VOVJ_ /9973

o "‘AAUM, SC ottt CeCo ju ity ST Spbotainw
ot To ffw—&’_ca,i}la‘—rr RN

.;A—A\/“Q/ (7 C'T'A-J:d CeCo. I.u!-lt?-h-? I&L\S‘Wﬂ—bﬂd
e As pflawu-f—o{—Su” J?a‘f’? /??d ‘

, 1A—che, .('5’ Ccth 40 ¢ Co [l F T w,/ ,qge
- . Jj [A MAyke-f' o M«J ? a
a8y 1974

| Aaf-.nze/ 5‘7 c—rﬂ--}«»quq /HIP"VHI/ Lowuz :uémm,)
LA A /@w—n&gﬂ/] e£F MA (5, 1996 .

o A—o(wce/ [O 1A 4o C.c'o m/ﬂm’: /SE,fk Sufﬂ.afm)
sl LAS AL fojr‘:f'af- ,S‘ufr ég‘ AAcih 31 A1.79¢..

Advice 61 oth 10 Ceco /~t+m-m/f; 7‘7.gk,g Hlo.a/.
. A:S A ﬂ""}"o'l’ggunl{f 3 . Iﬁ{

* A—o‘dtce/ (7» C‘ﬂl’#’fafo /‘-’L‘-‘ﬂ KLMGA{{ fwéﬁ#ﬂ“} o
L N 3 ﬁ/&"“*’d’ " ég‘ﬂ'lﬂ% /7J/f‘77

',;,._A:o(\/tc@ 43. C‘Iﬂ C&Co NI—}A-H # Iﬂfr&ﬂ“fl
D fcsﬁ:’?aﬁ—:‘* / ullf{j e ea,:*t{/e“flfv J/f?7

- Aﬂ?{mcv d% Cj’ﬁ-}—o QCO v L-Hﬂcﬂ"f. &/ﬂa{(d S'QA.S“I‘M/‘}
, _ ks A Fclﬂ-& oy Su‘a'7 %eC'}cUE, U-U-\(j ) f‘i7



|
RS

i

S S

[ ——

Copiice 65 CTA vo ComEd Tevmiwmirg 204n . Substansr
e e 5 b (lgla Sk statid effeoive Taw f, 2003

— — e o [
)
— e e - — —— - o - - =z -
i . . :
i ¢ e o e e T b s e o ey ¢ o i — - e m— — L - -
1 i g
H .
- _
|
t
: - \
- e e -
i
|
: o - ' - o -
! \ :
——— - LL 3 -
. . !
7 i 8 :
i
t .
+ i —
3 :
— ! - S [T S ——— S . - — -
. i
i
i N
; . :
I . ~ — — - - - _
: i
--——-l-—--u—ﬁ--—c-———-w—-—?——-—.——---‘--).—. SN S S —— — e - — - -
! d
i
i — ——— —————— -
| i
| H :
........ - ' __.r - .- - e e — L T - -
Y ' —
; —_
O - U - -
S e e e e b e e s e+ ik —_ - -




RAndolph 4-1200

COMMONWEALTH @ COMPANY

72 WEST ADAMS STREET ¢« CHICAGO 90, ILLINOIS

Advice
No. 1

June 26, 1959

Chicago Transit Authority
Merchandise Mart Plaza
Chicago 54, Illinois

Attention: Mr, C. W. Wolf
Electrical Engineer

Gentlemen:

Confirming conversation between Messrs. J. Stewart
and C. S, Wickstrom, Edison desires to remove one of the
9 kv 25 cycle lines from Franklin St. Subsatation. This
substation, in addition to CTA's State St. Substation and
two Edison substations are normally served as a group by
4 - 25 cycle lines. Reduction in Edison's load requires
only a 3 line supply to the substation group.

The proposed line removal and rearrangement of the
remaining lines are shown on Project Diagram 59-512, two
coplies of which are attached. It should be noted that the
line rearrangement provides a separate line to each of the
3=-25 c¢ycle buses in Franklin 3t. Substation which we under-
stand you consider a desirable operating condition.

If the removal and rearrangement of lines meets
with your approval, will you please so indicate in the space
below and return one copy.

