
LAW OFFICES OF GERARD T. FOX 
TWO PRUDENTIAL PLAZA 

180 N. STETSON 
SUITE 3500 

CHICAGO, IL 60601 
(312) 268-5674 

 
April 25, 2013 

 
VIA E-Mail 
 
Ms. Julie Soderna 
Director of Litigation 
Citizens Utility Board 
309 W. Washington 
Suite 800 
Chicago, IL 60606 
 
Ms. Janice Dale 
Chief Assistant Attorney General 
Public Utilities Bureau 
Illinois Attorney General’s Office 
100 W. Randolph St. 11th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60601 
 

 

Re: Northern Illinois Gas Company – Proposed Establishment of Rider 17, Purchase of 
Receivables with Consolidated Billing, ICC Docket Nos.12-0569. 

 
Dear Counsel: 
 

Enclosed please find the second set of data requests of the Retail Energy Supply 
Association and Interstate Gas Supply directed to the witness sponsored by the Citizens Utility 
Board and the Illinois Attorney General in this proceeding.  In light of the fact that hearings will 
take place on May 6 and 7, please provide responses to these data requests on or before May 2, 
2013.  Please note that individual responses should be provided as soon as they become 
available. 
 

If you have any questions regarding this data request, please call me at (312) 268-5674. 
 

 Sincerely, 
  

Gerard T. Fox 
 
Enclosure 
 
cc:  Service List (Parties Only) 
       Docket No. 12-0569 (via e-mail) 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

 
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

 
Northern Illinois Gas Company ) 
d/b/a Nicor Gas Company ) 
 )   
Proposed Establishment of Rider 17, ) Docket No. 12-0569 
Purchase of Receivables with  )  
Consolidated Billing. )  
 

SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS TO 
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND THE CITIZENS UTILITY BOARD 

Now comes Interstate Gas Supply of Illinois and the Retail Energy Supply Association, 

by their attorney, and propounds the following Data Requests, RESA-IGS AG/CUB 2.01 to 2.14, 

to the Attorney General and the Citizens Utility Board, pursuant to 83 Ill. Admin. Code 

§ 200.360. 

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS 

1. These requests are directed to the Rebuttal Testimony of Martin R. Cohen on behalf 

of the Attorney General and the Citizens Utility Board (“AG/CUB”) and/or are follow-up data 

requests to AG/CUB’s responses to RESA/IGS’ first set of data requests. 

2. In answering these data requests, provide all information that is available, including 

information in the possession, custody or control of AG/CUB, their agents, employees, 

representatives, and attorneys.  If any document requested is not in AG/CUB’s possession or 

subject to their control, please explain its location, present custodian, and reason why it is not 

within AG/CUB’s control.   

3. These Data Requests are continuing to the full extent that continuing discovery is 

authorized by the Commission or by Illinois Supreme Court discovery rules (e.g., Rule 214), as 

adopted in Commission practice by 83 Ill. Admin. Code § 200.360(c). 
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4. If any information requested herein is claimed to be privileged or confidential, 

please state the grounds on which such privilege or confidentiality is being asserted, and include a 

brief description of the document, listing the date and the author, and please provide the name and 

address of any person who received the document or a copy of the document. 

5. Please provide individual responses or portions of responses as they become 

available.  Any objection or claim of privilege or confidentiality should be provided immediately. 

6. Please begin each response on a separate page and set forth in full, at the top of 

the page, the request that is being answered.  Please identify the responsible witness for each 

response. 

7. Please provide the documents, data, and information requested herein no later 

than May 2, 2013 to the following: 

Law Offices of Gerard T. Fox 
Two Prudential Plaza 
180 N. Stetson 
Suite 3500 
Chicago, IL 60601 
gerardtfox@aol.com 
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DATA REQUESTS 

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.01: 
On page 3, lines 57-59, of his Rebuttal Testimony, Mr. Cohen states that “If no evidence in the 
record demonstrates that the tariff has benefits that exceed its costs, the Commission has no basis 
on which to approve it as either just or reasonable.”  Please state if it is Mr. Cohen’s opinion that 
every tariff filing of a utility has to meet a cost benefit test, please describe specifically how that 
cost benefit test should be conducted, and state all support for that opinion.  If it’s Mr. Cohen’s 
opinion that only some tariff filings of a utility have to meet a cost benefit test, please state how 
Mr. Cohen would determine which tariff filings have to meet a cost benefit test, how that test 
should be conducted, and state all support for that opinion. 
 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.02: 
On pages 3-4, lines 68-71 of his Rebuttal Testimony, Mr. Cohen states that “no party has 
presented evidence that demonstrates that retail gas competition has resulted in lower prices in 
Illinois or by what amount of in what fashion such prices would decrease as a result of a POR 
tariff”.  Please explain fully how a party would demonstrate that the prices of Alternate Gas 
Suppliers would decrease if Nicor Gas’ Rider 17 is approved by the Illinois Commerce 
Commission. 
 
