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STATE OF ILLINOIS 
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

 
ILLINOIS POWER COMPANY d/b/a   ) 
AmerenIP, and      ) 
        ) 
AMEREN ILLINOIS TRANSMISSION    )    Docket No. 06-0179 
COMPANY       ) 
        ) 
Petition for (i) a Certificate of Public    ) 
Convenience, pursuant to Section 8-406(a) of the ) 
Public Utilities Act; (ii) a Certificate of Public ) 
Convenience and Necessity, pursuant to Section ) 
8-406 of the Public Utilities Act, authorizing  ) 
Construction, operation and maintenance of new ) 
345,000 volt electric line in Monroe, Randolph, ) 
St. Clair, and Washington Counties, Illinois;  ) 
(iii) an order pursuant to Section 8-503 of the  ) 
Public Utilities Act approving construction of ) 
New transmission facilities; (iv) approval of an ) 
Agreement between affiliated interests; and  ) 
(v) other relief as may be necessary   ) 
 

INITIAL BRIEF OF  
BALDWIN / STRINGTOWN INTERVENORS  

 
 Intervening Land Owners, Phyllis J. Bixby, Virgil & Rosalie Chandler, Earl 
Falkenhain, Trustee, William C. Hogan, Trustee, Elisa C. Kloepper, Karnal C. & 
Elizabeth A. Phegley, Roger Roscow, Marvin Rosenberg, Trustee, Evelyn 
Schwartzkopf, Harry P. Wetzel, Ronald H. Wirth, and Omer H. Liefer (hereinafter 
"Baldwin/ Stringtown Intervenors"), by and through their attorney, Paul J. Evans, 
hereby file their Initial Brief in the above-captioned proceedings.   
 
I.  Introduction 
 
 On March 3, 2006, Illinois Power Company d/b/a Ameren IP, (hereinafter 
"Ameren IP") and Ameren Illinois Transmission Company (hereinafter "Ameren 
Transco") filed a Petition with the Illinois Commerce Commission (hereinafter 
"the Commission") seeking, among other things, pursuant to Section 8-406 of the 
Public Utilities Act (220 ILCS 5/8-406) a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity (hereinafter "Certificate") authorizing Ameren IP to construct, operate, 
and maintain a new 345"Kv" electric transmission line  in Monroe, Randolph, St. 
Clair, and Washington Counties, Illinois. 
 
 An Amended Petition was filed on May 9, 2006 by Ameren IP, 
substantially similar to the original Petition but reflecting additional length and 
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cost due to a routing revision near the western terminus of the proposed route 
corridor. 
 
 The total length of the proposed project can be broken down into three 
component lengths.  The Amended Petition describes a one mile Prairie South 
line, a 7.2 mile Prairie West line, and a 27.1 mile Baldwin-Rush Island line.  
Ameren IP had conducted studies of various potential routes, eventually 
proposing three potential corridors, typically referred to during this process as the 
Green Route, the Red Route, and the Brown Route.  Ameren IP advocates the 
use of the Green Route, as its preferred primary course over the alternative Red 
and Brown Routes.   
 
 Ameren IP alleges in its Amended Petition at paragraph 17 that "the 
primary routes were selected because they resulted in the best combination of 
low impacts to private property and environmentally sensitive areas, and for cost 
efficiency consideration." It is this statement that the Baldwin/Stringtown 
Intervenors dispute and object to the issuance of a certificate due to their position 
that the proposed Green Route on the Baldwin-Rush Island line is not the best 
route.  Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors make no comment nor adopt a position as 
to any other aspect of Ameren IP's request, other than addressing their concern 
over the proposed corridor route for one segment.   
 
 Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors recommend that the Commission require 
that the location of the corridor for a segment, commonly referred to as the 
Baldwin - Kaskaskia River segment, be located on the alternate Red Route for 
the Baldwin - Kaskaskia River segment, and not on the Ameren IP preferred 
Green Route.   
 
