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STATE OF ILLINOIS 
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 

 
AMEREN ILLINOIS COMPANY   ) 
d/b/a Ameren Illinois,    ) 
Petitioner      ) 
       ) Docket No. 12-0244 
Smart Grid Advanced Metering   ) 
Infrastructure Deployment Plan   ) 
 

DRAFT ORDER 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC seeks to maximize the consumer and environmental benefits for Ameren’s 
customers from deployment of Smart Grid infrastructure.  CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren’s smart 
grid deployment should maximize: (1) quantified economic and environmental benefits; (2) 
customer access and sharing of data regarding their electricity usage; and (3) market access for new 
distributed generation and demand response resources.  Ameren admits that its Plan lacks certain 
details and decisions, but the Company claims that those details and decisions are not necessary for 
Commission approval.    CUB/ELPC acknowledges that it would not be possible to address every 
contingency that may arise during multi-year deployment in this proceeding.  However, 
CUB/ELPC argues that certain details, such as which operating centers will receive Advanced 
Metering Infrastructure (“AMI”) and which have already received Advanced Meter Reading 
(“AMR”), are minimum requirements necessary for Commission approval in this proceeding.  
Commission Staff believes that the Commission is being asked to make a decision without knowing 
information they may consider to be very important.  Thus, CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren’s 
Plan lacks the detail necessary for the Commission to find that deployment pursuant to the Plan 
would benefit Ameren’s customers. 

 
CUB/ELPC recognizes that it is critical that customer benefit-enabling functionalities – like 

dynamic pricing – be made available to Ameren’s customers at the earliest opportunity.  Under 
Ameren’s Plan, CUB/ELPC points out that Ameren’s customers will not have access to their data 
or an additional pricing structure until 2014 or 2015.  In the meantime, CUB/ELPC recommends 
that the Commission reject Ameren’s Plan and require Ameren to modify it over a six-month period.  
In CUB/ELPC’s opinion, discussions with Commission Staff, the Smart Grid Advisory Council 
(“Council”), and other stakeholders regarding energy efficiency, demand response, access to 
customer data, procedures for interconnection, interoperability, and a deployment schedule by 
operating center can occur before Ameren’s own estimated initial AMI deployment date of mid-
2013.   After this discussion, CUB/ELPC recommends that the Commission review the revised Plan 
as part of Ameren’s AMI filing due in April 2013. 

 
Commission Analysis and Conclusion 
 
 

II. OVERVIEW OF SECTION 16-108.6 OF THE PUBLIC UTILITIES ACT 
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CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC notes that in passing the Energy Infrastructure Modernization Act (“EIMA”), 
the General Assembly evidenced its desire that Ameren will continue to provide quality electric 
service including innovative technological offerings that will customer experience and choice.  
Public Act 97-0616 at 220 ILCS 5/16-108.5(a).  CUB/ELPC points out that the Commission must 
come to at least two independent conclusions to approve Ameren’s Plan: (1) Ameren’s Plan contains 
the statutorily required information under Section 16-108.6(c) of the EIMA; and (2) implementation 
of Ameren’s Plan will be cost-beneficial for its customers consistent with the principles established 
through the Commission’s Illinois Smart Grid Collaborative (“ISGC”) and giving weight to the 
results of any Commission-approved pilot.  CUB/ELPC notes that the term “cost-beneficial” is 
defined in the Public Utilities Act (“PUA”), and benefits that Ameren must analyze include the 
greater integration of renewable and distributed power resources; reduction in the emissions of 
harmful pollutants and associated avoided health-related costs; and benefits associated with energy 
efficiency measures, demand-response activities, and greater penetration of alternative fuel vehicles.  
220 ILCS 5/16-108.6(a). 