 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.03: 
Please provide all support for Mr. Cohen’s statement on page 4, lines 78-84 of his Rebuttal 
Testimony that:  “To the extent that some customers of AGS are charged higher rates than they 
would for utility supply, they are more likely to find their bills unaffordable, resulting in higher 
uncollectibles.  In this case, even if the supply uncollectibles were recovered from AGS and their 
customers through operation of the Discount Rate and PORA, the delivery-related uncollectibles 
would also increase, thus raising the uncollectible amounts to be recovered from all Nicor 
customers, not just Q-AGS customers.”   
 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.04 
Please provide a copy of all studies, reports, or other documents that show that Purchase of 
Receivables programs do not benefit customers. 
 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.05 
Please provide a copy of all studies, reports, or other documents that show that Purchase of 
Receivables programs have resulted in higher prices to customers. 
 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.06 
Please provide a copy of all studies, reports, or other documents that show that Purchase of 
Receivables programs have resulted in increased uncollectible rates for gas or electric utilities. 
 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.07 
Regarding the response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB Data Request 1.11 Attachment 10 PGA Rates: 

a. Line 1305 of the spreadsheet shows:  

ICC Docket 12-0569
CUB-AG Verified Reply in Support of Motion to Quash 

Attachment A



Docket No. 12-0569 5 

1556  8  80  2007 6 7/11/2007 0:00
 

80 appears in the column labeled Rate.  Does this represent the rate of the Nicor Gas 
(CID 8) PGA during Month 6 of Year 2007?   

b. Does this translate to a rate of $0.8000 per therm for the Nicor Gas PGA in June 2007?  If 
not, what does it signify? 

c. On the ICC website page “AGS: Historical Purchased Gas Adjustment (PGA) Rates” the 
June 2007 PGA rate for Nicor Gas is listed as $0.8800.  If the answer to b. above is yes, 
why do these rates differ? 

d. What was the rate that was utilized in the CUB Market Monitor (“CMM”) for the savings 
(loss) calculation? 

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.08 
Regarding the response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11 Attachment 10 PGA Rates: 

a. Line 1323 shows:  

1574 8 70 2007 8 8/13/2007 0:00
 

Line 1342 shows: 
1592 8 68 2007 8 10/11/2007 0:00

 
Do both of these entries show the PGA Rate for Nicor Gas (CID 8) in Month 8 of Year 
2007? 

b. If yes, why are there two different PGA rates for the same month and which rate was 
used in the CMM calculation of savings (loss)? 

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.09 
On the webpage for the CMM, the Analysis of Constellation’s Offers shows the following offer 
for 3/2/07: 

  
The response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11 Attachment 7 Plans shows two Plan Type F offers for 
an Offer Date of 3/2/2007 at Lines 2127 and 2128.  
Plan_ID AGS_ID LDC_ID Plan_Type Offer_Date Monthly_FeExists_ChaStatus Comment Save_LossTerm dateStart dateEnd Term_mondateentere q intro_rate intro_rate_ intro_rate_months

2169 36 8 F 3/2/2007 0:00 0 1 Expired 56.95 1 4/2/2007 0:00 10/31/2012 0:00 12 0 0 0 0
2170 36 8 F 3/2/2007 0:00 0 1 Expired -3924.49 1 4/2/2007 0:00 10/31/2012 0:00 12 0 0 0 0  

The response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11 Attachment 8 Rates shows the following information 
for the corresponding Plan ID 2169 (at Line 4488) and Plan ID 2170 (at Line 4489). 
Plan_ID  Usage_Rate  Month  Year  rate 

2169  0.91  3  2007 0.91
2170  0.99  3  2007 0.99

 
a. Does the 3/2/07 plan on the webpage identified above correspond to the Plan ID 2169 in 

Attachments 7 and 8?  If not, please identify the line number associated with this plan in 
Attachments 7 and 8.  
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b. If a. above is yes, please explain why the plan is identified as a 6 month plan on the 
website but the Column labeled Term Months in Attachment 7 has a value of 12?   

c. If a. above is yes, please explain why there is a value in dateStart in Attachment 7 of 
4/2/2007 and a value in dateEnd in that attachment of 10/31/2007 which corresponds to a  
7 month period of time instead of 6 months as shown on the CMM? 

d. What was the actual period of time used for the calculation of savings (loss) for plan 
2169? 

e. What was the source of the Constellation (MX at that time) offer information?  If it was 
an AGS employee, please identify the name of the employee who provided the offer data 
to CUB in a confidential response.   

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.10 
The CMM web page shows the following 3/14/12 six month fixed offer for Constellation:  

 
a. Line 6494 of the response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11 Attachment 7 Plans is the only 

six month fixed plan with an offer date of 3/14/2012.  Is this the data for the plan 
associated with the website offer above?  If not, on which Line of Attachment 7 is the 
above 3/14/12 offer found?  