II.  The proposed "Green" Route versus the alternative "Red" Route 
 
 A. Background and Procedural History 
 
 Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors recommend this Commission direct that 
the proposed line be located on the Red Route, and not on the Green Route, for 
only one portion of the segment, that being from the Village of Baldwin to the 
Kaskaskia River.  Ameren IP has opted for the Green Route as its preferred 
choice for only one substantive reason - cost.  The Green Route is 3.1 miles 
shorter, requires 19 poles less, and therefore costs approximately 3.79 million 
dollars less (Ameren IP Exhibit 14.0, p. 1-2).  The Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors 
are those adjoining landowners, under this proposed corridor, whose property will 
be affected.  The Green Route in essences runs in a southwesterly direction from 
the Village of Baldwin to the Kaskaskia River.   
 
 The Red Route, for the corridor segment of Baldwin to the Kaskaskia 
River, starts out at the same point, but instead of crossing to the west of the 
Village of Baldwin in a southwesterly line as afore described, goes east, then 
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turns south to traverse the east side of the Village of Baldwin, and once south of 
the Village of Baldwin, proceeds in a southwesterly angle and then due west to 
approximately the same point on the Kaskaskia River at which the Green Route 
crosses the River.   
 
 These routes have been identified on various exhibits filed with the 
Commission, originally starting out as Ameren IP Exhibit 3.1, filed on March 9, 
2006.  This exhibit was superceded on May 9, 2006 by the filing of Exhibit 6.1, 
showing the new Green Route (the only substantive change being at its western 
most portions, and not the subject of the Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors' dispute.  
It was also accompanied by Exhibit 6.1A, which is the legal description for this 
route.  The routes are also illustrated in Ameren IP Exhibit 18.1, which identifies 
the Red Route, this exhibit being filed in response to Administrative Judge Jones' 
questions as to maps of the Red Route during cross examination testimony taken 
on December 15, 2006 (Cross Exam. pp. 251 - 255). 
 
 Before the filing of the original Petition, the Red Route east of the Village 
of Baldwin was the preferred route. (Dencker Cross Exam. p. 225, l. 14-16) 
Ameren IP asserts that after negative comments on this route were expressed by 
residents of the Village of Baldwin, the Green Route was then selected as the 
primary route.  Ameren IP has set forth various reasons as to why this route west 
of Baldwin, following a path near to a rural county road known as the Stringtown 
Road, along which many of the Baldwin / Stringtown Intervenors live, is a 
superior route.  
 
 Ameren IP's argument and logic for advancing the Green Route is 
pretextual, attempting to divert the Commissions' attention from the conflicting 
and inconsistent arguments set forth by Ameren IP.        
 
 B. Illinois Commerce Commission Staff Support Intervenors'  
  Position 
 
 The Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors agree with the position adopted by the 
staff of the Illinois Commerce Commission as to the routing of this segment of the 
corridor.  In his testimony to the Commission, Commission employee and 
Electrical Engineer, Ronald Linkenback, recommended the alternative Red Route 
to the east of Baldwin (ICC Staff Exhibit 1.0, p. 22, l.  431 - 433, with full 
discussion and rationale at pp. 17, l.  338 to p. 23, l.  460).  Linkenback further 
invited Ameren IP to address his recommendation in their rebuttal testimony (ICC 
Exhibit 1.0 p. 22, l.  435 - 437). 
 
 Even after the Ameren IP did respond with rebuttal testimony (in the form 
of Testimony by Engineer Tracy Dencker, IP Exhibit 9.0), ICC Engineer 
Linkenback remained unconvinced and continued to recommend the alternate 
Red Route to the east of the Village of Baldwin for the portion of the Baldwin 
Rush Island corridor that lay between the Village of Baldwin and the Kaskaskia 
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River (ICC Exhibit 5.0). The Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors urges the 
Commission to give particular credence to Linkenback's testimony (ICC Exhibits 
1.0 and 5.0) and to adopt his position, which these Intervenors fully support.   
 
 C.   Factual description of the Baldwin - Kaskaskia River Green  
  Route Corridor 
 

1. The Green Route would cross centennial farms and be 
located very close to Intervenors' residences 

 
 Both the Green Route and the alternate Red Route start at a substation on 
Intervenor Dynergy's Baldwin Power Plant.  The Green Route then departs the 
substation in a due southwesterly direction, as opposed to the alternate Red 
Route's due east direction until it passes the Village of Baldwin. 
 