Yours very truly

AVW("T?\_

System Planning Engineer

Approved
Chicago Transit Authority

By 527?

lectrical Bhgineer
Date June 30, 1959 .
CSW:ehd

Att.




Commonwealth Edison Company

T WEST ADAMS STREET #» CHICAGD 90. ILLINOIS

Advice No 2 .
September 10, 1959

He3E

Chicago Transit Authority
Merchandige Mart Plaza
Chioago 54, Illincis

ATTENTION: Mr. C. W, Wolf

Gentlemen:

The Commonwealth Edison Company will cease using Haymarket
Square Edison Joint Substation for purposes other than a point of
supply for CTA on December 31, 1959. Construction work nesessary to
dispose of Edison's OGeneral Service Facilities and to place the sub-
station in satisfactory condition for CTA purposes Will be completed
by December 31, 1959. Therefore, in accordance with the Electric
Service Agreement dated August 1 1958, Commonwealth Edison will
convey Haymarket Square Substation to the Chicago Transit Authority
on January 1, 1960, whereupon, in accordance with the understanding

between us and without further action, this substation will become =a
CTA Begular Substation.

If the foregoing correctly states our understanding, will you

please confirm by signing in the space provided below for your signature,

and return one copy for our files.

Yours very truly,
Commonwealth Edlson Company

CONFIRMED: . - //4 Z&éﬂﬂ"

- Chicago Transit Authority Hanager of Research and

41 74 Development
By_ (?ﬂlV’ﬁY’ ' P
Electrical gngineer %JAA a
By, “4£<7gé44£1&

. ' Vicer dént
Approved by :
al Manager

IFC:gpo




CHICAGO TRANSIT AUTHORITY

MERCHANDISE MART PLAZA ¢ P, O, BOX 3688, CHICAGO &4, ILLINOIS * MOhawk 4-7200

METROPOLITAN,

Advice No, &
August 10, 1960

Commonwealth Edison Company
72 West Adams Street
Chicago 90, Illinois

Attention: Mr, E. Wild
Manager of Engineering

Gentlemen:

Chicago Transit Authority (CTA) hereby advises Cemmon-
wealth Edisen Company (Edisen) that a mew 3,000 KW, 66 cycle,
Ignitron Rectifier, to be installed im the present CTA Regular Sub-
station at 58A7 Breadway, will be ready for service em or about
Janmuary 1, 1961, CTA requests Edison to proceed with the imstalla-
tion of two 12 KV 1ines (Ne. 1466 - Northwest and Ne, 63830 -
Ardmorse) in acecordance with plans and specifiocations preparet by
Laramere, Douglass and Pepham, Incorporated, by order of CTA,

. It 1s understood that Edison will furmish all cable re-
quired for the two 12 KV limes and that CTA will reimburse Edisom
for the cost of that portien of the cable extending frem the build.
ing line to the lime terminals of the A,.C, switchgear. 3wch reim-
bursement will be im aceordance with the provisiens ef Article 11
of the Electric Service Agrecment between us dated August 1, 1958
CTA will pay Edisom the sum of $3,450 en cempletion of the work,
to acover the additienal cost of providl service at the rear of

the substatien rather than at the frent (Broadway) where the pre-
sent servigce i=s provided. )

The installation of the 60 oycle rectifier is net required
because of increased leading, but 1t is the first step in a mcdern-
izatien program at Broadway substatiom which will enable CTA te
save a pertion of the opsrating cests.

Yery truly yours,
“ CHICAGO TRANSIT ABTHORITY

By a %’W
Appreved: !i?&trieaié%fginsor

CONNONWEALTE EDISON CONPANY

by Ewmle WLA.

