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BEFORE THE
| LLI NO S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

BENCH SESSI ON

Chi cago, Illinois
Wednesday, October 7, 2009

Met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a.m in the
Mai n Hearing Room Eighth Floor, 160 North LaSalle

Street, Chicago, Illinois.

PRESENT:
MR. CHARLES E. BOX, Chairman
MS. LULA M. FORD, Comm ssioner
MS. ERIN M. O CONNELL- DI AZ, Comm ssi oner

MR. SHERMAN J. ELLI OT, Comm ssioner

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COMPANY, by
Alisa A. Sawka, CSR
Li cense No. 084-004588
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CHAI RMAN BOX: Pursuant of the provision of the
I11inois Open Meetings Act, | now convene a regularly
schedul ed bench session of the Illinois Commerce
Comm ssion. Wth me in Chicago are Comm ssioners
Ford, O Connell-Diaz and Elliot. My name is Chairman
Box and we do have a quorum

Before nmoving into the agenda, this is
the time we allow nmenmbers of the public to address
t he Conm ssion. Members of the public wishing to
address the Comm ssion nmust notify the Chief Clerk's
Office at | east 24 hours prior to the bench session.
According to the Chief Clerk's Office, there have
been no requests to speak.

Beginning with the Railroad's
Transportation Section we have m nutes fromthe
meeting on August 19th, 2009, September 9th, 2009,
and Septenber 10th, 2009. Is there a nmotion to
approve the m nutes?

COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: So moved.

CHAlI RMAN BOX: Is a there a second?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: Second.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Moved and seconded.
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All in favor say "aye."
COWM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.
COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Aye.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?
The vote is 4-0. The m nutes are
approved.
Turning to the Transportation -- |I'm
sorry, Items RR-1 through RR-6 will be taken
t ogether. These are petitions to make inmprovenents
or condem property of various railroad crossings.
No Grade Crossing Protection Funds will be used. The
Adm ni strative Law Judges recomend entering the
orders.
Is there a notion to enter the order?
COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: So moved.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?
COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT:  Second.
CHAl RMAN BOX: It's been nmoved and seconded.
Al'l in favor say "aye."
COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT:  Aye.
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COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Opposed?

The vote is 4-0. The orders are
entered. We will use this roll call vote for the
remai nder of the transportation agenda unl ess
ot herw se not ed.

ltem RR-7 is Docket TO09-0109. This
a stipulated agreement anong the Norfol k Sout hern
Rai | way Company, the City of Mount Vernon and the
State of Illinois for safety improvenents to the

North Chestnut Lane grade crossing in the City of

Mount Vernon. $222,330 in Grade Crossing Protection

Funds will be used. Staff recommends entering the
order.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

ltem RR-8 is Docket T09-0074
Suppl ement al . | DOT petitioned for approval to
construct two grade separations and a suppl enent al
petition for a taking of certain property. Al

parties agreed to the supplemental petition for
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em nent domain. Adm nistrative Law Judge Jackson
recommends entering the supplemental order.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the supplemental order
is entered.

ltem RR-9 is Docket TO04-0064 first
suppl enment al . Nor f ol k Sout hern Rail way Conpany
petitions for the reinstatement of Grade Crossing
Protection Funds for safety inprovements. $78,881.18
will be used to pay a bill received |ate.
Adm ni strative Law Judge Kirkland-Montaque recommends
entering the order which reinstates and rei nburses
$70, 993. 06.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, that first suppl emental
order is entered.

ltems RR-10 through RR-12 will be
taken together. These are petitions for extensions
of time to conplete safety inprovenent projects.

Staff recommends entering the second suppl enent al
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orders and fifth supplemental orders granting
extensions of time to conplete the projects.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the second suppl ement al
orders and fifth supplemental order are entered.

ltem RR-13 Docket TO09-0037, Hennepin
Road District anmended its petition for approval to
rel ocate a highway rail and grade crossing. The
amended petition is uncontested. Adm nistrative Law
Judge Jackson recommends entering the order.

Ils there any discussion? Any
obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

That concludes the Railroad agenda.

