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JOINT PROPOSAL OF THE UTILITY STAKEHOLDERS REQUESTING THAT 

THE COMMISSION ORDER ADDITIONAL WORKSHOPS  
PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE FIRST NOTICE ORDER 

 
Commonwealth Edison Company, North Shore Gas Company, The Peoples Gas Light 

and Coke Company, MidAmerican Energy Company, Northern Illinois Gas Company d/b/a 

Nicor Gas Company, Ameren Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois, and Mt. Carmel Public 

Utility Company (collectively, the “Utility Stakeholders”) jointly submit this proposal for 

additional workshops prior to issuance of the Illinois Commerce Commission’s (“ICC” or 

“Commission”) First Notice Order relating to the development and adoption of rules concerning 

rate case expense.  In support of this request the Utility Stakeholders state as follows: 

1. The parties to this docket have worked together diligently with the Administrative 

Law Judge to craft a draft rule that clarifies the evidence that utilities must submit in order to 

recover rate case expenses and to address the concerns of all stakeholders.  In many respects, the 

draft rule accomplishes this goal by providing evidentiary standards to ensure that utilities will 

know what is expected of them and to prevent second guessing of the evidence that the utilities 

provide.   

2. In light of the extensive revisions that the Administrative Law Judge made to the 

Staff of the Illinois Commerce Commission’s (“Staff”) draft rule, and the fact that the operative 

version of the draft rule is in legislative or track changes format, combined with the extensive 
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Exceptions offered to the draft rule by the parties to this proceeding, the language and 

organization of the draft rule have become cumbersome, duplicative, disorganized, and 

confusing.   

3. The Utility Stakeholders therefore jointly request that the Commission decide the 

substantive issues raised in the parties’ Exceptions and addressed by the parties and the 

Commission at oral argument by issuing an interim order instead of a First Notice Order.  The 

Utility Stakeholders further request that the Commission then send the parties back to the 

workshop process for the sole purpose of cleaning and streamlining the language of the draft 

rule.   

4. The Utility Stakeholders are not requesting that any substantive issues be re-

litigated in the workshop process.  The additional workshops and any revisions to the draft rule 

would be solely to address items such as legislative outline conventions (i.e., no subpart (a) 

without a subpart (b)), incorrect numbering, uniformity with regard to defined terms, clarity, to 

avoid redundancy, and to address typographical errors, formatting, and grammatical issues.  See 

e.g. Section .20 (legislative outline conventions); Section .100 (formatting); Section .200(a) 

(inconsistency with defined terms); .200(d) (new undefined term); .400(c) (typographical error). 

5. These additional revisions to the draft rule will also tend to ensure that the rule 

will be accepted by the Joint Committee on Administrative Rules, and potentially avoid onerous 

and costly litigation over challenges to the rule.  See 5 ILCS 100/10-55(c). 

6. The Utility Stakeholders request that the foregoing be taken into consideration in 

the preparation of the draft rule prior to publication. 
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