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STAFF OF THE ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 
VERIFIED REPLY COMMENTS 

 
 

Staff of the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Staff”), by and through its 

undersigned counsel, respectfully submits its Verified Reply Comments (“Staff’s Reply 

Comments”) in support of a proposed Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”) 

rules allowing natural gas utilities of a certain size to recover, through tariffs, the costs of 

certain infrastructure improvements without seeking a general rate increase. 

 

I. Background 

 
 On July 5, 2013 Public Act 98-57 (“PA 98-0057”) became effective.  Among other 

things, PA 98-0057 created a new section to the Public Utilities Act (“Act”): Section 9-

220.3, on natural gas surcharges.  Section 9-220.3 authorizes the Commission to 

approve tariffs that allow natural gas utilities of a certain size to recover, through tariffs, 

the costs of certain infrastructure improvements without seeking a general rate 

increase.  It also requires the Commission to adopt applicable rules on an emergency 

basis within 30 days after the effective date of the act.  On July 26, 2013, Staff filed a 

report recommending that the Commission open a rulemaking proceeding to adopt, on 
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an emergency basis, Staff’s proposed Qualifying Infrastructure Plant Surcharge (“QIP”), 

83 Ill. Adm. Code 556, and to open a rulemaking proceeding to adopt those same 

emergency rules as the permanent rules.  The Commission entered an order adopting 

the emergency rule and opening the proceeding as a general rulemaking pursuant to 

Section 5-40 of the IAPA (5 ILCS 100/5-40) on July 31, 2013. The emergency rules 

have an effective date of August 5, 2013 and expire at the end of 150 days. (2013 Ill. 

Reg. 13571)  The proposed permanent rules were published in the Illinois Register on 

August 16, 2013 (Id. at 13570-13588) which begins the first 45 day notice period. (Id., 

13570) 

 At a status hearing on the parties agreed to a schedule allowing for the filing of 

Verified Initial and Verified Reply Comments.(Tr., 5)  Initial Comments were field by 

Staff, Ameren Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois (“Ameren”, “Ameren Illinois” or 

“AIC”), the Peoples of the State of Illinois by Attorney General Lisa Madigan (“AG”), 

Northern Illinois Gas Company d/b/a Nicor Gas Company (“Nicor Gas”) and the Peoples 

Gas Light and Coke Company (“Peoples Gas”).  Staff’s Reply Comments to the Initial 

Comments of Ameren Illinois, Nicor Gas and Peoples Gas follows. 

II. Proposed Rules 

A. Section 556.10 Definitions 

 Ameren Illinois, Nicor Gas, and Peoples Gas proposed changes to certain 

definitions in Section 556.10 and/or proposed new defined terms for Section 556.10.  

Staff will respond to those proposed revisions to Section 556.10 on an individual basis. 
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1. Definition of “Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes” 

Both Ameren Illinois and Peoples Gas propose a new defined term.  They 

propose that the rule include a definition for “Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes”. 

(AIC Initial Comments, 2-4; Peoples Gas Initial Comments, 2-4) Both Ameren Illinois 

and Peoples Gas propose that the definition require the amount for Accumulated 

Deferred Income Taxes to be consistent with Internal Revenue Sections (“IRS”) 167 and 

168 and the Treasury Regulations related to those IRS sections. 

Staff does not accept the inclusion of a definition for “Accumulated Deferred 

Income Taxes” as suggested by Ameren Illinois and Peoples Gas.  It is not necessary 

for a Commission rule to state that the amount representing “Accumulated Deferred 

Income Taxes” should be consistent with the rules and regulations of the IRS. Since all 

utilities should continuously comply with all IRS rules and regulations, the proposed 

definition is unnecessary. 

Ameren Illinois’ and Peoples Gas’ proposal should not be accepted. 

2. Definition of “Depreciation Expense” 

Ameren Illinois proposes some clarifying language to the definition of 

“Depreciation Expense”. (AIC Initial Comments, 3)  Ameren Illinois proposes to add two 

phrases to the definition of Depreciation Expense. The additional language is underlined 

below. 