 The Green Route first crosses Intervenor's Chandler's property.  The 
Chandlers have a rural homestead of 2 acres.  The power line  would cross the 
northwest corner of their property, and would be within approximately 140 feet of 
their home.  Chandler identifies that the alternative Red Route, going around the 
Village of Baldwin to the east, would not be less than 1500 feet from a home.  
Further, for the last 25-30 years, there have been no developments or 
improvements on the east side of Baldwin which is not within the incorporated 
area.  To the contrary, all the development has been on the west side of Baldwin, 
such as new homes, a motel, and a business.  (Chandler Exhibit 1)   
 
 The Green Route then crosses Intervenor's Kloepper's property.  This 
property is a 59.2 acre parcel of basically one large rectangle, directly adjacent to 
Highway 154 on the west side of the Village of Baldwin.  In fact, it is uncontested 
that this property is all within the incorporated boundaries of the Village of 
Baldwin.  (Kloepper Exhibit 1, p. 1, l.  16). The property is currently used for grain 
farming.  This property adjoins developed areas.  This parcel is both prime 
farmland and prime for development as it has both a water line and electricity 
readily available. (Kloepper Exhibit 1, p. 2). 
 
 The Green Route would then next cross property owned by Intervenor, 
Ronald Wirth, who has a rural homestead on land that has been in the Wirth 
family since 1895.  The route would cross his property approximately 125 feet 
from one of his buildings, and 150 feet from his residence.  Wirth would be 
required to drive under the power line  to enter and exit his residence.  (Wirth 
Exhibit 1). 
 
 The Green Route then proceeds to cross the property of Phyllis Bixby, 
who also has a rural homestead.  The power line  will cross over the top of a 
storage building on her property, be within 20 feet of a small garage, within 50 
feet of the big garage and approximately 200 feet from her residence.  (Bixby 
Exhibit 1). 
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 Evelyn Schwartzkopf's property is next in line.  She has 40 acres upon 
which she resides and uses her property for raising hay and pasture for livestock.  
The Green Route would be within 500 feet from her buildings, and 615 feet from 
her residence.  (Schwardkopf Exhibit 1).   
 
 After exiting the Schwartzkopf property, the Green Route crosses the 
property of Omer Liefer and his wife, Neva.  They have owned the property since 
1972, but it has been in Neva's family since its purchase by her family in 1880, 
126 years ago.  This is a farm with a rural homestead.  The power line  would be 
within 150-200 feet (depending upon exact location) of their residence, running 
between their home and Stringtown Road, thus requiring them to drive under the 
power line  every time they enter and exit their property.  Liefer also identifies 
that on the alternate Red Route, there are no residences less than 1500 feet 
from that line.  The large majority of the Red Route is open farmland.  To the 
contrary, all development in the Baldwin area has been to the west side of the 
Village of Baldwin.  (Liefer Exhibit 1.0, p. 2).  Liefer further testifies that he 
examined the records of the Village of Baldwin through a Freedom of Information 
Request.  The only official position of the Village of Baldwin was a Resolution 
asking that the corridor be placed to the north of the Village, along the Dynegy 
property, and seeking to protect both its eastern and western boundaries.  (Liefer 
Exhibit 1.0, Liefer 1.1).  Liefer also reviewed all of the permits issued in the 
Village from 1991 through March 6, 2006.  Of the minimal number of permits 
issued, none were for the eastern boundary area of Baldwin.   
 
 The Green Route would then exit the Liefer property by crossing over 
Stringtown Road, and then crossing another centennial farm, owned by Harry 
Wetzel.  Wetzel's farm has been in his wife's family for more than 105 years.  
Even though this is a rural area, Wetzel identifies that his farm borders both 
Highway 154 and Stringtown Road, and because it has both municipal water and 
electricity available to it, people have attempted to buy lots from him in the past.  
(Wetzel Exhibit 1).   
 
