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MEMORANDUM_____________________________________________________ 
 
TO: The Commission 
 
FROM: Michael L. Wallace, Chief Administrative Law Judge 
 
DATE: May 9, 2012 
 
SUBJECT: Illinois Commerce Commission 
      On Its Own Motion 
 
 In re Proposed Contracts between Chicago Clean Energy, 

Inc. and Ameren Illinois Company and Between Chicago 
Clean Energy, Inc. and Northern Illinois Gas Company for 
the Purchase and Sale of Substitute Natural Gas Under the 
Provisions of Illinois Public Act 97-0096. 

 
 Request for Oral Argument 
 
 Order on Rehearing 
 
RECCOMENDATION: Deny Request for Oral Argument. 
 Enter Order on Rehearing. 
 
 
 On January 10, 2012, the Commission entered an order approving the sourcing 
agreements between Chicago Clean Energy (“CCE”) and Nicor Gas Company (“Nicor”) 
and Ameren Illinois Company (“Ameren”) as required by Section 9-220(h-4) of the 
Public Utilities Act.  On February 23, 2012 the Commission granted all petitions for 
rehearing.  A Proposed Order on Rehearing was served on the Parties and Briefs on 
Exceptions and Reply Briefs on Exceptions were filed by the parties. 
 
 The Order on Rehearing approves the sourcing agreement, with certain 
modifications from the original order of January 10, 2012.  The third-party guarantee 
and carbon sequestration provisions have been removed.  Two early termination 
clauses were removed.  The projected output of the facility has been modified to 
conform to the Illinois Power Agency's position on the issue.  The Capital Recovery 
Charge and O & M Charge remain the same except for corrections to the Appendix to 
accurately reflect the proper inputs. The clarifications provide that Nicor and Ameren 
are not to be responsible for more than 84% of the costs associated with the project, 
consisted with the requirement that they purchase 84% of the output of the facility. 
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 CCE has requested oral argument and suggests that oral argument may be of 
benefit to the Commission as it deliberates.  Given the odd procedural nature of this 
case, forced by the limits of the statute, I hesitate to offer an opinion to the Commission 
on the virtues of oral argument.  I am unsure, however, as to what more can be gained 
at this point through oral argument.  So with that, I recommend denying the request for 
oral argument.   
 
 I do recommend entry of the order on rehearing approving the sourcing 
agreements. 
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