Moving to the Motor Carriers, Iltenms
MC-1 through MC-5 will be taken together. These are
stipul ated settlement agreements concerning various
all eged viol ations of operating as for-hire nmotor
carriers without Comm ssion authority. Staff
recommends entering the orders accepting the

suppl ement al agreements.
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Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the orders are entered.

ltems MC-6 and MC-7 will be taken
together. These are petitions for both a tenmporary
certificate and a certificate of public convenience
and necessity to be a household goods carrier.
Adm ni strative Law Judges Jackson and O Brien
recommend entering the orders granting the tenmporary
certificate and the certificate.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the orders are entered.

ltem MC-8 through MC-10 and MC-12 wil |
be taken together. These are applications for
commercial relocators' licenses. Admnistrative Law
Judge Jackson and Kirkl and- Mont aque recomrend
entering the orders granting their certificates.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the orders are entered.

ltem MC-11 is an application for an

11
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operator enployment permt to operate a relocation

towi ng vehicle. Applicant failed to appear for his

hearing. Adm nistrative Law Judge Kirkland- Mont aque

recommends dism ssing the application for want of
prosecution, wthout prejudice.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the application is
di sm ssed wi thout prejudice.

Items MC 13 through MC 16 will be
taken together. Theses are applications for renewal
of comercial relocation towing |licenses. Staff
recommends granting the renewal s.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the renewals are
grant ed.

We have one adm nistrative matter on
t oday' s agenda. ltem AM-1 is a Transportation
Regul at ory Fund 2009 Annual Report. Transportation
Bureau Chief Kelley recommends the Comm ssion accept

this report.

12
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s there a notion to accept

Transportation and
Report ?

COWMM SSI ONER
CHAI RMAN BOX:
COWMM SSI ONER
CHAI RMAN BOX:
COWMM SSI ONER
COWMM SSI ONER
COWMM SSI ONER
CHAI RMAN BOX:
The
report is accepted
Ms.

bef ore us today?

MRS. KELLEY:

CHAI RMAN BOX:

t he
Regul at ory Fund 2009 Annual
FORD: So moved.

Is there a second?

O CONNELL-DI AZ: Second.
Al'l in favor say "aye."

O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.

FORD: Aye.

ELLI OT: Aye.

Any opposed?

vote is 4-0. The TRF 2009 annual

Kel |l ey, anything else to come

That's all. Thank you.

Ckay. Thank you.

(Wher eupon, the meeting

concluded matters pertaining to

Transportation.)

13
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(Whereupon, the meeting turned

to Public Utility matters.)

CHAI RMAN BOX: Moving on to the Public

Utilities agenda. We have m nutes to approve from

t he bench meetings on August 19th, August 25th and

Sept ember

m nut es?

10t h, 2009.

Is there a notion to approve the

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT: So moved.

CHAlI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Second.

CHAI RMAN BOX: It's been nmoved and seconded.

Al'l in favor say "aye."

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: Aye.

COVM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT:  Aye.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?

approved.

by Staff

The vote is 4-0. The m nutes are

Next on the agenda is a recommendati on

to release to the public m nutes and

transcripts of 84 closed sessions.

14
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Ils there any discussion?
Ils there a notion to rel ease the
m nutes and transcripts?
COMM SSI ONER FORD: So moved.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?
COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: Second.
CHAl RMAN BOX: It's been nmoved and seconded.
All in favor say "aye."
COWM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.
COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Aye.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?
The vote is 4-0. The m nutes and
transcripts are rel eased.
ltem E-1 is a tariff by M dAmerican
Energy Company to update its Non-Residential Real
Time Pricing Rider. Staff recommends not suspend the
filing.
Is there a nmotion to not suspend the
filing?
COMM SSI ONER FORD: So moved.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?

15
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COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT:  Second.

CHAI RMAN BOX: All in favor say "aye."
COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Aye.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?

The vote on E-1 was 4-0. The filing
wi Il not be suspended.