 The Green Route next crosses over to a 40 acre tract owned by William 
Hogan and his wife.  Her family has owned and farmed that land since 1870. 
(Hogan Exhibit 1) 
 
 The Green Route would then cross the farm owned by the Falkenhain 
family.  The power line would be approximately 1500 to 2000 away from the 
buildings (depending upon the exact location of the power line). (Falkenhain Ex. 
1)   
 
 The rural homestead of the Phegleys is next affected by the Green Route 
with their home being approximately 600 feet from the power line, and their out 
buildings closer (Dencker Cross Examination p. 227, l.  18)  Phegley testified 
development began in the Baldwin area around 1976 to the west side, with 25 or 
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more new homes and some older homes being remodeled immediately west of 
Baldwin along Highway 154, and along Stringtown Road.  Additionally, two 
businesses and a motel have developed near Highway 154 near the west side of 
Baldwin.  (Phegley Exhibit 1) Phegley's research of the areas east of the Village 
of Baldwin reveal that there have only been two or three homesteads in that 
area, but all would be much farther from the power line than would be the homes 
on the Green Route.  (Phegley Exhibit 1) 
 
 After Phegleys' property, the Green Route would again cross Stringtown 
Road and go across the farm of Marvin Rosenberg.  The power line  would be 
approximately 400 feet from Rosenberg's residence.  Additionally Rosenberg 
identifies that Intervenor Bonita Roscow (wife of Intervenor, Roger Roscow) is his 
daughter, and the power line  would go less than 200 feet from her home.  
(Rosenberg Exhibit 1).  Intervenor Roger Roscow comes next on Stringtown 
Road.  Although the Green Route does not cross his property, it is located within 
200 feet of his residence and buildings on his rural homestead. (Roscow Exhibit 
1) 
 
  2. The Village of Baldwin has had minimal growth and  
   development. 
 
 Ameren IP has relied heavily upon the argument that the Green Route 
located to the west of Baldwin is best for the Village's future growth.  They have 
identified (Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0, p 3, l. 64) that the alternative Red Route to the 
east of Baldwin would interfere with the Village's sewage system.  However, the 
waste water treatment plant consists of a few small lagoons in a large flat open 
field.  (Liefer Exhibit 2.0, p. 2)  The only documents that the Village of Baldwin 
has been able to obtain regarding their waste water treatment plant were records 
they had to retrieve from the Village's engineering firm.  (Liefer Exhibit 2.0A)  
These records documented a grant received in 1982 to expand the facility, the 
expansion being completed in 1984.  The Village retains no other records 
regarding their waste water treatment plant.     
 
 Liefer also testified in his rebuttal testimony (Liefer Exhibit 2.0) of his 
knowledge of the Village's growth (which has actually been a decrease of 
approximately 50 residents) and reviewed the past 15 years of building permits.   
The last time a building permit was issued for a house (as opposed to a mobile 
home) was on March 30, 1991.  As to a number of permits issued for mobile 
homes since then, they were for the same locations over the years as prior 
mobile home residents relocated.  (Liefer Exhibit 2.0, p. 3) 
 
 Liefer also identified that he reviewed all of the official records of the 
Village of Baldwin pertaining to the location of the power line  (Liefer Exhibit 2.0, 
p. 3)  The only thing contained in the eight sets of Minutes from different Village 
meetings was the Resolution asking for the Route to be placed to the north of the 
Village.  There is nothing in the Minutes to reflect a request by the Village to 
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relocate the power line  from the east side to the west side.  Finally, Liefer 
identified (Liefer Exhibit 2.0, p. 4) that there are no sewer facilities extending 
outside of the Village boundaries in any direction, but that there is a Village water 
line extended to the west of the Village, where the area of the growth has been.   
 
III.   Using the Criteria set forth by Ameren IP, the transmission line 

should be placed on the east side of the Village of Baldwin along the 
alternate Red Route, and not to the west of Baldwin, along the Green 
Route and Stringtown Road.    

 
 A. The Proposed Green Route affects four centennial farms, as  
  the alternate Red Route does not affect centennial farms.   
 
