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ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION 1 

DOCKET NO. 12-0154 2 

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY OF  3 

JOHN E. SULLIVAN 4 

Submitted On Behalf Of 5 

Ameren Illinois 6 

I. INTRODUCTION AND WITNESS QUALIFICATIONS 7 

Q. Please state your name and business address. 8 

A. My name is John E. Sullivan and my business address is One Ameren Plaza, St. 9 

Louis, Missouri 63166. 10 

Q. Are you the same John Sullivan who provided Direct Testimony in this 11 

proceeding? 12 

A. Yes, I am. 13 

Q. What is the purpose of your rebuttal testimony? 14 

A. My rebuttal testimony responds to ICC Staff (“Staff”) witness Yassir Rashid’s 15 

recommendations that AIC provide additional information regarding its decision making 16 

process regarding the proposed project.   17 

II. RESPONSE TO MR. RASHID 18 

Q. Have you reviewed Mr. Rashid’s direct testimony? 19 

A. Yes, I have. 20 

Q. What did he conclude? 21 
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A. Mr. Rashid concluded AIC has established the need for the Transmission Line 22 

and that it is the least cost among transmission and distribution alternatives considered.  23 

Q. Did he request certain additional information? 24 

A. Yes.  I address his requests below. 25 

Q. Mr. Rashid identified a discrepancy between the projected project cost of $35 26 

million (as listed in Ameren Exhibits 1.20 and 1.22) and the projected costs of $26.9 27 

million and $29 million for the primary and alternate routes, respectively.  Please 28 

explain. 29 

A. The original $35 million estimated project cost included $8.17 million for the 30 

expansion of the Brokaw substation to a 345 kV ring bus configuration including 31 

modification of the connection to the ComEd line to an “in-out” arrangement.  The 32 

Brokaw substation modifications are not included in this filing, as they are already in 33 

process and are planned to be completed by the end of 2012.  This work at the Brokaw 34 

Substation will address and alleviate one of the three NERC Category C double outage 35 

events which are a concern for the Bloomington area - an outage to two 345 kV circuits 36 

terminated at Brokaw Substation.  37 

Q. Does Mr. Rashid have a concern about the timing of the project? 38 

A. Mr. Rashid testifies that AIC held public meetings in 2009 regarding this project 39 

but then halted the project.  He requested AIC to “provide more details about its decision 40 

making process regarding the delay of the proposed project.”  (Staff Ex. 1.0, p. 14.)   41 

Q. What is your response? 42 
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A. In the first half of 2010, in Docket 10-0079 (AIC's application for a certificate for 43 

a 345 kV line near Decatur, Illinois), ICC Staff expressed concern that the most recent 44 

available load forecasts had not been used in the modeling undertaken to determine that 45 

that project was necessary.  In the context of that same case, AIC decided to refine its 46 

power flow modeling to reflect more distribution system detail, in order to more clearly 47 

demonstrate the risk of voltage collapse.  In light of these developments, it was found 48 

prudent to review the load forecasts and modeling developed for this Project.  System 49 

load projections used in the powerflow simulations were updated following the 50 

experience gained from the 2010 summer peak season to assure that the most recent data 51 

available, with respect to actual and projected loads, were used to update analyses related 52 

to this project, and to review the timing for the project.  Updated powerflow models were 53 

developed as well.  AIC's filing date for the certificate sought in this case was then 54 

selected based on expected timeframes for ICC approval and construction such that the 55 

projected June 2015 in service date could be met.  AIC is not aware of any detriment to 56 

the public by virtue of the earlier public meetings, and none was expressed at the 57 

subsequent public meetings.  Indeed, it could be argued the earlier meetings provided a 58 

greater opportunity for the public to be informed about the Project.  59 

Q. If the Bloomington regional area could experience a voltage collapse by 60 

summer 2014, why is the in-service date for the proposed project June 2015? 61 

A. As I stated in my direct testimony, the risk of voltage collapse to the Bloomington 62 

area does not occur suddenly at a particular load level, but increases over time as load 63 

increases.  There would be some level of risk at present following the transmission 64 
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outage conditions I outlined at Ameren Ex. 1.0, p. 17.  The risk would be more 65 

significant by 2014, and greater still in 2015.  The risk of exposure to voltage collapse 66 

was balanced with the feasibility of completing construction in a cost-effective manner in 67 

determining the project in-service date.     68 

Q. Are customers in the Bloomington area exposed to possible extended service 69 

interruptions during the summer of 2014 as Mr. Rashid contends? 70 

A. It is expected that by summer 2014 the Bloomington area could experience a 71 

voltage collapse following loss of two bulk electric system elements.  Risk for such a 72 

voltage collapse would be greater by summer 2015.  As explained below, AIC is taking 73 

steps to mitigate concerns for 2014.   74 

Q. Does AIC have plans in place to mitigate the occurrence of a voltage collapse 75 

in the summer of 2014 prior to completion of the project? 76 

A. Yes.  As stated above, expansion work at Brokaw Substation is currently ongoing 77 

and is planned to be completed by the end of 2012, which will address concerns related to 78 

one of the three NERC Category C double outage events in the Bloomington area.  79 

Further, AIC’s preference is to have the Transmission Line in-service as soon as possible.  80 

AIC is therefore working to expedite the current construction schedule and believe that it 81 

might be possible to get the line in-service in 2014.  However, the time required for real 82 

estate acquisition may make a June 2014 in-service difficult to obtain.  In the event the 83 

line is not able to be in service during the summer of 2014, the Transmission Operations 84 

and Distribution Operations groups will take appropriate measures (e.g. limiting other 85 
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work, ensuring capacitors are available), when possible, to try to reduce the risk of  86 

voltage collapse conditions. 87 

III. CONCLUSION 88 

Q.  Does this conclude your prepared rebuttal testimony? 89 

A. Yes, it does. 90 