We will use this 4-0 roll call vote
for the remai nder of the agenda unl ess otherw se
not ed.

ltem E-2 is Docket 08-0170. Conmmerce
Energy, Inc., nmoves to dismss with prejudice its
petition for enmergency relief. The Adm nistrative
Law Judge Moran reconmmends that the Comm ssion
dism ss the conplaint with prejudice.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the docket is dism ssed
with prejudice.

ltem E-3 is Docket 09-0096. The
parties have filed a joint motion to dism ss this

16
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complaint. All matters have been settl ed.
Adm ni strative Law Judge G | bert recomends entering
the order granting the joint motion to dism ss
wi t hout prejudice.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

ltems E-4 through E-6 will be taken
together. These are resuspension orders of the three
Ameren Illinois Utility Conpanies' electric rate
cases. Staff recommends entering the resuspension
orders.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the resuspensi on orders
are entered.

ltem E-7 is Docket 09-0373. The
Il 1inois Power Agency petitions for approval of its
procurenment plan. The Act requires a Comm ssion
determ nation if hearings are necessary after the |PA
files its initial procurement plan. Adm nistrative
Law Judge Jones recommends that no hearing be

17
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required.
Il's there any discussion?
Judge Jones, are you with us?
JUDGE JONES: Yes, | am M. Chairman.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Do you want to brief us on this

matter?
JUDGE JONES: "1l be happy to. Thank you.
Steve Hickey is here also. "1l be
bri ef.
The question is where the IPA filed
its plan on October -- or |I'msorry -- Septenber the

30th. As with the previous plan filed |ast year it
proposes a procurement strategy for eligible retail
customers, the ConmEd and Ameren utilities. It again
proposes use of an RFP bid process to meet residual

| oad requirements, which are those not already under
contract by one means or another.

The time horizon is five years. The
first annual period within that |onger period is the
June 2010 to -- through May 2011 period. The I|PA,
agai n, proposes use of a three-year | addered approach

for procurement where 35 percent of the needs would

18
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be procured two years in advance of the year of
delivery; the rest, one year in advance; and then the
year itself.

The I PA indicates there were a limted
number of areas where it made what it called primary
changes. Most of those related to the procurement of
demand response and renewabl es. By statute, parties
were required to submt their witten objections and
file them with the Comm ssion. Several did so on
| ate October -- late afternoon on October the 5th
this week. The issues addressed included the demand
response procurement and our renewabl e procurement
i ssues nmentioned above. On the renewable front that
concerned in part the proposed procurement of
renewabl es for Ameren and ComEd on a simultaneous
basis, also involved |ong-term agreements with
renewabl e producers. Then sone objections al so went
to the demand response procurement process that
pertained in part to tim ng, whether that would be in
the spring as well as in the fall, as well as PIJMin
the -- PJM process in the procurenment of demand

response. And then also the termto apply to those
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procurenments.

Ot her issues addressed concerned
hedging ratios in July and August, which has conme up
in prior dockets, the | addered approached to
procurenment as mentioned above. And there were al so
some questions raised with respect to the process as
di scussed in the plan, including review time by the
Comm ssi on, but also other elements of process to
occur after the Comm ssion's approval of the process.

The question before you today -- or
next week as the case may be, is a determ nation of
whet her a hearing is necessary within the meaning of
the statute. Comments of the parties are summari zed
briefly in the meno.

In the | ast procurenment docket,

08- 0519 the Comm ssion determ ned no hearing was
necessary and it said that parties were permtted --
encouraged to address the issues through responses to
objections. Well, that would include responses by

| PA and parties to each other and then a round of
replies to those responses and then after a proposed
order briefs on exceptions and reply briefs on

20
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exceptions.

My recomendation is the same process
be foll owed here to make an adequate record in the
case through response opportunities or reply
opportunities forwarded to the parties in the manner
that | believe will be more efficient in proceeding
t hrough a hearing process.

In any event, the Conm ssion has until
Oct ober 15th to make that determ nation, whether
that's today or next week. And, of course, the
deadline for Comm ssion entering an order confirm ng
or modi fying the procurement plan is Decenber 29th.

