Constellation Comments – 06/05/08
Constellation agrees with and shares the suggestions and comments advanced by the ICC Staff.   In addition, we would offer the following additional initial comments and suggestions:  
· It appears that the proposed draft Rider POR tariff was largely based on the structure and format of the current Rider SBO7.  Other than the obvious substantive differences between the 2 products, can the Company identify any other differences between the obligations and rights of RESs and the Company?
· The Company should commit to developing and discussing the proposed Rider POR Contract Addendum as part of these workshops.  Would it be fair to assume that the Rider SBO7 Contract Addendum will likewise serve as a template for the Rider POR Contract Addendum?  
· With regards to the 4th RES Continuing Obligation, can you please explain the basis for inclusion of such requirement?  
· In the 2nd Company Continuing Obligation, what does the "other agreed upon billing information" refer to?  Can you please provide some examples of what was contemplated here.  At the very least, it would seem useful to have the language made more specific as this process brings greater clarity to the POR/UCB product or at least refer to an Order entered in the Docket that approves the tariff.  
· In the 5th Company Obligation, it should define what is meant by "timely manner".
· As outlined by the ICC Staff, a new section on "Billing Disputes" or "Dispute Resolution" should become part of the tariff.  This seems consistent with how many other ComEd tariffs address the issue -- there is either a reference to ICC Administrative Rules (e.g.. Part 280) or another tariff (e.g.. General Terms and Conditions).  With respect to the specifics of the process, and similar to the discussion regarding the rescission process, the RES needs to be part of the process.  It seems insufficient that all a customer has to say to ComEd is that the charges are "not correct" without any further explanation or involvement of the RES.  This issue needs some additional thought and discussion.  
· In the Contract Addendum Section, can you please clarify whether this means that a RES serving customers in the Small Load Delivery Class must enroll all or none of those customers under the POR tariff?  With respect to the 12-month ban on a customer leaving and returning to POR, is this customer or account specific?  Relate to all of a RESs customers within a specific customer class?  
· In the Contract Addendum Section, the Company should have an affirmative requirement to provide formal notice that a RES is in danger of default in order to provide an opportunity to cure the default.  This is a rather standard commercial term.  
