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The Applicable Law  
 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”) seeks reversal of a ruling made by 
the Administrative Law Judges (the “ALJs”) on March 8, 2012, granting motions to strike 
the entirety of certain surrebuttal testimony that ComEd filed on March 2, 2012, which 
is, ComEd Ex. 24.0.  This ruling was made during the evidentiary hearing.   

 
The pertinent regulation provides that: “Any ruling by a Hearing Examiner . . . 

may be reviewed by the Commission . . . . “  (83 Ill. Adm. Code 200.520(a)).  This rule 
further provides that: 

 
Unless good cause is shown or unless otherwise ordered by the Hearing 
Examiner or the Commission, the party or staff seeking review of the 
ruling shall file a petition for interlocutory review within 21 days after the 
date of the action that is the subject of the petition. . . . Petitions for 
interlocutory review of a hearing examiner ruling, and any responses and 
replies to the petition, shall be forwarded by the hearing examiner directly 
to the Commission for review without communicating further advice or 
recommendation from any hearing examiner. . . .  

 
(Id.).   
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Background 
 
 On March 2, 2012, ComEd filed its Exhibit 24.0, which is, the testimony of 
Charles Box, who is a lawyer and who also is the former Chairman of this Commission.  
On March 5, 2012, the following parties moved to strike this testimony: Commission 
Staff, the Citizens Utility Board (“CUB”), and the Illinois Attorney General’s Office (the 
“AG”).  Staff and the AG sought a ruling that would strike the entirety of this testimony.  
(See, Staff Motion to Strike at 9; AG Motion to Strike at 5).  The evidentiary hearing in 
this matter commenced on March 7, 2012.  The ruling in question occurred during the 
second day of trial.   
 
 ComEd seeks reversal of the portion of the ruling that struck lines one through 74 
of that testimony.  It does not seek reversal of any other portion of that ruling.   
 
 Commission Staff and the AG filed responses to ComEd’s Petition for 
Interlocutory Review on March 20, 2012.   
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