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M E M O R A N D U M___________________________________________________ 
 
TO:  The Commission 
 
FROM:  John T. Riley, Administrative Law Judge 
 
DATE:    July 24, 2013 
 
SUBJECT:  2401 E. 75th St. LLC 

-vs- 
Peoples Gas Light and Coke Company 
 
Complaint as to billing/charges in Chicago, Illinois. 
 

RECOMMENDATION: Enter Order dismissing complaint without prejudice. 
 

 
On January 31, 2013, pursuant to Section 10-108 of the Act, 2401 75th. St. LLC 

(“Complainant”) filed a complaint against Peoples Gas Light and Coke Company 
(“Respondent”), alleging that Respondent disconnected gas in sub-zero temperatures, 
failed to issue bills, and held Complainant responsible for unpaid bills incurred by a 
previous management company, for the building at 11932-36 S. Stewart Ave., Chicago, 
IL. 

Pursuant to notice given in accordance with the rules and regulations of the 
Commission, the parties convened for a Prehearing Conference on February 28, 2013, 
before a duly authorized Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) of the Commission at its 
offices in Chicago, Illinois.  This matter was continued for status to April 25, 2013 to 
pursue settlement negotiations.  Respondent replied that there was no settlement 
pending with regard to Stewart Ave., no issue regarding gas shutoff, and it anticipated 
filing a motion to dismiss.  Complainant stated that it was negotiating settlement with 
another attorney for Respondent who is not the attorney of record in this Docket.  This 
matter was continued for status to May 23, 2013. 

 On April 26, 2013, Respondent filed a Motion to Dismiss.  Complainant did not 
file an answer.  At the May 23 status, Complainant stated that it had obtained a 
settlement agreement that included Stewart Ave and it had no objection if the motion to 
dismiss were granted, as long as it could re-file the complaint.  Complainant did not 
intend to file a response to the motion, because of the settlement. 

Respondent stated that Stewart Ave. is separate from the settlement, that 
Complainant had never been Respondent’s customer of record, never had gas service 
at Stewart Ave., and that is the only property involved in the complaint.  Respondent 
argued that the motion should be granted with prejudice, because there is no dispute 
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and Complainant did not properly respond to the motion.  At the conclusion of the May 
23, 2013 status, the ALJ continued this matter generally. 

On July 2, 2013, the ALJ issued a Proposed Order in this matter.  Neither party 
filed exceptions.  The attached order finds that the issue of settlement is irrelevant. 
Respondent’s contention that Complainant was never a customer of Respondent for 
gas service at Stewart Ave., and was never billed for gas service there, is 
uncontradicted.  The order also finds that no settlement documentation between 
Complainant and Respondent appears on the Commission e-Docket system.  The 
attached order dismisses the complaint without prejudice, as there have been no 
findings on the merits. 

I recommend that the Commission enter the attached order dismissing this 
complaint, without prejudice. 
 
JTR:jt 


