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INTERROGATORIES TO NICOR 

Pursuant to the directive of the Administrative Law Judges on May 12,2003, the Cook 
County State's Attorney's Office (CCSAO) and the Citizen's Utility Board (CUB), and pursuant 
to section 200.360 of the Rules of Practice of the Illinois Commerce Commission, request that 
Nicor answer the following interrogatories within fourteen days of receipt, or alternatively, file 
its objections within seven days of receipt. In those instances in which a request is made to 
provide documents, it will be sufficient to identify a document by its bates number, where 
appropriate. 



1. 
Nicor, please: 

As to the opinion by Mr. Barrett that the low-cost LIFO layers was the exclusive asset of 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

As to the opinion by Mr. Barrett that Nicor’s earlier accounting treatment of various 

Provide each conclusion reached by him to form that opinion. 

Provide the basis for his opinion. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to that opinion. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him in forming that opinion 

2. 
aspects of the PBR program, while perhaps mistaken, was reasonable under the circumstances, 
please: 

1.  

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

Provide each conclusion reached by him to form that opinion. 

Provide the basis for his opinion. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to that opinion. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him in forming that opinion 

Provide a detailed description of each mistake, including the dollar amount, he 
has identified in Nicor’s earlier accounting treatment. 

Provide the dollar impact of each mistake he has identified in Nicor’s earlier 
accounting treatment. 

Provide a detailed description of each circumstance he considered in forming his 
opinion. 

Provide each and every document reviewed by him in determining which 
circumstances to consider. 

6 .  

7. 

8. 

3. 
for PGA purposes with respect to 2000,2001 and 2002 was correct and reasonable, please: 

Provide each conclusion reached by him to form that opinion. 

Provide the basis for his opinion 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to that opinion. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him in forming that opinion 

As to the opinion by Mr. Barrett that Nicor’s reconciliation of the PBR program results 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

2 



5 .  Provide a detailed description of how each result was correct and 
reasonable by year. 

Provide a detailed description, including dollar amount, of each and every 
adjustment he has recommended or proposed to be made to Nicor’s reconciliation. 

6. 

4. 
Nicor’s PBR program proposed in 1996 and approved by the ICC in 1999, please: 

As to the statement that Mr. Barrett may address the purpose, design and mechanics of 

1. Please state in detail the relevance of the 1996 PBR program to the issues in this 
docket. 

Provide Mr. Barrett’s opinion as to the purpose, design and mechanics of Nicor’s 
PBR program proposed in 1996 and approved by the ICC in 1999. 

Provide the basis for his opinion. 

Provide each conclusion reached by Mr. Barrett in forming his opinion. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his decision as to whether he 
will or will not offer testimony in such areas. 

Identify each document reviewed by him in making his determination. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  

6. 

As to the statement that Mr. Barrett may provide support to Mr. Feingold with respect to 5. 
benefits conferred upon Nicor’s customers by the PBR program, which benefits the customers 
may not have realized under the earlier PGA regime, please: 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

Provide a detailed description of each benefit Mr. Barrett has identified. 

Provide Mr. Barrett’s opinion of each such benefit 

Provide a detailed description of each conclusion Mr. Barrett has reached 
concerning his opinion. 

Provide the dollar impact upon customers and Nicor of each benefit Mr. Barrett 
has identified. 

4. 

5. Provide all documents prepared by him relating to each benefit so identified by 
Mr. Barrett. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him in his identification of each 
such benefit. 
Provide a detailed description of each and every factor Mr. Barrett will use to 
determine whether he will provide support to Mr. Feingold. 

6. 

7. 
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6. 
program, please: 

1. 

As to the opinion by Mr. D’Alessandro that mistakes were made under Nicor’s PBR 

Provide a detailed description of each mistake that Mr. D’Alessandro has 
identified. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Provide the basis for Mr. D’Allesandro’s opinion that mistakes were made. 

Provide each conclusion reached by Mr. D’Allesandro in forming his opinion. 

Provide the dollar impact upon customers of each mistake that Nicor made 

Identify by each mistake each document that Mr. D’Allesandro has reviewed in 
forming his opinion. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his opinion. 6 .  

As to the statement in Mr. D’Alessandro’s disclosure that he will discuss proposed 7 
corrections to mistakes made by Nicor, please: 

1. To the extent not already disclosed previously, provide a detailed description of 
each mistake by Nicor for which Mr. D’Alessandro will propose corrections. 

Provide a detailed description, including dollar amounts, of each correction 
proposed. 

Provide a detailed description as to the purpose of each correction. 

Provide each conclusion reached by Mr. D’Alessandro regarding each correction 

Provide the basis for the opinion(s) that such corrections are required or 
necessary. 

