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INITIAL BRIEF ON EXCEPTIONS OF THE RETAIL GAS SUPPLIERS 
 

The Retail Gas Suppliers (“RGS”), consisting of Dominion Retail, Inc. (“Dominion”) and 

Interstate Gas Supply of Illinois, Inc. (“IGS”), by its attorneys, and pursuant to Section 200.830 

of the Rules of Practice of the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”), hereby submits 

this Brief on Exceptions to the Administrative Law Judge’s Proposed Order (“ALJPO”) issued 

November 14, 2013.   

The ALJPO does an admirable job of reviewing the evidence and arguments in this 

proceeding on the issue of Ameren Illinois Company’s (“Ameren’s”) proposed tariff that allows 

small commercial and residential customers to obtain service from alternative gas suppliers, 

Small Volume Transportation service, or Rider SVT.  The ALJPO correctly accepted the 

recommendation of RGS, Ameren, the Commission Staff and other parties, to give Ameren 

authority to establish an SVT program and to adjudicate any unresolved issues in a proceeding 

investigating Ameren’s soon to be filed Rider SVT tariff.   

RGS only has two suggested modifications to the ALJPO.  One simply adds language 

that reflects the understanding of the parties as to the filing of Ameren’s Rider SVT.  The second 

addresses the ALJ’s acceptance of the proposal of the Citizens Utility Board to require 



alternative gas suppliers to provide and the Commission’s Office of Retail Market Development 

(“ORMD”) to compile information on their competitive activities.   

The ALJPO makes several findings regarding the SVT program: 

 

• It finds that it is in the public interest to order Ameren to implement an SVT program. 
ALJPO at 236. 
 

• It rejects CUB’s three proposals it characterized as consumer protections, while leaving 
open the possibility that this recommendation could be addressed in an SVT tariff 
proceeding.  ALJPO 238. 
 

• It concludes that the record supports a finding that a Purchase of Receivables (“POR”) 
program should be implemented in addition to the SVT program and that the discount 
rate should be a single rate for both customer classes at the startup of the POR program.   
ALJPO at 238-9. 
 

• It rejects CUBs recommendation to review the SVT program in 24 months.  ALJPO at 
239. 

 

• It finds it acceptable for Ameren to include in Rider SVT its proposed Rider GTA and 
GSIC language.  ALJPO at 240. 
 

• It adopts ICEA/RESA’s position on allocation of pipeline penalties.  ALJPO at 240. 
 

• It directs Ameren to file tariffs consistent with this order.  ALJPO at 241. 
 

RGS agrees with each of these findings.  The ALJPO correctly adjudicates what should 

be decided in this proceeding and appropriately leaves the remaining issues to be negotiated by 

the affected parties and/or adjudicated in the future Rider SVT tariff proceeding.  Nevertheless, 

in order to clarify the next steps and reflect the parties’ understanding of their responsibilities, 
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the Commission should make several additional findings.  More specifically, the Commission 

should direct Ameren to file its Rider SVT tariff within 45 days of the entry of the final order in 

this proceeding and should direct Ameren to hold at least one workshop prior to that filing.  Both 

of these findings were recommended by RGS and accepted by Ameren, which stated in its Initial 

Brief: 

He [RGS witness James Crist] further recommends the Commission direct AIC to 
hold tariff workshops immediately following the order in this case with the 
purpose of improving and editing the tariffs and filing the revised tariffs 45 days 
from the order in this case. AIC agrees with this recommendation as the parties 
have advanced many positions for the Commission to consider in this docket. The 
Commission should advise the parties which positions and areas of compromise it 
accepts.  

Assuming the Commission approves an SVT program and associated cost 
recovery in this docket, AIC is prepared to file a petition, tariffs, supporting 
testimony and exhibits within 45 days after the date of the order in this docket. 
(Ameren Ex. 16.0 (2d Rev.), p. 14.) AIC will also propose an expedited schedule 
for the proceeding, and request a final order 150 days after the filing. This 
schedule will permit the SVT program to begin in the 4th quarter of 2014. 

Ameren Initial Brief at 145-6. 

Ameren’s agreement with RGS’s proposal should be reflected in the final order in this 

proceeding in order to ensure that the parties move forward on a timetable that will allow the 

SVT program to begin prior to the 2014 heating season. 

There is one finding in the ALJPO with which RGS disagrees.  CUB had recommended 

that ORMD be ordered to collect data from retail gas suppliers: 

CUB also recommends that OMRD be ordered to track costs and benefits of retail 
gas choice in the AIC service territories and report annually on them to the 
Commission in a public document.  CUB suggests that the report should also 
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include information about the extent and effectiveness of competition in the AIC 
residential gas markets, including the number of customers who have switched to 
alternative suppliers, the prices and terms of supplier contract offers, the relevant 
utility price to compare for the same period, the number and nature of complaints 
to the Commission regarding each supplier, and other information deemed 
appropriate by the Commission.       