Thank you.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Thank you.

Any questions of the Judge?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: No. Thank you.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a motion to -- | think
t he Judge's recomendati on that hearings not be
required. Is there a motion to determ ne that no
hearings are required for the IPA"s Initial
Procurement Plan?

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT: So moved.
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CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL-DI AZ: Second.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Any di scussion?

It's been moved and seconded.
All in favor say "aye."

COWM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.

COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Aye.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?

The vote is 4-0. There will not be
hearings for the IPA"s Initial Procurement Pl an.
Thank you, Judge.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you, Chairman.

CHAI RMAN BOX: ltem E-8 is 09-0407. This is a
request for an extension of time to consider
Commonweal t h Edi son's proposed Federal Stinulus
Project and associated tariffs. Adm nistrative Law
Judge Sai nsot has no recommendati on.

Judge, you want to brief us?

JUDGE SAI NSOT: Sur e.

At the meeting of Septenber 10th, this

Comm ssion indicated that it would prefer to concl ude
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this docket by the end of the year. W, therefore --
when this matter first arose we, therefore, informed
the parties that the final determ nation should be
made by the Conmm ssion and not us.

The joint motion to extend the
schedule was filed by the AG the CTA, 11EC and
Metr a. It seeks to extend the schedule from having a
final resolution date of December 22nd, 2009, to
sometime in April of 2010.

To be sure the current schedul e, which
allows three nmonths, is a tight but not inpossible
schedule, a longer time frame would increase the
amount of discovery that the parties could conduct.
It would also give the |awyers nmore tinme to prepare
briefs and like items and it would give Judge Kinbrel
and myself more tinme. Havi ng said that, ComEd has
argued that the United States Department of Energy
has reported receiving 431 grant proposals totaling
$24.6 billion. The Departnment of Energy only has $4
billion.

We took a | ook at who was eligible for

t hese grants. The parties submtted the Department
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of Energy guidelines. The eligible applicants,
according to what the DOE gui delines are -- anong

ot her parties -- electric power conpanies, state,
county, local or municipal governnental agencies,
universities, colleges, electrical equipnment

manuf acturers, software providers, retail electricity
suppliers and many other non-regul ated entities.

It appears that these entities, the
ones that are not utilities, therefore, would only
need a corporate board approval before they -- or
city counsel approval before they could get up and
running on their projects.

The DOE, as ConmEd has pointed out, has
a preference for projects that can get up and running
qui ckly. And, | guess, what |'m saying is the
non-regul ated busi nesses seem to have a distinct
advantage in terms of getting the funds over ComEd.
And there's a limted amount of nmoney avail abl e.
Therefore, it's possible that the four-mnth del ay
could jeopardize ConEd's ability to receive these
funds. And we'll remnd you it's $175 billion --
mllion dollars -- excuse ne -- that they're asking

24
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for when you include the other Docket 09-0263 and
this docket together.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Thank you.

Any questions of the Judge?

| think -- before |I ask for a notion,
| think it's -- the Proposed Federal Stinulus
Project -- | mean, the nane is there for a reason, to
stimul ate the econony, which means -- over projects
that are ready to go. | think -- | don't want us to

j eopardi ze the Conpany's chances of recouping some of

t hese dollars for the State of Illinois and for our
systems. We also will have enough time for various
riders and others to determne if, in fact, there's

cost recovery on the State's half of those funds.

So I'd like to think that we can -- if
you said that deadline by the yearend is doable, I
t hi nk we ought to try to do that to give the
conmpany -- not an advantage, don't do anything to --
in detriment of them being in full conpetition for
t hese funds.

Is there a nmotion to deny or grant the
request for the extension of time?
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deny.

COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT: l'"ll make the motion to

CHAI RMAN BOX: There's a nmotion to deny the

request for extension of tinme. s there a second?

COMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Second.
COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.
CHAl RMAN BOX: It's been nmoved and seconded.

Any di scussi ons?

Al'l in favor say "aye."
COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Aye.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?

The vote is 4-0. The request for the

extension of time is denied.

ltem E-9 is Docket 09-04009.