Identify by each correction each document reviewed by Mr. D’Alessandro in 
determining that corrections should be made. 

Provide each report by Mr. D’Alessandro relating to each correction. 

2. 

3 .  

4. 

5. 

6 .  

7. 

As to the statement in Mr. D’Alessandro’s disclosure that he will testify about “making 8. 
ratepayers whole”, please: 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

Provide a detailed description of what is meant by “making ratepayers whole.” 

Provide each conclusion reached by him concerning making ratepayers whole 

Provide the basis for his opinion(s) that ratepayers will be made whole 
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4. 

5.  

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to making ratepayers whole. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him in forming his opinion(s) that 
ratepayers will be made whole. 

Provide each report by him relating to making ratepayers whole. 6 .  

As to the statement in Mr. D’Alessandro’s disclosure that he will testify that the PBR 9. 
program provided substantial benefit to customers that customers would not have otherwise 
received under a traditional regulatory framework, please: 

1. 

2. 

Provide a detailed description of each substantial benefit that he has identified. 

Provide separately for each benefit so identified the dollar impact on Nicor’s 
customers. 

3. 

4. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him to form that opinion. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to each substantial benefit to 
customers. 

5. 

As to the statement that Mr. Feingold will testify concerning the design, purpose, 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion. 

10. 
and mechanics of Nicor’s PBR program as it was approved in 1999, please: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to the design of the program. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him as to the design of the program in 1999. 

Provide each basis for his opinion(s) as to the design of the program in 1999. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion(s) 
regarding the design of the program. 

Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to the purpose of the program. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him as to the purpose of the program in 1999 

Provide each basis for his opinion(s) as to the purpose of the program in 1999. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion(s) 
regarding the purpose of the program. 

Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to the mechanics of the program. 

5.  

6 .  

7. 

8. 

9. 
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10. Provide each conclusion reached by him as to the mechanics of the program in 
1999. 

Provide each basis for his opinion(s) as to the mechanics of the program. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion(s) 
regarding the mechanics of the program. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

1 1.  

12. 

13. 

11. 
dissimilarities between the Nicor PBR program in 1999 and the proposed Nicor program in 
1996, please: 

As to the statement that Mr. Feingold will testify concerning the similarities or 

I. 

2. 

3 .  

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to the similarities between the 1999 and 
1996 programs. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him as to the similarities between the 1999 
and 1996 programs. 

Provide each basis for the opinion(s) reached by him as to the similarities between 
the 1999 and 1996 programs. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion regarding 
the similarities between the 1999 and 1996 programs. 

Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to the dissimilarities between the 1999 and 
1996 programs. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him as to the dissimilarities between the 1999 
and 1996 programs. 

Provide each basis for the opinion(s) reached by him as to the dissimilarities 
between the 1999 and 1996 programs. 

Please state in detail the relevance of the 1996 PBR program to the issues in this 
docket. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion regarding 
the dissimilarities between the 1999 and 1996 programs. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

12. 
analogous alternative regulatory programs across the United States, please: 

As to the opinion by Mr. Feingold that Nicor’s PBR program was consistent with 
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1. Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to how Nicor’s PBR program was consistent 
with analogous alternative regulatory programs across the United States. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him as to how Nicor’s PBR program was 
consistent with analogous alternative regulatory programs across the United 
States. 

Provide each basis for the opinion(s) reached by him as to how Nicor’s PBR 
program was consistent with analogous alternative regulatory programs across the 
United States. 

2. 

3. 

4. Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion as to how 
Nicor’s PBR program was consistent with analogous alternative regulatory 
programs across the United States. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

5 .  

13. 
in connection with the PBR approval process, when combined with publicly available 
information and other ICC filings, shows how Nicor would operate the program, please: 

As to the opinion by Mr. Feingold that the information given to the ICC in 1996 and 1999 

1. Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to how the information given to the ICC in 
1996 and 1999 in connection with the PBR approval process, when combined 
with publicly available information and other ICC filings, shows how Nicor 
would operate the program. 

Provide each conclusion of Mr. Feingold’s that the information given to the ICC 
in 1996 and 1999 in connection with the PBR approval process, when combined 
with publicly available information and other ICC filings, shows how Nicor 
would operate the program. 

Provide each basis for Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) that the information given to the 
ICC in 1996 and 1999 in connection with the PBR approval process, when 
combined with publicly available information and other ICC filings, shows how 
Nicor would operate the program. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion(s) that the 
information given to the ICC in 1996 and 1999 in connection with the PBR 
approval process, when combined with publicly available information and other 
ICC filings, shows how Nicor would operate the program. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5 .  
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14. 
of Nicor, please: 

1. 

As to the opinion of Mr. Feingold that the low-cost LIFO layers was the exclusive asset 

Provide each conclusion reached by Mr. Feingold that the low-cost LIFO layers 
were the exclusive asset of Nicor. 