ALJPO at 238.  The ALJPO accepted CUB’s recommendation without qualification.  

ALJPO at 239.   

RGS has no objection to the OMRD collecting data on competitive gas service for small 

commercial and residential customers.  In fact, RGS has no objection to several of the specific 

items requested by CUB:  

• the number of customers who have switched to alternative suppliers 
• the number and nature of complaints to the Commission regarding each supplier 

These are items that retail gas suppliers can record and provide to the ORMD.  The 

requested information is straightforward and data from each alternative gas supplier should be 

comparable.  Gathering information regarding the number of customers that are shopping and 

verified complaints may assist in future analysis regarding the program.   

RGS is concerned, however, that the ALJPO also directs ORMD to collect the prices and 

terms of supplier contract offers and Ameren’s price to compare.  Requiring the reporting of the 

prices and terms of supplier contract offers will be extremely burdensome and provide 

ambiguous data.  Market prices change daily and depending on the business model of an 

alternative gas supplier, its prices and terms of supplier contract offers may vary daily and may 

vary for different customers.  Tracking this data would entail a huge amount of work for retail 

gas suppliers and assembling it in a useful format would be a monumental task for OMRD.  It 

would also make Ameren’s program significantly different than the other programs in Illinois, as 
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it would be the only program that would have such a requirement, gas or electric.  Additionally, 

certain supplier contract offers to customers may be sensitive or confidential and in a competitive 

marketplace a supplier should not be required to expose their pricing strategy to their 

competitors.   

The requirement that alternative gas supplier also provide ORMD with the utility price to 

compare would also provide ambiguous information.  The price to compare is already a posted 

price so additional tracking regarding that rate is redundant given the current availability of those 

prices.  Further, because the utility price is a reconciled, variable price with no price 

transparency, it offers little value as a point of comparison to the vast majority of the products 

and inherent value components that will likely be available in the market from alternative gas 

suppliers.  

 

EXCEPTIONS 

 For the reasons stated above, the Retail Gas Suppliers request that the Commission make 

the following modifications to the ALJPO: 

Exception 1: 

Modify the first paragraph on page 241 as follows: 

One of the “resolved issues” is identified as “SVT Program Separate Proceeding,” 
sometimes referred to as a tariff proceeding.  AIC shall file tariffs consistent with the findings of 
this Order within 45 days of the entry of this final order.  AIC shall also hold at least one 
workshop with interested parties prior to the filing of its SVT Tariff in order to resolve issues 
relating to the proposed tariff. 

 

Exception 2: 
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Modify the last sentence of the first full paragraph on page 239 as follows: 

With regard to the remainder of CUB's recommendations for OMRD to track and report on AIC's 
SVT program, the Commission finds some to be reasonable.   and they are hereby adopted. 

More specifically, ORMD should collect data on each of the following: 

• the number of customers who have switched to alternative suppliers 
• the number and nature of complaints to the Commission regarding each supplier 

The Commission rejects, however, CUB’s recommendation that ORMD also collect data on the 

prices and terms of supplier contract offers and Ameren’s price to compare for the same period.  

The Commission finds that such data will be burdensome for retail gas suppliers to provide and 

for OMRD to collect and assemble and will provide little useful information. 

Dated:  November 22, 2013    

     Respectfully submitted, 
     The Retail Gas Suppliers 
 
      By:    /s/_Stephen J. Moore______________ 
     One of its Attorneys 
 

Stephen J. Moore 
Thomas H. Rowland 
Kevin D. Rhoda      
 
Rowland & Moore LLP 
200 West Superior Street 
Suite 400 
Chicago, Illinois 60654 
(312) 803-1000 (voice) 
(312) 803-0953 (fax) 
steve@telecomreg.com 
tom@telecomreg.com 
krhoda@telecomreg.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the Initial Brief on Exceptions of the Retail Gas Suppliers 
has been served upon the parties reported by the Clerk of the Commission as being on the service 
list of this docket, on the 22nd day of November, 2013, by electronic mail. 
 
 
     /s/_Stephen J. Moore______________ 
     Stephen J. Moore 
     Rowland & Moore LLP 
     200 West Superior Street 
     Suite 400 
     Chicago, Illinois 60654 
     (312) 803-1000 
     steve@telecomreg.com 
      

ATTORNEY FOR DOMINION RETAIL, INC. AND Interstate Gas 
Supply of Illinois, Inc. 
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