"Depreciation expense" shall be calculated by applying the utility's 
approved depreciation rates, including removal and salvage, to the 
end-of-month QIP balance, for each category of QIP identified in 
Section 556.40(a)(1)-(7). The resulting depreciation expense for 
QIP shall be reduced by the depreciation included in the utility's 
base rates on any plant retired in conjunction with the installation of 
the qualifying infrastructure plant using a method defined in each 
utility’s tariffs filed under this part. [220 ILCS 5/9-220.3(b)] 
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Staff accepts the addition of the language “identified in Section 556.40(a)(1)-(7)” 

in the first sentence.  The accepted additional language is shown in redline strike 

through to the proposed rule in Attachment A1 to these Reply Comments. 

 Staff does not accept the addition of the language “using a method defined in 

each utility’s tariffs filed under this Part” in the last sentence.  The insertion of the 

language “…using a method defined in each utility’s tariffs filed under this Part” is 

unnecessary and could lead to contested QIP tariff filing proceedings.  The depreciation 

method applied to QIP should be the same depreciation method applied to other plant 

additions of the Company.  If the QIP tariff proposed by a utility provides for the 

calculation of depreciation that is different than non-QIP plant additions then that could 

lead to unnecessary litigation in the tariff filing proceedings as to whether the 

depreciation rates proposed by the Company are reasonable and why the rates are 

different than non QIP plant additions. 

 

3. Definition of “Difficult to locate main” 

Ameren Illinois proposes some clarifying language to the definition of “Difficult to 

locate main”.  (Id. at 3-4)  The changes are indicated by underline as set forth below. 

"Difficult to locate main" refers to a main from which a utility cannot 
obtain a reliable conductive electronic locating signal. 

 

Staff accepts Ameren Illinois’ clarifying language.  The accepted clarifying 

language is shown in redline strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to 

these Reply Comments.  

                                            
1
 The starting point for Attachment A is Appendix A to the initiating order. 
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4. Definition of “Difficult to locate service pipe” 

Ameren Illinois proposes some clarifying language to the definition of “Difficult to 

locate service pipe”. (Id. at 4)  The changes are indicated by underline as set forth 

below. 

"Difficult to locate service pipe" means a service pipe from which a 
utility cannot obtain a reliable conductive electronic locating signal. 

 

Staff accepts Ameren Illinois’s clarifying language.  The accepted clarifying 

language is shown in redline strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to 

these Reply Comments. 

 

5. Definition of “Qualifying Infrastructure Investment” 

Nicor Gas proposes some clarifying language to the definition of “Qualifying 

Infrastructure Investment.” Nicor Gas proposes that QIP costs include costs incurred 

prior to the time such QIP is placed in service. (Nicor Gas Initial Comments, 2-3)  

Nicor Gas proposes the following additional language underlined below. 

"Qualifying infrastructure investment" means QIP and "costs 
associated with investments in qualifying infrastructure plant". It includes 
costs or expenses incurred in connection with QIP prior to the time such 
QIP is placed in service.  It shall not include costs or expenses incurred in 
the ordinary course of business for the ongoing or routine operations of 
the utility, including, but not limited to:(1) operating and maintenance 
costs; and (2) costs of facilities that are revenue-producing, which means 
facilities that are constructed or installed for the purpose of serving new 
customers. 

 

The proposed language adds ambiguity as to what is included in qualifying 

infrastructure investment.  The definition of “Costs associated with investments in 

qualifying infrastructure plan” states that it: 
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shall include a return on qualifying infrastructure plant and recovery of 
depreciation and amortization expense on qualifying infrastructure plant, 
net of the depreciation included in the utility’s base rates on any plant 
retired in conjunction with the installation of the qualifying infrastructure 
plant. 

 

Since those costs include ”a return on qualifying infrastructure plant and the recovery of 

depreciation and amortization expense on qualifying infrastructure plant, net of 

depreciation included in the utility’s base rates on any plant retired in conjunction with 

the installation of the qualifying infrastructure plant,” the insertion of Nicor’s language 

implies that there are other additional costs that are to be considered as qualifying 

infrastructure plant. To avoid creating ambiguity as to what costs are included in 

qualifying infrastructure plant, Nicor Gas’s proposal should be rejected. 

Finally, while the proposed language adds ambiguity as to what is included in 

qualifying infrastructure investment, to the extent that Nicor Gas is arguing that if Nicor 

Gas incurs costs during the time its rates have been fixed (moratorium) pursuant to the 

Commission’s order in Docket No. 11-0046, for projects placed into service after the 

moratorium is over, Nicor Gas can recover those costs through the rider since they 

make up the cost of projects placed into service after the moratorium has expired, then 

Staff agrees that is permitted by Section 9-220.3. 