2. Provide each basis for his opinion(s) that the low-cost LIFO layers were the 
exclusive asset of Nicor. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion(s) that the 
low-cost LIFO layers were the exclusive asset of Nicor. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

3. 

4. 

15. As to the opinion of Mr. Feingold that Nicor’s PBR program yielded a substantial benefit 
to Nicor ratepayers, and that such benefits may not have been realized in the absence of the PBR 
program, please: 

1. Provide MI. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to how Nicor’s PBR program yielded a 
substantial benefit to Nicor ratepayers. 

Provide Mr. Feingold’s opinion(s) as to why such benefits may not have been 
realized in the absence of the PBR program. 

Provide each conclusion reached by Mr. Feingold that Nicor’s PBR program 
yielded a substantial benefit to Nicor ratepayers, and that such benefits may not 
have been realized in the absence of the PBR program. 

Provide the basis for his opinion(s) that Nicor’s PBR program yielded a 
substantial benefit to Nicor ratepayers, and that such benefits may not have been 
realized in the absence of the PBR program. 

Identify each and every document reviewed by him to form his opinion(s) that 
Nicor’s PBR program yielded a substantial benefit to Nicor ratepayers, and that 
such benefits may not have been realized in the absence of the PBR program. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5.  

6 .  

16. As to Mr. Lassar’s and MI. Wexler’s disclosure statement, please: 

1. Identify each and every document reviewed by each witness to form his opinion. 

2. As to the Report to the Special Committee of the board of directors, please 
identify each and every statement, conclusion, and/or opinion that MI. Lassar 
and/or Mr. Wexler do not adopt as their own and, as to each, state in detail why he 
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no longer adopts such statement, conclusion and/or opinion and provide all 
documents supporting his conclusion. 

17. As to Mr. Moretti’s disclosure statement, please: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Provide each conclusion reached by him upon which he will testify. 

Provide each opinion he has reached in this docket. 

Provide the basis for his opinions. 

Provide a detailed listing of each adjustment that Mr. Moretti will propose 01 

testify about in this docket. 

Provide separately for each adjustment the dollar impact of each 
adjustment that Mr. Moretti will propose or testify about in this docket. 

Provide the basis for each adjustment that Mr. Moretti will propose in this docket. 

Provide all documents prepared by him relating to his testimony in this 
docket. 

5.  

6 .  

7. 

8. Identify each and every document reviewed by him in preparing his 
testimony. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

RICHARD A. DEVINE 
State’s Attorney of Cook County 

Dated: May 13,2003 By: 
Mark N. Pera 
Assistant State’s Attorney 

fiUJWLCk,k/ /-- 
By: 

Robert J. Kelter 
Citizen’s Utility Board 
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RICHARD A. DEVINE 
STATE’S ATTORNEY OF COOK COUNTY 

MARK N. PERA 
MARIE SPICUZZA 
LEIJUANA DOSS 
Assistant State’s Attorneys 
69 W. Washington Street, Suite 700 
Chicago, IL 60602 
(312) 603-8600 
Fax: (312) 603-9835 

ROBERT J. KELTER 
CITIZENS UTILITY BOARD 
208 S. LaSalle Street 
Suite 1760 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 
(3 12) 263-4282 
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) 

NOTICE OF FILING 

TO: Attached Service List 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on this date, May 13, 2003, we have filed with 
the Chief Clerk of the Illinois Commerce Commission the enclosed Interrogatories of the 
Cook County State’s Attorney’s Office and Citizens Utility Board to Northern Illinois Gas 
Company in the above-captioned docket. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, MARK N. PERA, hereby certify that a copy of the enclosed Interrogatories 
of the Cook County State's Attorney's Office and Citizens Utility Board to Northern Illinois 
Gas Company was served on all parties on the attached list on the 13'h day of May 2003, 
by E-Mail, Fed-Ex, hand delivery or U.S. first class mail prepaid. 

faz' (&.& 
Mark N. Pera 
Assistant State's Attorney 
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SERVICE LIST 

ICC DOCKET NO. 02-0067 

Thomas A. Andreoli 
Atty. for Northern Illinois Gas Company 
d/b/a Nicor Gas Company 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
8000 Sears Tower 
233 S. Wacker Drive 
Chicago, IL 60606 
tandreoli@sonnenschein.com 

Richard C. Balough 
Atty. for Citizens Utility Board 
Richard C. Balough, Attorney-at-Law 
656 W. Randolph Street, Suite 500 West 
Chicago, IL 60661 
rbalouqh@balouqh.com 

Margaret Barnabee 
Chairman's Assistant 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
160 N. LaSalle Street, Suite C-800 
Chicago, IL 60601-3104 
mbarnabe@icc.state.il. us 