 
CUB/ELPC notes that in creating its Plan, Ameren was required to consult with the 

Council, whose recommendations must be considered by Ameren.  220 ILCS 5/16-108.6(b)(1).  
However, CUB/ELPC argues that Ameren’s Plan does not note the process or substance of any 
changes made to Ameren’s Plan based on the Council’s input.  Therefore, CUB/ELPC claims, the 
Commission should not rely solely on the Council-consultation process to alleviate any concerns the 
Commission may have with Ameren’s Plan. 

 
CUB/ELPC believes that the Commission has broad authority under the PUA to oversee 

Ameren’s investments in AMI.  Moreover, CUB/ELPC notes that the passage of EIMA did not 
limit the Commission’s existing authority over Ameren to ensure that rates paid by Ameren’s 
customer are just and reasonable and that Ameren’s investment are prudently made.  220 ILCS 
5/16-108.5(c).  CUB/ELPC argues that this authority includes a duty to generally supervise 
Ameren’s investments under the PUA.  Sheffler v. Commonwealth Edison Co., 399 Ill. App. 3d 51, 60 
(1st Dist. 2010).  CUB/ELPC notes that this supervisory duty allows the Commission the discretion 
to create reasonable methods of achieving stated legislative objectives.  Abbott Laboratories, Inc. v. Ill. 
Commerce Comm’n, 289 Ill. App. 3d 705, 712 (1st Dist. 1997).  Because the EIMA gives the 
Commission the authority to modify Ameren’s Plan, CUB/ELPC argues the Commission has the 
authority to reject the Plan if the Commission finds that the Plan does not contain the required 
elements or if the Commission finds that implementation of the Plan would not be cost-beneficial for 
Ameren’s customers.  220 ILCS 5/16-108.6(c). 

 
CUB/ELPC believes that testimony in this proceeding establishes that Ameren’s Plan does 

not contain the detail required for the Commission to find that the Plan contains the required 
elements or that its implementation will be cost-beneficial for Ameren’s customers.  The 
Commission has expressed concern in the past about ensuring benefits from Smart Grid investments 
and thus initiated the ISGC, CUB/ELPC notes.  CUB/ELPC argues that the Commission should 
reject Ameren’s Plan and require Ameren to engage in a stakeholder process to ensure that benefits 
will be realized by Ameren’s customers. 

 
III. AMEREN ILLINOIS AMI PLAN PROPOSAL 

A. Ameren’s Plan Does Not Meet the Required Elements Under the Law 
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CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC notes that the Commission must find that Ameren’s Plan contains: 
        (1) a vision statement consistent with the goal of developing a cost-beneficial Smart 

Grid; 
        (2) a statement of strategy of how the utility evaluates and prioritizes technology choices 

to create customer value, including a plan to enable customers' ability to take 
advantage of Smart Grid functions at the time an account has billed successfully on 
the AMI network; 

        (3) a deployment schedule and plan that includes deployment of AMI to 62% of all 
customers; 

        (4) annual milestones and metrics that measure the success of the AMI Plan in enabling 
Smart Grid functions and enhancing consumer benefits; and 

        (5) a plan for the consumer education.  220 ILCS 5/16-108.5(6)(c).   
 

Ameren concedes that its Plan offers the Company’s preliminary views on these topics and 
that details and decisions of the plan still need to be addressed.  Ameren Ex. 4.0 at 3. 

 
1. Statement of Smart Grid AMI Vision 

2. Statement of Smart Grid AMI Strategy 

.  CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC notes that new provisions of the PUA require that Ameren’s Plan contain a 
strategy statement of how Ameren prioritizes technology to create customer value and enable 
customers’ ability to take advantage of statutorily described Smart Grid functions.  CUB/ELPC 
believes that customer value means lower bills for Ameren’s customers as well as reduced emissions 
associated with public health costs.  Smart Grid functions, in CUB/ELPC’s opinion, are critical to 
the long-term success of AMI investment and include demand response initiatives, net-metering of 
plug in electric vehicles, distribution system asset monitoring and control, and load control 
opportunities.  CUB/ELPC argues that Ameren’s meters should maximize interoperability by being 
upgradable and adhering to open network principles.  These principles are: 

• Easy and convenient access by consumers to their energy information; 
• Ability of consumers to easily protect and authorize third party access and use of energy 

information; 
• Transparent pricing models for information access charges; 
• Adoption of common format for transfer of energy data; 
• Transparency and interoperability in data transfer; and 
• Consistency in measurement and verification standards. 