 Tracy Dencker (Ameren IP Exhibit 3.0) identified that she is an electrical 
engineer and project engineer and her testimony was supplied to support the 
design and the route for the subject transmission line.  (Ameren IP Exhibit 3.0, p. 
2).  Dencker identified (Ameren IP Exhibit 3.0, p. 5) that a centennial farm is one 
that has been in a family for over 100 years.  On the Green Route, her testimony 
was that no centennial farms were affected.  She further emphasized that this is 
a criteria that they voluntarily use, during her cross examination taken on 
December 15, 2006 (Dencker Cross Exam. p. 217).  The significance of whether 
a centennial farm is registered with the Illinois Department of Agriculture lies in a 
utility being able to identify the length of family ownership (which is information 
not available otherwise from the public record).  The centennial farms that were 
sought to be avoided in Dencker's direct testimony (Ameren IP's Exhibit 3.0) 
were all located west of the Kaskaskia River, that portion of the route which the 
Baldwin/ Stringtown Intervenors do not make comment about.  Dencker was not 
able to identify any centennial farms along the Red Route in the Baldwin area 
(Dencker Cross Exam. p. 221, l.  12) 
 
 Using Ameren IP's own criteria that they try and avoid centennial farms 
that they are aware of, the proposed Green Route segment between Baldwin and 
Kaskaskia River crosses four centennial farms, whereas Ameren IP has not 
identified that they are aware of any on the alternate Red Route.   
 

B. The Green Route between Baldwin and Kaskaskia River, 
proceeding along Stringtown Road, should not be chosen 
because it goes near residences and other developed 
properties, whereas on the alternate Red Route it would not 
impact residences.  

 
 Ameren IP Engineer Tracy Dencker identified the process by which the 
location of residences is weighted among the criteria in selecting a route.  
(Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0, p. 5 - 7).  Homes located within 200 feet are given a "high 
sensitivity" rating.  Further, Ameren IP also denied that cost is the sole reason for 
selecting a route, but stressed that it "also considers issues such as proximity to 
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residences, towns, major river crossings, agricultural land loss and effects to 
natural resources".  (Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0, p. 7, l. 141).   However, given the 
importance of avoiding residences, Ameren IP insisted upon relying upon a 
disingenuous game of insisting on only looking at an "entire route" to justify its 
choice, when such disingenuity suited its purposes, such as only rating the three 
routes in their entirety, rather than looking at a segment, such as the Baldwin to 
Kaskaskia River segment.  (Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0 p. 6, l.  123 - 125).  When 
pressed upon cross examination, Dencker admitted that for the Baldwin to 
Kaskaskia River portion, the Green Route would have more residences affected, 
while she was not aware of any residences within 200 or 300 feet on the Red 
Route east of Baldwin.  (Dencker Cross Exam.p. 228, l.  11; p. 230, l.  19). 
 
 This proximity to residential structures, and other buildings, was one of the 
reasons that ICC engineer Linkenback disagreed with the Green Route on the 
Baldwin to Kaskaskia River segment. (ICC Exhibit 1.0, p. 19, l.  381 - 389).  
Indeed, it is this proximity to other structures and residences, and the desire to 
avoid same, which led to the selection of the preferred route on a different 
segment of this project, the Prairie West line.  (Dencker Cross Exam, p. 222, l.  
14); which was also a factor Linkenback used in selecting the same corridor for 
the Prairie West route.  (ICC Exhibit 1.0, p. 15 - 16). 
 
 Based upon the criteria of avoiding buildings and residences, selecting the 
alternate Red Route, passing east of the Village of Baldwin, is clearly superior to 
the Green Route, passing west of the Village of Baldwin, for the segment of the 
corridor between Baldwin and the Kaskaskia River.      
 

C. Avoiding Municipalities when possible is to be preferred in 
selecting a route, which favors the selection of the alternate 
Red Route east of Baldwin.   