Nanager of Engineering

» A

Yiee-Presi t

Approved:




CHICAGO TRANSIT AUTHORITY

MERCHANDISE MART PLAZA * P, 0. BOX 3555, CHICAGO 54, ILLINDIS * MOhawhk 4-7200

ME TROPOH TAN,

Advies No. 13

Commonweslth Bdisen Sompany
72 Wedt Adams Strest
Ghicago 90, Illinvis

Atteution: Nr, K. Wild
Hanager of Enginsering

Gentlemen:

¢hi oafn Transit Authority (ﬂm) hornbx advises
Comnonwealsh REdison Company that two 250 xw. 60 oyale, silioon
Fentifiere will be installed in a new ng to be known as
Barlsm fubstation and located at the nortm corner of Harlem
and Girch Avanusy An Forest Park, and whish will furnish 800
volt r to the present Lake Strest Branoh of the CTA rapid
stem and to A new gar stor yard 8o be locsted Just
, wut or the new subatation site. It upoetod that ner}.an .
Suhnuts,on will be ready fop service on or about Mareh 1, 1964,

GTA requesta Rdison to proseed with the installation
of twe 12 KV ines m'm ant 15733) and one pingle condustor
1000 MER drain sable in sooordanse with dsoinions and agresmants
resghed in gonferaxde on Fabruary 5, 1963, confirmed by letters
of Pabruary 28, 1963 aud Mareh 8, 1963.

It 18 understood that Bdison will furish and CTA will

_::1:?1“'-0 Edison for the cost of the Tollowing 12 KV line fapili.
L

That portion of the 500 MCR J.oondustor 12 XV line
eables extanding from the bullding-line to the line
nmuh of the A.Q. switohgsar.

It ia further arstocd that Baligon will furnish
without cost to CFA and €TA will install st its owm expense
the following mtwins ranﬂitiu and Bdison ¢able«shesth drain.
age facilities, ae for which hus Leen provided in plsus and
amiﬂuti.enn -3020.63 for equipment and m.aoaz.sa as
p:;ptrog SE.A"“""’”' Douglas and Popham, Inctsrporated, by
order o 3




Commoxwealth Edison Company wla Advidge No, 12

5 < General Rlegtrin, % m.y surrent tm-romn.
300/% anpere, cab.

4 « Gensral RBleotris, & VR tential transformers
112000/120 vol$, ht?’ sxhg po ’

1 « Neter panel (24" Yy 30"} with mounting drackets and
squipped with a tmu D demand meter ard a totaliuing
kumﬁhm nhr.

1 =« 1000 ,» sutonstie m.ru ourrent switoh parallslied
by & 1000 ampere manusl switeh

That porSion of the 1000 KGN Iﬁh cmhor. 600 vols
drain cable extending frem the bullding-iine te he terainal
of the automatis reverse current switsk.

Very tyuly yours,
Gnicago Tyansis Authority

npnma N |
camzm !atnon Gom Approved:




g ' | Commonwealth Edison Company

TECHNICAL CENTER = 1319 BOUTH FIRBT AVENUE » MAYWOOOD, ILLINOIS

Advice Mo, 13
August 12, 1963

c'hieago Transit Authority
Merchandise Kart Plaza
Chiocago 54, Illinois

Attentiony Mr, C, ¥, Wolf

Gentlemens _

The Commonwealth Edison Company will ocease using Clifton Avenue,
Edison Joint Substation, for ges other than as & point of supply
for CYA on September %0, 1964, truction wark negessary to diapose

of Bdison's geeral aervice faoilities and to place the sudstation

in satisfaotory condition for CTA purposes will be completed by Sep-
tember 30, 1964, Therefore, in accordmnse with the electric service
a t, dated A t 1, 1958, Commomwoalth Bdison wil) convey
Cliften Avenue Substation to the Chieage Transit Authority on October
19525 where-upon, in scocordance with the understanding between us

1
and without further aoction, this substation will becoms & CTA regular
substation, : :

In donnection with the above, Rdison desires to retain cvnership.

of and the t to use and maintain existing manholes and associated
conduit runs loocated on the premises,

Edison aiso desires to vetain ownership of i) cable in sald
manhole and ocondult system except that portien of the CPA supply
cables which leave the manholes #nd enter the gubsmtation dmilding,

‘ Will you plearss confirm by atgning in the space provided delow
for your -:I.mture and retumn gm copy for our files.