 
CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s ultimate data format for customer usage data is unknown 

at this time.  CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren customers must be able to take advantage of all the 
data available with Smart Grid deployment, with clear and enforceable standards to protect that 
data.  Consistent and efficient management of the data will allow customer-savings through software 
applications and energy services, CUB/ELPC claims.  However, CUB/ELPC points out that 
Ameren’s Plan does not identify vendors, technologies, or specific components of AMI or Meter 
Data Management Systems (“MDMS”). 

In addition, CUB/ELPC notes that voltage optimization, distributed generation, home area 
networking smart appliance communication, and enhanced rate options are not included in 
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Ameren’s base functionalities in its Plan.  CUB/ELPC argues that Section 16 of the PUA requires 
that Ameren’s Plan contain these functionalities to meet the General Assembly’s latest goals related 
to distributed generation, renewable portfolio standards, and energy efficiency requirements.  20 
ILCS 3855/1-75(c); 220 ILCS 5/8-103(A).  CUB/ELPC believes that the Commission must ensure 
that Ameren’s Plan enhances the likelihood that these policies will be further enabled by 
implementing Ameren’s Plan. 

 
CUB/ELPC argues that Ameren’s limited technology prioritization discussion limits the 

Commission’s ability to assess customer value.  CUB/ELPC notes that because, among other 
characteristics, customer segments may differ by operating center, Ameren’s omission of operating 
center-specific deployment information calls into question Ameren’s claimed benefits from demand 
response, reduction in consumption on inactive meters, and reduction in uncollectibles expense.  
CUB/ELPC notes that current levels of distributed generation differ by operating, thus, to which 
operating center Ameren deploys first will have a material impact on benefits that can be forecasted 
from implementation of Ameren’s Plan, especially since Ameren concedes that the timing of when 
benefits accrue is material to the net present value of Ameren’s AMI deployment. 

   

3. Deployment Schedule and Plan 

CUB/ELPC Position 

 CUB/ELPC notes that several witnesses have expressed concern that Ameren’s deployment 
schedule is not detailed enough for the Commission to find that its implementation will benefit 
Ameren’s customers.  Ameren has not made basic decisions about the timetable or location of 
deployment.  CUB/ELPC believes that detailed schedules are necessary for the Commission to 
ensure customer benefits from Ameren’s Plan since the actual net present value of AMI investments 
depends in part on how those investments are deployed.  CUB/ELPC notes that the evaluation of 
AMI pilot programs in Illinois demonstrates that the timing and geography of AMI deployment can 
significantly affect the customer benefits accrued.  CUB/ELPC points out that Ameren’s witnesses 
admit that customer benefits differ by operating center for AMR, and that each operating center 
contains a unique mix of customers.   

 CUB/ELPC argues that Ameren’s two propose deployment scenarios are insufficient for the 
Commission to find that Ameren’s Plan is cost-beneficial because they do not evaluate faster 
deployment timelines which may reduce overall costs.  CUB/ELPC claims that the value of 
customer benefits decreases over time the longer they are deferred such that there is a material 
difference in customer value from different deployment schedules.  CUB/ELPC notes that other 
utilities have extracted greater value from AMI investments by taking specific operating center 
characteristics into account, such as congested neighborhoods.  In addition, CUB/ELPC argues that 
some of the leading AMI deployers in the country have been rural cooperatives who deploy AMI 
strategically to alleviate uniquely rural problems like detecting system faults. 