 
 The original preferred route for the Baldwin to Kaskaskia River segment 
was on the east incorporated boundary of Baldwin. (Dencker Cross Exam. p. 
225, l.  14-16).  It is the desire to avoid municipal boundaries, such as avoiding 
the City of Red Bud, that established corridor preferences (Ameren IP Exhibit 
9.02), rejecting one of the proposed alternatives because it would be within one-
half mile of the City of Red Bud's municipal boundaries.  Similarly, the preferred 
route for the Prairie West segment was selected, in part, because it maintained 
the greatest distance from the community of Marissa.  (Dencker Cross Exam. p. 
222, l.  14).  A second alternate route was not selected in part because it shared 
a boundary with Marissa. (Dencker Cross Exam. p. 223 - 224)  One Intervenor, 
Jeffrey Guebert, proposed his own route dubbed the "Blue" Route.  One concern 
Ameren IP has in rejecting this route is that it cut through the incorporated area 
of the Village of Baldwin.  (Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0, p. 20, l.  442).  This is all 
consistent with Ameren's route selection criteria in which Ameren IP "tried to 
maintain a distance no closer than 1.5 miles from incorporated communities 
wherever possible" (Ameren IP Exhibit 3.0, p. 5, l.  101).   
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 Given this criteria, it is incongruous that Ameren IP changed its original 
preference, which ran parallel to Baldwin's eastern boundary, to choose a 
western route which actually cuts through the incorporated area of the Village.  If 
maintaining distance away from the incorporated area of a municipality is a valid 
factor, as clearly it is given the decision making process by Ameren IP regarding 
the other communities that could be affected by any of the various alternative 
routes, then surely it is more preferable to pass near or on a municipal boundary 
rather than to cut through an incorporated area of a municipality.  The alternate 
Red Route to the east of the Village of Baldwin is the superior choice for the 
Baldwin to Kaskaskia River segment.   
 

D. Ameren IP's arguments citing its concern for the future growth 
of the Village of Baldwin, lack factual support, and do not 
justify its decision to select the Green Route for the Baldwin to 
Kaskaskia River corridor.              

 
1. Concerns over limiting future expansion of the Village of 

Baldwin's Waste Water Treatment facility do not justify 
Ameren IP's choice of the Green Route for the Baldwin 
to Kaskaskia River segment  

 
 Ameren IP believes that the route to the east of Baldwin should not be 
selected based upon "potential" growth that "could" require expansion.  (Ameren 
IP Exhibit 9.0 p. 3, l.  64).  This is a double conjecture about two things that might 
come to pass, or might not, being future growth for Baldwin and then being that 
the future growth would exceed the capacity of the waste water treatment facility.  
These excuses were further emphasized by Dencker (Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0, p 
11, l.  240 - 245) in citing to the Village of Baldwin's concern - which was only 
brought up in a Data Response and was not brought up in any testimony by the 
Village - that it could conflict with possible future expansion; and further noting 
that no sewer service was available for population growth west towards the 
Kaskaskia River.  However, upon cross examination, Dencker did not have any 
knowledge as to whether sewer service was available in any direction outside the 
Village, (Dencker Cross Exam. p. 245, l.  5) but did recall an Intervenor stating 
there was no sewer service to the east of town.  The only testimony, and 
unrebutted, is that Baldwin does not offer sewer service in any direction (Liefer, 
Exhibit 2.0). 
 
 Assuming, arguendo, that the Red Route would impact future expansion, it 
still does not limit expansion to the north or west since the waste water treatment 
facility is located in a big open field, and potentially, expansion is not limited in 
the southerly direction either.  (Dencker Cross Exam.p. 248 - 249) 
 
 Ameren IP justifies its routing decision for the Baldwin to Kaskaskia River 
segment based, in part, on pure conjecture about impacts this route may have 
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upon the Village's current waste water treatment facility.  The record 
demonstrates no factual adverse impacts if the Red Route east of the Village of 
Baldwin is selected.  Further, if the "what if" game is played about growth taking 
place in Baldwin, then the "what if" game can continue to be played as to 
expanding the waste water treatment facility in a direction other than east.  This 
concern over potential expansion of the sewer lagoon does not justify the 
proposed Green Route for the Baldwin to Kaskaskia River segment.           

   
 Ameren IP attempted to argue, in rebuttal to the Baldwin/ Stringtown 
Intervenors' concerns (Dencker Rebuttal Testimony, Ameren IP Exhibit 9.0, p. 
10, l.  222) about the power line interfering with Baldwin's established pattern of 
growth to the west, that "Ameren does not feel that transmissions lines prevent 
community growth".  Upon cross examination, Dencker again reiterated this 
position (Cross Exam p. 240) that locating the power line  to the east of Baldwin, 
between the Village and a new recreational shooting complex, would not interfere 
with commercial growth should it take place.  "Interfere, no.  No, you can build 
around transmission line" (Cross Exam p. 240, l.  15).   Ameren IP did not believe 
that transmission lines prevented the growth of the Village of Maryville, reiterating 
twice the position that "Ameren believes that community growth is not affected by 
power lines" (Cross Exam p. 241, l.  6 and 20). 
 