Comonweal t h Edi son Conpany's petition for a

conditional exemption from Section 410.210(a)(5)

requiring certain information on billing statements.

Adm ni strative Law Judge Benn reconmends entering the

order

exempting the company from the requirements.

Il's there any discussion?
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Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

ltem E-10 is Docket 09-0423. Egypti an
El ectrical Cooperative Association and Amerenl P
petitioned for a partial service area agreenment
bet ween them  Adm nistrative Law Judge Tapi a
recommends entering the order granting the requested
relief.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

That concludes the electric portion of
t oday' s agenda.

Turning now to the Natural Gas, lItem
G 1 is Docket 08-0363. This is the rehearing order
of the Northern Illinois Gas Conpany a/k/a Nicor rate
case. The question presented was how nmuch short-term
debt should be included in the capital structure, if
any. Adm nistrative Law Judge Sainsot and Ki mbrel
recommends entering the order on rehearing.

We di scussed this matter at the

prebench session yesterday and ny office has
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circul ated various revisions to the order. Several
of the comm ssioners and their assistants have been
wor ki ng on these revisions as well. And | move that
t hose amendments be adopted.

COVM SSI ONER FORD: So moved.

CHAI RMAN BOX: s there a second?

COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Second.

CHAI RMAN BOX: It's noved and seconded that the
proposed amendnments be adopted.

Ils there any discussion?

COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Chairman, | -- at this
point I'd like to but | can't support the changes.
was willing to grant the request for rehearing

because this was a significant change from past
practice. | was interested in seeing further
devel opnment of the record with regard to this issue.
And in nmy review of the record on the reopening | saw
little to no additional support provided for the
Conpany to change ny determ nation of my vote on the
order.

So I would stand in support of ny

position from the original order on this issue.
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CHAI RMAN BOX: Further discussion?
| propose some of these changes and
"Il go through nmy rationale. First of all, this is
a very, extremely tough case | think for the

Comm ssion and all the Comm ssioners echo that.

On one side, | agree with
Comm ssioner Elliot that -- in fact, | voted agai nst
the order initially. And then on rehearing |, too,

was hoping for nore information from the Conmpany on
this issue. And | was disappointed that nore
evi dence was not introduced. But also | think that
the position taken by our Staff was somewhat extrene,
especially given these circumstances, as the Judge
t al ked about yesterday about these are accounting
issues and admtting that various things existed |ike
t he whole issue of a zero bal ance on three nonths,
whi ch means some other funds had to be used somewhere
al ong the line. OQur Staff acknow edging the fact
that yes, moneys had to come from other sources, but
they didn't know just exactly how much.

So this is a very, very tough case for
ne. But when you | ook at the Statute of Section

29



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

1-102 one of the objectives that we, as regul ators,
have is to do equity, especially towards the
consumers and investors. And also Section 6 talks
about the whole issue of make regul ati ons that does
not result in undue or sustained adverse inpact on
utility earnings. And when you take a |look at this
particul ar case and our other cases on short-term
debt, they range from zero percent for sone
utilities, 5 percent on sone. In this particular
case | think it's a little short of 19 percent
short-term debt. Five years ago it was zero. In the
| ast three cases it was zero.

And | think it's pretty much kind of a
shock to the systemto go from zero percent to
19 percent especially in light of the fact we're
t al ki ng about accounting issues and both the Judge
acknowl edgi ng -- Judges acknow edgi ng that there were
some nmoneys there from other sources, the Staff
acknow edgi ng that, not know ng exactly how much.

But one thing that really drove me to
make sonme of these changes was the whole issue of

Ni cor since 1981 they're -- the capitalization was
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bet ween 87 and 93 percent. And if you include this
entire 255 mll in short-term debt, their
capitalization would be 105 percent of their rate
base, which | think is a little high, and | think
t hat some changes are proposed.