 Although Ameren claims that there is little if any different in anticipated benefits based on 
specific operating centers, CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren admits that the number of network 
devices required, the range of meter modules, data throughput, and network performance varies 
across the various terrains where Ameren’s AMI will be deployed.  CUB/ELPC believes that it 
would be a mistake for Ameren to not take geography into account.  Indeed, CUB/ELPC notes that 
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Ameren admits it needs to understand the different customer segments within its population to 
market pricing programs effectively, and the Commission should require no less information about 
specific locations and demographics to accurately project customer benefits from Ameren’s AMI 
implementation.  CUB/ELPC argues that the Commission cannot assess whether Ameren’s 
proposed deployment schedule will result in the benefits it claims and that the Commission should 
require Ameren to provide a year-by-year/operating center-by-operating center deployment schedule 
to fulfill its duty under the EIMA’s new provisions. 

4. Annual Milestones and Metrics 

  CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren’s Plan does not contain adequate milestones and metrics 
to allow the Commission to determine that implementation will be cost-beneficial.  In CUB/ELPC’s 
view, milestones and metrics should measure how the Smart Grid functionalities listed in Section 
16-108.5 of the PUA are delivered to Ameren’s customers, in addition to any AMI-related metrics 
approved by the Commission in ICC Docket 12-0089.  CUB/ELPC agrees with Ameren that 
performance metrics must be relevant to measuring success in Smart Grid deployment, should 
include baseline values for comparison, and should provide impacts for failure to meet the metrics.  
However, CUB/ELPC argues that Ameren’s proposed metrics fall short of its own standard. 

 
CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s proposed metrics fail to include baseline values and fail to 

include consequences following failure to achieve any specific metric. In addition, CUB/ELPC 
notes that the following additional metrics should be measured to ensure that implementation of 
Ameren’s Plan actually allows Ameren’s customers to access the Smart Grid functions listed in the 
PUA: 

• Measures of third party access to the Smart Grid applications and technologies in 
Illinois; 

• Measures of the ease of connection of distributed generation and net metering; 
• Milestones for how wholesale market access for distributed generation, energy 

efficiency, and demand response can be maximized; 
• Measures of the load impact from smart grid-enabled, Ameren administered demand 

response; 
• How many customers understand ways to lower their bills, how to consumer 

electricity more efficiently, how their bills are computed; 
• Demand response program size, in total megawatts and customer class enrollment; 
• System load factor and load factor by customer class; 
• Measures of the use of capital assets such that power flows are optimized and energy 

waste in minimized; and 
• Measures of the emissions impact of demand side management and integration of 

clean renewable resources, storage and electric vehicles enabled by Ameren smart 
grid investments. 
 

CUB/ELPC notes that the Commission has already made clear that utilities opting for a 
performance-based formula rate should include milestones and metrics for AMI investment beyond 
those expressly named in the EIMA.  CUB/ELPC notes that in the separate proceeding reviewing 
Ameren’s proposed performance metrics plan, ICC Docket 12-0089, and Administrative Law Judge 
has recommended that certain metrics similar to those listed above be reviewed for inclusion in 
Ameren’s Plan in this proceeding.  Thus, CUB/ELPC concludes that the Commission should 



6 

require Ameren to modify its metrics to include the requirements Ameren itself recommends for 
metrics, to include additional metrics listed above, and to adopt standards for customer data access 
which allow current and future customer technologies to interface with Ameren’s AMI investments. 

5. Consumer Education Plan 

CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC agrees with Ameren that consumer education efforts are integral to customer 
acceptance and realization of potential benefits from AMI investments.  Because many customers 
are not even aware of which delivery service rate they receive services under, CUB/ELPC notes, the 
ISGC recommended the following characteristics of a consumer education plan: 

• Consumers should understand the nature of the program, including technologies 
used, options available, rate structure changes, and the role of the utility and third 
parties. 

• Consumers should understand the goals of the program. 
• Consumers should understand the implications of their participation as it relates to 

benefits, costs, and risks to the consumer.   
 