Yours truly,

COMMONWRALIZH EDXSON ,COMPANY
CONPIRMED By Aol
Ager o

CHYCAGO TRANSYT AUTHORITY

Approvad: .
By fh2 k3
ectiien néer _
cutive Vide~ o
Approved:




RANDOULPH @ 1200

{ commnermwealth }ialiﬁifail € ;()111f);§?}3'

7z WEST ADAMSE BTREET *» CHICAGO. ILLINOISB Q6RO

Advice Number 19
June 20, 1967

Chicago Transit Authority
Merchandise Mart Plaza
P,0. Box 3555

Chicago, Illinois 60654

Gentlemen:

Engineering discussions between Edison and CTA have
confirmed that it will be advantageous to both companies to
discontinue operating Kolmar Substation as a Joint Substation.

Due to the uncertain future of this substation which may be
affected by Crosstown Expregsway developments, and since the
railway portion of the substation is scheduled to be converted

to 60-cycle supply in accordance with the Edison-CTA agreement
dated May .5, 1965, it is not desirable at this time for Edison

to take the steps required, under Section 10.U8 of the Edison-

CTA Contract dated August 1, 1958, to constitute the substation.

a CTA Special Substation. Edison and CTA therefore agree that
Edison at its expense, will perform such work as will be required
to allow CTA to assume operation and maintenance of the Conversion
Facilities at Kolmar Substation without interference with Edison
General Service Facilities at the same location. Such work shall
be as mutually agreed by Edison and CTA engineers. The work shall
be completed to allow transfer to CTA operation by December 31, 1967.

If Crosstown Expressway developments do not require the
demolition of the Substation, and the railway portion of the Sub-
station i1s converted to 60-cycle supply, Edison at its expense will thes
complete the work necessary under Section 10.08. 1In the interim, CTA
agrees to assume all operation and maintenance of Conversion Facilities
and Edison will continue to perform all operation and maintenance of
Joint Faclilities at Kolmar. Until the necessary action under
Section 10.08 is completed, the substation shall continue to be de--
fined as a Joint Substation.




Commonwealth Edison Company

Chicago Transit Authority - 2 - June 20, 1967

. In consideration of the changes provided for above, the
parties agree that percentage specified in Section 1.,01(28) of
the CTA Contract, as previously redetermined, shall be decreased
to 61% on the first day following CTA's assumption of operation
and maintenance of the Conversion Facilities at Kolmar Substation.

CONFIRMED:
CHICAGO TRANSIT AUTHORITY COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

. . ." H
By_/ ,C'/é By -’A_.a.g ‘-!!;f L ."'J /(’f.'u; L
Title Elettrical Engineer Title Vice President

Approved B—;Z/m% ﬂ/

Title Gensr Manager




-t

Commonwealth Edison Company

TECHNICAL CENTER * 1319 BOUTH FIRST AVENUE * MAYWOOO, ILLINCIE 80183

Advice #21

April 21, 1969
Chicago Transit Authority

Merchandise Mart Plaza
P.0. Box 3555
Chicago, Illinois ' 60654 Q) CcERD

Gentlemen:

Engineering discussions between Edison and CTA have confirmed -

.that it will be advantageous to both companies to discontinue operating

the Cicero .Substation as an Edison Joint Substation. Section 10.08 of

the Electric Service Agreement between Edison and CTA dated August 1, 1958
provides that it can become a CTA Special Substation if Edison, at its
expense, performs such construction work necessary to dispose of Edison
General Service Facilities and place the substation in satisfactory opera-—
ting condition for CIA purposes and may become a CTA Regular Substation by

agreement of the parties under Section 9.05. EREdison and CTA agree that

the Cicero Substation shall become a CTA Substation, and, such Substation,
except as recorded below shall be a CTA Regular Substation. Edison and
CIA agree, however, that it is not economical or necessary at this time
to install all new facilities required for a complete aeparation.

It 18 therefore, agreed that Edison, at its expense, will perform
such work as will be required to allow coaveyance to CTA as a CTA Substation

that portion of the Cicero Edison Joint Substation containing conversion
facilities with the following exceptions:

l. Only a single source of auxiliary power, metered
separately from the 12 kv rotary feeds, shall be
provided in the portion which will become a CTA
Regular Substation. An unmetered emergency source
of 120/240-volt auxiliary power shall be provided
from Edison's Substation, In turn, an wnmetered
emergency 120/240 volt source for Edison will be
provided from CTA's normal auxiliary service bank.
The two auxiliary power banks shall be connected
to separate and independent sources of supply.

