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STATE OF ILLINOIS 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

Illinois Commerce Commission     )  

On Its Own Motion       )     

        )  ICC Docket No. 11-0711 

Development and adoption of rules    )  

concerning rate case expense.     )  

 

 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS’  

AND THE CITIZENS UTILITY BOARD’S 

RESPONSE TO THE JOINT PROPOSAL OF THE UTILITY STAKEHOLDERS 

REQUESTING THAT THE COMMISSION ORDER ADDITIONAL WORKSHOPS 

PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF THE FIRST NOTICE ORDER  

 

 The People of the State of Illinois, by Lisa Madigan, Attorney General of the State of 

Illinois ("AG" or “the People”) and the Citizens Utility Board, (“CUB”) through its attorney 

(jointly, "AG/CUB"), hereby repond to the Joint Proposal of the Utility Stakeholders for 

additional workshops prior to issuance of the Illinois Commerce Commission’s First Notice 

Order in the above-captioned docket (“Joint Proposal”).  For the reasons discussed below, the 

Utilities’ request should be denied, as the delay is unnecessary.  

 The Utilities first claim in their Joint Proposal that the request to delay the issuance of a 

First Notice Order and send parties back to the workshop process is “for the sole purpose of 

cleaning and streamlining the language of the draft rule.”  Joint Proposal at 2.  The Utilities 

argue that the workshops would be convened “solely to address items such as legislative outline 

conventions …, incorrect numbering, uniformity with regard to defined terms, clarity, to avoid 

redundancy, and to address typographical errors, formatting, and grammatical issues.”  Id.  The 

Utilities’ request should be denied for several reasons.   

First, it is important to note that this rulemaking was initiated as the result of a directive 

issued by the Commission back in 2011 in ICC Docket No. 10-0467.  See ICC Docket No. 10-
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0467, Order of May 24, 2011 at 68.  The request to further postpone the issuance of a First 

Notice Rule only serves to delay the creation of filing requirements that the Commission 

believed were lacking back in 2011.   

Second, the parties have had numerous opportunities to offer suggested changes to both 

the original Staff-proposed rule and the Administrative Law Judge’s Proposed Rule.  Over the 

nearly three-year period that has transpired since that Order, the parties and Staff have engaged 

in numerous workshops, rounds of comments and briefs explaining their respective positions.  

Following the issuance of a Proposed Order, the parties were permitted to file both Briefs on 

Exceptions and Reply Briefs on Exceptions.  In addition, the Commission heard additional 

substantive comments from the parties and Staff at oral argument in October of 2013.  Suffice it 

to say, the parties and Staff have had ample opportunity to present their interpretations of the 

issues and any needed non-substantive corrections to both the Staff-proposed rule and the 

Administrative Law Judge’s proposed rule on numerous occasions.   

Third, while the Utilitites’ Joint Proposal does not identify exactly what alleged non-

substantive errors exist in the document, the People are confident that the Commission and its 

assistants can examine the ALJ’s Proposed Rule and modify it to ensure that the “legislative 

outline conventions,” including “incorrect numbering, uniformity with regard to defined terms, 

clarity, to avoid redundancy, and …typographical errors, formatting, and grammatical issues”  

are corrected, to the extent they might exist.  The notion that additional workshops need to be 

held so that the parties can work as a group to address non-substative changes to the rule is 

simply misguided.  

Finally, even if the alleged typos and other unidentified non-substantive errors are not 

corrected by the Commission in its First Notice Order, the Joint Committee on Administrative 
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Rules permits the filing of both First and Second Notice Comments by all parties.  Those 

opportunities for comment should enable the Utilities to address their alleged concerns regarding 

any issue – substantive or otherwise.   

WHEREFORE, for all of the reasons stated above, the People of the State of Illinois and 

CUB urge the Commission to deny the Joint Proposal of the Utility Stakeholders Requesting that 

the Commission Order Additional Workshops Prior to Issuance of the First Notice Order. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 

By Lisa Madigan, Attorney General 

 

 

 
   Senior Assistant Attorney General 

  Public Utilities Bureau 

  100 W. Randolph Street, 11
th

 Floor 

  Chicago, Illinois 60601 

  Telephone:  (312) 814-1136 

  Facsimile: (312) 814-3212 

  E-mail:  klusson@atg.state.il.us 

 

 

 

THE CITIZENS UTILITY BOARD 

 

________________________ 

Christie Hicks, Senior Attorney 

309 W. Washington, Suite 800 

Chicago, IL 60606 

Telephone: 312-263-4282 

Fax: 312-263-4329 

crhicks@citizensutilityboard.org 

Dated:  February 19, 2014 

 