 Give Ameren IP's own belief that power transmission lines do not affect 
community growth, Ameren IP cannot then cite concerns over future growth as 
justification for switching the route from its original location along the Red Route 
to the east to the now advocated Green Route to the west of Baldwin.  
 

2. Concerns over affecting the future growth of Baldwin do 
not justify routing the power line  along the Green Route 
to the west of the Village of Baldwin instead of routing it 
along the Red Route to the east of the Village of 
Baldwin.   

  
 Upon cross examination (Cross Exam. p. 243), Dencker identified that 
current residences are normally a good indicator of growth patterns.  She further 
testified (Cross Exam.p. 242) that the historical growth pattern for the Village of 
Baldwin has been to the west side, following the highway to the Kaskaskia River.  
She is not aware of any growth taking place in the last 50-60 years to the North 
(other than the Baldwin Power Plant), to the east, or to the south.  The historical 
growth patterns to the west also coincide with where the municipal water service 
is provided, west on Highway 154 to the Kaskaskia River and also west down the 
Stringtown Road.  (Dencker Cross Exam.  p. 245). 
 
 Much of Ameren IP's justification for switching from the Red Route east of 
Baldwin to the Green Route on the west side of town, is based upon the 
presence of the newly opened World Shooting and Recreational Complex, 
located 3 miles north of Sparta (a town of approximately 4500 people), or five 
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miles east of Baldwin (a town of about 300 people).  Ameren IP's rebuttal 
testimony indicates that it "feels" that the shooting complex will bring more 
growth to Baldwin than others believe.  Upon cross examination, these "feelings" 
were based upon two hotels now being built in Sparta, and therefore the same 
growth would occur in Baldwin.  Two Sparta hotels do not a Baldwin boom 
become.  The reality is that what little growth has taken place in and around the 
Village of Baldwin has been to the west.  In a common sense fashion, the one 
utility service that the Village of Baldwin provides beyond its corporate 
boundaries is water, and it chose to invest its municipal resources by expanding 
its water services to the west along Highway 154 to the Kaskaskia River - and 
also - expanding its water service down along the Stringtown Road.  ICC 
engineer Linkenback expressed his opinion that when growth does come to the 
Baldwin area, it will occur in that area between the Village of Baldwin, and the 
developing area approximately three-quarters of a mile west of town.  It is this 
three -quarter of a mile area strip that is exactly where the Green Route is 
located.  (ICC Exhibit 5.0 p. 8, l.  160-171). 
 
 The present facts pertaining to any growth in the Village of Baldwin 
justifies the alternate Red Route to the east of the Village, not the present Green 
Route that goes through the western incorporated area of the Village.  There is 
only speculation to support the Green Route.   
 
 
IV. Conclusion 
 
 The Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors urge the Commission to not issue the 
Certificate unless the Route of the power line between the Village of Baldwin and 
the Kaskaskia River is switched from its current proposed "Green" Route west of 
Baldwin to the alternate "Red" Route east of Baldwin.  Ameren IPs' chosen route 
west of the Village of Baldwin causes real and immediate harm to existing private 
property interests that would not occur with the Red Route east of the Village of 
Baldwin.  This harm to existing private property interests is significant enough to 
justify a relatively small percentage increase in costs.  Ameren IP engages in 
contortions of logic in trying to justify its preferred route when confronted with its 
own routing criteria.  The benefits associated with the shorter western route do 
not out weigh the harm caused by erecting a transmission line near the 
residences of the Baldwin / Stringtown Intervenors, and in the only area of the 
Village of Baldwin that has shown any signs of growth.    
 
 
 
 
 
Dated:  December 28, 2006   Respectfully submitted,  
 
 



Initial Brief of Baldwin/Stringtown Intervenors 
Docket 06-0179 

P 15 of 15 

       Baldwin / Stringtown Intervenors 
 
 
 
       By: s/Paul J.  Evans                 . 
       Paul J. Evans 
       Attorney at Law 
       6 Eagle Center, Suite 
       O'Fallon, IL  62269 
       618-628-9092 
       Fax: 618-628-9823 
       evanslaw@apci.net 