Despite that agreement, Staff does not accept Nicor Gas’s proposed additional 

language. 

 

6. Definition of “Reconciliation Year” 

Peoples Gas proposed some clarifying language to the definition of 

“Reconciliation Year.” (Peoples Gas Initial Comments, 4-7)  Staff cannot accept the 
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proposed language change for the following reasons: 1) it is contrary to the statutory 

language in Section 9-220.3; 2) the proposal would complicate not simplify the annual 

reconciliation process, and 3) the proposal introduces a mechanism that is contrary to 

all other similar automatic reconciliation mechanisms operating in Illinois with the 

exception of Peoples Gas’ Rider VBA which is unique by itself. 

Staff’s position is that the proposal by Peoples Gas to deviate from a  

reconciliation of calendar year costs with calendar year revenues, to a reconciliation of 

calendar year costs with March through February revenues, (“hybrid year”) (Id.  at 5) is 

inconsistent with the law.  The issue is the construction of Section 9-220.3.  When 

interpreting a statute, the primary objective is to ascertain and give effect to the intent of 

the legislature. Metro Utility Co. v. Illinois Commerce Commission, 262 Ill.App.3d 

266,274 (1994). The best indication of what the legislature intended is the statutory 

language itself. Metro Utility Co. v. Illinois Commerce Commission, 262 Ill.App.3d 266, 

274 (1994)  Clear and unambiguous terms are to be given their plain and ordinary 

meaning (West Suburban Bank v. Attorneys Title Insurance Fund, Inc., 326 Ill.App.3d 

502, 507 (2001)) and where statutory provisions are clear and unambiguous, the plain 

language as written must be given effect, without reading into it exceptions, limitations, 

or conditions the legislature did not express. Davis v. Toshiba Machine Co., 186 Ill.2d 

181, 184-185 (1999). 

Several sections within Section 9-220.3 clearly contemplate a reconciliation of a 

“calendar year” costs and revenues, not a reconciliation of calendar year costs to a 

“hybrid year” of revenues as proposed by Peoples Gas.  Section 9-220.3(d)(3) states in 

part: 
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… A natural gas utility can recover the costs of qualifying infrastructure 
investments through an approved surcharge tariff from the beginning of 
the calendar year subject to the reconciliation initiated under 
paragraph (2) of subsection (e) of this Section, during which the 
Commission may make adjustments to ensure that the limits defined in 
this paragraph are not exceeded. 

220 ILCS 5/9-220.3(d)(3) (emphasis added) 

Section 9-220.3(e)(2) states: 

For each calendar year in which a surcharge tariff is in effect, the 
natural gas utility shall file a petition with the Commission to initiate 
hearings to reconcile amounts billed under each surcharge authorized 
pursuant to this Section with the actual prudently incurred costs 
recoverable under this tariff in the preceding year. The petition filed by 
the natural gas utility shall include testimony and schedules that support 
the accuracy and the prudence of the qualifying infrastructure investment 
for the calendar year being reconciled. The petition filed shall also 
include the number of jobs attributable to the natural gas surcharge tariff 
as required by rule. The review of the utility’s investment shall include 
identification and review of all plant that was ranked within the highest risk 
categories in that utility’s most recent Distribution Integrity Management 
Plan. 

 
(220 ILCS 5/9-220.3.(e)(2) (emphasis added)  Section 9-220.3 clearly requires the 

reconciliation to be that of a calendar year.  There is no language in that section 

providing for a reconciliation of calendar year of costs with a hybrid years’ worth of 

revenues as Peoples Gas proposes. 

In addition Section 9-220.3(g) requires that: 

…cumulative amount of increases billed under the surcharge, since the 
utility’s most recent delivery service rate order, shall not exceed an annual 
average 4% of the utility’s delivery base rate revenues, but shall not 
exceed 5.5% in any given year.” (emphasis added) 

If People’s recommendation were to be adopted, which it should not, the calculation 

called for by Section 9-220.3(g) could not rely on the twelve months of revenues 
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provided in the annual reconciliations.  In order to verify that the increases billed under 

this surcharge had not exceeded 5.5% in any given year, the Commission would have 

to analyze a different twelve months of revenues than what was used in the 

reconciliation.  That would be is inconsistent with the intent of the legislature. 