2. CTA's requirement for DC control power is small.
Edison shall provide an unmetered, 60-ampere DC
clrcuit from Edison's operating battery to CTA's
DC Distribution Panel for DC control purposes.

3. For a ten-year .period following mutual acceptance
of this Advice should Edison system developments
make a change desirable in the auxiliary power or
DC facilities outlined above, Edison shall reimburse
CTA for the cost of installation of such replacement
facilities in the CTA Substation as may be mutually
agreed by Edison and CTA Engineers.
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4. Two comvereion unit transformer 12 kv circuit
breakers together with their protective relays,
metering, control wiring, and other auxiliary
apparatus, the property of CTA, will remain
located in the Edison Substation. These facili-
ties shall be a CTA Special Substation under
Article 9 of the Electric Service Agreement.

If a change in this arrangement is necessitated
by change in Edison facilities, Edison shall
perform, at Edison expense, such construction
vork as may thus be made necessary to place
CTA facilities in satisfactory operating con-
dition for CTA purposes.

5. Within the area which will become a CTA Substation,
certain Edison power and control cables will remain.
Edison shall have the right to retain these faclili-
ties in place together with right of access for
repalr, maintenance, “or conmstruction purposes 1in
accordance with Articles 15 and 23 of the Electric
Service Agreement.

6. Within the area which will remain Edison property,
certain CTA cables and equipment located in the
northweat cormer of the present main substation
building will remain. .CTA shall have the right to
ratain these facilities in place together with the
right of access for repalr, maintenance, or con-
struction purposes in accordance with Articles 15
and .23 of the Electric Service Agreement.

7. CTA shall have a right of access through the Edison
Substation Yard in accordance with Article 23 of
the Electric Service Agreement for removal or re—
placement of rotary #2 transformer located in the
present North Rotary Amnnex Building.

For a ten—year period following mutual acceptance of this
advice, if CTA desires to locate new or replacement conversion facilities
in Edison's present main substation building, they shall have the right
to do so by paying the cost of removal of all Edison General Service
facilities within the building. In this event, the substation building
shall be transferred to CTA and in turn CTA shall tranafer to Edison the
property lying north of the subastation building now generally occupled
by rotary unit #1 transformer and rotary #2 annex building.
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It is .expected that Edison will complete the comstruction work
required for conveyamce to CTA by August 1, 1969,

Yours very truly,
col TH EDLSQN CO.

BY
Division Operating Manager

Electrical Enginger

APPROVED nm/ APPROVED BY_/ vé b t K s

TITLE _General Manager - TITLE ‘Vice-President

MFT:1p




Advioce No, 25
Maroh 11, 1969

Commonwealth Edison Company
L Tephnieal Center
1319 South Firat Avenue
Maywood, Illineis 46015)
Att.ntlonl Mr. !._ P, Tuntland

Gentlenen:

The Chie Transit Authority heredy advises the
Commonwealth Edison Company that it no longer raquires the
oukput of 44th Street Jubstation beginning Mareh 17, 1969.

Consistent with this, and pursuant to the teras of the
Eleotrio 3arvioce Agresment dated A t 1, 1958, the Chicago
Transit Authority requeats that deginning with Mareh 17, 1969

tha 4ixh Street Subetation csames to be a point of supply as
defined in that agreament,

Yery tyuly yours,
Chicegoe Transit Authority

Rt
esatrioa near
APPROVED:

5 APPROVED:
Commonwealth BEdison Company

By '24746;?
3r 2 b b U N Negnn
Date “f/'L(g‘L

BAV/43k




Agreement Dated as of June 19, 1964 betwcen

Chicago Transit Authority and Commonwealth

#dilcon Company for the Elimlnation of Supply .
of 25-Cycle Alternating Current Service,
Supplementary to Electric Service Agreement