Plan_ID AGS_ID LDC_ID Plan_Type Offer_Date Monthly_FeExists_ChaStatus Comment Save_LossTerm dateStart dateEnd
6572 36 8 F 3/14/2012 0:00 2.49 1 Expired 0 6-months 4/3/2012 0:00 10/2/2012 0:00  
b. Line 1011 of the response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11 Attachment 8 show the following 

information for plan 6572.  Is this the data for the 3/14/12 plan associated with the 
website offer above?  If not, on which Line of Attachment 8 is the above offer found? 

Plan_ID Usage_Rate Month Year rate 
6572 0.323 3 2012 0.323

 
c. Please explain why the website for the 3/14/12 six month fixed offer for Constellation 

appears to report a Usage rate of $0.470 while Attachment 8 appears to report a Usage 
Rate of 0.323? 

d. Which is the correct rate for this offer? 
e. Which rate was used in the calculation of the $46.65 loss? 
f. What was the source of the Constellation offer information?  If it was an AGS employee, 

please identify the name of the employee who provided the offer data to CUB in a 
confidential response.   

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.11 
The CMM web page shows the following 3/20/07 six month fixed offer for Constellation:
  
The response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11 Attachment 7 Plans shows two Plan Type F offers on 
an Offer Date of 3/20/2007 at Lines 2165 and 2166.  
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Plan_ID AGS_ID LDC_ID Plan_Type Offer_Date Monthly_FeExists_ChaStatus Comment Save_LossTerm dateStart dateEnd Term_months
2207 36 8 F 3/20/2007 0:00 2.49 1 Expired 42.01 1 4/20/2007 0:00 10/31/2012 0:00 12
2208 36 8 F 3/20/2007 0:00 2.49 1 Expired -4014.13 1 4/20/2007 0:00 10/31/2012 0:00 12  
a. Is the data on one of these two lines the data for the plan associated with the 3/20/07 

website offer above?  If yes, which Line of the Attachment corresponds to the offer?  If 
not, on which Line of Attachment 7 is the above offer found? 

b. If a. is yes, please explain why the website indicates 6 months for the offer and the 
Attachments shows a Term months value of 12 months.  

c. Which offer term was used in the calculation of the $42.07 savings on the CMM? 
d. What was the source of the Constellation (MX at that time) offer information?  If it was 

an AGS employee, please identify the name of the employee who provided the offer data 
to CUB in a confidential response.   

e. Based on the offer date Start of 4/20/2007 and date End of 10/31/2012, the offers in 
Attachment 7 appear to extend 6 months and 11 days.   For the savings (loss) calculation, 
what was the total number of therms used in the analysis? What was the number of 
therms used for April 2007? 

f. Was the utility PGA for the month of April used in the savings (loss) calculation?  If yes, 
was the calculation in any way prorated to account for a partial month of an offer?   

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.12 
Regarding the Response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.20: 

a. Does the first bullet in the Response refer to data in Attachment 9 of RESA-IGS-
AG/CUB 1.11?  If no, please identify where this data can be found. 

b. Does the second bullet in the Response refer to data in Attachment 3 of RESA-IGS-
AG/CUB 1.11?  If no, please identify where this data can be found. 

c. Does the third bullet in the Response refer to data in Attachment 4 of RESA-IGS-
AG/CUB 1.11?  If no, please identify where this data can be found. 

d. Does the fourth bullet in the Response refer to data in Attachment 6 of RESA-IGS-
AG/CUB 1.11?  If no, please identify where this data can be found. 

e. Does the fifth bullet in the Response refer to data in Attachment 5 of RESA-IGS-
AG/CUB 1.11?  If no, please identify where this data can be found. 

RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.13 
Regarding the Response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.05: 

a. Does CUB maintain a record of the source of its AGS weekly price information that is 
described in the first paragraph of the Reponses?  If yes, please provide the log of weekly 
price information on Offers for the month of March 2013.  

b. Please provide the current names of the AGS representatives to whom the weekly AGS 
plan price information is circulated as described in paragraph two of the Reponse.   

c. In the fifth paragraph of the Reponses it states some AGS do not communication with 
CUB.  Currently how many AGS communicate with CUB and how many AGS do not 
communicate with CUB?   
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d. If an AGS does not communicate with CUB, does the CMM rely exclusively on the 
publicly-available information from the Commission’s website for data on AGS offers?  
If no, please explain. 

 
RESA-IGS—AG/CUB 2.14 
Regarding the Response to RESA-IGS-AG/CUB 1.11: 

a. Please provide an explanation of the Column Headers in the Excel spreadsheets. 
b. For Columns in which a code is used for the content of the cells in the column, such as 

CID in Attachment 3, please provide an explanation or description for each coded value.   
c. Please provide the portion of the spreadsheet(s) with formulae intact in which the 

calculation of the savings (loss) for AGS offers are performed? 
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