Contrary to Peoples Gas’ claim, Peoples Gas’ proposal would complicate the 

reconciliation process. (Peoples Gas Initial Comments, p. 5)  The Commission would be 

unable to rely on the annual revenues reported in the audited financial statements to 

verify the determination of QIP Revenues set forth in each reconciliation.  Financial 

information on revenues is provided in Form 21 ILCC only on an annual basis; monthly 

information is not provided.  Additional resources would need to be expended to 

determine that the correct revenues from the last ten months of one calendar year and 

first two months of the next calendar year were being used to determine the QIP 

Revenues.  In addition, the reconciliation process would be delayed to obtain revenue 

data billed in the subsequent calendar year that has not yet been subject to an annual 

financial audit or periodic internal reviews. 

The reconciliation process is further complicated by not being able to rely on the 

twelve months of revenues provided in each annual reconciliation to verify that the 

increases billed under this surcharge had not exceeded 5.5% in any given year.  The 

revenue information needed for this evaluation would be the information for the twelve 

months of the “calendar year”, not the “hybrid year” proposed by Peoples. 

Finally, the proposal by Peoples Gas introduces a mechanism that is inconsistent 

with all other automatic reconciliation mechanisms operating in Illinois except Rider VBA 

with Peoples.  While Peoples Gas points to Rider VBA to support its proposal (Peoples 
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Gas Initial Comments, 6) Rider VBA itself is not comparable to the QIP Rider because 

Rider VBA only reconciles revenues.  Rider QIP like all other riders will reconcile actual 

costs recorded to revenues billed.  All of those other riders reconcile on a calendar year 

basis.  Given all of the above the Commission should reject Peoples Gas’ proposal. 

Staff does not accept Peoples Gas’ language. 

 

B. Section 556.20 Applicability 

No party proposed changes to this section. 

 

C. Section 556.30 Terms and Conditions 

Nicor Gas proposes changes to this section.  The changes proposed by Nicor 

Gas consist of striking the word “percentage” and are derivative of Nicor Gas’s 

proposed new section 556.61.  Nicor Gas discusses the changes in Nicor Gas’ 

comments in relation to the proposed new section 556.61. (Nicor Gas Initial Comments, 

3) 

Staff’s response addressing proposed new section 556.61 is set forth below.  

Consistent with Staff not accepting Nicor Gas’ proposed new section, 556.61, the 

derivative language changes to this section are not accepted by Staff. 

 

D. Section 556.40 Qualifying Infrastructure, or QIP 

No party proposed changes to this section. 
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E. Section 556.50 Recoverable Costs- Return on QIP 

No party proposed changes to this section. 

 

F. Section 556.60 Determination of the QIP Surcharge Percentage 

Ameren and Peoples Gas proposed changes to this section. 

1. Response to Ameren Illinois 

Ameren Illinois proposed the following language changes to Section 556.60 

indicated by underline and strike through as set forth below. 

 

 
NetQIP = Actual cost of QIP less accumulated 

depreciation and any Aaccumulated 
Ddeferred income Ttaxes liabilities net of 
deferred tax assets resulting from the 
additional QIP. 
 

(AIC Initial Comments, 4-5) 

 Staff agrees with some of the language changes but not all.  The following 

language changes: “Aaccumulated Ddeferred income Ttaxes” are derivative of Ameren 

Illinois’ proposal to define the term Accumulated Deferred Income Tax which Staff does 

not accept.  Accordingly Staff does not support those limited changes. 

 Staff does agree with the proposed language changes “liabilities net of deferred 

tax assets resulting from the additional QIP.” 

 

 Based upon the above, Staff would accept the following language changes to this 

section: 
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NetQIP = Actual cost of QIP less accumulated 
depreciation and any accumulated deferred 
income taxes liabilities net of deferred tax 
assets resulting from the additional QIP. 

 

The changes that are acceptable to Staff are the same language changes 

proposed by Peoples Gas and discussed below. 

The accepted language with modification is shown in redline strike through to the 

proposed rule in Attachment A to these Reply Comments. 

2. Response to Peoples Gas 

Peoples Gas proposes the following changes to this section: 

NetQIP = Actual cost of QIP less accumulated 
depreciation and any accumulated deferred 
income tax liabilities net of deferred tax 
assets resulting from the additional QIP es. 

