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BRIEF IN REPLY TO EXCEPTIONS OF  
NORTH SHORE GAS COMPANY  

AND THE PEOPLES GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY 
 

 Pursuant to Section 200.830 of the Illinois Commerce Commission’s 

(“Commission”) Rules of Practice (83 Ill. Admin. Code §200.830) and the 

schedule established by the Administrative Law Judge, North Shore Gas 

Company and The Peoples Gas Light and Coke Company file their Brief in Reply 

to Exceptions in the above-captioned proceeding.  This Brief is in reply to the 

briefs on exception (“BoE”) filed by the Citizens Utility Board (“CUB”) and by the 

Commission Staff. 

I. Citizens Utility Board 

 CUB excepted to the Administrative Law Judge’s Proposed Order’s 

(“ALJPO”) definition of “Inspection Information.”  CUB BoE, pp. 1-4.  CUB 

proposed adding to the definition this clause:  “or provided to the Commission by 

any person regarding pipeline leaks, lost gas, or unaccounted for gas.”  The 

ALJPO properly excluded such language.   

First, the information is generally publicly available in other reports and 

forms.  CUB’s claim of expense (CUB BoE, p. 2) rests on the cost of procuring a 



utility’s entire Form 21 report (CUB Reply Comments, p. 4).  As is apparent from 

the blank Form 21, which is available on the Commission’s website, the 

unaccounted for data are on a single page (page 706) of that form.  An interested 

person need only obtain one page, not “hundreds” (CUB Reply Comments, p. 4).   

Second, CUB’s proposal potentially expands the definition.  An entity may 

provide information about lost and unaccounted for gas to the Commission for 

reasons having nothing to do with an “inspection” or safety-related inquiry (e.g., 

Form 21 or requests under Section 5-101 of the Public Utilities Act).  The context 

in which the entity provides the lost or unaccounted for gas information may 

include confidential information, even if the lost gas data are not confidential.  

The effect of expanding the definition of Inspection Information may be to 

increase the circumstances in which an otherwise routine request for information 

from the Commission Staff requires the utility to file a request for confidential 

treatment and open a docket; providing the information pursuant to Section 4-404 

of the Public Utilities Act may not be sufficient to protect the confidential status. 

CUB’s exception should be rejected.     

II. Commission Staff 

 Staff excepted to the ALJPO’s definition of “Inspection Information.”  Staff 

proposed adding “including any evaluation and associated evaluation 

documentation of such inspections or other activity by any agent or employee of 

the Commission” to the definition.  Staff BoE, p. 2. 

 This appears to expand the definition of “inspection information” to include 

material prepared by others and perhaps including “inspection information” that, 
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as stated in the definition, “… has come to the Commission in the course of any 

inspection or other activity … .”  Proposed Sec. 596.10.  If the Commission 

adopts Staff’s proposal, then it should clarify in the Order that, to the extent the 

“evaluation” or “evaluation documentation” in Staff’s proposal includes inspection 

information for which an entity sought and received confidential status, the 

posting will treat the confidential information consistently with the Order.  More 

importantly, the Order should clarify that any such posting of an evaluation or 

evaluation documentation is subject to proposed Section 596.50.  That is, the 

entity that provided the information must have an opportunity, before-the-fact, to 

review the evaluation or documentation using its information to address any 

confidentiality issues.  

 If Staff’s exception is adopted, the Order should include the clarifications 

described in the preceding paragraph. 
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WHEREFORE, North Shore Gas Company and The Peoples Gas Light 

and Coke Company respectfully submit their Brief in Reply to Exceptions. 

 Dated at Chicago, Illinois this 25th day of June, 2012. 

 
 Respectfully submitted, 

 
 North Shore Gas Company 
 The Peoples Gas Light and Coke Company 

 
 

 By:   /S/ MARY KLYASHEFF    
       Mary Klyasheff 
       An Attorney for 

North Shore Gas Company 
       The Peoples Gas Light  
       and Coke Company 
 
 
 
 
Barbara Baran 
Mary Klyasheff 
Integrys Business Support, LLC  
Legal Service Department 
130 East Randolph Street 
Chicago, Illinois  60601  
 
telephone:  312-240-4470 
facsimile:  312-240-4219 
e-mail:  MPKlyasheff@integrysgroup.com  
 
 
Attorneys for 
North Shore Gas Company 
The Peoples Gas Light and Cole Company  



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that I have this day served the Brief in Reply to 

Exceptions of North Shore Gas Company and The Peoples Gas Light and Coke 

Company by placing a copy thereof in the United States mail with first class 

postage affixed or electronic mail, addressed to each of the parties of record in 

Ill.C.C. Docket No. 11-0671. 

Dated at Chicago, Illinois this 25th day of June, 2012. 

 

 
 By:   /S/ MARY KLYASHEFF    

       Mary Klyasheff 
       An Attorney for 

North Shore Gas Company 
       The Peoples Gas Light 
       and Coke Company 


