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The People of the State of Illinois, by and through Lisa Madigan, Attorney 

General of the State of Illinois (“the People”), pursuant to the Rules of Practice of the 

Illinois Commerce Commission (“the Commission”), 83 Ill. Admin. Code 200.190, and 

200.500, move for entry by the Administrative Law Judges (“ALJs”) of an order 

establishing a Case Management Plan and Schedule in the above-captioned proceeding.  

In support of this Motion, the People state the following: 

1.  The Attorney General represents consumers of natural gas and other utility 

services within the State of Illinois before this Commission.  On April 9, 2007, the People 

filed their Petition to Intervene in the above-captioned docket.   

2.  The Attorney General Act provides that “the Attorney General shall be a party 

as a matter of right to all proceedings, investigations, and related matters involving the 

provision of electric, natural gas, water and telecommunications services before the 

Illinois Commerce Commission, the courts, and other public bodies.”  15 ILCS 

205/6.5(d). 

3.  On April 13, 2007, the ALJs issued a Notice to all parties of interest, including 

intervenors, Peoples Gas Light & Coke Company (“Peoples”) and the Commission Staff, 



that requires all parties to provide a proposed schedule, in writing, for discovery, 

testimonial filings, status hearings, evidentiary hearings and briefings.   

4.  On April 17, 2007, counsel for Staff forwarded a proposed schedule for all 

parties created after consultation only with Peoples and North Shore Gas Company 

(“North Shore”).  Staff’s e-mail characterized the schedule as “fair to all parties.”  Upon 

receipt of this proposal, the People proposed two alternative schedules to Staff through e-

mail correspondence and telephone conversations, but Staff rejected both proposed 

modifications.  

5.  In a motion filed on April 23, 2007, Peoples requested that the ALJs adopt 

their and Staff’s proposed schedule.  Peoples and North Shore also filed a Motion to 

Consolidate this docket with ICC Docket No. 07-0241, North Shore Gas Company – 

Proposed general increase in natural gas rates. 

6.  The People object to the entry of Staff’s and the Company’s proposed schedule 

for this case and the North Shore docket.  In particular, the People believe the date 

proposed by Staff and the Company for the filing of  Intervenor Direct Testimony does 

not permit intervenor witnesses sufficient time to review the testimony, Part 285 filings 

and the numerous data request responses that will continue to be generated for both of 

these major rate cases.   

7.  While there are many similar issues in both this case and the North Shore  

docket -- the People, in fact, have no objection to the consolidation of these two rate 

cases -- it is worth noting that the cases nevertheless involve two separate companies with 

vastly different financial data.  In addition, both this docket and the North Shore rate case 

involve new ratemaking proposals, including revenue decoupling and the establishment 



of no less than three additional rider ratemaking mechanisms, never before proposed by 

Peoples and North Shore.  The companies are also proposing significant changes to the 

design of customer rates as well.  The People submit that the Staff/Company proposed 

schedule does not permit intervenor witnesses the time needed to respond to these various 

testimonies, financial data, ratemaking proposals and discovery responses.   

7.  The People wish to point out, too, that the accounting witness providing 

testimony on behalf of the People will be reviewing and responding to all of the 

operating income and rate base data provided by both companies.  Staff, on the other 

hand, typically employs the resources of several accounting witnesses with particularly 

assigned areas of the revenue requirement review.  This fact supports a longer filing 

interval for the filing of Intervenor/Staff Direct testimony than that proposed by both 

Staff and the companies.   

8.  In addition, another witness retained by the People to review the companies’ 

revenue decoupling and rider proposals has a family vacation planned for the week 

preceding June 28th.  This fact significantly hinders his ability to meet the Direct 

testimony filing date proposed by Staff and the Company.   

 9.  The People’s schedule, provided below, seeks to extend the Staff/Intervenor 

Direct Testimony filing date only another eight days, until July 6, 2007.  The various 

rebuttal and surrebuttal filing dates follow a few days later than the dates Staff and the 

Company propose.  The rest of the schedule, including the hearings dates and briefing 

timetable, is nearly identical to the Company/Staff schedule, as shown below: 

 Activity  Date                 Days since last activity               Day       
 
Staff/Intervenor Direct  July 6  119                          Fri. 
Company Rebuttal      Aug 2   27                                           Thurs. 



Staff/Intervenor Rebuttal  Aug. 27  25                                           Thurs. 
Company Surrebuttal    Sept 14  18                                           Fri. 
Pretrial Motions          Sept. 17    3                                           Mon. 
Hearings Start          Sept. 20    3    Thurs. 
Hearings End        Sept. 26           6                                           Fri. 
Initial Briefs        Oct. 19              23                                           Tues. 
Reply Briefs         Nov. 2               14                                          Fri. 
Proposed Order     Nov. 30             28                                          Fri. 
BOEs               Dec. 14             14                                           Fri. 
Reply BOEs      Dec. 21    7                          Fri 
 
End of Final Suspension Period   Feb 5 
 
 8.  The People have no objection to the remainder of the Case Management Plan 

proposed by the Company.  With respect to the Discovery provisions of North Shore’s 

and People’s proposed Plan, however, the People suggest that language be added 

requiring all parties to forward discovery request responses as they are completed, rather 

than waiting until all responses for a particular set of requests are finished.   

 WHEREFORE, for all of the reasons stated above, the People respectfully move 

the ALJs to approve the schedule provided herein. 

Respectfully submitted, 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 
By Lisa Madigan 
Attorney General 
 
By: ___________________________ 
Karen L. Lusson,  
Senior Assistant Attorney General 
Public Utilities Division 
Illinois Attorney General's Office 
100 West Randolph Street, 11th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Telephone: (312) 814-1136 
Facsimile: (312) 814-3212 
E-mail: klusson@atg.state.il.us 
 

 Dated:  April 23, 2007 
 
 



 