 

(Peoples Gas Initial Comments, Attachment A)  Staff does not oppose Peoples Gas’s 

proposed language changes, as they are the same as some of the Ameren Illinois 

language changes set forth above which Staff accepts.  While both Ameren Illinois and 

Peoples Gas proposed a new definition, Accumulated Deferred Income taxes, Peoples 

Gas did not propose a derivate language change to the phrase “accumulated deferred 

income tax liabilities”. 

Staff accepts Peoples Gas’ language.  The accepted clarifying language is 

shown in redline strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to these Reply 

Comments.  
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G. Section 556.61 Determination of QIP Surcharge Rate [New Section 
proposed by Nicor Gas] 

Nicor Gas proposed this new section.  Nicor Gas proposes that the QIP Rule 

through new Section 556.61 include an alternative streamlined QIP surcharge rate as a 

per customer charge (“QIP Surcharge Rate”) in addition to the QIP Surcharge 

Percentage. (Nicor Gas Initial Comments, 3)  Under Nicor Gas’ proposal, utilities 

subject to the QIP Rule would have the option to select either cost recovery mechanism.  

The proposal to allow an alternative QIP Surcharge Rate should be rejected because it 

is inconsistent with the way these costs are reflected in rates.  The proposed rule which 

uses a QIP Surcharge Percentage produces a result that is more consistent with the 

rate design of a company’s current rates than a QIP Surcharge Rate and is consistent 

with the Administrative Rule for water and sewer QIP riders, 83 Ill. Adm. Code 656.  

Recovering QIP costs through a per customer charge in between rate cases as 

proposed by Nicor Gas would be inconsistent with the way such costs are recovered in 

rate cases. Nicor Gas’ proposal is the equivalent of 100% fixed-cost recovery through a 

Straight Fixed Variable (“SFV”) rate design.  In an SFV rate design, the Commission 

has routinely limited Illinois utilities to no more than 80% fixed cost recovery through the 

customer charge.  The Commission has previously expressed concern that a utility 

could over-recover its revenue requirement if too many fixed costs are recovered 

through the monthly customer charges and that concern remains valid in this 

proceeding. Ameren Illinois Company, ICC Order Docket Nos. 07-0585 et al. (Cons.), 

236-237 (Sept. 24, 2008). 

Using a QIP Surcharge Percentage produces a result that is more consistent with 

the rate design of a company’s current rates. The QIP Surcharge Percentage is applied 
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to the charges billed to each customer that represent base rate revenues. Because it is 

applied in this way on a percentage basis, the amounts recovered through the QIP 

Surcharge Percentage are derived in relation to the underlying base rates.  

Using a QIP Surcharge Percentage is consistent with the Administrative Rule for 

water and sewer QIP riders, 83 Ill. Adm. Code 656 (“Part 656”). Part 656 uses a QIP 

Surcharge Percentage and has no provision for an alternative QIP Surcharge Rate that 

would be applied on a per customer basis. Thus, it is not unreasonable for the QIP 

Surcharge for gas utilities to recover cost through a QIP Surcharge Percentage only.  

For these reasons, the Commission should reject Nicor Gas’ proposal to permit 

recovery of QIP costs through an alternative QIP Surcharge Rate on a per customer 

charge basis.  

Staff does not accept Nicor Gas’ language. 

 

H. Section 556.70 Application for QIP Surcharge Tariff 

No party proposed changes to this section. 

 

I. Section 556.80 Approval of Withdrawal of QIP Surcharge Tariff 

No party proposed changes to this section. 

 

J. Section 556.90 Information Sheet Filings to Amend QIP Surcharge 

Peoples Gas and Nicor Gas proposed changes to this section. 
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1. Response to Nicor Gas 

Nicor Gas proposes changes to this section.  The changes proposed by Nicor 

Gas consist of striking the word “percentage” and are derivative of Nicor Gas’s 

proposed new section 556.61.  Nicor Gas discusses the changes in Nicor Gas’ 

comments in relation to the proposed new section 556.61. (Nicor Gas Initial Comments, 

3) 

Staff’s response addressing proposed new section 556.61 is set forth above.  

Consistent with Staff not accepting Nicor Gas’ proposed new section, 556.61, the 

derivative language changes to this section are not accepted by Staff. 

 

2. Response to Peoples Gas 

Peoples Gas proposed the following language changes to Section 556.90 

indicated by underline and strike through as set forth below. 