To reach Ameren’s goal of 30% customer participation in dynamic pricing programs, 
CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren should offer a full menu of pricing options.  CUB/ELPC claims, 
however, that Ameren has not yet begun to determine the anticipate number of customer who sign 
up for any specific rate structure, nor has it considered the implementation of new dynamic rate 
options besides the statutorily required peak-time rebate (“PTR”) option.  Ameren acknowledges 
that different customer segments may require different messaging and education to effectively 
participate in dynamic pricing programs.  Nevertheless, CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s Plan lacks 
a detailed geographic and demographic description such that the Commission cannot determine 
which audience segments and in what amounts receive AMI first.  Therefore, CUB/ELPC argues, 
the Commission cannot find that Ameren’s forecasted benefits from dynamic pricing result from its 
Plan.  CUB/ELPC points out that Ameren acknowledges that the unique demographics of its 
service territory affect how and when it will deliver consumer education.  Nevertheless, CUB/ELPC 
notes that Ameren has not developed a comprehensive communications evaluation plan. 

 
CUB/ELPC notes that the Commission must review Ameren’s Plan as presented.  In 

CUB/ELPC’s view, Ameren’s Plan fails to sufficiently detail investments and messages that will be 
developed such that the Commission cannot find that the Plan enables Smart Grid functions or 
enhances consumer benefits.  CUB/ELPC believes that the Commission should require Ameren to 
include more specific geographic and demographic information so that Ameren’s customers will be 
enabled to benefit from Ameren’s AMI investment. 

 
B. Technical Criteria 

1. NIST Standards for Smart Grid Interoperability 

CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC notes that the PUA requires that Ameren’s Plan be fully consistent with the 
standards of the National Institute of Standards and Technology (“NIST”).  220 ILCS 5/16-
108(6)(c).  However, CUB/ELPC claims that Ameren believes that losing interoperability in one 
area could be outweighed by undetermined functionalities in other areas.  CUB/ELPC concludes 
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that the Commission should require that Ameren’s Plan be fully consistent with NIST standards and 
addresses the final NIST standards after discussion with stakeholders. 

 
2. Cyber Security 

3. Privacy of Personal Information Protections 

CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s AMI Plan must secure the privacy of personal information 
and establish the right of consumers to consent to the disclosure of personal energy information to 
third parties through electronic, web-based, and other means in accordance with State and federal 
law and regulations regarding consumer privacy and protection of consumer data.  220 ILCS 5/16-
108(6)(c).  CUB/ELPC believes that Fair Information Practice Principles (“FIPPs”) should be 
followed in allowing access to any customer specific data by any vendors contracted by Ameren or 
any other third parties.  CUB/ELPC concludes that the Commission should make clear that each 
electric delivery service customer owns data that is not used by the utility for operational functions 
and that Ameren’s AMI Plan should be modified to reflect the FIPPs. 

 
C. Ameren’s AMI Plan Cannot Be Found Cost-Beneficial for Customers if 

Implemented As Presented to the Commission  

CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC points out that, in order to approve Ameren’s AMI Plan, the Commission must 
find that implementation of the Plan will be cost-beneficial consistent with the principles established 
through the ISGC with weight given to the results of any Commission-approved pilot.  220 ILCS 
5/16-108(6)(c).  CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s own analysis illustrates that the ten-year 
deployment plan the Company proposes is, without automation of gas meters and without 
deployment commitments beyond ten years, is not cost-effective.  Though Ameren models 
additional deployment scenarios which might be cost-effective, CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren has 
placed the condition that those scenarios would require “a clear path to full and complete cost 
recovery.” CUB/ELPC concludes that Ameren’s cost-benefit analysis if flawed both in its 
calculation and in its failure to consider more potential customer benefits. 

