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AMEREN ILLINOIS COMPANY d/b/a AMEREN ILLINOIS’  
RESPONSE TO THE MOTIONS ADDRESSING STARTUP DATES 

 
 COMES NOW Ameren Illinois Company d/b/a Ameren Illinois, and for its Response to 

Motions Addressing Startup Dates, states as follows: 

1. On March 7, 2012, the Staff for the Illinois Commerce Commission filed its 

motion asking for a determination regarding the appropriate interpretation of the On-Bill 

Financing laws, in connection with the commencement date of the OBF programs. On March 12, 

2012, the Citizens Utility Board filed its response in support of the Staff motion.  The Staff 

motion, and CUB’s response, both support what Staff terms “Option 1.”  For the reasons set 

forth below, Ameren Illinois supports Option 1.   

2. In its pleadings, Staff refers to Section 16-111.7(g) of the Illinois Public Utilities 

Act (Act).  220 ILCS 5/16-111.7(g).  The salient provisions within that subsection require the 

independent evaluation of the OBF programs be conducted after three years of the program's 

operation.  The other salient language in the subsection requires that the OBF evaluator issue a 

report to the Commission on its findings no later than four years after the date on which the 



program commenced.  Staff suggests one interpretation could be what is required, are separate 

reports for each of the electric utilities, whereby the data accumulated by the OBF evaluator 

would occur over differing time periods, and where the OBF's final report would either account 

for differing data sets, or multiple evaluator reports. In the end, Staff asserts this interpretation 

would lend itself to time delays and undue costs to be borne by ratepayers. 

3. After providing a discussion of the statutory considerations, program issues and 

cost concerns, Staff references its “Option 1” for approval, which Ameren Illinois endorses.  In 

this respect, the commencement date of each program would be June 1, 2011, which offers a 

decided advantage of one evaluation report by the OBF of the OBF programs for all the utilities, 

keeping the evaluation costs relatively low and expediting information regarding these programs 

to the General Assembly.  At bottom, we support the Commission deeming the commencement 

of the program to be June 1, 2011, regardless of the actual commencement dates of the OBF 

program operation. A common startup date makes sense for all the timing considerations at play, 

as well as the foreseeable benefits. Staff asserts ratepayers may be burdened with startup 

expenses for OBF Programs not fully operational for three years—we agree. Staff goes on to 

outline potential disadvantages, but in the end, Staff argues that Option 1’s approach is more 

pragmatic—and again, we agree.  

4. CUB restates many of the same arguments as did the Staff.  CUB concludes it 

supports the Staff’s recommendation. 

5. Finally, Ameren Illinois argues the Staff's Option 1 is a fair and logical 

interpretation of the statute. There is needed a common start date, however that is determined. 

Section 16-111.7(g) does not articulate a standard or an actual date for the startup date, but what 

is important is the reporting obligation of the Commission to the General Assembly. The OBF 

evaluator is to collect three years of program operation data, prepare a report—not multiple 

reports, and send it to the Commission four years after the program commenced.  Thereafter the 



Commission will send its report with findings to the General Assembly. The Staff's Option 1 is 

wholly in accord with the statute.  

WHEREFORE, for the reasons and arguments set forth above, Ameren Illinois Company 

respectfully request that the Commission support Staff's Option 1 for purposes of deciding the 

startup dates for OBF Program evaluation, and for such other and further relief as deemed 

equitable and just. 

 

Dated: March 23, 2012  
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 I, Edward C. Fitzhenry, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Response to Motions 

Addressing Startup Dates was filed on the Illinois Commerce Commission’s e-Docket and was 

served electronically to all parties of record in this docket on this 23rd day of March, 2012. 
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