 

c) A utility shall submit with each information sheet the following 
documentation: 

 
1) A calculation of the QIP surcharge percentage, PTR, and 

GRCF; 
 

2) A detailed schedule providing the following information for 
each completed QIP-eligible project whose cost has been 
transferred to utility plant with the closing of the QIP eligible 
project's work order: 

 

Staff accepts Peoples Gas’ language.  The accepted language is shown in 

redline strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to these Reply Comments.  
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K. Section 556.100 Annual Reconciliation 

Ameren Illinois, Nicor Gas and Peoples Gas proposed changes to this section. 

 

1. Ameren Illinois 

Ameren Illinois proposes two sets of language changes to this section.  The first 

changes are to (a)(2).  Those changes are: 

The petition filed shall also include the number of jobs attributable 
to the qualifying infrastructure investments projects whose costs 
are recovered through the QIP surcharge tariff.  The utility shall 
describe in its petition how it determined the number of jobs. 

 

(AIC Initial Comments, Attachment A) 

Staff accepts the changes to (a)(2).  The accepted language is shown in redline 

strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to these Reply Comments. 

The second set of changes are to (c) the definition of “ActNetQip”  For the same 

reasons set forth above in Section 556.60, Staff does not accept all of Ameren Illinois’ 

changes to (c) ActNetQIP.  The changes to ActNetQIP accepted are those set forth 

above in Section 556.60 and discussed below with respect to Peoples Gas. 

 

2. Nicor Gas 

Nicor Gas proposes changes to 556.100(e).  Those changes are: 

e) The first reconciliation year shall take effect on the first day of the calendar 
year in which the Commission issues an order approving the QIP 
surcharge tariff begin on the effective date of the QIP surcharge tariff and 
shall end on December 31 of the same calendar year. Subsequent 
reconciliation years shall end on December 31. 

 
(Nicor Gas Initial Comments, Appendix A) 
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Staff accepts the changes to 556.100(e).  The accepted language is shown in 

redline strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to these Reply Comments.  

 

3. Peoples Gas 

Peoples Gas proposes language changes to (c) ActNetQIP.  Those changes are: 

ActNetQIP 
 

= The average actual cost of the 
investment in QIP for the 
reconciliation year net of the actual 
accumulated depreciation and 
accumulated deferred income taxes 
liabilities net of deferred tax assets 
resulting from the additional QIP 
associated with the investment in 
QIP based on the 13-month 
average for the reconciliation year. 
 

(Peoples Gas Initial Comments, Attachment A) 

Staff accepts the changes to (c) ActNetQIP.  The accepted language is shown in 

redline strike through to the proposed rule in Attachment A to these Reply Comments.  

 

L. Section 556.110 Annual Internal Audit 

Nicor Gas propose changes to this section.  The changes proposed by Nicor Gas 

consist of striking the word “percentage” and are derivative of Nicor Gas’s proposed 

new section 556.61.  Nicor Gas discusses the changes in Nicor Gas’ comments in 

relation to the proposed new section 556.61. (Nicor Gas Initial Comments, 3) 

Staff’s response addressing proposed new section 556.61 is set forth above.  

Consistent with Staff not accepting Nicor Gas’ proposed new section, 556.61, the 

derivative language changes to this section are not accepted by Staff. 
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M. Section 556.120 Gas Utility Commitments 

No party proposed changes to this section. 

 

N. Section 556.130 Annual QIP Plan Update 

No party proposed changes to this section. 

 

III. Conclusion 

 
Staff respectfully requests that the Commission adopt Staff’s proposed rules with 

certain modifications proposed by some of the utilities and accepted by Staff as 

discussed above and as set forth in Attachment B2 as the permanent Qualifying 

Infrastructure Plant Surcharge Rules. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

_______________________ 
Counsel for Staff of the  
Illinois Commerce Commission 
JOHN C. FEELEY 
KELLY A. TURNER 
Office of General Counsel 
160 N. LaSalle St. Suite C-800 
Chicago, IL 60601 
Phone:  (312) 793-2877 
Fax:  (312) 793-1556 
E-mail:  jfeeley@icc.illinois.gov 
   kturner@icc.illinois.gov 

September 19, 2013 

                                            
2
 Attachment B is a clean version incorporating the changes set forth in Attachment A.  Changes have 

been made to Sections: 556.10 (Definitions- Depreciation Expense, Difficult to locate Main, Difficult to 
locate Service Pipe, and Qualifying Infrastructure Investment), 556.60, 556.90 and 556.100. 