between Commonwealth Edison Company and Chicago

Transit Authority Dated as of August 1, 1958

WHEREAS, under the Electric Service Agreement dated as
o August 1, 1958 between Chicago Transit Authority-(CTA) and
Commonwealth Edison Company (Edison), Edison supplies CTA with a
11mited:amount of125-cyc1e alternating curreht for conversion oy
CTA vo direct current; and |
. WHEREAS, Edison's facilities for 25-cycle supply and
"CTA's facilities for convertihg 25-cycle alternating current to
direct current are obsoiete, and it would pe advantageous to poth
- partvies to retire such_fecilities as promptly as poseible to avold
_ the necessity of maJor repair or replacement, and
WHEREAS CTA's ability to retire or replace 25-cycle
~conversion equipment ia 1imited by its flnanclal resocurces; and
. WHEREAS, under the foregoins circumstances there is a
precedent for a contribution by Edison to the replacement of
custoﬁep-owned equipment in Edison's rules, on file with the
Illinois Commerce Commission, which specify that, when Edison
| requires a customer to peplace direct current utilization equip;
ment, generally comparable with CTA's 25-cycle equipment, with
‘alternating current equipment,'Edisqn will bear 4Oz of the replace-

ment cost; anh



-2 -
WHEREAS, CTA estimates that it can meet the remaininé
60% of such cost on the schedule of retirements and replacements
get forth in Section 1l below, but may be able to achieve operating
economies from an accelerated schedule if funds are available for
the work required;' |

NOW, THEREFORE, CTA and Edison agree as follows:

i, $he capacityzto be supplied with 25~cycle alternating
current will be'retired or replaced to permit receiving 50-cycle
alternating current in accordance with the following schedule, and

. _Ediaon'a obligation to supply CTA's 25-cycle oapacity ahall be
'reducad correspondingly:

. Kllowatts of 25-Cycle . Kilowatts of 25-Cycle
- Capacity Retlred , Capaclity Edison

December 31 . or Replaced o 1s Oblligated

of Year (Cumulative) - : to Supply -
1965 . 12,000 : 145, 000
1966 . 0, 000 127,000
6% 9,000 108, 000
68 - ' : 62, 000 5,000
_1969 . i 70,000 - 7, 000
. 1970 : ; 90, 000 : - 67,000
- 1971 111, 000. : 46,000
1972 o - 129,000 : 28 000
1973 - 141,000 ' 16,000

w7k 157,000 -0

2. The substation lbcations at which retirement or
replacement shall occur in any given year shall be selected by
CTm,‘except‘that CTA's Harding, 20th Street, and 42nd Street
substatlons shLll be equipped exclusively for 60-~cycle supply by _
December 31, 1966, The parties recognize that they have a common

Interest in reliablility of service which will affect the selectilon
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- of ‘loecations at which 25-cyc1e-supply should be terminated, and
shall consult regularly on the selection of locations at which
the tefﬁin&tion of 25-cycle supply would be most advantageous,

' Edison may consent to vgriﬁtibns from the schedule provided for

in Section 1 above to permit termination at such locations.

3.. Edispn will pay 40% of the cost of removing CTA's
' pfeqen§ 25-cycle aubsfation Facilities which are to be retired by
. -CTA and a like percentage of the cost of;providing and installing

'..tho 60-cycle subatation Eaciiitiés required to replace 25-cycle

Facilities, provided that CTA meets the schedule of replacement

" .and fetirement prdvlded for in Section 1 as modified in accordance-

| gith Section 2. Such cost shall consist of the sum of (a) the

total amounts paid by CTA for the purchase from others of substa-
tion Pacilitles, materials, and services reasonably required for
sﬁch removal and replacement and (b) the direct payroll cost of

the services of craftéﬁén; engineefs, draftsmen, laborefs and
other-cih.employes 80 reqﬁired, plus 56% of such direct payroll
cdat o cover indirect payroll doqt capi;alized, 1n61ud1ng pro-
vision fog'pensibns, social security tax, paid holidays, insurance
benefits, sevén-day sick pay,.vacations, and genéral and administra-
tive ;xpenses (including supervision above the foreman level), it
being agreed that such percentage shall nof be subject to redetermina-
tion, less (o) the proceeds of all sales of salvage 1nc1denf to
such removal and replacement and the fair market value of any such
salvage reused by CTA. Edison's payments with respect to any
portion of the work shall.ﬁe.due, in the case of payments to
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(. outside suppliers, within:l5 .days-of mnotification by CTA that 1t
has been billed by such suppliers,.and, in the case of payments
for work performed by CTA, within 15 days after presentation of a
statement showing the_gm0gn§_dug, s |