 
CUB/ELPC argues that if any one of the assumptions in Ameren’s Cost-Benefit Analysis 

fails to materialize, Ameren’s own analysis demonstrates that their Plan will no longer be cost-
beneficial.  CUB/ELPC notes that although Ameren admits that the timing of benefits does affect 
the present value of Ameren’s Cost/Benefit Analysis and that local distribution system capabilities 
differ by operating center; Ameren does not address how these operating-center-specific differences 
impact the overall costs and benefits delivered by the AMI Plan.  CUB/ELPC believes that the cost 
benefit analysis should consider the impact of the deployment schedule, and that the Commission 
should regard Ameren’s proposed ten-year deployment to 62% of its electric customers as a 
minimum deployment scenario, not a maximum investment commitment.   

 
In CUB/ELPC’s view, it is preferable to deliver AMI to all customers in Ameren’s service 

territory as soon as practicable, since increasing meters installed maximizes consumer benefits such 
as demand response, distributed generation, consumption on inactive meters, and estimated bills.  
CUB/ELPC notes that customers who are in the 38% of the service territory not receiving AMI in 
10 years will be delayed benefits, if they receive them at all, even though they will not be excused 
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from paying for these investments through formula rates.  Thus, CUB/ELPC argues that Ameren 
should examine how a delay in full functionality (expected in Mid-2015) impacts its customers’ 
options with respect to dynamic pricing programs.  Because Ameren admits that its costs might 
change with different deployment schedules other than the one it proposed in its plan, CUB/ELPC 
believes that the Commission should direct Ameren to update its AMI Plan to model different 
scenarios. 

 
CUB/ELPC also believes that Ameren’s Plan does not address all the benefits required to be 

included in a Cost-Benefit Analysis by Section 16-108.6(a) of the PUA.  CUB/ELPC offers 
examples of these benefits, such as those that flow from Smart Grid functionalities like meter 
integration with a Home Area Network, Programmable Communicating Thermostats, and personal 
computer USB devices.  CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren does not commit to including these 
functions as a requirement for AMI meters nor does Ameren analyze benefits flowing from these 
functions.  CUB/ELPC argues that this omission delays and reduces direct customer benefits as no 
customers are eligible for peak time rebate tariffs until 2015.  Despite admitting that the 
implementation of demand response might change load shape, CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s 
Cost-Benefit Analysis does not account for this change in its benefit projection. 

 

CUB/ELPC notes that the value of AMI investments can vary based upon geographic, 
demographic, and climactic differences by operating center.  Thus, CUB/ELPC points out that 
claimed customer benefits may differ depending on the specific deployment schedule, which Ameren 
has not presented in its Plan.  In order for the Commission to ensure that Ameren’s Plan results in 
benefits from demand response, CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren should require that AMI vendors 
provide peak/off-leak price differential data analytics.  CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren 
acknowledges that the sooner AMI capability is deployed to its customers, the sooner benefits can be 
realized, yet Ameren has not provided a year-by-year deployment schedule.  CUB/ELPC points out 
that Ameren acknowledges that its current residential real-time pricing rate, Power Smart Pricing, is 
a single dynamic pricing option that may or may not appeal to a specific set of customers and that 
different dynamic pricing structures may appeal to different sets of customers.  Yet, CUB/ELPC 
notes that Ameren has not analyzed what difference in benefits under the Cost/Benefits Analysis 
might result from adoption of one rate option over another.     

 
CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren has not analyzed any benefits associated with energy 

efficiency, renewable and distributed power sources, or alternative fuel vehicles.  CUB/ELPC 
believes that this proceeding is the appropriate time for the Commission to ask Ameren about how 
its proposed AMI Plan makes the realization of these benefits more likely than not.  CUB/ELPC 
believes that energy efficiency programs deliver customer benefits by maintaining or increasing 
productivity while reducing electricity usage, thus lowering health costs of consumers by lowering 
overall emission related to electricity generation.  CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren’s Plan should 
integrate energy efficiency benefits from AMI deployment with existing energy efficiency portfolio 
standards (“EEPS”).   