Anot her issue is the whole issue of
the three nmont hs where no noneys were avail abl e.
Moneys -- come from some other source. So | think
that it was incunmbent upon us to find something that
was nmore in line with this particular case, once
again, given the facts of the Conpany not com ng
forth during the case or on rehearing putting forth a
clear road map as to where these funds were from
But also the Staff acknow edgi ng that sone noneys
were there, but | don't think really making an effort
to come down on sonething that was reasonabl e.

So | think equity requires nme to take

a |l ook at these nunmbers. Obviously, the 62

mllion -- 62-plus mllion that the company wanted in
short-term debt is not sufficient. But | think --
nor is it proper to have the entire 255 mllion in
short-term debt. And so hopefully in equity |I've
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amended it to say that, | think, 200 -- or 127-sone
mllion dollars would be in short-term debt, which
hopefully brings the capitalization down into the 90s
where it shoul d be. But also it brings the
short-term debt down from-- a little short of 19
percent, 18, and some percentages down to between 8
and 9 percent.
| think equity requires that type of

decision, and | feel very confortable in making that.
Once again, being disappointed on both sides of the
case before us. But that is the nature of the
amendments that | have put forth.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.

CHAI RMAN BOX: It's already been seconded.
It's just for discussion.

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Oh, wondered where we were.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Any other discussions?

Al'l of favor of the proposed amendment

say "aye."

COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Opposed?
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COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: No .

CHAl RMAN BOX: The vote is 3-1. The amendnents
are adopted. Is there a notion to adopt the order as
amended?

COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: So moved.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?

COMM SSI ONER FORD: Second.

CHAl RMAN BOX: It's been moved and seconded to
adopt the order as amended.

All in favor say "aye."

COWM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.

COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.

CHAI RMAN BOX: Opposed?

COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: No .

CHAl RMAN BOX: The vote is 3-1. The order as
amended i s adopted.

| ' ve been asked to hold Item G2 unti
next week in Springfield.

ltem G-3 is Docket 08-0628. This is a
PGA reconciliation for M dAmerican Energy Conpany.
Staff has no adjustnment to the reconciliation.

Adm ni strative Law Judge Yoder recommends entering
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t he order approving the reconciliation.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

ltems G4 and G5 will be taken
t ogether. These are billing disputes against
Northern Illinois Gas Company. The parties have
settled. Adm nistrative Law Judges Benn and G | bert
recommend entering the orders dism ssing the
conplaints with prejudice.

Is there discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the orders are entered
di sm ssing the conplaint with prejudice.

ltem G-6 through G-8 will be taken
together. These are resuspension orders for the
three Ameren Illinois Utility Conpanies' gas rate
cases. Staff recommends entering the resuspension
orders.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the resuspensi on orders
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are entered.

ltem G-9 is Docket

09-0312. This is

a

resuspensi on order in the M dAmerican Energy Conmpany

Gas Rate Case. Staff recommends entering the

resuspensi on order.

Il's there any discussion?

Any objections?

Heari ng none, the resuspension order

is entered.

ltem G-10 is Docket

Energy Services, Inc., petitions for

09-0392. UG

service authority. Adm nistrative Law Judge Yoder

recommends entering the order granting the

certificate.

Ils there any discussion?

Any objections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

That concl udes the

of today's agenda.

Turning now to the tel ecomunications

a certificate of

Nat ural Gas portion

item Items T-1 and T-2 will be taken together.

These are conpetitive filings for

Veri zon North,
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I nc., and Verizon South, Inc., for an increase in the
rate for Local Directory Assistance. St aff
recommends that the filings not be investigated.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Hearing none, the filings will not be
i nvesti gat ed.

ltems T-3 through T-7 will be taken
together. These are tariff filings by Illinois Bel
Tel ephone Conpany to revise conpetitive retail and
nonconpetitive whol esale services. Staff recommends
that these filings not be suspended or investigated.

Ils there any discussion?

Any objections?

Hearing none, the filings will not be
suspended or investigated.

ltems T-8 and T-9 will be taken
together. These are applications for certificates of
i nterexchange authority to operate as resellers of
tel ecommuni cati ons services and to provide pay
t el ephone service. Adm ni strative Law Judge Ril ey

recommends entering the orders granting the
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certificates.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the orders are entered
granting the certificates.