Janice A. Dale 
Assistant Attorney General 
Public Utilities Bureau 
100 W. Randolph Street, 11th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60601 
jdaleaatq state. il. us 

James A. Davidson 
United States Securities & Exchange 
Commission 
175 West Jackson St., Suite 900 
Chicago, IL 60604 
davidsoni@sec.gov 

Glennon P. Dolan 
Administrative Law Judge 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
160 N. LaSalle Street, Suite C-800 
Chicago, IL 60601 
gdolan@icc.state.il.us 

Leijuana Doss 
Assistant State's Attorney 
Environment & Energy Division 
Cook County State's Attorney's Office 
69 W. Washington Street, Suite 700 
Chicago, IL 60602 
Idoss@cookcountyqov.com 

Mary Everson 
Case Manager 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 E. Capitol Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62701 
meverson@icc.state.iI.us 

Asheesh Goel 
United States Securities & Exchange 
Commission 
175 W. Jackson Street, Suite 900 
Chicago, IL 60604 
goela@sec.qov 

Paul Gracey 
Vice President & General Counsel 
Nicor Gas Company 
1844 W. Ferry Road 
Naperville, IL 60563 
pgracev@nicor.com 
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SERVICE LIST 

ICC DOCKET NO. 02-0067 

Michael Guerra 
Atty. for Northern Illinois Gas Company 
d/b/a Nicor Gas Company 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
8000 Sears Tower 
Chicago, IL 60606 
mquerra@sonnenschein.com 

Albert E. Harms 
Manager Rate Research 
Northern Illinois Gas Company 
1844 W. Ferry Road 
P.O. Box 190 
Aurora, IL 60507-0190 
aharms@nicor.com 

Leslie D. Haynes 
Administrative Law Judge 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
160 N. LaSalle Street, Suite C-800 
Chicago, IL 60601 
Ihaynes@icc.state.il.us 

Mark G. Kaminski 
Assistant Attorney General 
Public Utilities Bureau 
100 W. Randolph Street, 11th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60601 
mkaminski@atq.state.il,us 

Robert Kelter 
Citizens Utility Board 
208 S LaSalle St., Ste. 1760 
Chicago, IL 60604 
rkelter@citizensutiIitvboard.org 

Steve Knepler 
Case Manager 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 E. Capitol Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62701 
sknepler@icc.state.il.us 

Mark Maple 
Case Staff 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 E. Capitol Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62701 
mmaple@icc.state.il.us 

Stephen J. Mattson 
Atty. for Northern Illinois Gas Company 
Mayer, Brown, Rowe & Maw 
190 S. LaSalle Street 
Chicago, IL 60603-3441 
smattson@mayerbrownrowe.com 

Jerome Mierzwa 
Exeter Associates 
12510 Prosperity Dr., Ste. 350 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 
jmierzwa@exeterassociates.com 

Sarah Naumer 
Atty. for Northern Illinois Gas Company 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
233 South Wacker Drive 
Chicago, IL 60606 
snaurner@sonnenschein.com 

Karin Norington-Reaves 
Citizens Utility Board 
208 S LaSalle, Ste. 1760 
Chicago, IL 60604 
knorinqton@cuboard .org 

Angela O'Brien 
Atty. for Northern Illinois Gas Company 
Mayer, Brown, Rowe & Maw 
190 S. LaSalle Street 
Chicago, IL 60603 
aobrien@mayerbrownrowe.com 
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Mark N. Pera 
Assistant State's Attorney 
Cook County State's Attorney's Office 
69 West Washington Street, Suite 700 
Chicago, IL 60602 
mpera@cookcountvgov.com 

John J. Reicharl 
Office of General Counsel 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
160 N LaSalle St., Ste. C-800 
Chicago, IL 60601 
jreichar@icc.state.il.us 

Elizabeth Rolando 
Chief Clerk 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 East Capitol Avenue 
Springfield, IL 62701 
erolando@icc.state.iI.us 

John E. Rooney 
Atty. for Northern Illinois Gas Company 
d/b/a Nicor Gas Company 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal 
8000 Sears Tower 
Chicago, IL 60606 
jroonev@sonnenschein.com 

Marie Spicuzza 
Assistant State's Attorney 
Cook County State's Attorney's Office 
69 West Washington Street, Suite 700 
Chicago, IL 60602 
mspicuz@cookcounkqov.com 

Russ Strobel 
Northern Illinois Gas Company 
d/b/a Nicor Gas Company 
1844 W Ferly Rd 
Naperville, IL 60563 
rstrobe@nicor.com 

Janis Von Qualen 
Office of General Counsel 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 E Capitol Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62701 
jvonqual@icc.state.il.us 
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