 
Moreover, CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s Cost/Benefit Analysis does not analyze an 

increase due to AMI investment in residential delivery rates by year or rate zone, as recommended 
by the ISGC, despite Ameren’s admission that the timing of benefits does affect the present value of 
Ameren’s Cost/Benefit Analysis.  CUB/ELPC believes that the Commission should direct Ameren 
to examine how usage and consumption data can simplify the evaluation, measurement and 
verification protocols of Ameren’s EEPS and facilitate the entry of energy efficient appliances like 
those used in utility energy efficiency programs.  CUB/ELPC concludes that the Commission 
should require Ameren to examine how different deployment scenarios affect the cost-benefit 
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analysis with specific accounting of the different dynamic pricing rate structures and geographically 
and demographically specific deployment schedules. 

 

IV. STAFF’S PROPOSED MODIFICATIONS TO THE AMI PLAN 

 

V. CUB'S PROPOSED WORKSHOPS 

CUB/ELPC Position 
 
CUB/ELPC believes that Ameren’s Plan does not contain enough evidence that its proposed 

investments will deliver the claimed consumer and environmental benefits.  CUB/ELPC believes 
that Ameren’s Plan fails to detail what technology will be deployed, how that technology will be 
deployed, and how customers will be able to take advantage of the technology to realize customer 
benefits.  Thus, CUB/ELPC recommends that the Commission conditionally reject the Plan as 
premature and lacking enough detail to ensure that deployment pursuant to the Plan will meet the 
EIMA goals and objectives.  CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren’s suggestion that the Council and 
future proceedings can rectify any perceived deficiencies in Ameren’s Plan should not be relied upon 
by the Commission since Ameren has provided no evidence of any changes made to its AMI Plan as 
a result of consultation with the Council and since Ameren’s failure to provide detail compromises 
the ability of the Commission to order corrective action in the future.   

 
CUB/ELPC recommends that the Commission order Ameren to discuss with stakeholders 

over six months regarding the selection of technologies, integration of automated gas meters, actual 
deployment plans and schedules, and consumer education.  CUB/ELPC notes that the goal of the 
stakeholder process should be to ensure that Ameren’s actual deployment does not slow the accrual 
of benefits to consumers.  However, CUB/ELPC notes that Ameren does not propose deploying any 
meters until late 2013, and full functionality will not occur until 2015, so the Commission has some 
time to ensure the greatest consumer and environmental benefits from Ameren’s Plan.  Id. at 31.  
With references to best-in-class practices from other jurisdictions, CUB/ELPC believes that such a 
process should include discussions on: 

• How to ensure realization of EE/DR, specifically plans to lower overall energy consumption 
and peak load; 

• How to standardize access to customer usage data for both individual Ameren customers 
and third-parties; 

• How to standardize procedures for the interconnection of distributed generation, and how to 
ensure that investors in distributed generation are properly compensated; 

• How to ensure that the final technology selected by Ameren is consistent with NIST 
guidelines for interoperability among smart grid devices; and 

• A final review and discussion of the final deployment plan, including replacement of existing 
AMR operations and availability of AMI functions as well as customer education and 
outreach. 
 

CUB/ELPC notes that a Staff witness agrees that additional time would have been helpful and 
the stakeholder process recommended by CUB/ELPC is something that would probably happen.  
After this six month process, CUB/ELPC believes that the Commission should require Ameren to 
revisit its metrics and milestones every April.   
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VI. CONCLUSION 

CUB/ELPC Position 

CUB/ELPC believes that the Commission should reject Ameren’s AMI Plan because it 
lacks sufficient detail for the Commission to conclude that implementation pursuant to the Plan will 
be cost-beneficial for Ameren’s customers.  CUB/ELPC also believes that the Commission should 
reject Ameren’s Plan because it lacks sufficient detail for the Commission to conclude that the Plan 
contains the information required by the EIMA.  CUB/ELPC concludes that the Commission 
should order Ameren to modify its AMI Plan to include sufficient detail and omitted requirements. 

 