Item T-10 is Docket 09-0402. The
Vill age of Grayslake, Illinois, petitions to nodify
an existing 911 Energency Tel ephone Numbering System
Adm ni strative Law Judge Hilliard recommends entering
t he order approving the requests.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

ltem T-11 is Docket 09-0326. Verizon
North, Inc., and Verizon South, Inc., and New
Di mension Wreless Limted filed a joint petition for
approval of an interconnection agreenent and | ater
moved to dism ss the current docket. Adm nistrative
Law Judge Hal oul os recommends that this matter be
di sm ssed without prejudice.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?
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Heari ng none, the docket is dism ssed
wi t hout prejudice.

ltems T-12 through T-18 will be taken
t ogether. These are interconnection agreements and
amendments to interconnection agreements. The
Adm ni strative Law Judges recomend entering the
orders approving their agreements and the anmendments
to the agreenments.

Il's there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the orders are entered.

That concl udes the tel ecommuni cati ons
portion of today's agenda.

Now turning to the Water and
Wast ewater itenms, Item W1 is a filing by
Il1inois-American Water Conmpany to establish public
fire protection rates. Staff recomends not
suspending the filing.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Hearing none, the filing will not be

suspended.
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ltem W2 is Docket 09-0133, Aqua
Il1linois, Inc., petitions for the issuance of a
certificate of public convenience and necessity to
operate a water distribution system in Kankakee
County. Adm nistrative Law Judge Dol an recommends
entering the order granting the petition.

Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the order is entered.

ltems W3 and W4 will be taken

t ogether. These are purchased water reconciliations

for Del Mar Water Conpany and Harbor Ridge Utilities,

Inc. Adm nistrative Law Judge Benn reconmmends
entering the orders approving the reconciliations.
Ils there any discussion?
Any obj ections?
Heari ng none, the orders are entered.
ltem W5 is Docket 09-0203. This is
billing dispute against Aqua Illinois, Inc. The
parties have settled. Adm nistrative Law Judge
Ki mbrel recomends dism ssing the docket with

prejudice.
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Ils there any discussion?

Any obj ections?

Heari ng none, the docket is dism ssed
with prejudice.

ltem W6 is docket 09-0319. This is a
resuspensi on order for the Illinois-American Water
Conpany's proposed general rate increase in water and
wast ewat er rates.

Il's there any discussion?

Any objection?

Heari ng none, the resuspensi on order
is entered.

That concludes the portion of today's
Wat er and WAstewater portion of today's agenda.

We have one m scellaneous item  This
is Liberty's Third Annual Report and Final Report on
the Verification of Commonweal th Edi son's progress to
i mpl ement comm tment stemm ng from the 2005 Downers
Substation Fire Investigations. Staff recomends
acceptance of the reports.

Is there a notion to accept the

reports and have Staff post the reports on the
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Comm ssi on website?
COWM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: So moved.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Is there a second?
COMM SSI ONER ELLI OT:  Second.
CHAl RMAN BOX: It's been nmoved and seconded.
Al'l in favor say "aye."
COWMM SSI ONER O CONNELL- DI AZ: Aye.
COWM SSI ONER FORD:  Aye.
COWM SSI ONER ELLI OT: Aye.
CHAI RMAN BOX: Any opposed?
The vote is 4-0. The reports are
accepted and will be posted on the Comm ssion
websi te.
Judge Wal |l ace, anything else to come
before us today?
JUDGE WALLACE: No, sir.
CHAI RMAN BOX: My understanding is we have a
regul ar open nmeeting next Wednesday the 14th.
JUDGE WALLACE: Yes, that's correct.
CHAl RMAN BOX: And all matters that need to be
attended to between the 14th of October and | would

say the 14th of November should be on that particul ar
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agenda. And | think we should rem nd the judges and

any other Staff if there's anything else we need to
do, it has to be done at that meeting next week.
Anyt hing further?
The meeting stands adjourned.

(Wher eupon, the meeting

concluded matters pertaining to

Public Utilities.)

42