U5 Unless Edison shall.otherwise consent in writing,
CTA .shpll solicit-competitive bids.from a reasonable number of
quéliraed;sgpn%iets for all.equipment, materials and services to
: bo-purchased~rrom-bthers;-theucoat-ornuhichuit proposes that

N e e

.;'auard;gontnactariq;eaoh,0559:§9 tbe;lgwe§§;9u314fied bidder. .

i

8= 'UB:”’hil“?héiii%iés;1ﬁ§%aiie3:§ﬁaiirbe sized consistently
ER 0 Bt ASELL ovLT s el

' uith aouﬁd eﬁgineering practice. Edlson*s payments shall be based

(- ) ~"Oﬁk--\ot sl -t e

on the"coat of the Facilitiea actually 1nstalled or of Facilitles
By
havlns the capaclty shown 1R the folivwing: table, whichever 1is

-y e - - ™ - oo -
e e R EnE ;; be répayYatlc in <he TRENDL.

amanmysd o d o~

= wanmed anian

pmaller: BEE e
terms atc &re set {orih in IscilonPropbdsed” Capacity of
: ' o CTA's 60-Cytle AC-DC
Agreement of Augusu 1, £o, Icr Conversion:Facllities
consTuction ggggggg%gg:ﬁ' r_:§%¥uxilowatta)
. - . Harding h,500
hewever, that20th Street ::L:::ejshz:; 2 &,:000
42rd. Street 8, 000
in 1tz éntirePromdway: end ¢ any veer {25,000
‘Sedgwick : 10,000 . el
T whoon the AXximods: roiosticn in 0T40 6,750 S
) Iombard = 4,500 :
less Shan wire Mdwaukee:: e zusk schoiuld,000
State o © 6,000

srav o2t ounszVesternm.ici:s cusstoniins con 6,000

Ravenswood 9,000 :
ve opelid Ty ThLAAXL 7 Jorunrr, LETE, 9,000 o
Hermitage 7,500
Hbmer 6,750
Franklin 10,000
Kolmar ‘ 6,000
hlith Street 3,000
Crawford ‘5,000
Grand 5,000

124, 000

h
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{ 6. CTA shall direct all replacement or retirement work

-
,G- [

required to meet the schedule provided for in Section 1 as modified

1n accordance with Section 2 and shall bear all costs associated

therewlith except as set forth in Section 3 above,

L L T
e r

- ]

7. If CTA has scheduled identifiable projccts for
retirement and replacement of 25-cyecle capacity suflficient to
Teet such schedule and desires to schedule additional identifiable -
‘proJects which will result in recirement or replacement of 25-cycle
capacity at least two years earlier than provided in.such schedule,
and if CTA so requests, Edison will advance to CTA cuch amounts
eg’ere required to pay the coats of such projects (to the extent
ﬁiﬁ‘%hé excess of such costs over the amounts Edison is required
(- &ﬁifggipay’in accordance with the provisions of Section 3 above) as
 auoh'oosts are incurred, up to a maximum of $1,750,000. Such
advances shall be repayable in the same manner and on the same
terms as are set forth in Section 13,01 of the Electric Service
Agreement of Auguaé 1, 1958, for reimbursement of the cost of
construction projects performed by Edison ror CTA; provided,
. A??§etef; that any unpaid balance shall in any event be payable
in its entirety at the end of any year (other than the year 1973)
atfwhich the cumulative reduction in CTA's 25-cycle capacity is
lésgnéhan two years ahead of such schedule, and provided, further,
that all unpaid balances outstanding on December -31, 1974 shall

be -paild.by the end of January, 1975.

e
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8. The definition of Facilities in Article 1 and the
arbitration provisions of Article. 19 or the Electric Service
Agreement of August 1, 1958, shall apply to this agreement..

9. Ed:.son's obligations hereunder are suh.ject to
approval by the Ill:l.nou Commerce CQmmisaion, and promptly upon
the exqoution of this agreement Edison shall undertake such

‘action as 15 necessary to obtain such aﬁproval.

COMMONWEALTH EDISON COMPANY

Exeoutiva Vice-Preent

'_ Attest:

CHICAGO TRANSIT AUTHORITY

By -
Chairman, Chicago Transit Board




